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PLANNING BOARD
town or east Knesvon

New Hampshire
2007-2008
Dayw F. Suiivan, Cxairman
€owarp Warren, Yice Cxairman

MINUTES
(Public Hearing of 13 November 2008)
7:00pm
AGENDA:

+ Call to Order and Approval of Minutes

¢ Public Hearing for a lot line adjustment between Joyce M. Bodwellst, 79 North Road, East Kingston
(MBL 15-03-06) and Naomi & Bradley Poole, 116 NoRbad, East Kingston (MBL 15-03-14) (PB #08-07).

¢ Continued Public Hearing for a lot line adjustment between Norman and CBreeman (Honey Bee Trust),

(MBL 09-08-01) 52 Main Street, East Kingston and@te State Gas (18-01GSGC) (PB #08-05)

Public Hearing for a change recommendations to Subdivision Ré¢igal&ection VI

Annual Review of the Elderly Housing ordinance.

Approval of services to be provided and RPC Cohtrac

Preliminary Review of the Workforce Housing Ordinan

> & & o

CALL TO ORDER: The regular meeting of the East Kingston Planidogrd was called to order at 7:05PM.
RoLL CALL : Mrs. White called the roll.

Members present—  Dr. RA Marston, Mr. R Morales, Mr. D Sullivamd&Mr. D Pendell, ex-officio.
Mr. E Warren, was not present.

Alternate members present-Mr. J Cacciatore; Mr. R Forrest was not present.

Advisors present —  Dr. Jill Robinson, PhD., Planner, Rockinghlanning Commission (RPC)
Chief Sam Richard, East Kingston Fire Chief

Voting members— As Mr. Warren was not in attendance, Chairmdtiv@n noted there was not a full voting
Board and appointed Mr. Cacciatore as a voting neerfdry the meeting.

Minutes. Mr. Sullivan asked for a motion to approve thedber 16 minutes. There were no changes offered.

MOTION : Mr. MoralesMOVED the Planning Board approve the 16 October 2008it@sas written.
Mr. Pendell seconded, and the motion passed unasimo

Mr. Sullivan asked for a motion to approve the ®@eta24 minutes. There were no changes offeredMiAs
Sullivan, Mr. Cacciatore and Mr. Morales were tidymnes present at the®2meeting, only they were entitled to
motion and vote.

MOTION : Mr. MoralesMOVED the Planning Board approve the 24 October 2008it@sas written.
Mr. Cacciatore seconded; Mr. Sullivan agreed. Milogion passed. Dr. Marston and Mr. Pendell absthin

PuBLIC HEARING FOR A LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT BETWEEN JOYCE BODWELL TRUST, 116NORTH RoAD (MBL 15-03-06)
AND NAOMI & BRADLEY POOLE, 79NORTH ROAD (MBL 15-03-14)EAST KINGSTON (PB #08-07).

Mr. Sullivan opened the public hearing. Mr. DenQigintal was present.

This is a rehearing of this lot line adjustmentaasabutter had not been notified for the Octobeeting.

Live Free or Die



As the Board had already heard the specifics aflttiline adjustment in October and had motiomedccept it at
that time, and there were no abutters presentia spthe re-notifications, the Board felt it wast necessary for
Mr. Quintal to go through his presentation a sedimé. The full discourse of the presentatiomiduded in the

October 18 minutes.

Mr. Sullivan opened the floor to abutters; thermmeone, he closed the floor.
Mr. Sullivan entertained a motion to take jurisitiot

MOTION : Mr. Cacciatore¢lOVED the Planning Board take jurisdiction on the agilan for lot line
adjustment between Joyce Bodwell Trust (MBL 15-83-#nhd Naomi & Bradley Poole (MBL 15-03-14)
(PB 08-07). Mr. Morales seconded, and the mqtiassed unanimously.

Mr. Sullivan asked if the Board had any questighey did not.
The conditions set forth at the October meetingeweviewed.

1. Certificate of Monumentation reflecting granite/cogte bounds properly set and signed off by Bugdin
Inspector.

2. Fingl mylar, together the full-sized and 11x17 copyhe final plan, to be submitted to the PlanrBgrd
for chairman signature and recording.

3. All outstanding or future fees and charges du@édTtown in connection with the lot line adjustment,
including but not limited to the reviews of Town @wel, Town Engineer, RPC PlanrBiiLpinG
Inspector, anp Fige Deparvment; anp apmunistRatiye COSts INCURReD BY vxe Lown vo Be FULLY DISCHaRGeD.

Mr. Quintal presented the certificate of monumeatatsigned by the Building Inspector. He alsougiut the
final mylar, 5 full sized copies and an 11x17 copyhe final plan for signature and recording. M#aghite will
provide an invoice to Mr. Quintal for the abutt@tining for the rehearing.
Mr. Sullivan entertained a motion.
MOTION : Mr. CacciatoredVlOVED the Planning Board approve the application fastdihe adjustment
between Joyce Bodwell Trust (MBL 15-03-06) and Na&rBradley Poole MBL (15-03-14) as stipulated in
the application, with the above conditions. Mr.fsles seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.
Mr. Sullivan closed the public hearing. Mr. Quirtteanked the Board for their time.

CONTINUED PUBLIC HEARING FOR A LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT BETW EEN GRANITE _STATE GAS (18-01GSGC)(PB #08-05)
AND NORMAN AND CAROL FREEMAN (HONEY BEE TRUST), (MBL 09-08-01)52MAIN STREET, EAST KINGSTON.

Mr. Sullivan opened the public hearing.

Mr. Sullivan noted that the reason for this meetias in response to Granite State Gas’s disagraerhére
Board’s October decision for the gas company toden the entire area of both gas valves.

Mr. Erik Newman from Gallagher, Callahan and Gdiitrepresenting Granite State Gas, was presespieak to
the Board.

Mr. Newman brought to the Board’s attention that decision rendered by the Planning Board on J&Jy2008
stated that, “delineation of the new fence willd®wn on the plan and said fence will be installtiin 30 days
of the transfer of the deeds. This shall be apmmiovy the Building Inspector before the final myiarto be
signed.” Also, that this decision did not spedkg fence location or instruct the Planning Baardetermine the
location of the fence. The intent was to instdkrece that met industry standards.
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For these reasons, Granite State Gas is requekththe Board re-vist their decision to fence ¢hére area and
to endorse the location of the fence as depictetherplan presented to them at this meeting, wb@inects to
the existing fence.

Two configurations were provided to the Board at@ctober meeting for their consideration, as teea@mpany
did not want to install the fence in a locationttivas not acceptable to the Town. The Board hadmusen
either Plan A or Plan B suggested by the gas compmn had chosen to have the gas company ferte ientire
area.

The Board had discussion regarding the reasons hhdymade the decision to fence in the entire drag,
ultimately agreed that since their July decisiod hat specified the location of the fence, it wobkl unfair to
impose any new conditions after-the-fact.

They ascertained that a letter to Granite State Iyathe Selectmen expressing their concern of thieempt

condition of the grass within the ROW, and theguest that the area be mowed at least two timeggaer could

be a solution. Or the Fire Chief could also setetter to Granite State Gas as the overgrown graskl pose a
potential fire hazard.

Mr. Sullivan opened the floor to abutters; thermfgeone, he closed the floor to abutters.

Mr. Sullivan entertained a motion.
MOTION : Mr. MoralesMOVED the Planning Board amend their Octobéef d@i§cision to fence in the entire
area, and motioned to approve the lot line adjustmpkan for the fence for Honey Bee Trust and GeaState
Gas Transmission, Inc. per drawing original da@¥A)8, revision B dated 10/20/08 which specifiesddded
monuments have been set and the proposed fenaadfeegncing footnote 10; and to grant an additi@ga

day extension, from the date of this meeting, tovafor completion of the fence installation; thewn date
will be December 20, 2008. Mr. Cacciatore seconded the motion passed unanimously.

Mr. Sullivan closed the public hearing.
Mr. Newman thanked the Board for their time.

PuBLIC HEARING FOR EAST KINGSTON SUBDIVISION REGULATION SECTION VIl —GENERAL REQUIREMNTS FOR THE
SUBDIVISION OF LAND , PARAGRAPH T.

Mr. Sullivan opened the public hearing. Mrs. WHitel read the entire change recommendation atdtaber 16
meeting. For the conservation of time, she ondgdrhe two changes the Board had at the Octobeingee

The two changes are as follows:

#6.a: Shall be constructed of materials that are non-corrosive in normal water systems nor to groundwater.

And an addition to the next to the last paragragpseiction 8, following the list of NFPA Standardsspectively,
noting that at the time of adoption of this regulation, the height limit of buildings in East Kingston is thirty-five
feet;

Mr. Sullivan asked if the Board had any questiokls. Morales referred to the last sentence in paglye. and
enquired to Chief Richard why it readirit painted in a color approved by the Fire Chief for visibility.” Why
wasn't a color specified? Chief Richard statedeadly did not care what color it was painted, tountexample, if
it were against some evergreens in the backgrdwdiould not want it painted green. He would wiapainted
some color for quick identification.

Mr. Sullivan opened the floor to comment. Therafeone, he closed to floor to comment.
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Mr. Sullivan entertained a motion.

MOTION : Mr. PendellMOVED the Planning Board amend Subdivision Section pélragraph T as read.
Mr. Morales seconded, and the motion passed unasiyo

Mr. Sullivan closed the public hearing.
The full text of this section is 2 pages and attacat the end of these minutes.
RPC Contract

Mrs. White indicated she had previously distribuiethe Board the list of services to be perforiogdhe RPC as
consultant, the model ordinance, and a copy oagreement (contract) with the RPC for these seswitat needs
to be signed by both the Planning Board Chairmahtlam Chairman of the Selectmen.

Mrs. White explained that it was necessary forBbard to indicate they had reviewed the RPC scleeaiul
services and agree with it, that they reviewedatireement between the RPC and the Town of Eassiingnd
agree to those terms, and approve the Chairmagrdle RPC agreement. Also, they would needdiate a
letter go to the Selectmen requesting they sigiRiR€ contact. This way the first check could ba sethe RPC.

Mr. Pendell inquired if the money for the servieess coming out of the grant money, and if the soleedf
services did not add up to the $9,000, what woalgplen to the money that was left over? Dr. Rolirstated
that any monies left over would go back to the Hugiguthority as the grant was only to be usedrfgslemen-
tation of the ordinance and could not be usedigragher purpose.

MOTION : Mr. PendeIMOVED the Planning Board has reviewed the RPC’s scheaxfidervices to be
performed in regard to the workforce housing ordogand agrees with it; has reviewed the agreement
between the RPC and the Town of East Kingstoni®ipreparation of the workforce housing ordinammt a
agrees with it; approves the Planning Board Chairtoasign the RPC contract; and recommends the
Selectmen sign the RPC agreemeit.. Morales seconded. The motion passed unanimousl

Mrs. White read a letter she had drafted to serndd®&electmen. The Board agreed with the leteead, and
Mrs. White will send it to the Selectmen.

Review of the Workforce Housing Ordinance

Mr. Cacciatore asked Dr. Robinson about the 51%rétMomes specified by New Hampshire housing betwee
certain values part of the workforce housing peiage?

Dr. Robinson said the answer was both yes andshe. explained that the new law has three parts.

Part 1 states towns must provide realistic andoretde opportunities for workforce housing, defimschousing
affordable to someone who make 100% of the medieone.

Part 2 states that if you can show your town heeadly provided its fair share through differentdsrof available
housing stock, then you do not have to developrdimance. It is not a requirement of the law @i figure out
whether or not you have provided your fair sharbafsing, the only requirement of the law is thai provide
opportunities for this housing to be developedeséhtwo parts are related, with one being a negessguire-
ment of the law, and the other is a measuremewhether the fair share has been met. The faregbartion is
not a requirement, and the grant cannot be useslifidr an evaluation, as it is to be used only éwetbpment of
the ordinance itself.

Part 3 is the builder’s remedy, which states ibpplicant comes to the town and either becauswtine doesn’t
provide realistic opportunities through their ow@tices, or the conditions of approval put on thdicgt make
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their development economically non-viable, thaildmii can go to court and state that the town isdoatg their
job under the law. At that point, the town coutdre back and state that they have already proyibedy of
workforce housing. They had looked at the regitrmaising needs assessment, had done their owrsenbsed
on assessors records of the actual housing stodlgan show they meet their fair share of workfdraesing
based on what the housing is assessed at (cugasinly stock) or being sold for (new building).

These three parts of the law interact, but the paly of the three that is a requirement is praxgahe oppor-
tunity. That's why the IZIP program focuses ontimg an ordinance.

Mr. Cacciatore asked if the State would be comingvith a price for the affordable housing. He céfitto do a
market analysis of the existing homes in town ®what share of affordable housing they have aptbsent
time. Dr. Robinson stated that the grant is cairstid by only being only used to develop the ongiea Mr.
Cacciatore stated he would donate his time to darthrket analysis, and would just need some heip the
office in respect to the tax cards 1,800 sf anceundir. Pendell expressed concern that if a merobtre
Planning Board completed the market analysis, erd@could be accused of skewing it in their favor.

Mr. Morales thought affordable might be differeefpgnding on each family’s income, and noted thahev
thought the market was down at the present timenvitwent back up you could not dictate to someshat
they could sell their house for.

Mr. Cacciatore stated as he understood it, if adhemms bought under workforce housing, the ownerddvweed
to sign a contract stating they know they are engtogram and they know they could be fined if theld it
within “X” amount of years from when they purchaskd home. Mr. Morales stated they could notisédr a
profit either. Mr. Cacciatore’s understanding west since there are homes in East Kingston tleaselting for
the price range covered by workforce housing, theaxe enough housing stock to meet the 51%. Hendmdithe
Board the Town does not have as much open lanthbiaior building as they might think, as it wasulght for
conservation easements and much of what was rergaivds wetlands. And they do not want to get ahister
developments.

Dr. Robinson agreed it was an excellent idea tosomeawhat the Town already has, but it is not airequent.
One town decided to look at their assessor’s rectirdee what their housing stock was and whetlelf into
the range. Mr. Cacciatore remarked that assessrasnwery far off the real values of homes attthie.

Since the RPC writes ordinances and does plantiiagyart of this ordinance they can help with kiag at the
town’s existing zoning ordinance and determininig iirovides opportunities or barriers for this éypf housing
development.

Dr. Robinson stated that looking at the housingkssthould be a parallel process to developing tmance and
looking at the existing ordinances.

Mr. Morales referred to the existing Town Centestiict, and stated they had tried to make an effodefine
affordable and workforce housing. He noted thas¢hdefinitions now looked to be in conflict witrpentages
of the new definition and would need to be rewnitte

Dr. Robinson reiterated that the law states yowehayrovide for workforce housing in at least 548the land
that's zoned for residential land use. Workforoeging does not just mean multifamily housing. Tdve states
that multifamily housing has to be provided for sahere, but you do not have to provide for it ia thll 51%; it
does not state what the percentage number is fifamily housing. It will be up to the Town anlde Planning
Board to interpret that.

Dr. Robinson had taken the state’s model on inchesiy housing ordinance and incorporated the poifitise

new laws into it. She had also consulted with Nampshire Housing, the writer of the original oatige, and
others in the RPC and had added a number of pomég$d meet the procedural requirements.
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Incentives for developers to build this type of siog could be density bonuses and/or reduceddes sfor
example. There are also provisions for New HampgHousing Finance Authority or some other entityetke on
the task of making sure the affordable housingssédfprdable.

Workforce housing is tied to the area median incontech at this time is $77,000 for a four-persausehold.
The Planning Board'’s job is to make sure the omtiea are not a barrier to someone who wants td luark-
force housing.

Mr. Morales referred to the note on page 2 andempihappeared the Town should not just adopt tmance,
but needed to execute a plan that identifies wiepercentage is and where the housing shouldilte Bhe
Town Center District is one area where this housimgld go, as existing houses could be convertealut-
family housing. In addition, other land in Towrositd be identified as available for this type oftikimg to be
built. Mr. Cacciatore noted that because of thétames, cluster development would most certainiydean.

Mr. Pendell asked if they identified that 25% of fhown met the criteria for workforce housing, &wkears from
now values went up and there was nothing in placestrict the dollar value of that sale, thenTogn does not
comply because those houses have increased inamdlare not in that range.

Dr. Robinson stated that the key provision of the is thatyou provide realistic opportunities for the devel opment
for this type of housing. She also realizes th#tout special financing and programs, they coultiguarantee
the houses would stay in the price range to qualify. Cacciatore noted that you could not continel prices of
housing unless you are in a special state progrdmo;is going to police it? Dr. Robinson noted ttegt New
Hampshire Housing Finance Authority would policatthThere would be conditions in the deed ancherrésale
of the house. A topic for debate is how much sthgolu allow the buyer to realize; setting that lesen art.
The RPC's position is that you should be able tatrwd the continual affordability, and still allothie buyer to
realize some equity.

The Planning Board cannot control the market. tihdly can do is look at their ordinances and reguiatand see
if they are complying with the law.

Mr. Pendell noted he had attended a seminar phiydhe LGC and Rockingham is issuing the fair staaraysis
as to what the towns should have in unit numb#ranyone challenges that, the law provides thailltbe heard
within 6 months. It cannot be drawn out for 2 geirhopes the developer will give up.

Dr. Robinson explained the Fair Share analysistalies the proportionate share of workforce h@usath town
should be providing. The assessment does not Bather the town is actually providing that shatreyauld be
up to the town to check their records and determinat percent they already provide.

Dr. Robinson reminded the Board that time was séese in completing the ordinance, as the terntiseofZIP
grant is that the ordinance will be ready to begteon the warrant in March. By the end of Decemnthe
ordinance has to be ready to go. Mrs. White iategd that the ordinance needed to be complet&kbgmber
18, as that is the date of their meeting in Decembe. Robinson stated the date was later that dma Mr.
Pendell stated that January 10 was the last déteng forth a citizen’s petition.

Dr. Robinson stated that the first public heariatedvas January 3, and there should probably leastttwo
public hearings on the ordinance. This sessiontvasiswer questions, and they should get dowrptiing on
the provisions of the ordinance at the meetin

She provided a memo to the Board members, whiclaiegothe law and some of the background of the law

Review of the Elderly Housing Ordinance

Mrs. White stated that the Board had asked hezgearch and find out the correct numbers for theepéage, as
they thought there was a discrepancy with the iegjstumber.
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She reported the following figures: there were Baghes in East Kingston to date; 777 single famniligs and
138 elderly housing units. 912 divided by 138 W&< %, so the numbers in the elderly housingheg éxist
now, are the correct percentage numbers.

MOTION : Mr. PendelIMOVED the Planning Board acknowledge that they had veadethe elderly
housing ordinance, had no changes to it at theepteisne, and would review it again next year & time.
Mr. Cacciatore seconded. The motion passed unasiymno

Changed Fee Schedule.

Mrs. White reported that she had gotten togethdr thie staff in the Selectmen’s office and they tatérmined
in order to eliminate the perception that the tavas making money on their noticing and only covgtimeir
costs, it would be beneficial to have a lump suyarié for an application that included abutter nediions, the
legal notice and the recording fees. There colglol lbe a few additional items depending on what typ
application it was. The only other way to get asrenaccurate figure would be to bill for the natigiafter-the-
fact, as at the time a person submits an applitaititss not known how many other people would dear the
same public hearing date. The dilemma was thdicapps wanted to know how much it was going tat ¢hem
for the application and pay for it when they walkbbugh the door.

MOTION : Mr. PendeIMOVED the Planning Board accept this new proposed feedsde in place of the
previously approved fee schedule. Mr. Morales sded. The motion passed unanimously.

Addendum to the October 16 minutes

Town Road Sandards

In the October 16 minutes, Mr. Donald stated thatlMwis did not want to meet the town standardste roads
in the elderly housing development. The Town Bagr approves all the town roads and they areudtltb
Town standards.

Budget figures

In the October 16 minutes, Mr. Pendell stated tiatown budget and the school budget were aboutiian
each and roughly 25% of the Town'’s tax revenue &ofreen the elderly residents in all the developreent

The actual numbers are as follows:

School budget — EK elementary — EK portion $2,354
Coop -- EK portion $2,670,384
$4,824,738
Town budget $2,448,400

Letter from the Planning Board to the Selectmen re: Cricket Hill Roads.

Mrs. White reminded the Board that at the Octoliemeeting, they had asked her to write a lettéhéoSelect-
men in regard to the roads in Cricket Hill. Mrsovilney had also asked for a copy of the letter tedre to their
condo association, so Mrs. White had included adtffermation as well for their information. Shekthe letter
to the Board and they agreed it was fine the waai written.

MOTION : Mr. PendelMOVED the Planning Board accept the letter as writtdmetgent to the Selectmen
and the Cricket Hill Condo Association. Mr. Morakeconded. The motion passed unanimously.

13 Noyemser 2008 €ast Kmasron PB Recular meerine minizes 7



Mr. Pendell noted that Mr. Morales had ascertathedwo hearings on the agenda for next week ntéka up all
the meeting time, and suggested that they meebatm®n to review the Workforce Housing ordinancilethe
public hearings. The Board agreed they should imefetre the public hearing time to work on the oaglice.
Mrs. White will post an amended agenda.

HANDOUTS TO THE BOARD

Selectmen’s Meeting Minutes ofctober 2%,

Request for Project Reviewby the NH Division of Historical Resources. Th®only an FYI and has to do
with Cooper’s Grove, which lies mostly in Kingstatith a small area in East Kingston.

A Memorandum from the RCP regarding reference materials to assist townkeir tesponse to SB 342.
November Calendar.

Mr. Sullivan closed meeting at 8:40pm.

Respectfully submitted,

Barbara A. White
Recording Secretary

David Sullivan

. October 16 and October 24 minutes werge
Chairman

approved as written. See addendum to
October 16 minutes.

Minutes approved

Attachments
Revised SDR Section VI, Paragraph T — 2 pages

Revised Fee Schedule
Letter to Selectmen re: RPC Services and Contract

13 Noyemser 2008 €ast Kmasron PB Recular meerine minizes 8



East Kingston Subdivision Regulation Section VIEENERAL REQUIREMENTS FOR THE SUBDIVISION
OF LAND. AMEND the Subdivision Requirements, SentVIl, paragraph T. Remove existing paragraph T
(Fire Pond Hydrant Installation and Cistern Requirements) and replace with the following:

T.

Fire Protection Requirements

All subdivisions shall construct a suitable watep@ly for fire protection by means of fire pond<fioe
cisterns or fire wells, with associated dry hydsathat provide a minimum of 30,000 gallons of Usab
water, capable of drafting at a continuous rat,000 gallons per minute; located within a truckvél
distance of 2,600 feet of the front entrance offétithest dwelling unit of the subdivision.

“Usable water” shall be defined as the amount dewliom the water supply source capable of being
drafted through its associated dry hydrant airmks of the year and all weather conditions suclats
not limited to drought conditions and ice formatiddsable water shall be calculated after subtmgcti
three (3) feet from the bottom of the water sugayrce for strainer installation, silt buildup, and
whirlpool action due to low water level and thr8g feet from the top to account for severe winter
conditions such as ice. Fire cisterns may reduesget limits of engineering design, approved byFihe
Chief, provide adequate drafting capabilities.

A suitable water supply shall be installed in ademce with NFPA 114&andard on Water Supplies for
Suburban and Rural Fire Fighting and:

1. Allinstallers of suitable water supply sources:

a. Shall provide the Fire Department with two (2) @pof engineered plans, affixed with the
registered Engineer’s stamp, which shall contagwagions, total water capacity, usable water
volume as defined above, and detailed hydrantpngipnd other appliance installation and a third
stamped copy approved by signature of the FirefGhi&l be provided to the Planning Board,

b. Shall not begin construction of said suitable watgply until said plans are approved by the Fire

Chief and Planning Board,

c. Shall be responsible for the complete filling angimenance of the suitable water supply until the

Fire Chief has accepted the installation,

d. Shall provide an asphalt approach twelve (12)\iééé and forty (40) feet long parallel to the
roadway sufficient enough to bear East Kingstoe Biepartment (EKFD) fire apparatus and so
located for easy access to dry hydrants and fingi,

e. Shall install two (2) 3-foot high and 3-inch diametoncrete filled steel posts located two (2) feet

in front of all hydrants, six (6) feet apart, oneeach side of said hydrant, and placed in a twelve
(12) inch diameter by twenty-four (24) inch deepaete anchor, and painted with a color
approved by the Fire Chief for visibility,

f.  Shall not allow more than a 90-degree angle alaygpartion of any piping assembly flowing
water nor allow more than a combined 180-degreéeahgoughout the entire length of any piping
assembly;

2. All dry hydrant suction piping:

a. Shall be six (6) inch American Society for Testargl Materials (ASTM) Schedule 40 steel,

b. Shall have a six (6) inch female swivel connectimpatible with EKFD threads and male
plug mounted 30 inches in height above finishedigra

c. Shall not exceed a ten (10) foot vertical lift cditer for fire ponds and fire wells or shall not
exceed a fourteen (14) foot vertical lift of water fire cisterns.

d. Shall have all horizontal piping slope slightly ilptoward the pumper connection,

e. Shall have a thirty (30) inch diameter poured cetecollar, thirty-six (36) inches deep from
finished grade and braces or other support strestas needed,

f. Shall be so located for easy access for fire apysmra
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All fill piping:
g. Shall be four (4) inch American Society for Testangd Materials (ASTM) Schedule 40 steel
or Schedule 40 PVC with circumferentially gluecsi
h. Shall have a four (4) inch Storx style connectanpatible with EKFD threads and cap
mounted 36 inches in height above finished grade,
i. Shall be so located for easy access for fire apysra

3. All vent piping:
a. Shall be capable of allowing a minimum of a 1,0@0an per minute draft without damaging
any tank, piping or other equipment,
b. Shall be sixty (60) inches in height above finisheade,
c. Shall terminate with the use of elbows or “T” cocotoes and associated screening, if
necessary, so as to prevent unwanted materialimaénfrom entering said vent:

4. All fire cisterns and fire wells shall provide a ams of visually measuring water levels during all
weather conditions approved by the Fire Chief, ag;hut not limited to:
a. A lockable “manhole” which shall be easily accelssibr
b. A gauge that shall be easily viewable from theldrgrant;

5. Afire cisterns and fire wells:
a. Shall be constructed of materials that are nonesbre in normal water systems nor to
groundwater,
b. Shall be anchored for prevent rising or movement,
c. Shall be inspected and approved by the Fire Chief  backfilling;

6. All fire cisterns:
a. Shall be buried completely below frost line, a minm of four (4) feet,
b. Shall install strainers six (6) inches above thedo of the tank to preclude obstruction due to
sediment and debris,
c. Shall anchor all strainers and piping by meansoof@d concrete pads, braces and/or other
support structures as needed and approved byrh€ERief;

7. Allfire ponds and fire wells;
a. Shall install all strainers completely below frése, a minimum of four (4) feet,
b. Shall install strainers twenty-four (24) inchesabthe pond or well bottom sufficiently to
preclude obstruction due to silt or vegetation duyl,
c. Shall anchor all strainers and piping be meansafexd concrete pads, braces and/or other
support structures as needed and approved byrh€ERief;

Any subdivision in which the front entrance of thehest dwelling unit of the subdivision is locateithin a

truck travel distance of 2,600 feet of an exissnifable water supply in current used by the Fiegp&tment may
request an alternative fire protection requirenvemith shall consist of installation of a sprink$sistem for each
dwelling unit, inspected and approved by the Finge€ which meets the requirements of NFPASIshdard for

the Installation of Sprinkler Systems, NFPA 13DSandard for the Installation of Sprinkler Systemsin One- and
Two-Family Dwellings and Manufactured Homes, or NFPA 133andard for the Installation of Sorinkler Systems

in Residential Occupancies up to and Including Four Stories in Height, respectively; noting that at the time of
adoption of this regulation, the height limit ofiloings in East Kingston is thirty-five feet; arftetassessment of a
per dwelling unit water supply maintenance fee uigsnance of a building permit.

The design and plans for the installation of argger system shall be incorporated as part of thellthg unit's
printed construction plans. No construction of#tarnative fire protection requirement shall begpiior to the
approval of the Fire Chief and the Planning Board.

(Amended 10/16/08)
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