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MINUTES
(Public Hearing of 16 October 2008)
7:00pm
AGENDA:

¢ Call to Order and Approval of Minutes

+ Continued Public Hearingfor a lot line adjustment between Norman and CBreeman (Honey Bee
Trust), (MBL 09-08-01) 52 Main Street, East Kingstnd Granite State Gas (18-01GSGC) (PB #08-05)

+ Public Hearingfor a lot line adjustment between Betsey Crespiahie Walker and Marjorie Doss, 1
South Road (MBL 14-04-02) and the Town of East Kitng (Union Cemetery), 17 South Road, East
Kingston (MBL 14-04-03) (PB #08-06)

¢ Public Hearingfor a lot line adjustment between Joyce M. Bodwldlyce M. Bodwell Trust, 79 North
Road, East Kingston (MBL 15-03-06) and Naomi & BegdPoole, 116 North Road, East Kingston
(MBL 15-03-14) (PB #08-07).

¢ Public Hearingsfor change recommendations to the Zoning Ordingr8ebdivision Regulations and
Building Code (1 ordinances, 2 regulations, 1 bodccode).

+ Annual Review of the Elderly Housing ordinance.

¢ Selection of a consultant to work on the Inclusigrtdousing Ordinance.

¢ Annual review of the Master Plan.

CALL TO ORDER: The regular meeting of the East Kingston Planidogrd was called to order at 7:03PM.

RoLL CALL: Mrs. White called the roll.

Members present-  Mr. R Morales, Mr. D Sullivan, Mr. E Warren, aktt. D Pendell, ex-officio.
Dr. RA Marston was not present.

Alternate members present-Mr. J Cacciatore; Mr. R Forrest.

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

Voting members— As Dr. Marston was not in attendance, Chairmativ@&n noted there was not a full voting
Board and appointed Mr. Forrest as a voting merfdrehe meeting.

Mrs. Cathy Belcher, Mr. Roby Day and Mr. Richarditbninad been invited to attend to comment on thergf
housing ordinance. Mr. Day and Mr. Smith have ided; Mrs. Belcher is in attendance tonight.

Minutes. Mr. Sullivan asked for a motion to approve thet®mber minutes. There were no changes offered.

MOTION : Mr. PendelIMOVED the Planning Board approve the 18 September 2008tes as written.
Mr. Warren seconded, and the motion passed unasisnou

PUBLIC HEARING FOR A LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT BETWEEN GRANITE_STATE GAS (18-01GSGC)(PB #08-05)AND NORMAN
AND CAROL FREEMAN (HONEY BEE TRUST), (MBL 09-08-01)52M AIN STREET, EAST KINGSTON.

Mr. Sullivan opened the public hearing.

Live Free or Die



Mrs. White reported that she had received a copgh@fwo deeds via e-mail, and had distributed mmmand
sketches from Mr. Erik Newman, representing GS@0wing two scenarios for the fenced in area. GS@®ald
like the Board to approve one of the configuratifovghe fence so they could proceed with the rsgttif bounds
and installation of the fence.

Mrs. White reviewed that Sheet “A” shows the argdt & at the present time. The crosshatched(@eaMap
18 Lot 1 — GSGC) denotes the presently fenced litiggoand shows the entire area. Sheet “B” shoB8&Gs
option for enclosing the second pump area andtattg¢he new fence to the existing fence. It fsetfsome, as
the pumps do not line up. Sheet “C” shows onlyrtee pump area fenced in.

Mrs. White also read an excerpt from the 26 Juld8 ZBA minutes which states:

“ M. Mewman cominuep rxar IF tXey WeRe GRamved txe yarlance BY txe ZBA, It was iXe Iitent 10 PURSKe a Loy line
avJustient anp ro rence In txe eMrige area; PRESeMILY tXe yalye IS cxainep and Locked. Ixe new area Is 15235 reer,
an area roralinG 525sr. Ixe enrire area WouLD Be renced IN. IXey WOULD Be lakING rXar akrea FRom ixe Freeman's
10v anp since b Was a PRe-eXIStING, HoN-CONFORMUNG Loy, & Was WXY txey WeRe Berore rxe ZBA For txe yarlance.”

Mr. Morales asked where the scenario promisedd@BA was. Or was it Sheet “D”, which was not showthe
configuration of what she had just read? Mrs. \/htated it looked as if it was Sheet “D” which vaa$ shown.
The lighter cross-hatched area that goes fromtsidale appeared to be the 15x35 area Mr. Newmdihé&an
speaking of to the ZBA.

Mr. Warren asked if the Board had not stated ey tvanted to see one continuous fence at a prewaeting.
The Board agreed that was what they had discussetpsly. They thought that configuration woulel tnore
beneficial for all. It would contain all the abogeound facilities into one area and was large ghda allow
GSGC to mow around the valves.

The Board conferred, and it was decided that thedshould encapsulate both areas of gas valvesramhoke the
entire area from bounds to bounds.

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

MOTION : Mr. WarrenMOVED the Planning Board approve the decision to haveG&nclose the entire
area from bounds to bounds with fencing. Mr. Pérsgeonded, and the motion passed unanimously.

Mrs. White will call Mr. Newman Friday and let hikmow of the Board’s decision, and will back up giemne
call with a memo.

Mr. Sullivan closed the public hearing.

PuBLIC HEARING FOR A LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT BETWEEN BETSEY CRESPI ET AL (MBL 14-04-02)AND THE TOWN OF
EAST KINGSTON (UNION CEMETERY ) (MBL 14-04-03)SOUTH ROAD, EAST KINGSTON (PB #08-06)

Mr. Sullivan opened the public hearing.
Cemetery Trustees Hank Lewandowski and Vito Kasiaskere in attendance and will present to the Board

Mr. Lewandowski explained that the cemetery had@gghed Ms. Crespi in regard to purchasing the iarérant
of the Union Cemetery. They had always used tbe,drut it still belonged to Ms. Crespi and hetesgs The
intent was to make sure the cemetery would haveaawver that piece of property should Ms. Creapd her
sisters ever decide to sell the rest of their priype Ms. Crespi indicated that it was their wistdonatethat
portion of land to the Town for the cemetery, amelytwanted to make sure it was done properly befoything
happened and it could become an issue.
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Along with the area in front of the cemetery, thent@tery Trustees ascertained it would also beeiio ienefit to
purchase from Ms. Crespi et al the piece of lanthéosouth side of the cemetery. They had usaslatright of
way, but did not own the property. They were psipg to cover any costs associated with the puechith
monies in the cemetery funds. Their plan showedre/ithey old and new lot lines would lie.

Mr. Sullivan asked if the Board had any questiamrdMessers. Lewandowski and Kasinskas; they did not

Mr. Sullivan asked if they were looking to add dad at the rear of the cemetery; Mr. Lewandowsisveered
that they were not. Mr. Kasinskas noted that atptesent time, they had enough land to cover tlvenTor the
next 25 years, and they were continuing to deviiefHillside Cemetery.

Conditions that need to be met for the lot lineuatipent are as follows:

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

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

3. All outstanding or future fees and charges duééoliown in connection with the lot line adjustment,
including but not limited to, the reviewsTdwn Counsel, Town Engineer, RPC Planner, Building
Inspector, and Fire Department; and adnratise costs incurred by the Town to be fully dised.

Mr. Sullivan entertained a motion.

MOTION : Mr. MoralesMOVED the Planning Board approve the application fatdithe adjustment
between Betsy Crespi et al (MBL 14-04-02) andTtben of East Kingston (Union Cemetery) MBL 14-04-
03 as stipulated in the application, with the abmentioned conditions. Mr. Warren seconded, aed th
motion passed unanimously.

Mr. Sullivan closed the public hearing. Mr. Lewamgki and Mr. Kasinskas thanked the Board.

PuBLIC HEARING FOR A LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT BETWEEN JOYCE BODWELL , 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 will present to the Board.

Mr. Quintal explained that the lots involved ared®14 (14 acres) and 15-03-06 (9.93 acres). sismvn on the
plan is lot 15-03-13, which lies in between the taks involved in this lot line adjustment at therft of the
properties. Naomi Poole is the Bodwell's daugraed Mr. and Mrs. Poole would like to add to theiperty,
increasing their current use area. Since theyaandy members, at the present time they utilizetion of that
property. They thought it would be a good idegdahead and have the lot line adjustment atithis to
incorporate that area in their lot, as the Bodwidige discussed selling their property. Mr. Qaliekplained that
a good portion at the rear of the property is wetta The lot line adjustment would create two &gproximately
12 acres in size each.

Mr. Sullivan asked if the Board had any questiarsMr. Quintal; they did not.
Conditions that need to be met for the lot linauatfpent are as follows:
1. Certificate of Monumentation reflecting granite/coete bounds properly set and signed off by Bugdin
Inspector.

2. Final mylar, together the full-sized and 11x17 copyhe final plan, to be submitted to the Planridagard
for chairman signature and recording.
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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 @wsel, Town Engineer, RPC PlanrBuiLome
InspectoRr, anp FiRe Deparvment; and aDministRative COsts INCURReD BY vHe Lown v0 Be FULLY DISCXaRGeD.

Mr. Sullivan entertained a motion.

MOTION : Mr. WarrenMOVED the Planning Board approve the application fastdihe adjustment
between Joyce Bodwell (MBL 15-03-06) and Naomi &éley Poole MBL (15-03-14) as stipulated in the
application, with the above-mentioned conditiody.. Morales seconded, and the motion passed
unanimously.

Mr. Sullivan closed the public hearing. Mr. Quirtteanked the Board for their time.

PuBLIC HEARING FOREAST KINGSTONSUBDIVISION REGULATION SECTION VIl — GENERAL REQUIREMNTS FOR THE
SUBDIVISION OF LAND.

Mr. Sullivan opened the public hearing
Mrs. White read the change recommendation.

This hearing is to adopt the following amendmeréation VII, paragraph S. Add the following aftiee first
paragraph, to read:

A home sprinkler system may be permitted as amalige fire protection requirement, provided it is
approved by the Fire Department and the PlanningrBo In the event a sprinkler system is approeed,
assessment fee shall be paid to the Town for thetemance of existing water sourcggmended 10/16/08)

Mr. Sullivan asked if the Board had any questions.

Mr. Warren asked what assessment fee the parageggrhed to, as he did not see it on the fee sdbedThief
Richard explained that the fee had not been wookedvith the Selectmen yet. It would most likebyincluded
on their fee schedule.

Mrs. Belcher asked who would be responsible to taa@irthe sprinkler systems, fire cisterns andfioads. Chief
Richard answered that homeowners would be resgertsilmaintain the sprinkler systems in their ovamies,
and after the Fire Chief accepted them, the drydmtd, fire ponds and cisterns would be maintamethe Fire
Department.

Mrs. Belcher also asked if the requirement wasalatew homes needed to have sprinklers instal(ghief
Richard stated that was not the case. He explaivsduilders would have the option of installsgyinklers if
there were a cistern or fire pond within 2,600 feet

Mr. Sullivan asked what the average cost was talire sprinkler system in a house. Chief Rictexglained it
would depend on the size of the house, but tleatiitd be from $5,000-$7,000. He also stated timbwerage
cost of a fire pond is $30,000.

Mr. Morales noted that homeowners insurance woaltbtver with a sprinkler system. Mr. Sullivan aghkehat
percentage of the houses had sprinkler systenmgin &t the present time. Chief Richard statecd low,
perhaps 5%; Mr. Warren stated he only knew of taoskes.

Mr. Sullivan entertained a motion.

MOTION : Mr. MoralesMOVED the Planning Board adopt the Subdivision Reguatizange to Section
VII, paragraph S as read. Mr. Forrest secondeatliftemmotion passed unanimously.
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Mr. Sullivan closed the public hearing.

PuBLIC HEARING FOREAST KINGSTON SUBDIVISION REGULATION SECTION VIl — GENERAL REQUIREMNTS FOR THE
SUBDIVISION OF LAND.

Mr. Sullivan opened the public hearing. Mrs. Whigad the change recommendation.

This hearing is to adopt the following change totf®a VI, paragraph T. Remove existing paragragfire
Pond Hydrant Installation and Cistern Requiremgiatisd replace with the attached text.

T. Fire Protection Requirements
The full text of this change is 2 pages and attdcttehe end of these minutes.
Mr. Sullivan asked if the Board had any questions.

Mr. Warren referenced the last paragraph and theiomeof NFPA 13Standard for the Installation of Sprinkler
Systems in Residential Occupancies up to and Imgjuebur Stories in HeightMr. Warren inquired if the Town
had a 35’ height restriction ordinance, which std@ies.

Chief Richard replied that although he is awarthef35’ height restriction, he thought it importéminclude the
reference to NFPA 1Standard for the Installation of Sprinkler SystémResidential Occupancies up to and
Including Four Stories in Heighih the event there might be a particular stanéatigin it that would have to do
with residential occupancies itself, and not jhstse up to four stories in height. Chief Richaxplained if the
ordinances in the Town change, including the stahdaw would cover them.

Mr. Warren asked if a developer could then sayTiwen has conflicting ordinances, thereby givingnthe
loophole by which to build higher than 3 stori€shief Richard stated that it was only the titldélad particular
standard and did not change the present ordinahfter discussion, Board members agreed.

Mr. Sullivan opened the floor to comment.

Mrs. Belcher stated that to cover the Town, a seeteould be included statin@t the time of adoption of this
regulation, the height limit of buildings in Easinigston is 35” in height.”

Mr. Morales reviewed that paragraph 2.d. statet“@ilhhorizontal piping shall slope slightly uphill”. Mr.
Morales was wondering if an actual number for fbpes could be included instead of the teslightly as all the
other reference to included precise specificatidbiief Richard stated that the wording came diydobm the
standard, however he had no problem if the PlanBoayd wanted a specific number included.

Mr. Morales also reviewed that 2.f. stateshéll be located for easy access for fire apparatit$ée acknowledged
that in the past, there had been instances in vih&Rire Department had questioned the accesgibflfire

ponds and cisterns and wondered if there was soyn@agefine just what was expected in termsadyaccess.

Mr. Warren opined that was covered in paragraph Wiich states;'...shall provide an asphalt approach twelve
feet wide and forty feet long parallel to the roagvsufficient enough to bear East Kingston Fire &épent fire
apparatus and so located for easy access to dryalysl and fill piping”. He stated that as long as paragraph 1.d.
was complied with, it would meet the requirementsgaragraph 2.f.

Chief Richard also noted that any cisterns orgimads would need to be made a part of the subdiviglians and

reviewed by both the Fire Chief and the Planningpwho would advise the builder if the access mas
satisfactory.
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In addition, Mr. Morales referred to paragraph 6vhich states,shall be constructed of non-corrosive matérial
He wondered if specific material should be indidatere, as an interpretationrafn-corrosivé might differ from
what was actually required. Mr. Morales thoughtdiuld be wise to specify just what it needed taba-
corrosive from.

Mr. Quintal commented on Mr. Morales’ concern abagpecific slope not being indicated in paragraph and
noted that depending on where the hydrant wasddcé#e pipe might need to be at an almost flatipago
avoid frost. He thought the NFPA’'s measuremerdightly slopedmade a lot of sense as each hydrant could
differ depending on the circumstances.

Dr. Robinson stated that Chief Richard’s regulaiare very thorough and detailed. She askeayf tame

from a single source, or was it written in sucheddtecause there were multiple sources. Sheedpfrit was

from a single source, it could be referred toag$uant to the regulations of standard anmsequent
updates and all changes in the standard would be covanetthe regulation would not need to be updatedchwhe
the standards changed. Chief Richard answered thas from multiple sources, including the eixigt
ordinances on dry hydrants/fire ponds, cisternd,eaplanatory material from the NFPA standarddfitse

Mr. Warren asked if they could motion on this regigin change since there would be additions taekie

Mrs. White stated they would need to continue thiglip hearing to the November agenda, and thechhages to
the text read this evening could be read and talaton could be voted on.

It was reviewed that the changes in the regulatiould be to clarify paragraph 6.1. and the defomitof what the
material should be non-corrosive from, and to add. Belcher’s statement that “at the time of adoptf this
regulation, the height limit of buildings in Easinigston is 35” in height.” This could be incorptd as a
footnote at the bottom of the page that refereticedNFPA standards.

Mr. Morales said he was not adamant about chartbmgefinition for the non-corrosive materials in.6but he
had felt since the other materials had been inglibdte thought it could be specific as well. Mon2ld stated
that a number of ASTMs would need to be listed asting that non-corrosive designation, but suggesiuld
be covered with the statement that it be constdustématerials that are non-corrosive in normal water
systems!” Mr. Morales agreed that definition would suffice

The Board agreed to continue this public hearingrfimclusion on the November agenda to incorporate
tonight’s changes.

PuBLIC HEARING FOR EAST KINGSTON ZONING ORDINANCE , ARTICLE VIl —GENERAL PROVISION andPuBLIC HEARING
FOR EAST KINGSTON BUILDING CODE SECTION | , TITLE 100.1.

These two public hearings have changes offeretid¥ire Chief in reference to clarifying heat dates, and will
not be heard tonight. They will also be continteethe November meeting.

Chief Richard noted that there had been some coriceegard to the way this paragraph was originatitten,
and since there had been some confusion in thestadding of what was expected, he had gone batk an
clarified what was necessary to comply with. i lieen construed that if there were a battery systerently
in place, that it would need to be replaced in wheith a wired system to accommodate heat deteictorsw
attached garages. That was not the intent, anef ichard has clarified the requirements. If ¢hemrs an
existing pre-wired system, garage addition heaalets would need to be tied into it. If it werenajor
renovation of 50% or more of the house, then advisestem for smoke and heat detectors would beseane
to be installed.
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The new paragraph reads as follows:

“All newly constructed dwelling units, and additeor renovations to existing dwelling units in whi
building permit is required, shall install heat detors in unfinished attic spaces and in integraattached
garages in accordance with NFPA 72 National Firarsh Code. If a multiple station alarm system exist
newly installed detectors must be interconnectel thie existing system. The Fire Chief shall apprsaid
installations.”

The Board agreed the change in wording explaine early what was expected.
Mr. Sullivan entertained a motion for Zoning Ordiaa Article VIl — General Provisions.

MOTION : Mr. WarrenMOVED that revisions to East Kingston Zoning Ordinarfoicle VII — General
Provision, the addition of a new paragraph G.,fj@aved as read for placement on the Town Warrant i
March 2009. Mr. Pendell seconded, and the motassed unanimously.

Mr. Sullivan entertained a motion for Building Co&section | — Title 100.1.

MOTION : Mr. WarrenMOVED that the Board adopt the revision to East King8torme Cope, Section | —
Title 100.1, the addition of a new paragraph deasl. Mr. Pendell seconded, and the motion passed
unanimously.

Mrs. Belcher asked if heat detectors would be mimmgén detached garages; Chief Richard stated wayd not
be. Dr. Robinson asked for clarification on thegsle “extensive alteration.” Chief Richard answefeat
according to 2006 International Building Code, estee alteration is listed “when the alterationesds 50% of
the original unit.”

Mr. Sullivan closed the hearing.
Annual Review of the Elderly Housing Ordinance
Mr. Sullivan opened the annual review of the elgldusing ordinance.

Mr. Morales noted that the Board should be looldahérticle B.3. of the Elderly Housing Ordinance feview.
He also recognized it was updated in 2007 and thagean update sheet included in the front of tdeance
book, as it was not reprinted last year. In 2@8& figure was changed from 25% to 15%. In logkahthe
numbers as written, Mr. Pendell noted that therandite stated 15%, but in calculating the actualbassin the
Planning Board comment, the percentage was actLiaiy.

It was ascertained that the figure should be updateeflect the actual amount, so the numbersdiconflict.
Mrs. White will check with the Selectmen’s Officedhget the actual number of houses in East Kingstahthe
number of elderly housing units. From those updiatembers, the Board can decide on a true peraaitag
reflect in the ordinance.

Mr. Morales acknowledged if the Board felt they wehmore elderly housing, they could increase dregntage
to allow more growth. Mr. Warren asked where theyld putit. Mr. Morales indicated there wadl giienty of
undeveloped land in Town where more elderly housimgd be built.

Mrs. White had passed out a paragraph for the Boaossideration regarding temporary caretakersfamily

members with physical/mental disabilities. Shedatéd that Newton had recently included this &irtielderly
housing ordinance.
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The paragraph reads as follows:

The over 55 age restriction shall not apply to emgptl caretakers as defined in this ordinance why aver-
night to provide nursing or physical assistance tanit resident in accordance with a medical evibrathat
such care is necessary, or to a family member wheaiges such care, or to related family members atgo
over the age of twenty-one and who have a physicalental disability as determined by applicablerla

Mr. Morales acknowledged that the question of ekets had come up in the past, and the way thaande is
written at the present time, they are not allowel@. had concern with the last paragraph regardiggrse over
the age of 21, as there are not supposed to behéidyen under the elderly housing ordinance.

Mr. Morales noted that the ordinance stated theneewo be two residents per unit, both over 53owihg over
21 aged persons could open up a Pandora’s boxgflaations. Mr. Warren also noted that the siaratould
arise that théamily membecould bring children with them, which could alsuse problems. Mr. Donald
interjected that there would be no way to moniter level of disability that needed to be constamtgintained,
which could also cause problems. He thought ithitnlige a good thing to include such a provision,felitmore
research needed to be done before taking any adtlonWarren’'s thought was that households coplalato the
Board on a case-by-case basis. Mr. Pendell stia¢eBoard did not want to do that, because it wooddn the
Board would be determining the disability.

Dr. Robinson stated that whether or not a persedett care would be determined by a medical evaluatif you
made that provision applicable to other categasfgseople it would be a good standard. Some tadapted
elderly housing because they wanted their resideriie able to remain living in their homes. Timight not be
possible if they needed to hire outside help, Haaly member taking care of them would not have sgame
costs. She thought it was a good provision thatlevallow a family member to come and take cara mdsident
although she agreed it needed some tweaking.

Mr. Morales wondered about ending the statemeht.arr to a family member who provides such careThat
way if someone in elderly housing needed someostatoovernight, a professional or a family membewpuld
be allowed if there was a medical need.

Mrs. Belcher reminded the Board that over-55 hayusias in accordance with federal law. She recondedn
that the Board might need to check with the Towtovkiey or other entity to make sure that adoptinghsa
provision would not nullify the federal law prowvisi to allow only those over 55 to live in elderlyusing.

Mrs. Belcher referred to paragraph B.12, whichestdéihat all permanent residents shall be at |&ageéars of age.
She noted this did not pertain to healthcare warléro come into your home, on weekends or at nifjhbse
people were not considered permanent residentisegsvere not claiming residency.

She again cautioned the Board on opening the dabimavalidating the intent of the over-55 housinghe first
place. A family member might be someone comingith 4 children. She wanted to caution the Boayaliast
implementing something that would undermine thgioél intent of the ordinance. Also, if a disabjetson has
reproductive organs, they would still be able teehahildren. If that happened, what would you ttiopw them
out? You cannot open up any kind of window toaltbat type of situation to occur. If they are agiermanent
resident, the Town is not liable to support them.

She also reminded the Board that the Presidehiedflbmeowner’s Association for each elderly housinig has
to file attestation to the Board of Selectmen yetirat all the residents of the development arers®ver.

The Board decided against implementing this ineodidinance, as they agreed with Mrs. Belcherittzatuld
cause problems. They also agreed that paragrdizh Bould cover a healthcare situation.
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The Board discussed whether or not it could beidensd discrimination to not allow a physicallyroentally
disabled person into 55+ housing to be cared fahbiy parents. Mr. Donald suggesting callingti&C for their
opinion on it. Mrs. White will call the LGC and tgiheir opinion before the next meeting.

In regard to paragraph B.3, Mr. Morales noted thatBoard needed to make a decision if they wata&eep it
the way it was, and clarify why; such as the saoralitions exist as did last year. Or change itingovhy they
felt it needed to be changed.

Mr. Warren asked if the Board could make a motleave B.3. the same if they felt it was fine thaey it is
written now. Mr. Morales agreed the Board couldew the article and if they found that conditidred not
changed and still remained the same from the pusvémalysis, they could recommend that article BeXept
the same.

Mr. Pendell stated that the Planning Board comrbeldw paragraph B.3. was wrong; it stated thatetheas still
room for 35 more units, which was not the case. Mbrales noted that the comment was data to stipip®r
change to the article at last year's Town Warrdrte data is wrong if the article were to be charttés year, but
since they were not intending on changing it, & ot apply. Mr. Pendell stated that the numhisted came to
17%, which does not support the existing ordinasfcE5%. The way it was written, someone could cdmend
develop 35 more houses, which would make it evethdu over the 15%.

Mr. Morales noted that the ordinance at 25% allo®®&dnore houses. When they lowered it to 15%, tiodgd
they were already over that number. Mr. Pendelltfint they needed to change the comment, statatdtay are
over the 15%, and no more elderly housing unitdccbe built.

Mrs. White interjected that the Planning Board camtrwas included on last year’s (2008) town wartant
explain why the change was necessary. The togrh took the place of what was already in thekpbthe
comment has nothing to do with it anymore.

Dr. Robinson did note that the 17% of existing gidhousing, which was 2% over the cap of 15%, daause a
problem since the numbers did not match. The Bdmalssed worry over whether a builder could bay&n
exception was already made to the 15% and go b#dferEBA for an exception. It was the consensubef
Board that Mrs. White should find out the currenimber and bring back before the Board in November.

Mr. Sullivan opened the floor for public commeifithere being none, he closed the floor.

Discussion regarding a Letter from the Cricket Hifondo Association to the Board of Selectmen regagd
their roads. The Board of Selectmen has referrééiin to the Planning Board.

Mr. Sullivan opened the discussion. Mrs. Patriztavney from Cricket Hill was in attendance, alonighw
Carolyn Shepard, Barbara Williams and Robert ClustéWirs. Downey spoke for the group.

They had been before the Board of Selectmen irrdegigathe road, and they had referred them to therfhg
Board. They need to know if Cricket Hill and Hollgne are private ways. What recourses do theghav
When Cricket Hill was first built, things workedNow the town has changed; there were more peojfifglin the
surrounding area and there was more traffic.

Their concern is that Cricket Hill via Holly Lan@&s connect two public highways, Willow Road andbiaale
Road. The residents have noticed excessive traffitunauthorized vehicles using the road as &ttaough”
and traveling at excessive speeds. Many of thdeets in Cricket Hill travel via scooters and therease in
traffic and speed is a grave concern.

They feel that if the Planning Board decided treigle can go through, Cricket Hill should look §mme help in
maintaining the roads as large trucks, deliveryictel and heavy traffic flow are cutting througlusimg damage.
They also asked for some clarification of the défece between a regulation and an ordinance.
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Mr. Pendell asked if covenants trump the regulatiodrs. Belcher noted that covenants are civiudeents. If
there are issues with covenants, the Town shouldetdnvolved. The covenants were gone over anigwed
from a safety aspect.

Mr. Pendell read the following from Cricket Hilltovenants:

“All roadways servingrhe Condominiurand contained within théommon Areaas shown on th&te planto
be recorded herewith, as amendadgess otherwise designated by the East Kingstond?ining Board, shall
be and remain private rights of way as part of@Gbenmon Area, to be constructed, owned by and nmiagda
by The Associatioms a common expense; aftte Associatioshall indemnify and hold the Town of East
Kingston harmless from and against any and alilitalior construction, maintenance and repairted same.”
Mr. Pendell wondered where it would be shown if Bt@nning Board had had a problem with this paggrmhen
the site plan was reviewed. Mrs. Belcher noteditharder for the covenants to be recorded, asgiahe final
packet of approval, they would need to have bepnoapd. If the Planning Board had disagreed withthe
documents, it would not have been approved or decbr Mr. Pendell noted that according to the damtyrit
was a private way. Mrs. Belcher agreed. Mr. \&faxlarified that they were speaking of Cricket Hild Holly
Lane only. Mrs. Downey answered yes.

Mrs. Downey stated that Maplevale and Cricket Jgiltly used the clubhouse. If Holly Lane weresgd off,
Maplevale would not have access to the clubhole Donald noted that there was the issue of safaty
emergency vehicles being able to get from one sididh to the other.

Mr. Donald stated that one of the reasons it wavate road was because Mr. Lewis did not wamhéet town
requirements for the roads. So the Planning Bsaidiokay, if you don’t want to meet Town requirensefor
roadways, than you will need to maintain them thothe Association. But you have to have a roaithabFire
Trucks and Ambulances can get through. He asked Béicher if she remembers those discussions.

Mrs. Belcher corrected Mr. Donald and stated tlaat pf the requirements for construction of eldédrbysing
requires thaall roads within the development, whether privatlyned or not, needed to be built according to
Town standards Mr. Donald stated that they were not for Crickét.

Mrs. Downey stated the roads were the same witltlen Mr. Donald stated they may be the same widthhe
may be wrong on that memory, but by the same takeras still a private road.

Dr. Robinson stated that this situation comes Ughaltime; that the neighborhood would like a pte/road to
become a Town road. The usual procedure to daghatgo through a petition process by which 2&pbe have
to sign a petition and the Town votes it on. # thwnspeople say yes, it becomes a Town roaithe Ipeople do
not agree, it does not. Individual issues coulttoeight up to the Selectmen. If the overallribis that you
think this road needs to be a Town road, the comeedure is to go through the petition procedure

Mrs. Downey wanted to know if it would come beftine Planning Board. The Board said no, it woulcheo
before the Town and they would vote on it. MrswiDey stated that thedid notwant it to be a public road.

Mr. Quintal stated he has attended a lot of thetimg® and had the impression that they wanteeép khe road
private and only for the residents. His understamevas that it is a private way and they couldmdta gate for
emergency purposes. But there are methods thit bewdone, such as putting up signs stdtjmiyate way —
residents only; and some communities even have a gate with a key.

Mrs. Belcher was not sure how this question canfierb¢he Planning Board in the first place, butedathat the
Planning Board has no authority on an enforcenssuigi; that was an issue for the Board of Selectmen.
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Mr. Cacciatore noted that on Town roads, the sfigeticould not be posted at less than 20 mph.tHéeight
private roads could post at whatever speed lineiy thanted to.

Mr. Warren stated that in looking at the covenamid previous minutes, he agreed it was a privateand that
there was nothing that the Planning Board coulche@gmment on; it was up to the Association.

Mrs. Downey asked if then, however the Associatiamted to proceed, like making Cricket Hill one veayt to
Willow Road, would be okay. Mrs. Belcher cautioribedm if it were their intention to modify the roedany

such way, per Article XII.B.18 states that, “Thafting Board retains the right to approve the $jgadad and
structure layouts for the purpose of the healtfetgand welfare of the Town as well as for effiig and
aesthetic variety and quality of design.” If yoere going to change the traffic pattern or insgp#ted bumps, you
would need to come back to the Planning Board tkensare that your proposal is safe and meets tha6o
approval.

Mrs. Downey stated she would go back to the comtyamid let them know the option they have if theynted
to make it a public road. She will also let thenow some options they would have for addressinig tomcerns
about the excessive traffic, i.e. private way signd perhaps making the road one way.

Mr. Morales reminded Mrs. Downey that there waganier deadline for citizen petitions to be incgirthe Town
had gone to SB2. Dr. Robinson verified that demdivas December 10

Mr. Pendell requested the Planning Board send aaterthe Selectmen stating they did determine & ava
private way. Mrs. White will write that memo.

Dr. Robinson stated the Planning Board originatlyiewed the condo association documents and iclarXll,
paragraph F. it statés.Covenants shall be signed by the Planning Board] shall contain language specifying
that Board approval is required for any subsequeranges to the covenants. Covenants shall exgrpssiide
that they shall not be amended or modified, nomvesa granted there under, without the prior writimproval of
the Planning Board.” She reminded Mrs. Downey that they would need toecback before the Planning Board
if and when they changed their covenants. Thisldvalso require the changed covenants to be redatihe
Registry.

Mr. Morales explained to Mrs. Downey that they cbalways come to the Planning Board for an inforomet
meeting to see what could be done about the road.

Mrs. Downey, Mrs. Shepard, Mrs. Williams and Mr.sBalo thanked the Board for their time.
Mr. Sullivan closed the discussion,
Presentation to Mrs. Belcher

Mr. Sullivan called Mrs. Belcher to the front angtgented her with a framed certificate for her gbations to
the Board for the years she served. She graciagsigpted and there was a round of applause frefBdhard.

Discussion regarding the possibility of providingash pick-up for the elderly housing developments.

Mr. Pendell reported that when he was attendingcB®len meetings in regard to building the new tigrehe
item of trash pick-up kept coming up with the elgeesidents he spoke to. Listening to their siflthe situation,
he was sympathetic to the cause and wanted twfitchore about it. One of the things he ran fde&een on
was getting equal services for all residents. tdted that when he got into office, he was happyetar that the
other two Selectmen were open to the idea.
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In 2009, the trash pickup contact for the Town wékd to be negotiated, and it was thought toferfect time to
consider including the elderly residents. Seleat@aron and Mrs. Gallant had put together the mpekso Mr.
Pendell could not speak to where the numbers ceome fBoth the Town budget and the school budgetbout
$2 million each, and roughly 25% of the Town'’s taxenue comes from the elderly residents in alténeslop-
ments. ltis illegal to set a different tax rabe those residents, and they do not get any taditsreHe did not
want to delve into why the previous Board did witnaty did in respect to elderly housing, since eweeyhas
different reasons and opinions.

The elderly communities spend $10,000 per yeaidoyp their dumpsters. The Selectmen have inyat&d the
possibility of leaving those dumpsters in plac¢hia elderly communities, and incorporating theastr pickup in
with the rest of the Town's trash pickup. This Wbmake their trash pickup a Town service. Curbsitycling
has not been discussed; they were only speaking @hrking up the trash. The Selectmen realirziit the
covenants that the elderly communities will notrathe services of the Town, so the Selectmeaskiag the
Planning Board to entertain allowing the elderlyncounities to change their covenants.

Mr. Warren affirmed that they were speaking abdiuba elderly communities in Town; Mr. Pendell amsed in
the affirmative. Mr. Warren stated that last ye&en he was listening to the Selectmen’s meetingsatending
Town meeting, he had thought like Mr. Pendell, thatquestion was a no-brainer. It was only $10 @@ of all
the money collected from the elderly communitiisvould be at their expense to get lawyers, chahgi rules,
and come to the Planning Board for approval oféhdsanges. He was informed by Mr. Quintal, who loaiied
at it from a different point of view, that there neea lot of exceptions made and given up, and itlvbave taken
the developers 17 years to build the same numbgweliings they built in 3 years if they had hadatthere to the
regular subdivision regulations.

We made exceptions as a Planning Board and as a foothose developments. We gave up rules, making
exceptions to the two-acre lot and many other cgsioas. The developer understood that to do at] thhad to
be to the benefit of the Town. All the people vidmught in those developments were aware of thakaed
what the rules and exceptions were when they sigreegapers. Mr. Pendell is correct with his eatarthat the
Town would most likely be paying 25% more taxethd elderly communities were not there. Mr. Wanners
just informing the Board that he had thought he lkaalvn all there was to be known about the situatimt he
did not. He stated if he lived there, he wouldestghe Town to pick up his trash. He would beipgyhe same
tax rate as everyone else in Town and not gettiything for it.

Mr. Warren was concerned that if they made thisighao this rule/ordinance/regulation, what elselldehey be
opening themselves up for down the road? Theyhadta discussion about if it was a private wag public
way, and letting someone over 21 or under 55 heed. Mr. Warren is in favor of picking up theiagh, but
wants to know if they would be opening themselvygsouother issues down the road? Mr. Morales led¢athen
he was on the Board of Selectmen, it wasn't thehtissue; it was recycling. Mr. Forrest recolldatevas both.

Mr. Morales also noted that with the exceptionhaf €lderly communities, everyone in Town is payexges on a
2-acre lot or larger. Mrs. Belcher corroboratethvilr. Morales that for the tax rate on the eldedynmunity
properties, the common area is divided by the nurabenits to ascertain how much tax they each pay.

Mr. Warren stated that in Mr. Day’s letter decligito attend, he ascertained Mr. Day would alsatfavor of
picking up their trash. Mr. Morales did not retaithat way and neither did Mrs. Belcher.

Mr. Cacciatore noted again that everyone who pwethahose properties knew what they were buyirigeatime
they signed the papers; they knew what the stijpuistwould be. Mr. Forrest agreed, and did notssesason to
change it. He likened it to someone who buys sbaext to a shooting range or an airport. Theglgog with
it for a while, and then suddenly they want theagimg range or the airport gone.

Mr. Sullivan asked if Mr. Quintal and Mrs. Belchiethey had anything to add.
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Mr. Quintal noted he had attended meetings anehlést to comments when they were discussing theelde
housing. He did not particularly like the ideatloé high density in the center of the Town, butas how the
development went in. The Planning Board was logkihinnovative zoning for the Town to prevent pod$ from
being jammed down their throat; they were workiodpé progressive and there is some sacrifice imgdihiat. It
would have been nice to be able to have the prppedonservation, but that did not happen. These a lot of
discussion about the project and how the ordinaraseput together. The trash pickup was one oisthees. It is
his belief, as is other Board members, that everyaimo bought there knew what they were gettingwiten they
bought into it. They have the community benefitsidewalks and being close to each other thatieess on 2
acres do not. He was sure they would come upsuithe sort of solution for the private way situation the
traffic.

As for the history of the ordinance, Mrs. Belchetad that the Town adopted this cluster developriakat for the
purpose of trying to maintain some open space.relivere no funds at the time to consider puttirgléimd into
conservation. The Board realized they had mamelaarcels in Town and that if they did the uséaletopment
with 2-acre lots, all the open space would be Id@$te whole concept of innovative zoning was towlthem to
be clustered together so the development is irlanaion, and all the rest is still preserved aradntained as
open space, which cannot be built on and only fmeckcreational purposes. The Board was tryingrtoourage
the cluster development in an effort to presereeréfst of that property. No one wanted to seeptagierty built
on in the first place, but there were no optionthattime. It is not the Board’s authority to gehe application,
but to walk them through the procedure and ensweg ¢onform to the ordinances.

One of the things the Planning Board did in theitimation to be able to sell a development likes tioi the Town
was to say that if they were going to allow a 58 awer development, it would be with the least ama@df impact
to the Town; that was why the Town approved ite Board said there would be private roads; thelldowia
condominium association; and they would take cathair own plowing and trash disposal; this wdslahe in
an effort to keep the costs down for the community.

The Board also knew there would be an elevatiather types of services. They were cutting dowihase
particular services in anticipation that peoplenfolder age would require more emergency serdioasthe
Town. The previous Fire Chief had been absolwdmant that allowing the elderly developments didel a
catastrophic problem for fire and rescue. Hetfedyy would be called there every day, all the tiema would not
have the services to accommodate their needsaskeel Chief Richard if it was an issue; he repliedsolutely
was not

The Board was trying to be as diligent to the peapho already lived in Town, knowing that no onenteal to see
any of these properties developed. They triecatehhe least amount of impact in order to prestdredax rate
and the Town. And to keep the costs to the Towmnd@ertain services were restricted to those dgveénts.
The Board knew it was against the law to not alttewvelopment, so cluster development with open spasethe
solution. Mrs. Belcher agreed also that everyohe faought in these developments knew what the @nten
would be and what fees they would be paying.

Mr. Forrest stated he felt the catalyst was wherrdeycling center was closed. That was when steayed
wanting their trash picked up. Mr. Warren inquiitethe Board could make a recommendation to thar8 of
Selectmen in regard to opening up another recydardger. Mr. Morales and Mr. Sullivan explainedtttt had
been a fiasco from the start. People who weremgposed to use it were dumping all sorts of athegerials
there just to get rid of it, hazardous waste inetijchnd it cost the Town more money to clean umtba than it
was worth. That was why they went to curbside ckey.

Mr. Donald thought since the need for emergencyices was not what it was thought to be, perhagg should
go back and revisit providing trash services te¢heommunities. Mr. Morales opined that when tlaafing
Board made those ordinances for the over 55 comiagnihey were not necessary thinking of onlyhatrhoment
but to the future. And since East Kingston is ofithe oldest aged communities in the state, wlzet pvojected
might not be far from the truth in the not-so-digtuture.
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Mrs. Belcher believed if they were going to recamtwhat they had previously promised the Town, thesgded to
let everyone know. Her thought was if they werasidering picking up the trash to the elderly comities, they
might want to consider placing it as a warrantcégti The Board agreed.

Mr. Pendell asked if there was a warrant articledan in favor of the trash pickup, would it alltlem to
change their covenants? Mr. Morales stated hegtitdhat the covenants would need to be changemnieoef
Mrs. Belcher suggested checking with the Town Atggrto see in which order things would need todoeed
Dr. Robinson stated that if the covenants were gbanit would require them to come before the Bodfit is
a municipal decision by the Town to pick up thedsh, it is different.

Mr. Donald opined that the elderly communities @b fieel they are a viable part of the Town, and gaanot put
a price tag on good relations. Mr. Pendell notedld was a big voting block of people in the eldedmmunities
and it would be a good will gesture. He had spakemany school parents and they had said theyagse in
favor of it. Mr. Pendell stated that between tliedy communities and the school parents, theyesgmted a
huge voting block.

Mr. Donald reviewed that when a petitioned artgbes on the warrant, neither the Selectmen ndPidnening
Board are required to make a comment. But wheaoadproposes a warrant article, that Board mase st
whether they do or do not support it. Discussirenled that the Board could not vote in favohefotion until
it is written, and will need to do so at a latetedafter the Selectmen put together an articlénusion on the
warrant.

MOTION : Mr. PendelMOVED the Planning Boarehcourace vie SeLectmen to WRIte a ReSOLUtIoNn FOR vxe Lown
BaLLOY t0 aLLON LRASH PICKUP FOR tXe eLDeRLY comumunmnies. Mr. Warren seconded. Mr. Morales, Mr. Sullividr,
Warren, and Mr. Pendell voted aye; Mr. Forrest datey. The motion passed.

The Board thanked Mrs. Belcher for her expertiseegard to the elderly housing ordinance.
Mr. Donald’s proposed change to the Living Spacdidion.
At the September meeting, the Planning Board vitgdace the following definition on the warrant:

LIVING SPACE: Living space shall be defined as any space in timi¢ which could be used for sleeping,
working, dressing, cooking, dining, or other norméife activities, and shall include unfinished asell as
finished space. Hallways, closets, storage spaethrooms, lofts, bedrooms, and all other roomsaseas
shall be included in living space. Attic storagpases with a ceiling height lower than five (5) teas
measured from floor to ceiling shall not be includes living space(Adopted 3/09)

There was discussion at that September meetirggard to any tax impact that would occur. Mr. @auader-
stood it to mean that this change would make someanchasing a small cape with an unfinished seflond
be taxed for the unfinished attic as if it weradired. Mr. Morales stated it only defined “livisgace” and that
Avitar made their calculations separately from himg that the Town denotes. Dr. Robinson felt tiéfinition
was particular to the ordinances, and would hateing to do with the actual calculation of squaretge by
Avitar.

Mr. Donald had ascertained later that the defingtias written WOULD affect assessing by Avitargsiit would
change the way he would need to issue building igrand Avitar assesses as per the building psrmit

Mr. Donald suggests the following wording in plaxfevhat was already voted on.

LIVING SPACE: Living space shall be defined as any space in timi¢ which could be used for sleeping,
working, dressing, cooking, dining, or other norméife activities, and shall include unfinished asell as
finished space. Hallways, closets, storage spaethrooms, lofts, bedrooms, and all other roomsaseas
shall be included in living space. Basements artica shall not be finished unless included as figi space.
(Adopted 3/09)
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Mr. Donald noted that including an attic with adtgimore than 5 %2 feet and unfinished basemert®in
definition of living space would violate the defioins in the IRC (Residential Code). Living sp#cénished
space and if it is not finished, it is not livingaxe. Mr. Cacciatore noted that the banks domsicier anything
below ground level in their assessments, so ifsetm@nt was finished but below level, it would netssessed.

Mr. Morales noted the definition was tightened agduse one of the elderly developments trying pauea on the
wording. The wording for elderly housing statetf@otprint of 1,500 sf.” A developer had made a 1,500 sf
footprint and went one storey up and one storeydoWo prevent that from happening again, they ghdrthe
wording to 1,500 sf dffiving space

Mr. Donald asked if the Board could give him sonreation on what to do in regard to Cricket Hilt.was built
under the 1,500 $botprint ordinance, and he did not know if he could demyrtta building permit to finish their
basement on the present ordinance, which statéé $fofliving space

Mr. Forrest asked why closets and hallways wersidened as living space, and Mr. Morales explaihbdd
come from the definition for accessory apartmestghey were not allowed to have more than 506taf t

The Board could not come to a consensus on thisitiefi, so it was continued to the November megtin
Erosion Problem on Burnt Swamp Road.

Mr. Warren referred to the memo from Larry Smithrégard to the erosion problem on Burnt Swamp Radéel.
also referred to an article from the paper showlirag Brentwood is rescinding an approved subdivigio failure
to meet its obligation of erosion and sediment mdmheasures as required. He wanted to bringthedBoard’'s
attention that this sort of action could be a passsolution if needed.

Mr. Donald stated he had just picked up a copy of$#nith’s letter, and a copy of the Town Enginge€port
and was going to speak to Mr. Saverese on Fritlity.Smith had suggested Mr. Saverese install jaieked
material to stop the erosion. Mr. Donald explaitieat Mr. Saveresieas madeseveral efforts to control the
situation; he has seeded and put down straw ardtiae it has rained before the grass has hadrecehta take
root.

Mr. Donald departed at 10:00 pm.
IZIP Contract

Mr. Pendell wanted to make a motion to sign théIZbntract, and Mrs. White explained that that deehdy
been taken care of. She had called the membeadalaphone poll of the contract items, and whemtiembers
had had no problems with meeting the stipulatidrib® grant, agreed Mr. Sullivan should sign thteleto the
Selectmen and the Selectmen should sign the agneéerdke. Pendell stated that the signing of thetaondid not
happen at any Selectmen’s meeting he had atteadddyirs. White stated she was sure Mr. Caron tatkdithe
agreement in the office.

MOTION : Mr. PendelIMOVED the Planning Boarmaxe suge vxe SeLectmen sicnep txe IZIP acreemenv. Mr.
Warren seconded. The motion unanimously.

Mrs. White will get a signed copy to the Board meinsh
Choose a consultant to help with the Inclusionaryodsing Ordinance.
Mr. Sullivan stated that the Board needed to chaosensultant to help put together the Inclusiotéousing

ordinance. Note that many consultants on the agprtist had submitted their applications to besgmby the
Town to help in drafting the inclusionary housingioance, and those applications had been preyiousl
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distributed to the Board members for review. Theeee also several Planning Commissions on theoapgrlist
of consultants provided by the Housing Authority donsideration.

Mr. Sullivan entertained a motion.

MOTION : Mr. PendelIMOVED the Planning Boarckoose vie Rockmexam Prannme Comnussion anp DR. JiLL
Rosinson as vxelr IZIP consuwtam. Mr. Morales seconded. The motion passed unanimousl

Dr. Robinson thanked the Board, and asked if thex®a work meeting scheduled.

Mrs. White had two dates available — tiecs the 18 of November. Mr. Sullivan polled the Board if yheere
available on the'Bor the 13 of November for a work session. The consenstiseoBoard was that they would
meet on the 13at 7:00pm in the Pound School to discuss the neimance.

Dr. Robinson stated she would bring a draft of alinance to the meeting for the Board to reviewts MVhite
asked Dr. Robinson if she could e-mail it to heske could distribute it to the Board beforehanthsy could
have a chance to review it. Dr. Robinson agreed.

Mrs. White will send letters to the consultants vetpplied, thanking them for their applications amfdrming
them another consultant had been chosen.

HANDOUTS TO THE BOARD

Memo from Erik Newmamepresenting Granite State Gas, showing two feptiens.

Change for the Living Space definitioffered by Mr. Donald.

An excerpt from the Selectmen’s Meeting Minutes@dptember 29008to go along with the Cricket Hill
letter in regard to their roads

Information regarding a workshop about the NH Comginensive Shoreland Protection Actt will be held
from 6:30-8:30pm at the Hugh Gregg Coastal Conserv&enter at the Great Bay Discovery Center, 89
Depot Road, Greenland, NH. If you are interesteattending, RSVP to the RPC by email@rpc-nh.orcatir
778-0885.

Selectmen’s Meeting Minutes of September 2008.

Mr. Sullivan closed meeting at 10:10pm.

Respectfully submitted,

Barbara A. White
Recording Secretary

David Sullivan
Chairman 18 September minutes were approved as written.

Minutes approved

2-page attachment
SDR Section VII, Paragraph T.
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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 Requirsmg and replace with the following:

T. Fire Protection Requirements

All subdivisions shall construct a suitable watepgly 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 sugalyrce 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 redoeset limits of engineering design, approved byFihe
Chief, provide adequate drafting capabilities.

A suitable water supply shall be installed in ademrce with NFPA 1143tandard on Water Supplies for
Suburban and Rural Fire Fightinand:

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 FirefGhil 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 apymra
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3. Allfill piping:
a. Shall be four (4) inch American Society for Testamgd Materials (ASTM) Schedule 40 steel
or Schedule 40 PVC with circumferentially gluechsi
b. Shall have a four (4) inch Storx style connectanpatible with EKFD threads and cap
mounted 36 inches in height above finished grade,
c. Shall be so located for easy access for fire apysira

4. 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” cootoes and associated screening, if
necessary, so as to prevent unwanted materialimaénfrom entering said vent:

5. Allfire 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 accekssibr
b. A gauge that shall be easily viewable from theldrgrant;

6. A fire cisterns and fire wells:
a. Shall be constructed of non-corrosive material,
b. Shall be anchored for prevent rising or movement,
c. Shall be inspected and approved by the Fire Chief  backfilling;

7. Allfire 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;

8. 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 meansafed 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 NFPASt&ndard for
the Installation of SprinkleBystemsNFPA 13DStandard for the Installation of Sprinkler Systéem®ne- and
Two-Family Dwellings and Manufactured Homes NFPA 13Standard for the Installation of Sprinkler Systems
in Residential Occupancies up to and Including FStories in Heightrespectively; and the assessment of a per
dwelling unit water supply maintenance fee uponasse 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 obltarnative fire protection requirement shall begiior to the
approval of the Fire Chief and the Planning Board.

(Amended 10/16/08)
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