PLANNING BOARD
TowN OFEAST KINGSTON
New Hampshire

2010-2011
David F. Sullivan, Chairman
Ron Morales, Vice Chairman

MINUTES
Regular Meeting 19 August 2010
7:05 pm
AGENDA:

¢+ CalltoOrder

Approval of July 8 and July 15 minutes

¢ Public Hearing for Paul Masone, 213 Haverhill Road (MBL 11-2-t&jarding a change of use for a tenant
(Randy and Beverly Cofske) in the light industpatk (EKPB#04-OB),

¢+ Public Hearing to amend the East Kingston Site Plan Review RéigusSection | - Authority and Site

Plan Procedures A - Introduction. The wordinguding change of tenants will be removed in both places

it appears.

Approval of the revised RPC Circuit Rider Contract.

Discussion with Margaret Pandelena regarding a home occupétioday care.

Discussion with Debbie Kiesel regarding a home occupatioreffinancial services Office in her home.

Board Business

*

* & & o

CALL TO ORDER: The regular meeting of the East Kingston Planiidogrd was called to order at 7:05 pm.

RoLL CALL: Mrs. White called the roll.

Members: Mr. D Sullivan, Mr. R. Morales, Dr. RA Marstonxfficio Matt Dworman. Mr. E Warren was not

in attendance.

Alternates. Mr. P. Gilligan. Mr. J. Cacciatore and Mr. Rarfest were not in attendance.

Advisors. Ms. Julie LaBranche and Building Inspector Ray Dona

Alsoin Attendance: Randy and Beverly Cofske - co-applicant; abutiérs& Mrs. Richard Winters; Deborah

Kiesel; and East Kingston residents Gary Hinz ainaiothy Law.

Chairman Sullivan appointed Alternate Peter Gilligess a voting member in Mr. Warren's absence.

Board Business

July 8 and July 15 Minutes

The first item on the agenda was to approve theitaim
MOTION: Mr. MoralesM OVED to approve the July 8 minutes with the minor clesngs noted at the last
meeting. Mr. Gilligan seconded. Mr. Sullivan did Marston abstained as they were not in attenelanc
The motion passed.
MOTION: Mr. MoralesM OVED to approve the July 15 minutes as presented. Mig@&h seconded. The
motion passed unanimously.

Live Free or Die



Public Hearing for Paul Masone, 213 Haver hill Road (MBL 11-2-17) regarding a change of use for a
tenant (Randy and Beverly Cofske) in thelight industrial park (EKPB#04-OB),

Mr. Sullivan invited the Cofske's to sit up frorgfbre the Board. Mr. Cofske explained that in &ddito

the business he was already approved for, he wasroplating moving from Building #2 where he prdben
conducts his business, to Building 5, where he ditiké to conduct a vehicle refurbishment businessiilding
5 is much larger that his present space.

In regard to Building 5 and the proposed additibuehicle refurbishment as a business, much lilee&t
Wreck, Mr. Cofske would fence in a portion of thegerty within which to park the cars, and alsdahs
security system. He will need to apply for anceiee a dealer's license from the state to condhitiusiness,
which could take 1-4 months, but he wanted to hbhgeapproval of the Board before proceeding further

Mr. Cofske explained that want he wanted to doikgtaeceiving shipment of damaged cars from inscea
companies. The cars would already have been idexds and sealed for any fluid leakage. What belevbe
doing is straightening chassis and then turninigt @gound and selling them for shipment overseaxevthey
are used for parts. He would not be taking angtlaipart, so there would be no spare parts; it woatde a
junkyard.

Cars would be delivered by vehicle carrier, chasts&ghtened, stored on the lot until sold (aptéd time any
car would remain on the lot before being sold wasveeks), and then picked up again by vehiclderarir.
Cofske's present hours of operation are the sartegmrk hours - 7am-9pm Monday through Saturbeyid
not work on Sundays.

To the question of how the lot is configured at phesent time, Mr. Cofske explained there was dlseetion
of reclaimed asphalt in the front of the buildinglahe rest was earth that had been graded level.

Mr. Dworman noted Mr. Cofske had a spray boothisphesent location and questioned if he anticigbate
painting cars at the new location. Mr. Cofske agr®a there was no spray booth at the new locatidrifdne
wanted to paint he would need to add one at a grgsetnse. As stated when he was before the Boged t
years ago, although he did do some painting gtieisent location, he did not want to paint carslanger; he
was not anticipating installing a spray booth iflding 5.

There was deep concern from Mr. Gilligan and Mr.dbwan regarding where any drainage would flow and a
fluid leakage into the Powwow River as it suppligthking water to a neighboring Town. The thought that
some sort of special culvert to make sure any $lwduld not get into the water system might be s&meg. Mr.
Cofske noted the area was level; there was a dinel mearby that was higher than the discussed gyopad
another one near the cell tower (a distance awdg)did not think anything drained off the progetiut could
not say for sure.

Mr. Donald noted that Mr. Cofske would also needtike sure he did not block access to the fire oy
way, and requested a sketch of the proposal itioeleo where the fire pond was to the Board'seevi

Mr. Morales noted that if the Board approved hiarae of use, he would still be bound by the terfibeoMay
17, 2007 Conditions of Approval and perhaps sond#tiadal conditions. Mr. Cofske indicated he urgieod
this.

Ms. LaBranche asked how many cars he would bemaditside; Mr. Cofske noted as he had not takgn an
measurements for the fencing as of yet, so he gmtldive a number at this time. He would likgptok as
many as he can fit.

Mr. Dworman noted in reference to the 2007 disarssithere had been concern over too many unlideses
being parked outside and it becoming a junkyardchvis not allowed. Mr. Cofske was approved forchds
outside at his present building. Mr. Cofske stdtisdoresent location was much smaller.
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The new location would have much more room botldeand out for more cars. He also noted thaténs he
would be dealing with would be newer cars and weteexpected to be on the property too long.

There being no more questions from the Board, MHiv@&n opened the floor to abutters.
Abutters Mr. and Mrs. Richard Winter, 221 Haverhill Road. Mr. Winter's property was directly behind
Building 5. His concern was about noise lateigltas he wife had to get up at 4:30 am; he wdrigout car

carriers delivering at all hours. He was appreivensith the present hours running until 9pm.

Mr. Cofske stated if it would put Mr. Winters' miadl ease, he would gladly change his working htmed at
6pm; he usually left at 6pm and had no intentidnsarking beyond that hour or on Sundays.

Along with the Board, Mr. Winters also had concaegarding any fluid leakage into the water systasnhe has
wetlands on his property and draws water from there

There being no further questions from the abuttdrs Sullivan closed the floor.

After questioning and discussion, the Board decitiede needed to be a site walk to see the refedgmoperty.
Mr. Sullivan and Ms. LaBranche will conduct a sitelk at a date TBD.

The Board also determined they needed to see algam up which showed the direction of drainageens the
proposed fence would be located, and where/how roarsywould be parked outside.

Mrs. White will let Mr. Cofske know what engineaed the original plans for the industrial park sodould
contact him.

MOTION: Mr. MoralesM OVED to continue this hearing to the September 16 tgnBoard meeting.
Mr. Gilligan seconded. The vote was unanimous

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

Discussion with Margar et Pandelena regar ding a home occupation for day care.

Mrs. Pandelena was not in attendance, so the Bnaved to the next discussion.

Discussion with Debbie Kiesel regarding a home occupation for afinancial services officein her home.
Mrs. Kiesel moved to the front to speak to the BloaBhe explained she would like to have a honcemation
for tax preparation and bookkeeping. Her busimasse was not approved yet, and she did not kndvaif
needed to be final before she could apply to ther@o Some of her credentials also would not Herim month
or two and was not sure of that would make a difiee. She was trying to make sure she had evegyithi
order before submitting her application so it wondd be rejected. She would not qualify for arisible
business as she wanted to have a sign. The Belattdt as long as she had a name for her busimelser

application, there should be no problems.

Mrs. Kiesel gave the secretary her application@intiires with her check for $200. Mrs. White nosheé would
be placed on the agenda for the September 16 rgemiothshe would receive a notice regarding theintget

Mrs. Kiesel thanked the Board.
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Public Hearing to amend the East Kingston Site Plan Review Regulations Section | - Authority and Site
Plan ProceduresA - Introduction. The wordingincluding change of tenantsill be removed in both places it
appears.

It had been brought to the Board's attention presho that requiring change of tenants to comereetfoe Board
was not within the authority of the Planning Boaadd phrase stating so should be removed frometihdations.
Mrs. White had checked with the LGC and they comdid the Board did not have the authority to reqainew
tenant to come before the Board only because tleeg & new tenant. If there was a change of uaa expan-
sion of use, it was within the purview of the Bo&wdequire them to appear. So in the interegeeping the
regulations legal, this regulation was being chdnge

The secretary read both regulations as they aseptlg written and with the phrase removed.

SITE PLAN REVIEW REGULATIONS
TOWN OF EAST KINGSTON, N.H.

Adopted January 27, 1983

SECTION I - AUTHORITY (Page 1)

Pursuant to the authority vested in the Town oft E&sgston Planning Board voted on at the March2l%8wn
Meeting in accordance with the provisions of Chapi#&t:43-44, “New Hampshire Revised Statutes Artedta
1995, as amended, the town of East Kingston PlgnBimard adopts the following regulations governihg
review of site plans for the development, or chamgexpansion of use, of tracts for non-residentsas and for
multi-family dwellings (in excess of two units), eftner or not such development includes a subdivisiore-
subdivision of the site._ All changes and exparsioh use —ineluding-changaf-tenants— require written
notification to the Planning Board (or its designeeho will determine whether the proposal shalréguired to
undergo the full Site Plan Review and public heaprmocessesThe Board shall have the authority to waive any
of the requirements herein if justification is shiow(Adopted 12/97) These regulations shall be entitled “Site
Plan Review Regulations, Town of East Kingsto(@mended 5/17/89)

Underlined sentence amended to read:

All changes and expansions of use require written notification to the Planning Board (or its designee), who
will determine whether the proposal shall be required to undergo the full Site Plan Review and public hearing
processes. (Amended 5/17/89, 8/19/10)

SITE PLAN REVIEW PROCEDURES (PAGE 14)
A. Introduction
1. All changes and expansions of use—includingnghaoftenantsrequire written notification to the

Planning Board (or its designee), who will detereniwhether the proposal shall be required to
undergo the full Site Plan Review and public heaprocesses(Amended 12/97)

Underlined sentence amended to read:

1. All changes and expansions of use require written notification to the Planning Board (or its
designee), who will determine whether the proposal shall be required to undergo the full Site
Plan Review and public hearing processes. (Amended 12/97, 8/19/10)

Mr. Tim Law, 23 Maplevale asked to speak. He asked how the Planning Boaritoned the elderly commun-

ities with change of tenants. Mr. Morales notedt this change of regulation was only concernirgltidustrial
Park.
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Ms. LaBranche noted it also applied to any nondessiial use and development or multi-family dwegBrsuch
as apartments and 4-plexes. To Mr. Law's inqiilty, Dworman noted that even though there are sbmeit
multi-family buildings in Maplevale, since one pansdid not own the entire building and rent out dpert-
ments and each family owned their individual utliey would not apply as multi-family under the rigion.

MOTION: Mr. MoralesM OVED to approve the amendments the East Kingston &iteReview
Regulations Section | - Authority (page 1) and &itan Procedures A - Introduction (page 14) adopted
January 27, 1983 to those as read by the recosgioigtary. Dr. Marston seconded. The motiongehss

Amended Circuit Rider Contract

Mrs. White noted that the Planning Board had seetammendation to the Selectmen to sign the ccirfiva
the RPC Circuit Rider for the forthcoming yearts tast meeting. At that time it was asked whatdifference
was between the proposed new contract and thegoewine; Mrs. White did not have those amounts$vio the
Board at that time.

When the contract came before the Selectmen, thiegrihe contract amount was for $1,590 more than t
previous year due to a rate increase of $5/hote hourly contract amount had not been changeeMeral
years. The Selectmen contacted Glenn Greenwooceaerdotiated a new contact (with reduced hour$) avi
total amount of a little less than the previoustaoth Mr. Greenwood noted that the new numbeioof$iwould
be sufficient to handle any Planning Board neéldse new contract is for 168 hours and 12 meetingiead of
186 hours and 12 meetings.

Mr. Morales asked if, for any reasons, a projecteap which needed more hours that were contréotedid
they have the option of contracting for additionaurs at the hourly rate if it were necessary? Dvorman
thought that might be in the contact; Mrs. Whitdl find out for sure and report to the Board.

MOTION: Mr. MoralesM OVED to send a letter of recommendation to the Selattmsign the revised
contract with the RPC for the Circuit Rider for tygar. Mr. Gilligan seconded. The motion passed
unanimously.

Mrs. White will send the letter to the Selectmédfice for the amended contact. She will also find if
additional hours could be contracted for if thedhskould arise.

Ms. LaBranche noted that in the submission requérgmfor the subdivision regulations, it was inelddhat an
applicant would reimburse the Town for expensearil by the Circuit Rider for time and meetingsrgppon
projects.

Mr. Gilligan asked if there was an option to hapelaants pay for any other type of study the Baarght
require; Mr. Morales noted in the past the Boardildalirect the applicant what they needed and ¢is¢ would
fall to them.

Agricultural Commission Committee Discussion Meeting

Ms. LaBranche reported they had an excellent mgstith 22 residents in attendance. Mr. Moraledarpd
how the Planning Board got involved in the project Ms. LaBranche gave a presentation, which vedls w
received.

She reviewed where NH ranks in food-to-market andiallar sales in the state of NH, and that theedtad
expanded the definition of farming to include agltigral activities. There was open discussiorheftopics the
public thought the committee could start off exjpigrand issues they would like information regagdin

A sign-in sheet had been passed around and peepéeasked for name/address/e-mail and if they weeitde
on the committee. Of the 22 people who signedtteet, five stated they would definitely be integdsn
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serving on the committee, and another four stdteyg might be interested. Mrs. White will put tdugta letter
and ascertain what dates most people would béahlafor possible meeting dates. The Board deterth
that the Thursdays they would have had as workingsetould be a good day to identify as meetindptsig Ms.
LaBranche thought the Conservation Commission @Gfairshould be invited as well.

Ms. LaBranche noted the Steering Committee's reshitity would be to disseminate information abaditat an
agricultural commission is and what they can dhal identify possible locations for a farmer's mark&lso they
would draft a warrant article to authorize an A&gliural Commission.

Mrs. White reminded the Board they would need fooat a secretary as she could not act as thetagegfer
the committee unless approved by the Selectmen.Ddorman opined it was a voluntary committee arsd as
the Conservation Commission had their own secresarghould the Agricultural Committee/Commission.

Mr. Morales felt there was not enough time to deaftarrant article for the coming year in the tiiefe before
the deadline; Ms. LaBranche noted there was & 2péragraph warrant article on the CD they caigle. They
could submit it on the warrant in 2011, but couttually form their committee at a later date. Rgssof the
warrant article would then allow them to form thegmmittee when they were ready.

Mr. Morales will make copies of the CD for the mesrdof the committee.
Mr. Ford

Mrs. White noted it was time to send a letter to Murd again asking him the status of the fencaratdis
storage units. She hoped to have a reply fromig@fare the next Planning Board meeting on Septertder

Mr. Law, 23 Maplevale Road
Mr. Law inquired if he could ask Planning Board soguestions; Mr. Sullivan agreed.
Mr. Law's questions:

» Is there a setback requirement from a road ridfwey for structures in East Kingston?
Ms. LaBranche noted if the lot line is considereel ROW, then the set-back would be from the let lin
Mr. Donald noted Mr. Law was referring to the durtgps in the Maplevale elderly community and
stated the original setback at the time of appravas 25', and was later changed to 100'. The 25'
setback is grandfathered in.

» Mr. Law stated the site was significantly expandbdre was one dumpster when he moved in, now
there were 2 large dumpsters and a 3-bin recydimgpster.Mr. Donald noted they were no closer to
the lot line; Mr. Morales stated they were stiltkin the footprint.

» Mr. Law stated his inquiry was if there was a sekidfasom an existing ROW or built road in Town?
Could he have a structure immediately adjacertiedotacktop of the road®ir. Morales stated no, there
were utility rights-of-way where the poles wereathare governed by the state so they can repair/
replace their poles/wires. There is a also towghtiof-way of approximately 4-5 feet. Mr. Donaluted
a house could only be built within 30 feet of tloaf line of a property and 25 feet within the sawl
rear property lines. But that was for buildingstmumpsters. Also the road in question is a geva
ROW and not a town road.

» Mr. Law noted there had been an abutter presenetieming for one of the public hearings for a den
of use. He wanted to know if there was a gene@lirement for anything that is subject to sitenpfar
notification of abutters if the current use, confiorg or non-conforming, is changed or expandgd.
LaBranche noted it would require a public hearinighwabutter notification.
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« Mr. Law asked specifically if he had a developmanttject to site plan review and changed something o
placed something on that property or filled thatperty, what Board would he need to come befare fo
approval for that or to have a public hearing®. LaBranche noted it would depend on the natfithe
change. For residential subdivisions, people canip small structures such as sheds, garages and
decks with only a building permit as long as theetrthe setback requirements and there are no
covenants against it.

For non-residential developments such as commeacidlindustrial, there are more conditions as to
where dumpsters, snow storage, storm water managtesmd access are located. Any changes to those
items would require Planning Board approval. &sidential instances, unless there is a covenant or
some other type of stipulation, they would notrteecome back before the Board. If someone was
expanding their house, for instance, as long ay thet the setbacks and building codes, they would
only require a building permit and not need to edoack before any Board for further action.

* Who is responsible for enforcing covenanf3f2 Marston stated it would be the Maplevale Condo
Association. Mr. Morales noted the original covetsastated the association would need to come in
front of the Board before any covenants were chdndgoth the Planning Board and the Selectmen
supported the change and gave the condo associatithorization to put on the ballot last year for
the residents to vote whether or not they wanteappwove the town taking care of the trash pickap
the elderly communities. The town did approvend aow all the elderly communities are included in
the contract for town trash pick-up. The PlannBward is the entity to approve any changes to the
covenants, but the condo association would be @amgshof any enforcement.

» Are the covenants public documents®?. Morales stated that are. There is a copy ia Town Office
and also on file with the Registry of Deeds/Co@igrks Office. Mr. Dworman explained, as he liued
a development with a condo association, that tieeeBoard and enforcement officer. But ultimately
is up to a private individual to take civil actitmemselves if they deem a covenant is not beinglizm
with.

Mr. Law thanked the Board for their time.
September 16 Meeting

* Public Hearing - Mr. Cofske will be returning witis plan
» Public Hearing - Mrs. Kiesel will come before ugtwiher home occupation application.
* Any replies regarding the CIP will be reviewed.

ADJOURNMENT

MOTION: Mr. SullivanMOVED the Planning Board adjourn. Mr. Morales secondBae motion passed
unanimously.

Mr. Sullivan closed the meeting at 8:37 pm.

Respectfully submitted,

Barbara wWhite

Barbara A. White David F. Sullivan
Recording Secretary Chairman

Minutes approved
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