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TOWN OF RAYMOND 
Planning Board Agenda 

 September 15, 2022   
               7:00 p.m. - Raymond High School             

Media Center - 45 Harriman Hill 
Application # 2021-019 

 

/Public Announcement/ 
If this meeting is canceled or postponed for any reason the information can be found on our 

website, posted at Town Hall, Facebook Notification, and RCTV. * 
 

 
1. Pledge of Allegiance 

 
2. Public Hearing- 

Request for continuance (letter attached) 
Application # 2021-019: A SITE PLAN application is being submitted by Joseph Coronati of Jones  & 
Beach Engineers, Inc. on behalf of IC REED & Sons, Inc. The intent of the application is to show a recently 
constructed gravel laydown yard on the subject parcel and associated site improvements. The property 
is represented as Raymond Tax Map 22/ Lot 15 and located at 3 Gile Road. 
 
Application # 2022-007: An application for a lot line adjustment has been submitted for property 
located at 129 Harriman Hill Road (Tax Map 35-4 and 41-4) by Eric C. Mitchell & Associates, Inc. on 
behalf of Elizabeth C. Chadwick Rev. Trust and John Chadwick Rev. Trust. The intent of the plan is to 
adjust the lot line between lots 35-4 and 41-4. The adjustment will add 37.2 acres from lot 41-4 to Lot 
35-4.  

  - 

3. Approval of Minutes 

• 9/1/2022 
 

4. Public Comment 

 

5. Other Business 

➢ Staff Updates-  
➢ Board Member Updates 
➢ Any other business brought before the board-  
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TOWN OF RAYMOND 
Planning Board Agenda 

 September 15, 2022   
               7:00 p.m. - Raymond High School             

Media Center - 45 Harriman Hill 
Application # 2021-019 

 

 

6. Adjournment (NO LATER THAN 10:00 P.M.) 
 

 PLANNING BOARD MEETING DATES 2022 
Planning Board Meeting 
Dates 

Projects Scheduled 

September 01, 2022 Mountain Road, 603 Storage, Batchelder, 
Nottingham 

September 8, 2022 Work Session 

September 15, 2022 IC Reed (cont.), Chadwick LLA 

October 06, 2022 Mountain Road Trading Post 

October 13, 2022 Work Session- Zoning Ordinances 

October 20, 2022 IC Reed 

November 03, 2022 
 

November 10, 2022** Work Session-Zoning Ordinances 

November 17, 2022 
 

December 1, 2022 
 

December 8, 2022 Work Session-Zoning Ordinances 

December 15, 2022 
 

  

  

  

**Quorum-Day before a holiday-long weekend. 



 

 
 

W:\20603 RAYMOND - 3 GILE RD - IC REED & SONS INC\WORD FILES\PB Continuance Letter.docx 

 

 

September 8, 2022 

 

Raymond Planning Board 

Attn. Patricia Bridgeo, Vice Chair 

4 Epping Street 

Raymond, NH 03077 

 

RE: PB Continuance Request for I.C. Reed Laydown Yard 

 10 Scribner Road, Raymond, NH 

 Tax Map 22, Lot 15 

 JBE Project No. 20603 

 

Dear Mr. Reed,  

 

On behalf of our client, I.C. Reed & Sons, Inc, Jones & Beach Engineers, Inc. respectfully 

requests a continuance of the pending application for the above referenced parcel from the 

September 15th meeting to the October 20th meeting. A continuance will allow us to review the 

possibility of adding a structure with a roof over the pole storage to address concerns received.   

 

Please contact me if you have any questions.  Thank you very much for your time. 

 

Very truly yours, 

JONES & BEACH ENGINEERS, INC. 

 

 

 

Joseph Coronati 

Vice President 

 

cc: Shawn Reed, I.C. Reed & Sons, Inc. (via email) 
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 Planning Board Minutes 1 

September 1,  2022 2 

7:00 PM 3 

Media Center Raymond High School  4 

 5 

Planning Board Members Present: 6 

Patricia Bridgeo (Vice- Chairman) 7 

Kevin Woods (Secretary) 8 

Jim McLeod  9 

Gretchen Gott  10 

Scott Campbell (Selectmen ex officio) 11 

Dee Luszcz  12 

 13 

Planning Board Members Absent: 14 

Brad Reed (Chairman) 15 

 16 

Staff Present: 17 

Madeleine Dilonno -Circuit Rider Planner, RPC 18 

 19 

Pledge of Allegiance 20 

 21 

Ms. Bridgeo  0:34   22 

Everybody welcomes to the town of  Raymond Planning Board Agenda. September 1, 23 

2022. Can everyone please stand for the Pledge of Allegiance? So, I'm going to add a 24 

little clarification before we begin, because I'm very glad to see there's a lot of people 25 

here tonight. Thank you all for coming. So, one of the things we're going to go through 26 

tonight is I am going to make an assumption I probably shouldn't, is that a lot of you are 27 

here for one of the applications. We're going to go through and get to an application 28 

design review if that is why you were here. After we see an application that is continued 29 

prior to the application that I think most people are here for. One of the applications, the 30 

first one application 2021-02 for a site plan application to include waivers as being 31 

submitted by Joseph Coronati and Jones and Beach on behalf of Troy Brown, a Loon 32 

Company is going to be continued. And we want to continue till 9/15 . 33 

 34 

Ms. Gott  1:54   35 

Motion: 36 

Ms. Gott made a motion to continue application 2021-024 until September 15 at 7:00 37 

o'clock at Raymond High School Media Center. Mr. McLeod seconded the motion. The 38 

motion passed with a vote of 6 in favor, 0 opposed and 0 abstentions. 39 

 40 
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Ms. Bridgeo  2:08   41 

The second application and we have two others on tonight and the subdivision 42 

application for Mooers Road for Nottingham there's no action needed at that time. We 43 

will not be hearing anything on that application. That application is also not going to be 44 

heard tonight. So, application 2022-003 A Site Plan application being submitted by Craig 45 

Francisco of Bedford Design Consultants on behalf of 155 Farmington Road LLC. They 46 

are proposing an expansion of the existing self-storage facility; the property is 47 

represented as Raymond tax map 38 lot 20 and located at 21 Dudley Road. 48 

 49 

James McLeod  2:59   50 

Should we identify the board? 51 

 52 

Ms. Bridgeo  3:03   53 

While they're setting up, we will identify with Maddie. Can we start with staff 54 

 55 

Maddie DiIonno  3:08   56 

Maddie DiIonno of the Rockingham Planning Commission.  57 

 58 

Kevin Woods  3:11   59 

I'm Kevin Woods Planning Board Member.  60 

 61 

Mrs. Luszcz  3:14   62 

Dee Luszcz Planning Board Member  63 

 64 

Ms. Bridgeo  3:16   65 

Tricia  Bridgeo Planning Board Vice Chair. 66 

 67 

Scott Campbell  3:18   68 

Scott Campbell Board of Selectmen  69 

 70 

James McLeod  3:20   71 

Jim McLeod Planning Board Member. 72 

 73 

Ms. Gott  3:22   74 

Gretchen Gott Planning Board Member.  75 

 76 

Ms. Bridgeo  3:30   77 
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I will also say that Brad Reed has an excused absence.  78 

 79 

Craig Francisco  3:33   80 

Okay, good evening, I'm Craig Francisco of Bedford Designs. We made two revisions 81 

since the last meeting. I removed the note about the owner storing anything in the 82 

building so that eliminates a sprinkling issue  and I twisted the proposed zoning a little 83 

bit to 25 foot two feet from the property line 31 to 31 foot in the building. That's the 84 

changes I made. 85 

 86 

Ms. Gott  4:20   87 

So, no equipment storage in that. No utilities. I mean other than electricity, but no heat. 88 

 89 

Craig Francisco  4:31   90 

Just like the other two buildings. 91 

 92 

Ms. Gott  4:33   93 

The building has changed in shape a wee bit. No. Okay. 94 

 95 

Craig Francisco  4:37   96 

I just pushed it a little bit. 97 

 98 

Ms. Gott  4:39   99 

Okay, that's what is different. 100 

 101 

Kevin Woods  4:41   102 

Okay. Kevin, I have no questions. 103 

 104 

Mrs. Luszcz  4:52   105 

None of these changes. I have no new questions. 106 

 107 

James McLeod  4:58   108 

Couple of things. These say that there's going to be no storage in the larger 50-foot-109 

deep part of the building now, no, but 110 

 111 

Craig Francisco  5:06   112 

No owner storage. 113 

 114 
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James McLeod  5:08   115 

No owner storage. But I mean, that's pretty deep for individual storage. The other 116 

buildings are, what, 20/25 feet with  bays on either side. So, you're going to have one 117 

bay, that's 50 feet deep. 118 

 119 

Ms. Gott  5:30   120 

Is that going to be? Sorry, Jim? 121 

 122 

James McLeod  5:33   123 

So, how many doors are going to be how many units? Is that going to be individual units 124 

in the larger space?  125 

 126 

Craig Francisco  5:43   127 

11.  128 

 129 

James McLeod  5:44   130 

Is there anything that shows that on the plans? I think that we have to have a condition 131 

of approval that shows that the 11 proposed units should be individually separated from 132 

the other units. 133 

 134 

Craig Francisco  6:32   135 

Individual units because they're all going to be 10 feet. I can do that. 136 

 137 

James McLeod  6:42   138 

Yeah, I'd like to see that. Because otherwise, if there remains a large, you know, a 139 

space that just has 11 doors in front of it, then it can still be used for purposes other 140 

than.  141 

 142 

Craig Francisco  6:56   143 

Yeah, just FYI, there is a one and a half footstep on the floor right here. So, I guess we 144 

can do that. That's not a problem. 145 

 146 

James McLeod  7:05   147 

The other thing that I noted was, we talked about snow storage. I think Maddie has 148 

some more guidance on that for us, because you still have snow storage on top of the 149 

existing well.  150 

 151 
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Maddie DiIonno  7:21   152 

So, no new information regarding the snow storage. I did speak with DES, and they 153 

maintain the definition that they provided at the last hearing. But I did consult with the 154 

town's Planning Board attorney. And her advice is that this is a state law, the 155 

Groundwater Protection Act, it's talking about snow disposal, within Wellhead Protection 156 

Areas, it's a state law and should be enforced by the state, the planning board has no 157 

enforcement authority over a state law. So, what the board can do is require that the 158 

applicant comply with all local, federal, and state laws. And that's what they usually in 159 

our conditions of approval anyway. 160 

 161 

James McLeod  8:05   162 

So that being the case, then we should make it a condition of approval that the state 163 

laws are all adhered to, including a 75 , it would be a 75-foot setback from the well for 164 

snow storage. So, I see that there's other snow storage on here. 165 

 166 

Craig Francisco  8:24   167 

So, you're interpreting the state law to say 75 feet from the well? 168 

 169 

James McLeod  8:28   170 

That's what it says for setbacks. 171 

 172 

Craig Francisco  8:35   173 

not snow storage. My interpretation, I would need that also. 174 

 175 

James McLeod  8:48   176 

The snow storage area should be at least 75 feet from any private supply wells. And 177 

then it goes on to talk about municipal and 178 

 179 

Craig Francisco  8:57   180 

that forgetting is under disposal, I believe. 181 

 182 

James McLeod  9:02   183 

This is under RSA 485-C:12. And this goes back to our original issue with this which 184 

was the ambiguity and the response from the state on the definition of siting or storage. 185 

 186 

Ms. Bridgeo  9:27   187 

It's under the New Hampshire DES regulations not under us. No, it's under it if you are 188 
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looking under New Hampshire planning and land use regulation that is under your hand 189 

for DES. It is not in the book . 190 

 191 

James McLeod  10:06   192 

 The intent of it is that the concentration of the salt and other things that are plowed in 193 

with the snow are infiltrating into the water on top of a well, so it makes good sense not 194 

to store or plow snow on top of the well. 195 

 196 

Craig Francisco  10:29   197 

Except the well is not being used. So really, it doesn't matter. 198 

 199 

James McLeod  10:33   200 

It's in the aquifer. 201 

 202 

Craig Francisco  10:35   203 

 I'll remove it 204 

 205 

James McLeod  10:43   206 

With those two conditions of approval, that's all I have. Thank you. 207 

 208 

Ms. Gott  10:48   209 

Thank you again, just say that those two articles comply with all local state laws 210 

including 75-foot setback. What was the other one please? 211 

 212 

James McLeod  10:58   213 

Regarding the individual units, there are at least 11 separate individual units in the 214 

larger part of the structure. They have to be separated with a wall. If it's an open space, 215 

then it would need to be sprinkled.  216 

 217 

Ms. Gott  11:26   218 

Well, I'm wondering now how wide sir. 219 

 220 

This is 109.  221 

 222 

 How wide are those? 223 

 224 

Craig Francisco  11:37   225 
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 Nine and a half feet. Roughly Yes. 226 

 227 

Ms. Gott  11:46   228 

And those are going to be walled floor to ceiling? 229 

 230 

Craig Francisco  11:51   231 

 They're not going to be tight against the ceiling. 232 

 233 

Ms. Gott  11:57   234 

Not that somebody could crawl over. Okay. And they're going to have utilities, electricity 235 

only. No other utilities, individually being rented. And that house, this teardown is going 236 

to be mitigated all that kind of stuff.  237 

 238 

Ms. Bridgeo  12:42   239 

I just have one question. Sheet 3 of 10. There will not be any outdoor storage. And at 240 

one point during this discussion, we were talking about equipment being stored outside 241 

that means that no equipment will be stored outside. Okay, so, okay, so there'll be no 242 

outdoor. Thank you. I'd like a motion. 243 

 244 

Mrs. Luszcz  13:28   245 

Motion? Are there any abutters? 246 

 247 

Ms. Bridgeo  13:32   248 

We have to open. You can ask as far as anybody who was in a butter to the applicant? 249 

Is there anybody here that would like to speak? Or is there anybody in the public who 250 

would like to speak? 251 

 252 

Mrs. Luszcz  14:10   253 

So just a matter of procedure, folks, when you do want to speak, you must come to the 254 

center table and provide your name and address. Thank you. 255 

 256 

James McLeod  14:28   257 

So are we moving to accept the application as 258 

 259 

Ms. Bridgeo  14:31   260 

somebody can make 261 

 262 
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Ms. Gott  14:32   263 

the conditions of approval? 264 

 265 

Actually, I do have one question: the L shaped part of the new building, is that going to 266 

be divided into rental units? Is that going to be divided into rental units or is that one 267 

large open space? Still about nine and a half or so feet?  268 

 269 

Craig Francisco  15:05   270 

10.  271 

 272 

Ms. Bridgeo  15:13   273 

Clarification you are saying then that there'll be 11 spaces plus 10 more. We'll have all 274 

of them divided.  275 

 276 

Craig Francisco  15:24   277 

The units are approximately 10 feet wide.  278 

 279 

Ms. Bridgeo  15:29   280 

They will amend the drawing to have all of the lines 281 

 282 

Ms. Gott  15:48   283 

 17 units good 284 

 285 

Mrs. Luszcz  16:09   286 

Sure. I just have to turn right back into conditions so 287 

 288 

Ms. Gott  16:30   289 

I'm sorry I keep finding questions. Parking Where's parking going to be? 290 

 291 

Craig Francisco  16:35   292 

In front of the units.  293 

 294 

Ms. Gott  17:10   295 

And I guess one of the things that concerns me then if anybody can park anywhere, and 296 

we have an emergency there and emergency services need to get in and around and 297 

close to and all that stuff. What if there's a car parked there? 298 

 299 
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Craig Francisco  17:25   300 

The lanes are 25 feet wide. Basically, a row should be okay. Yep.  301 

 302 

Kevin Woods  17:43   303 

 People don't park and leave their car; they are loading or unloading the ability to move 304 

their cars. 305 

 306 

Ms. Bridgeo  17:55   307 

And also, to clarify that we have that discussion. I think at the last minute I have brought 308 

that up about how parking would be performed, and we had resolved it in the last part of 309 

the application. 310 

 311 

Mrs. Luszcz  18:11   312 

 313 

Motion: 314 

Mrs. Luszcz made a  motion to approve application number 2022- 003 a site plan 315 

application for self-storage facility at 21 Dudley Road Tax Map 38 lot 20. Subject to the 316 

following conditions, the following conditions shall apply.  317 

 318 

Number one the conditions of approval designated as conditions precedent must be 319 

completed within six months unless otherwise specified or this approval shall become 320 

null and void. The following are conditions precedent  321 

 322 

A. The applicant must obtain all required local state and federal permitting for the 323 

project and provide copies of the same to the Community Development 324 

Department.  325 

 326 

B. impact fees shall not be assessed for the site plan. See, deeds, easements, 327 

conversation easements, conservation easements, condominium documents, 328 

maintenance agreements and any other legal documentation pertinent to this project 329 

shall be reviewed and approved by town council and where applicable, the board of 330 

selectmen pursuant to RSA 41: 14-A.  331 

 332 

C. within 30 days of the date of this decision, October 3 2022. A performance guarantee 333 

agreement shall be executed between the town of Raymond and the applicant. Failure 334 

to execute this required agreement will result in plan approval revocation.  335 

 336 
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2. the following items must be completed within 24 months of the completion of 337 

conditions. Conditions precedent for this project constitute active and substantial 338 

development It was building pursuant to RSA 674:39. A completion of all proposed 339 

improvements.  340 

 341 

3. the following items must be completed within five years of the completion of 342 

conditions precedent for this project to constitute substantial completion of the 343 

improvements pursuant to RSA 674: 39. A completion of all proposed improvements.  344 

 345 

4. This approval is subject to the following waivers as granted by the Raymond planning 346 

board. There's no one there, but there's none.  347 

 348 

5. This approval is subject to the following special permits as granted by the planning 349 

board, not applicable.  350 

 351 

6. This approval is subject to the following conditional use permits as granted by the 352 

planning board, a conditional use permit groundwater conservation overlay district. 353 

 354 

7. This approval is subject to the following variances as granted by the Raymond Zoning 355 

Board of Adjustment not applicable.  356 

 357 

8. Other conditions imposed by the planning board. 358 

 359 

 1. the owner will designate the individual storage units on the drawing, each unit is 360 

approximately nine and a half, nine half feet wide for approximately 17 units in the new 361 

structure.  362 

 363 

2. there'll be no heat source.  364 

 365 

3. there'll be no equipment storage for the owner.  366 

 367 

And finally, snow storage will be moved from the well area to comply with state laws. 368 

 369 

Maddie DiIonno  21:48   370 

A condition the Raymond Conservation Commission did recommend minimal salt usage 371 

on the site. So, I would recommend the board also listed that as a condition of approval. 372 

 373 
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Ms. Bridgeo  22:01   374 

I think it's probably there. 375 

 376 

Okay. It's on the plan. It's note 24 on it says salt should be kept to a minimum.  377 

 378 

Mrs. Luszcz  22:14   379 

So, it's already on the plan. 380 

 381 

James McLeod  22:19   382 

Mr. McLeod seconded the motion.  383 

 384 

Ms. Gott  22:20   385 

I would like to add a couple of conditions to that.  386 

 387 

Ms. Bridgeo  22:29   388 

Are they conditions that we discussed Gretchen? 389 

 390 

Ms. Gott  22:31   391 

 No, they're not well, along the way we have Yes. Okay. First of all, no outdoor storage? 392 

We've talked about it several times. I think it's on the plan. 393 

 394 

Kevin Woods  22:40   395 

Point of order. It needs to be in the form of a motion. 396 

 397 

Ms. Gott  22:44   398 

Of course. So, I'd like to discuss it first, then I'll make a motion. Madam Chair. 399 

 400 

Ms. Bridgeo  22:51   401 

Do you need to make the motion that will add the conditions of approval? Then we will 402 

continue to have the discussion. So, we want to make the motion then we can put them 403 

on?  404 

 405 

Mrs. Luszcz  23:01   406 

We have a motion on the floor, and  it's been seconded. 407 

 408 

James McLeod  23:10   409 

So, it's open for discussion now. So, if you want to discuss additional things, discuss 410 
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what you'd like now. 411 

 412 

Ms. Gott  23:17   413 

Okay. Outside storage should be added. We talked about it. And unfortunately, I think it 414 

needs to be explicit. 415 

 416 

It's on the plan. 417 

 418 

The other thing is that we've talked about it but not talked very much about it is the tear 419 

down of the house. All hazardous materials need to be mitigated. That's an older home, 420 

asbestos, all those kinds of things need to be mitigated. I don't recall seeing anything 421 

there. 422 

 423 

Scott Campbell  23:49   424 

The building inspector will take care of that because they have to get a permit to take it 425 

down. Okay. And that would be underneath the purview of the building inspection to 426 

watch over all hazardous materials and have certified people to do the removal.  427 

 428 

Ms. Gott  24:08   429 

That's what I'm looking for. Thank you. I'm comfortable, then the outdoor storage is an 430 

issue for me. But if it's on there, he says it is okay. 431 

 432 

James McLeod  24:19   433 

Motion and second discussion. Okay. 434 

 435 

Scott Campbell  24:27   436 

 I think for now long going forward. Any conditional approval should have signatures on 437 

the print of all the members. So, you know, everybody approved the conditions. We did 438 

it Northwood I think it's a great way to look back on something when we're doing 439 

conditions. 440 

 441 

James McLeod  24:46   442 

So yeah, we have a work session next week. That's something that we should bring up 443 

then. That sounds like you've got to be a good idea. 444 

 445 

Ms. Bridgeo  24:53   446 

It is noted by Scott. Okay. The motion passed with a vote of 6 in favor, 0 opposed and 0 447 
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abstentions. 448 

 449 

Kevin Woods  25:01   450 

Aye. 451 

 452 

Mrs. Luszcz  25:00   453 

Aye. 454 

 455 

Ms. Bridgeo  25:00   456 

Aye. 457 

 458 

Scott Campbell  25:01   459 

Aye 460 

 461 

James McLeod  25:01   462 

Aye 463 

 464 

Ms. Gott  25:04   465 

Yes. 466 

 467 

Ms. Bridgeo  25:06   468 

 Thank you. Okay, I'm going to read. And I think everybody here, I know everybody's 469 

coming out to the planning board. I'm glad to see so many faces here tonight. And I 470 

would say that everybody is here for application number 2022-006 in accordance with 471 

RSA 674 : IIB and section 3.00 3.02, a Raymond Site Plan Review regulation, the 472 

planning board will engage in a non-binding, conceptual review discussion with an 473 

applicant, Joseph Coronati of Jones and Beach engineers and authorized 474 

representatives. So, everybody who is here to understand this is not an application that 475 

is before the board. We are here to have discussions and again, it's nonbinary we're not 476 

here to render a decision on an application. So, the applicant will present then we will 477 

have abutters if you have something to say and then we will have the public. Thank you. 478 

And Maddie, do you want to read the public? Thank you. 479 

 480 

Maddie DiIonno  26:44   481 

Going to read the list of abutters if I say your name you, please just indicate that you're 482 

here. (List of names were read) 483 

 484 
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Joe Coronati  29:54   485 

 Thank you, Madam Chair. My name is Joe Coronati Jones and Beach Engineers were 486 

the engineers for the project with me, Mike Garipy with Tuck Realty Corp. Who may you 487 

know? We've done some commercial work in town recently. This project is a large piece 488 

of property. It's addressed at 65 Batchelder road. It has access from Mark Lane and 489 

Wendover as well. It's a large piece of property , about 165 acres. And the site has 490 

previously had subdivisions approved on it. Maybe one, maybe two in the past in the 491 

last 40 years. One by RSL and one by I think Seacoast engineering. And so, we're here 492 

to I guess show a conceptual design of the site in how we envision a basically a 493 

condominium type layout of the property. The site is in the C three zone which allows 494 

this type of development. And what we're looking at is a very conceptual layout. This 495 

plan in front of you is not a complete survey. The topography is from LIDAR topo maps 496 

that we were able to get from the state websites. The wetlands were looked at by Gove 497 

Environmental Services. They looked at it with an aerial wetland delineation or aerial 498 

wetland mapping. And then they walked the property to verify that what they were 499 

seeing in the aerial photos was in fact true on the ground. There will be we have been 500 

surveying on the property quite a bit. And obviously before we come back to you, we'll 501 

have a full existing conditions survey with real wetland delineation, soils Topo, 502 

boundary, all of that completed as you're required to do, or we're required to do. The 503 

site's currently being logged. The owner of the property has a logger in there doing 504 

work, they're accessing the property from the end of Mark Lane. The proposal of the 505 

which is in front of you there, which is rather large looking at it from this side is 127 506 

duplexes. Total of 254 units, it meets the zoning requirements or the zoning density. In 507 

the ordinance for the parcel this size, what we're looking at is having about 12,000 feet 508 

of road and basically going from the end of Mark Lane to the end of Wendover. The 509 

majority of traffic we feel will be headed towards the Mark Lane side of the site heading 510 

towards 102. And eventually 101. And I know on the abutting property or abutting 511 

project, you know, the secondary egress was a gated access where we're very willing to 512 

do that as well. We're considering the Wendover side, the secondary egress side of the 513 

property. All these roads, the roads are outlined in the orange highlighter, the wetlands, 514 

the approximate wetlands are outlined in green. And the overall boundary is the pink 515 

highlighter. So, all those orange roads would be privately owned, maintained. These are 516 

not town roads. These are private roads to be a condominium association for 517 

maintenance of the roadways for trash, removal, for snow plowing. Very little impact on 518 

those services for the town. The site would also have obviously a site development of 519 

this size, we would have recreational components, we'd have a clubhouse. For the 520 

residents. On site, the clubhouse is located sort of in the lower right corner. This is just 521 
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to orientate you as well, if you're not familiar, this is Mark Lane here. This is Route 102. 522 

Coming up here, north to south, this is Batchelder Road. Up here. And then Wendover 523 

is a cul de sac that they left a 50 foot right away to this property. And this was part of a 524 

greater scheme of basically expanding the subdivision from the property to the west, 525 

right into this development and out towards Mark Lane. We submitted copies of those 526 

old subdivision plans as part of our application to show how that was sort of planned out 527 

years ago, even in the early 80s, late 70s. That was planned out for this. These 528 

connections, this would obviously be a multi-phase project. It's a large number of units. 529 

And we would have to work with the board on how the phasing and certainly through the 530 

TRC process on how the phasing of this would happen. We have multiple cul de sacs 531 

off of the main road, we have a Loop Road. And so, there's many different ways that this 532 

could be built out in phases. obviously will take some time to construct a project of this 533 

size. The water currently there's town water on route 102. There's a 12-inch main that's 534 

been brought down Route 102 years ago or not too many years ago. But so, there's a 535 

water main on route 102. Right at the end of Mark Lane, there's a hydrant there's 536 

currently no water, town water on Mark Lane, we would propose to connect to that water 537 

main on route 102. Bring that into the site, loop it throughout the property. Potentially 538 

we'll be working with the public works. And I know your town engineer is Underwood 539 

engineers they wouldn't be reviewing the water system design they're in and it'll be 540 

Looking at pressures throughout the this system, and there may be a situation where we 541 

have to provide a booster pump station for the, for this development to provide pressure 542 

into it which is not uncommon we do have you know the site is not flat, we do have 543 

some hills that goes up and down. We'll be developing or trying to work with the 544 

topography on the best weekend. Some of these cul de sacs are shaped in such a way 545 

that they're running with the contours, not against them. Same with this roadway here. 546 

You know, there's different Hills throughout the property. And we're going to try to 547 

design this in such a way that we work with the topo and not against it to get the best 548 

home sightings as well as the least amount of disturbance on the property. The sewer 549 

we don't obviously have, there's no town sewer. So, we would have septic systems. It is 550 

too early to tell whether these would be community septic systems, individual septic 551 

systems, but we will be providing all that information as we go forward. And so that's, I 552 

guess, to be determined on how we ended up dealing with the sewage for the project, 553 

whether it's communal or individual and that'll be something that we'll start ironing out as 554 

we go forward. Obviously, a project of this size, the town will require a traffic study. We 555 

will provide a traffic study to the board. For this site, I'm sure you'll have that peer 556 

reviewed, you have a town engineer that reviews all of our plans, our drainage, and our 557 

traffic engineering. So, I'm sure they will be doing that aspect. This also requires a 558 
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couple of different state permits. The amount of disturbance obviously requires an 559 

alteration of terrain permit from the state. We also do have a couple of wetland impacts. 560 

Given a project of this size, they're relatively small amounts of wetland impacts. We 561 

believe we'll have a small impact at the end of Mark Lane, the beginning of our roadway. 562 

Right there, there's a stream that flows sort of 45 degrees towards Mark Lane. It's 563 

already culverted, but I anticipate that we'll have to potentially widen or extend that 564 

culvert in order to get a road or roadway in there. And then we have an impact almost at 565 

the beginning of the road here. And then we anticipate one here on the property. And 566 

they're really basically small crossings of existing drainage ways of trying to cross at the 567 

narrowest points. We're obviously staying away from some of the larger wetlands that 568 

exist on the property and off site. To the southwest, there's a large wetland here, and 569 

then running through the project. Parcel, there's a large wetland here that basically 570 

forms almost a stream channel right through this area here. So, we're staying away from 571 

I think the larger wetlands trying to cross at the narrowest points, which is not only a 572 

requirement of the towns but also a requirement of the state so that we minimize 573 

wetland impacts to the greatest extent possible. And we'll also have state subdivision 574 

approval, which is a typical state permit for this.  575 

 576 

Think that's primarily it for the overall and as I said, we don't have a lot of detail. This is 577 

just a design review hearing. And any input we can get from the board, and I'm sure that 578 

the abutters would be appreciated because we have not designed this site yet. So, 579 

anything we hear tonight, we can hopefully incorporate into the design of the project and 580 

the end. I guess that's all I have.  581 

 582 

Kevin Woods  45:07   583 

What is the little spur at the top? You have a nice square thing. And then you have this 584 

little piece that goes up. 585 

 586 

Joe Coronati  45:17   587 

Right? That's basically a right of way or I guess it's in fee ownership. But it's a, it's a 588 

piece of the property that provides access to Batchelder Road. Batchelder Road is right 589 

up here. And this piece has this little spur, right? Over the years, I assume it was left for 590 

access, there's a little, if you ever drive by it, it's probably almost impossible to notice 591 

unless you live near it. But there's a little trail right there. And you can walk into the 592 

property from that little spur. 593 

 594 

Kevin Woods  45:54   595 
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It's not big enough to be used for an entrance or an exit. 596 

 597 

Joe Coronati  45:58   598 

The we did look at it for an entrance. It is big enough, it's 50 feet wide, and leads into the 599 

property. The problem with it is  Batchelder right at that location is very curvy and hilly. 600 

So, there's it's a great road for motorcycles, but not a great road for exit for a project of 601 

this size. It's just too windy and hilly right there. 602 

 603 

Kevin Woods  46:40   604 

Why private roads? What are the advantages and disadvantages when it comes to 605 

private roads, as opposed to having them become town roads, because that's always an 606 

issue down the line when somebody decides they want somebody to become a public 607 

road. 608 

 609 

Joe Coronati  47:00   610 

The differences I guess are there's a lot of differences. But this is a condominium form 611 

of development. So, there's, these are all these units located on one lot. These are not 612 

this is not a subdivision with individual lots. We are not providing a 50 foot right away 613 

that you would have in a typical subdivision for this road. So, the advantage, I guess to 614 

us, is that there's this is a condominium development, your C3 Zone allows more density 615 

under that form of development rather than a subdivision. subdivision in this location 616 

requires only an acre and a half lot. So still, you know fairly small lots, but then all those 617 

roads would become town owned, town maintained. So, you'd end up with a lot of cost 618 

to the township. So, this, this is a large enough development, this will have a 619 

condominium association and rather large one, there'll be fees set up for this type of 620 

development, and not much different than those than the 55 and over developments that 621 

are on route 27. You know, east of Hannaford, where those are private roads, private 622 

developments, and you know really not much cost to the town. 623 

 624 

Mrs. Luszcz  48:39   625 

You mentioned that your loggers are already in there and clearing I assume you have 626 

an intent to cut all processed. 627 

 628 

Joe Coronati  48:46   629 

Yes, he's technically working for the current owner. Mr. McCarthy is the owner. So, he's 630 

been in there for a year. I don't know if it's you know, I'm sure the residents behind me 631 

may know better than I do, how long he's been in there, but it's been a while he's 632 
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working for the owner and not for the developer. 633 

 634 

Mrs. Luszcz  49:06   635 

I don't know all the ins and outs of intent to cut but I do tend to cut alright. Just want to 636 

get that out there for everybody. You brought up the water if you were to bring this 637 

watermain and provide town water up through Mark Lane, are there requirements of 638 

current residents to connect when a water line goes by their home. 639 

 640 

Joe Coronati  49:39   641 

Well, that's a good question. I'd say there's not a requirement for water. I know there's 642 

different requirements for sewer in those places, but I'm not aware of that would be 643 

actually a local ordinance that but I don't think that anybody would be required to tie in 644 

they could if they wanted to it would be very likely that the public works department 645 

would require that we would end up providing services to those homes. That is typical 646 

that we would bring services out to the edge of the road. So that once we ended up 647 

repaving the road, they wouldn't have to dig up the road to add a service if somebody 648 

decided they wanted to tie in later. But that's all of that. I guess it's really up to the water 649 

department. And public works as to how they want us to do that. 650 

 651 

Mrs. Luszcz  50:32   652 

But has the discussion been made? Coming up with the concept? And I don't have an 653 

exact count. Are there only about six homes? There are only six homes on Mark. So, 654 

would the developer entertain the thought of providing the hookup for those six homes? 655 

 656 

Mike Garipy  50:57   657 

More than likely, we'll end up having to rebuild Mark Lane. Maybe not in its entirety, but 658 

we assume we will have to rebuild the structural box. And it's an older road. So, we'll 659 

have to evaluate the roadway with your public works folks. 660 

 661 

Mrs. Luszcz  51:14   662 

And when I'm saying the private connection, 663 

 664 

Mike Garipy  51:16   665 

The private connections, yeah, well, we'll leave those services as we lay the new line, 666 

we'll have to leave those connections. Whether or not they have to connect it on does 667 

 668 

Mrs. Luszcz  51:27   669 
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not have to, there's a circle around my answer, right? Down the road, lot A says geez, I 670 

would really love to hook up to town water, but I don't have the money, it's $5,000, you 671 

would give them the $5,000 to hook up.  672 

 673 

Mike Garipy  51:43   674 

We will provide those connections, the shut off at the curb stops.  675 

 676 

Mrs. Luszcz  51:48   677 

Will the expense be to the resident? 678 

 679 

mike  51:53   680 

That's a town decision, which wouldn't be our decision. 681 

 682 

Mrs. Luszcz  51:56   683 

I was just asking as a developer, because we've had applicants before us offer good 684 

faith kind of compromises. 685 

 686 

Mike Garipy  52:04   687 

And this is really our first time obviously, before the board and the first time we've had 688 

any interaction with the neighbors. And I assume we'll have a lot more discussion with 689 

the neighbors as we go forward. Because our goal would be to work with the neighbors 690 

as we go forward to mitigate impacts and concerns. So those discussions can happen. 691 

We just don't have an answer for you tonight.  692 

 693 

Mrs. Luszcz  52:26   694 

I think they're too wise to have that discussion. My own opinion, it's not a requirement. 695 

The gate that you mentioned for Wendover, how does that work? How do you gate the 696 

road, but people use it?  697 

 698 

Joe Coronati  52:44   699 

Similar to a crash gate or just a gate that the fire department would have access to in 700 

case of emergency, police/fire would have access to the gate, but it wouldn't be 701 

something that would be used daily at all. And it would only be for emergencies. 702 

 703 

Mrs. Luszcz  53:06   704 

They wouldn't have a key code to use it.  705 

 706 
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Joe Coronati  53:09   707 

Right. Oh, yes, correct, we wouldn't be for our residents to be able to open it. 708 

 709 

Mike Garipy  53:13   710 

It'd be a pedestrian, you know, access through the gate or on one side or the other. So, 711 

folks in both neighborhoods could enjoy the road network for walking. 712 

 713 

Mrs. Luszcz  53:26   714 

And at this time, my final question would be if we made reference of course to the septic 715 

system, the state decides, correct?  716 

 717 

Joe Coronati  53:38   718 

They'd certainly review whatever we propose. But the options really are, you know, we 719 

can do a community septic system where we hook 10 homes or 10 units to one field or 720 

we can do individual sceptics. We can do almost one septic behind every duplex. Now it 721 

really just comes down to I guess the quality of the soils, then the I guess that's really 722 

the amount of infrastructure we want to incur versus the amount you want to kind of wait 723 

to see you know, if they're individual sceptics behind every building, you build them as 724 

you go. If you do 20 units on one septic field, you have to build a giant leach field for 20 725 

units, and then connect one at a time. So, it's really a cost benefit analysis that we'll do 726 

with the developer and with the soils and see where we can fit everything. But the state 727 

does review all of that.  728 

 729 

Scott Campbell  54:53   730 

So, the other access on Windermere is not going to be accessed. Wendover. That's an 731 

emergency only? 732 

 733 

Mike Garipy  55:00   734 

That's what we're proposing.  735 

 736 

Scott Campbell  55:03   737 

All that traffic is going to go up through Mark Lane. 738 

 739 

Mike Garipy  55:10   740 

Well, that's that. That's it. And that is what we're proposing. 741 

 742 

Scott Campbell  55:14   743 
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But what is the sight distance when you get to the top of Mark Lane look left and right. 744 

 745 

Joe Coronati  55:23   746 

 I don't have the exact numbers for you right now, obviously, we don't have a survey 747 

down there yet. But that's something that will be looked at sight distance and all that. So 748 

that will be part of the detailed design that we do.  749 

 750 

Ms. Gott  55:54   751 

You said the whole property is C3? 752 

 753 

Joe Coronati  56:00   754 

Yes. 755 

 756 

Ms. Gott  56:02   757 

I thought C3  only went back 500 feet? 758 

 759 

Joe Coronati  56:06   760 

No, the 500-foot section is the commercial. There's like a right there's like a commercial 761 

section that's 500 feet where within 500 feet of 102. In the C3 zone, you have to be 762 

commercial. Beyond that. It's residential. 763 

 764 

Ms. Gott  56:23   765 

Maddie, would you please clarify that? What all of the zoning and where we are and 766 

what the regulation is? So that we all understand clearly, please. In regard to; is this 767 

called a conservation subdivision? Is that what you're aiming to call this? 768 

 769 

Mike Garipy  56:47   770 

It's not called a conservation subdivision, but it's intended to be designed as one. So, we 771 

would intend that all of whatever you don't see, as roads or homes would be open space 772 

in common. And we haven't gotten to the point where we're showing trail networks and 773 

that sort of thing. But it would be intended that we'd have open space, that would be 774 

certainly for the benefit of the property owners, but potentially could be with public 775 

access component as well. So that is the ordinance. We're operating under the C3  776 

multifamily. But it's essentially a conservation subdivision of sorts. 777 

 778 

Ms. Gott  57:30   779 

So, a lot of the property is wet. And that is one question whether there would be public 780 
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access or if it was just restricted to members of the HOA are. The other question I have 781 

regarding the roads. One of the things that happens when we have developments is 782 

eventually HOA's come to the town and asked to have the town except for the roads. 783 

This is one of the reasons, first of all, on our zoning that we require that all roads be built 784 

to town standards. So, my question is does these roads meet specific town standards? 785 

 786 

Mike Garipy  58:20   787 

We would design them to meet their town standards, curvature, grade ,subject any 788 

waivers that we might need or request but likely we wouldn't need to request any or 789 

many. But yeah, they were the intent would be to build it to the town standard. The we 790 

did have some we've had some preliminary discussions with, with Maddie and with staff 791 

and about this exact question. We weren't, we were not providing a 50 foot right away. 792 

And there won't be enough room to provide one in the future. So even if it's built the 793 

town standards, that would never be a right of way too deep to this to the town. So, 794 

there would never be a town acceptance. We could certainly we'd be willing to put in the 795 

covenants and all the deeds that use your private roads. And they're never to be 796 

intended to be town roads in. Then its buyer beware at that point you buy into this 797 

development, and you know that you're going to be maintaining these roads in 798 

perpetuity and won't be two miles of town road. If folks from this neighborhood come 799 

and petition the Select Board to accept the road the Select Board can point them to their 800 

deed into their covenants.  801 

 802 

Ms. Gott  59:31   803 

Could the town? Could the HOA, the residents say to the town on a citizen petition 804 

warrant article, for example, and bring it that way? 805 

 806 

Mike Garipy  59:41   807 

I suppose anything's possible but without a citizen petition is that you'd have to talk to 808 

your town attorney about the legality of the petition. Sometimes citizens' petitions are 809 

just deemed invalid, and they get thrown out. That was that may be something that 810 

would be determined invalid because it doesn't meet the requirements of town. I don't 811 

know the answer. 812 

 813 

Ms. Bridgeo  1:00:07   814 

Just some clarification to that question. I think that Nottingham had a very similar case 815 

and that their town lined up with the roads. And they arrived earlier with you around the 816 

lake. Nottingham did have such a concern. 817 
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 818 

Joe Coronati  1:00:27   819 

Thank you. I'm familiar with that area. The only one difference was that they were all 820 

individual lots. Already not, you know, not a condominium. It's like Lakeview Drive. And 821 

that area around Pawtuckaway is where you're referring to. 822 

 823 

Ms. Bridgeo  1:00:41   824 

Right. They did it through a citizen's petition.  825 

 826 

Joe Coronati  1:00:45   827 

They had a right of way, and they had lots. All those homes are on individual fee simple 828 

lots. It was not a condominium form of ownership. That petition, it was just a private road 829 

with a right of way petition, which is quite a bit different. If you put a 50 foot right away 830 

on this road, all the homes would be in the front setback, we'd have to put them back, all 831 

the homes would be non-conforming. 832 

 833 

Ms. Gott  1:01:12   834 

That all needs to be very clearly explained in your plan and in your application. Other 835 

things because it's not just the Nottingham example that I'm familiar with. The other 836 

thing is studies you mentioned traffic study, I'd like to add that we need to have a 837 

community impact statement, study done, because not only does this impact this 838 

neighborhood, but it could impact schools and other police/fire, all those kinds of first 839 

response kinds of things ambulance, so you know what a community impact statement 840 

is, I'd like that done. As part of this. The other question about Would you ever consider 841 

taking water all the way through to Batchelder? 842 

 843 

Joe Coronati  1:02:10   844 

There's no water. There's no water here, at our frontage. 845 

 846 

Ms. Gott  1:02:14   847 

There's no water on Batchelder at all. 848 

 849 

Joe Coronati  1:02:16   850 

No, there's water way over here. And I think at the beginning of Batchelder. Maybe it's 851 

really a 102. So, it's kind of a long, 852 

 853 

Mike Garipy  1:02:28   854 
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We'd certainly be willing to provide any easements that would benefit the town to 855 

connect, you know, to loop water in the future. I think something that the town wanted to 856 

see happen, 857 

 858 

Ms. Gott  1:02:40   859 

Those kinds of benefits and things might be offered. I don't know. 860 

 861 

Mike Garipy  1:02:44   862 

Yeah, that's easy enough to do. 863 

 864 

Ms. Gott  1:02:49   865 

So, you said it's 165 acres, is that correct? And approximately, how many acres would 866 

be developed? And how many are open? Because I can't do the math. 867 

 868 

Joe Coronati  1:03:00   869 

And I don't have that math either. I mean, it's like we didn't draw a line around the 870 

developed in the undeveloped, to be able to even calculate that number. 871 

 872 

Ms. Gott  1:03:13   873 

that would be information to come, 874 

 875 

Mike Garipy  1:03:15   876 

We'll probably end up doing 20 feet behind every house, kind of draw sort of an 877 

envelope around the area that is limited common. And then there'll be a calculation. 878 

 879 

Ms. Gott  1:03:29   880 

Say limited common dedicated space, is there any dedicated space, you're saying about 881 

20 feet, that kind of thing. 882 

 883 

Mike Garipy  1:03:35   884 

Probably 20 feet behind the units and certainly, you know, halfway between each unit. 885 

And obviously the front, the front yards, but then we can easily calculate what the 886 

common area would be. And then we can define what made areas might be of benefit to 887 

the public that don't impede on, you know, you don't want to have everyone right behind 888 

folks, you know, someone's house, but there may be an ability to connect trail networks 889 

and that sort of thing that either exists or could exist in the future. 890 

 891 
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Ms. Gott  1:04:07   892 

In the traffic study, I would hope that they would be looking at Washington onto 893 

Batchelder. As far as sight distance is concerned, even though it's right now thought to 894 

be an emergency you're proposing it as an emergency access. But I'd like the traffic 895 

study to look at that intersection in that same distance at all, as well as the Mark Lane 896 

sight distance. 897 

 898 

Joe Coronati  1:04:31   899 

Washington to Batchelder is where if you drive from Wendover through the entire 900 

neighborhood, is that where you end up on Washington?  901 

 902 

Ms. Gott  1:04:38   903 

Yes. It Ts in Washington, T's into Batchelder. 904 

 905 

Joe Coronati  1:04:44   906 

Once again, we can certainly look at that but once again, we're not proposing  907 

 908 

Ms. Gott  1:04:49   909 

I think it would be helpful to have that information just maybe to prove that you should 910 

have that a gated not open, but I think. I as one member of the board would like it on 911 

both information on both ends. 912 

 913 

Mike Garipy  1:05:06   914 

We can also have them analyze our frontage back on Batchelder itself. Just to obviously 915 

rule out that access point. It's fairly obvious just from you know, standing there at the 916 

street at the curb that good point, it's not appropriate.  917 

 918 

Ms. Gott  1:05:25   919 

because sight distance is tough on all three, Mark Lane , Batchelder, and other 920 

Batchelder. 921 

 922 

Mike Garipy  1:05:32   923 

And we know that we need to satisfy all the requirements of sight distance, life safety 924 

issues. So obviously, this is very early on in the process. Absolutely. 925 

 926 

Ms. Gott  1:05:51   927 

Obviously, you're going to include grades and all those kinds of things when we get 928 
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there. I think those are the only questions that I have right now. 929 

 930 

James McLeod  1:06:10   931 

On the paperwork that were provided for, I know that this isn't an application yet. This is 932 

just the discussion. But in the project description, it says to propose 101 duplexes. And 933 

on the cover letter, it says 127 duplexes. So was there an original calculation that had 934 

101 duplexes, and then it was like they evaluated. 935 

 936 

Mike Garipy  1:06:39   937 

like, there may be a type typo. The application is 101. 127 is the accurate depiction on 938 

the plan.  939 

 940 

Joe Coronati  1:06:55   941 

That's what's on the July 12, Cover Letter. It says 127 I'm not sure what you're reading 942 

from. 943 

 944 

James McLeod  1:07:02   945 

I'm reading from the planning board application.  946 

 947 

Mrs. Luszcz  1:07:06   948 

It says 101 at the top. 949 

 950 

Joe Coronati  1:07:08   951 

Then you see where it's corrected below for 254. Right. Yeah, that's just a typo. 952 

 953 

James McLeod  1:07:22   954 

You mentioned an AOT, alteration of terrain permit, as you're going to be blasting on the 955 

site. 956 

 957 

Mike Garipy  1:07:30   958 

There potentially, potentially could be we would do test pits on the property, there is 959 

some there's some ledge out there for sure. We don't without really getting into the 960 

without finalizing the road on design. On the ground, we won't be able to really fully vet 961 

out what we're talking about as far as cuts and what ledge we might impact in the 962 

hardness of that ledge as well. So, it could be legs that we find we can easily rip or 963 

hammer in. But there may be some requirements to blast as well. I mean, that's just the 964 

nature of construction in New England, I guess. But more than likely there will be a need 965 
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to blast either for some road development and or some lot development. 966 

 967 

James McLeod  1:08:19   968 

Okay, so just you seem like you're well informed. So, you know that there's 969 

contingencies around blasting as far as testing the wells within a certain radius. And 970 

there's been projects where that's been listed, and that didn't happen. It needs to be 971 

made very clear that if there's blasting there that you will have to follow all those 972 

regulations. 973 

 974 

Mike Garipy  1:08:42   975 

Those are state and local requirements were required to coordinate with your fire 976 

department. Our blasting company we typically use main drilling and blasting. They've 977 

got to think of a really good record, track record and history of doing all pre blast surveys 978 

as required meeting with abutting homeowners and videotaping foundations and inside 979 

and outside of homes, and they carry very large liability policies. Well, they do a really 980 

good job. And so, we're fully aware of all the blasting requirements. It'd be I didn't say 981 

we wouldn't be blasting would just not be accurate. 982 

 983 

James McLeod  1:09:27   984 

Do the number of duplexes, you ended up with a number of 127 Can you explain the 985 

calculation a little better for everybody so that they know how you arrived at that 986 

number? 987 

 988 

Joe Coronati  1:09:47   989 

Yes, the density calculations on the sheet C2 the second sheet, note 11 And it's kind of 990 

straightforward, it's you take the total lot size to track zone G land. Zone G land includes 991 

all your wetlands and steep slopes. Steep slopes are defined as a slope that's over, I 992 

think it's 25% for more than 100 feet in length. So, if you have a short steep section, 993 

which doesn't count, but so it's a total lot size minus zone G. And then divided by the 994 

square footage per duplex, which is 45,000 square feet. And that is how we derived the 995 

max number of units. 996 

 997 

Mike Garipy  1:10:48   998 

It is not 100% easy to find everything in the ordinance is not all on one page. We've 999 

been working with Maddie on this one. And this isn't a final number either because it's 1000 

not a final survey. So, once we have a final wetland square footage and steep slope, 1001 

square footage, and a lot size, we'll be able to calculate a final number. But that's the 1002 
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calculation, we're going to provide that whole zoning analysis on how we derived our 1003 

density along with our application when we submit it. 1004 

 1005 

James McLeod  1:11:22   1006 

So, it will be under close review.  1007 

 1008 

Joe Coronati  1:11:26   1009 

The building or code enforcement. Maddie, everyone will be reviewing that that's what 1010 

provides our density for the project. 1011 

 1012 

James McLeod  1:11:46   1013 

So, there's going to be 254. And so, when you're calculating the number of people is 1014 

you factoring, like 4 people average per unit? 1015 

 1016 

Joe Coronati  1:12:00   1017 

We don't mean, I guess we don't really calculate people, we determine bedrooms. You 1018 

know what, at some point, we'll have to make a decision as to the number of bedrooms 1019 

that we'd be proposing and each unit nor that generates our septic loading. You know, 1020 

traffic's based on just units, they don't really decipher between two-bedroom, three-1021 

bedroom units. So yeah, we don't, we don't necessarily ever go back to just the number 1022 

of people. 1023 

 1024 

James McLeod  1:12:37   1025 

All right. For the purpose of our discussion, if we can use 4 as the average number of 1026 

people that will live in each unit, 1027 

 1028 

Mike Garipy  1:12:48   1029 

I think that number would be high. Right?  1030 

 1031 

James McLeod  1:12:52   1032 

it may very well be but again, for the purpose of this discussion, because I've already 1033 

done enough. 1034 

 1035 

Mike Garipy  1:13:04   1036 

Use 3.2. 1037 

 1038 

James McLeod  1:13:09   1039 
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So, with four people, the average usage, water usage for somebody has gone down, it's 1040 

now about 60 gallons per day. So, 254 units times four times 60 ends up being 60,960 1041 

gallons of water per day. Well, I'm not sure where this water is going to come from, I 1042 

understand that there's a 12 inch mean out there, but that water has to come from 1043 

somewhere, too. So, I'm not certain. I don't know enough about it. But we have to look 1044 

at what the town actually has for resources and whether or not it can afford to add 1000 1045 

users to the public water. 1046 

 1047 

Mike Garipy  1:14:02   1048 

And we were well aware that we know that we've already met with the water department 1049 

DPW we're, we're, we're we know we need to study that because water is kind of critical 1050 

for this design layout. So, we'll be working with I believe it's Underwood Engineering, 1051 

which provides your engineering expertise for water.  1052 

 1053 

Ms. Gott  1:14:34   1054 

Joe said Underwood earlier but it's Dubois and King. 1055 

 1056 

Joe Coronati  1:14:37   1057 

I  think it'd be Underwood for your water system, Dubois, and King for all of this process.  1058 

 1059 

Mike Garipy  1:14:51   1060 

So, we'll be working closely with the town and with Underwood to figure out water. What 1061 

though in what might be required, if anything to add this, this number of units to, to the 1062 

system. If it even can.  1063 

 1064 

James McLeod  1:15:08   1065 

There's a significant number of wetlands here. Are you planning on doing an 1066 

environmental impact study? 1067 

 1068 

Mike Garipy  1:15:19   1069 

We'll need to coordinate with NHDES and NH Fish and Game and all the other rating 1070 

agencies as it relates to the impacts for both the alteration of terrain and for the dredge 1071 

and fill application. So, we will have to provide the studies that they require, which 1072 

typically include wildlife studies and functions and values assessment of the wetlands 1073 

themselves and vernal pool studies and that sort of thing.  1074 

 1075 

Scott Campbell  1:16:00   1076 
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When you spoke with the water department, what did they tell you about our water 1077 

supply? 1078 

 1079 

Mike Garipy  1:16:06   1080 

That there was plenty that we needed to study it.  1081 

 1082 

Scott Campbell  1:16:14   1083 

That's all they said his study that they didn't give you kind of insight to what's going on. I 1084 

mean, I can walk across the Lamprey River right now and not get my feet wet. And 1085 

we're down one tower. And I think you're proposing 172 units on Main Street to the right. 1086 

It may be accurate. And we got 172 down on 102. What I'm saying is, water is a very 1087 

sought-after commodity right now. And the rivers dry. We've got something going on top 1088 

of the aquifer that might affect it, you never know. So, when we start getting all these 1089 

giant developments coming in, we're limited on our sources of water for the people 1090 

already in this community. Sure. It's concerning to myself. I mean, that road Mark Lane 1091 

is named after my cousin. So that's how long I've been around here. That's my family 1092 

road. So, I know that road very well. And I know the territory behind it. 1093 

 1094 

Mike Garipy  1:17:15   1095 

Yeah. Well, I mean, we're not here to say there's plenty of water. We don't know yet. 1096 

And maybe water becomes an issue that makes this project. 1097 

 1098 

Scott Campbell  1:17:23   1099 

If we have limited resources, would you drill what wells out there and put your own water 1100 

in.  1101 

 1102 

Mike Garipy  1:17:28   1103 

When we potentially would or and or drill wells and potentially allow work not allowed 1104 

but worked with the town. Yeah, that the onsite water system would require a fairly 1105 

extensive state study for large, large groundwater withdrawals. Well, the easiest path 1106 

right now is to determine whether or not the town has capacity. And if that's not the 1107 

case, then we look at the next alternative. And then if that's not the that is not viable, 1108 

then we look at an alternative design. So, you know, again, still very early on. We know 1109 

what we know, water is it is a big question mark right now, or at least town water. So, 1110 

we're not, you know, and I'm sure that's a concern of some of the neighbors as well. But 1111 

we're, we don't have answers right now. But we recognize it's an issue that needs to be 1112 

answered. 1113 
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 1114 

Joe Coronati  1:18:31   1115 

We cannot get through, obviously, the local process, but we can't get through the state 1116 

process either without providing a form of water for the residents, either town water or 1117 

well water on site. We won't get our permits. There'll be no project without determining 1118 

all of that.  1119 

 1120 

Mike Garipy  1:18:57   1121 

We're I mean, we're also willing to talk to the town about helping with that water supply 1122 

issue if need be. If there's a way, we can. 1123 

 1124 

Scott Campbell  1:19:07   1125 

What would you recommend? How would you help? 1126 

 1127 

Mike Garipy  1:19:10   1128 

 I don't have that answer.  1129 

 1130 

Scott Campbell  1:19:12   1131 

Besides putting the water tower on your property. 1132 

 1133 

Joe Coronati  1:19:14   1134 

We could do that. We could do it. So that's another discussion. Maybe a different site 1135 

that we can do that on, but you can always connect. I mean, it's not as simple as it 1136 

sounds, but you can connect one driller, well permit it through the state and connected 1137 

into the water system, your water system capacities, your added capacity, you know, 1138 

help with just contributions if that were to be the case of to help get you another well 1139 

online. 1140 

 1141 

Mike Garipy  1:19:42   1142 

There’re impact fees associated with projects that, you know, if necessary, we could 1143 

contribute towards, you know, capital improvements that would be required to help this 1144 

project. You know, go through that process. To get approved, if there's a water issue, 1145 

we may be able to help with that water issue. Again, I don't know the answer, I'm just 1146 

saying we're willing to certainly talk and see what the issues are, first of all, and see if 1147 

there's a way we can participate and help. 1148 

 1149 

Ms. Bridgeo  1:20:17   1150 
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I'm going to go through quickly so that the public can speak tonight, because I know that 1151 

we've had sometimes where meetings have closed. One of the things that you did bring 1152 

up was you talked about G land, and you brought up that you were going to delineate 1153 

the slope, and the wetlands. The G land and town are three criteria. It's wetlands, steep 1154 

slope, and its soils. So those are the three criteria that need to be met. The other thing 1155 

is, when the plan is being laid out, the G land needs to be removed from calculations. I 1156 

think that that's something that needs to be looked at as you go through the drawings.  1157 

 1158 

Joe Coronati  1:20:53   1159 

We did that on notes, note 11. We subtracted zone G. 1160 

 1161 

Mrs. Luszcz  1:20:59   1162 

C2  note 11.  1163 

 1164 

Ms. Bridgeo  1:21:04   1165 

So, when you just clarified, you said it was just the slope, and then it's soil as well and 1166 

soil, the type of soil? I don't. I don't see that on here. And you said that, yeah. So, you'd 1167 

said slope and wetlands. And it's also the soil type, because on top of what Scott said, 1168 

The, it's dry right now. So, we have a different type of water table.  1169 

 1170 

Mike Garipy  1:21:32   1171 

We have delineated wetlands on the site, we just haven't been on this plan. And we did 1172 

them earlier, I believe in the spring, maybe in early summer as well. I can't recall the 1173 

exact date, but it wasn't certainly as dry as it is now. But then, our wetlands slash soil 1174 

scientist evaluates soil, along with vegetation and hydrology, so we can get you. I think 1175 

Joe just lumped soils in with wetlands, because typically poorly drained soils are also 1176 

wet. But we can make sure that our soil scientist identifies those that are. 1177 

 1178 

Ms. Bridgeo  1:22:13   1179 

It's 4.9.41 and 4.9.42 And 4.9.43. They're separate, three separate items. And one other 1180 

thing that the language you keep using as you go back and forth between and it's on a 1181 

document separate is duplex versus condominium. And they are separate entities as far 1182 

as a condominium being rented out versus a duplex being two homes. The terminology 1183 

is different in that I think that people living in them are different. So, do you have a 1184 

definitive answer? Are they duplexes? Or are they condominiums? 1185 

 1186 

Mike Garipy  1:22:50   1187 
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Well, our intent is to make them condominiums in duplex form, I guess that's really what 1188 

they are. So, they'll have a dividing wall. There'll be two separate owners, they'll each 1189 

own their own unit, and they'll have limited common area. 1190 

 1191 

Ms. Bridgeo  1:23:04   1192 

In the case of the town, they could be rented out, in which case, again, the school could 1193 

have more students. a difference of terminology. And it's just different on your 1194 

paperwork, whether or not -  1195 

 1196 

Mike Garipy  1:23:23   1197 

An owner of a unit can rent it. I mean, there's no prohibition to do that, it would be the 1198 

same whether they're a rental or an owner, I don't think we discriminate against one or 1199 

the other, there's still okay, I would imagine that the majority of the units would be owner 1200 

occupied. But that was certainly up to a future owner of that unit, whether they wanted to 1201 

rent it or not. 1202 

 1203 

Ms. Bridgeo  1:23:48   1204 

So, I know that there's a lot of people who want to speak.  1205 

 1206 

Ms. Gott  1:23:51   1207 

I just have one quick question. I see Jim's hand up too, we'll want to have you address 1208 

stormwater management, the fact that there's an incredible change in the amount of 1209 

impervious surface with this. So, you need to address that and explain all of the different 1210 

effects as a result of that increase in impervious surface. I know you know that, but I 1211 

want to say it. 1212 

 1213 

James McLeod  1:24:28   1214 

Just really quick on our map. It shows that this portion here is part of the law. Was that 1215 

no longer part of the law? That's not shown on 1216 

 1217 

Mike Garipy  1:24:38   1218 

It's a title question we haven't answered yet. We believe it is. But we haven't shown it in 1219 

this design nor is it zoned the same way. So, whether we own it or not, it may just end 1220 

up ultimately being just an open space parcel of some sort.  1221 

 1222 

Joe Coronati  1:25:00   1223 

There's a there's a, all the tax maps and everything show this little bump out here as 1224 
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part of this lot, but it's it may not be. It maybe we have to solve the title issues currently.  1225 

 1226 

Ms. Bridgeo  1:25:51   1227 

So as any abutter that wants to come up, you'll state your name, please.  1228 

 1229 

Jean Weardon  1:26:09   1230 

My name is Jean Weardon and I'm at one Cedar Ridge, which is part of Batcheler Ridge 1231 

Condominium Association. I have questions mostly for you. My question is, since this is 1232 

privately owned land, can we actually stop this from happening in any way? Or could it? 1233 

Could it not matter? Do you see what I'm asking? I understand they have to fit all they 1234 

have to pass all the studies and all that. But is it a moot question at one point? 1235 

 1236 

Ms. Bridgeo  1:26:40   1237 

I think to clarify the answer to the question is, if they pass and they have met all of the 1238 

requirements they can do their project? 1239 

 1240 

Jean Weardon  1:26:51   1241 

And then my other question, 1242 

 1243 

Ms. Gott  1:26:53   1244 

Could I just add to that art? She's absolutely correct. That it's an allowed use. But we as 1245 

a Planning Board have a responsibility to look at all the facets of it. And if there are 1246 

questions and concerns to try to mitigate those to work them out between all of us, to 1247 

make it work for everyone is as best we can now not everybody's going to be happy. But 1248 

this is what our job is to try to do. 1249 

 1250 

Jean Weardon  1:27:17   1251 

And then my last question is we as condo owners, we cannot rent it's in our bylaws, we 1252 

cannot rent out our units. Is that something that the town has a say in? Could we have a 1253 

say in what the bylaws of the condominiums would say? 1254 

 1255 

Ms. Bridgeo  1:27:32   1256 

A condition of approval. We'll know that. We don't have that. But I mean, as far as that's 1257 

a question. It's a possibility. 1258 

 1259 

Jean Weardon  1:27:39   1260 

Possibility. Okay. Thank you.  1261 
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 1262 

Ms. Bridgeo  1:27:46   1263 

Does anyone else want to come up? Abutters? State your name, please? 1264 

 1265 

Jay Frechette  1:27:52   1266 

My name is Jay Frechette. I'm at one Aspen Ridge in Raymond. I have a question. Now. 1267 

I haven't been in many board meetings. There's also what development going on? 102? 1268 

Correct. Not too far. I believe it abuts to your land debate using town water as well as 1269 

that being approved to use town water.  1270 

 1271 

Scott Campbell  1:28:14   1272 

The board of selectmen has not spoken about it yet. So that is assuming they're going to 1273 

get Tom Walker, that was the proposal. 1274 

 1275 

Jay Frechette  1:28:22   1276 

So, it's not passed, I'm assuming, right? I'm just saying that because it would be a huge 1277 

impact for both at the same time to go to the town. On that water. That's all? I guess. 1278 

So, let's not return anything. 1279 

 1280 

Ms. Bridgeo  1:28:40   1281 

I can't I cannot answer you 1282 

 1283 

Scott Campbell  1:28:42   1284 

I can't give you a real honest answer on it.  1285 

 1286 

Jay Frechette  1:28:44   1287 

Oh, you guys. I'm part of the Association as well. Now we have at the beginning they 1288 

write bylaws when it comes to a condo association. Would you guys write the bylaws or 1289 

is it so in those bylaws? Do you see that you were not you would not let people rent or 1290 

you said that? Once it's in place, these people can do whatever you wish with their 1291 

property because it's theirs? 1292 

 1293 

Mike Garipy  1:29:11   1294 

It's an interesting question. I didn't expect this question tonight. I mean, I didn't know it 1295 

would be a concern. I will look into that. I don't know if it would be a negative for us to 1296 

restrict or I guess even if we legally can. Maybe the bylaws you can't. I have to talk to 1297 

my attorney about that. And whether or not we want to limit that maybe it's a where we 1298 
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would maybe limit it to a yearly rental versus, you know, having rented as an Airbnb to 1299 

have consistency.  1300 

 1301 

Jay Frechette  1:29:48   1302 

 It's just more than in a lot of communities. They feel like people that have a primary 1303 

residence, take care of the houses a lot more than people that have a rental, so we 1304 

have renters there. Maybe the renters don't take care of their property because of that. 1305 

So that's, I guess the reason why we have that is it's a condo association. So, I didn't 1306 

know if you guys had thought that out.  1307 

 1308 

Mike Garipy  1:30:08   1309 

I haven't really thought it out. I mean, although I mean, there, as you've probably read 1310 

about and heard about a lot, is that we're, you know, we don't have enough rental 1311 

property. Sure, as it is for the demand. So, I guess that's a question. I'll have to wait and 1312 

think about it, I don't have an answer. 1313 

 1314 

Dave Rice  1:30:50   1315 

So, my name is Dave Rice, I'm over at 60 Batchelder Road, my biggest concern is, if 1316 

you see those green areas, there's actually streams that are going crossed in feed the 1317 

other wetlands right across the street, what is going to be the problem with the erosion 1318 

with a property across the street in our property values going down because of that. 1319 

Because the foundations of that it's actually going to raise that water level as well. When 1320 

a storm comes in, because when there's a storm coming in the back of my property, it 1321 

turns into a massive river that goes into the old mica mine. 1322 

 1323 

Mike Garipy  1:31:27   1324 

It's probably not a short answer, but Joe can probably read you one. 1325 

 1326 

Joe Coronati  1:31:31   1327 

So, the stormwater of all those wetlands is analyzed, we have an obligation to reduce 1328 

our stormwater rate and volume from all developments that we develop anywhere in this 1329 

town or any town and anywhere in the state. So, this gets reviewed by the town, it gets 1330 

reviewed by the state. They look at all of those impacts. And we have professional 1331 

engineers that design them, we have professional engineers that review them. And all of 1332 

the any of the crossings of wetlands, they, they you know the state looks at the size of 1333 

those culverts whether we're going to impede water, whether we have to provide a 1334 

larger structure like a box culvert, if it's a flowing stream, there's your stream rules, 1335 
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there's it is a very complicated, I guess, answer and question. But all of that has to be 1336 

vetted and gets reviewed and designed and it's not a short process. 1337 

 1338 

Mike Garipy  1:32:37   1339 

Although the problem, the end result is that, you know, the goal. And the requirement is 1340 

that we're not we're not discharging water, any additional water, we're at a faster rate on 1341 

the abutting properties than currently exists now. So, we wouldn't be exacerbating the 1342 

problem. If anything, we might help. The problem. 1343 

 1344 

Dave Rice  1:32:57   1345 

Problem number two, all of our wells, come right down or downstream from that as well. 1346 

And if that septic, whatever you guys do for septic fails, that's going to pull all of our 1347 

wells as well. So, I don't know what would the town do in that situation? 1348 

 1349 

Mike Garipy  1:33:19   1350 

We have to meet all the DES requirements for septic, and we don't have an answer as 1351 

far as what the configuration would look like. Our design is going to have to be such 1352 

that, you know, we meet all the state requirements for nitrate loading setbacks.  1353 

 1354 

Dave Rice  1:33:35   1355 

The other issue is all this salt and stuff like that going around wetlands and destroying 1356 

more wildlife that's already being destroyed. As Scott said earlier, there's a truck stop 1357 

going right over the town aquifer, that's going to ruin there's another aquifer right there. 1358 

That's good that all that stuff goes. 1359 

 1360 

Mike Garipy  1:33:51   1361 

I mean, part of our design goals would be to, to work with the site to try to infiltrate as 1362 

much of our stormwater as we can. And we're required to treat everything that comes off 1363 

the roads. So, everything's going into some kind of a treatment system before it gets 1364 

discharged. Anywhere. So as that's there's a local anesthetic requirement. And we don't 1365 

have all the answers for you tonight because we don't have a study design. But you'll 1366 

see a lot more of this plan, obviously, but we're some version of it. Some of those 1367 

questions you have, we're going to answer it over time.  1368 

 1369 

Mr. Hamilton  1:34:36   1370 

Mr. Hamilton, I live at 2 Hickory on Batchelder. And the question I have, a couple of  1371 

them, number one is to determine you're not going to use any you're going to attempt to 1372 
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use town water. You're not going to draw any wells. 1373 

 1374 

Mike Garipy  1:34:50   1375 

So, my initial thought process is that we will work with a town to study the availability of 1376 

water and then we would look for onsite sources. 1377 

 1378 

Mr. Hamilton  1:35:03   1379 

Where's the town get its water? Where does the town get its water? 1380 

 1381 

Ms. Bridgeo  1:35:07   1382 

Well, we get our town from our Wellhead Protection Areas where our wells are located.  1383 

 1384 

Mr. Hamilton  1:35:15   1385 

The other thing I had when you said people renting, it's not good. We went through this; 1386 

I was one of the original owners of Batchelder. Number one, all the septic lines were not 1387 

where they were supposed to be on the maps, we had to go around and find our own 1388 

septic tanks because nobody upgraded, we still know where some of the water lines 1389 

are. And this is 1986 that we tried to get away, the state was a hassle going through and 1390 

just to find out where the skeptics were. So, I would assume once these gentlemen have 1391 

done it, everybody will know where the lines are. The property lines. Because we also 1392 

needed a common area, and so forth. When you have somebody else rent, they don't 1393 

care about your house. And they don't care about the condominium. So, you take the 1394 

burden of the condominium and you put it right on the renter on the owner of that house. 1395 

That's not fair. So, when you say you don't run into a problem, we have 22 years talking 1396 

to you on it. And the other thing is the traffic, I don't know how you're going to control 1397 

that much traffic. 1398 

 1399 

Mike Garipy  1:36:26   1400 

This is what we do. We know that that's a real issue that we'll have to study the traffic 1401 

patterns and volumes. And, you know, we, you know, that's our job for our traffic 1402 

engineer. 1403 

 1404 

Mr. Hamilton  1:36:41   1405 

How much do you know is in that aquifer? How can you assure that that aquifer doesn't 1406 

use the town water wherever you get it? Are your aquifers gone handle it? 1407 

 1408 

Mike Garipy  1:36:50   1409 
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We don't. That's the straight answer right now we don't until we study it. So, until we 1410 

actually drill a well and we do a seven-day flow test and do all the required tests. We 1411 

don't know anything. So, we can make assumptions, but we don't know. The purpose of 1412 

tonight's meeting is to really just hear all these questions and concerns. But just know 1413 

we're not going to have all the answers for it tonight. We're taking notes. And we'll be 1414 

addressing your concerns the best we can as we go forward.  1415 

 1416 

Ms. Bridgeo  1:37:25   1417 

Thank you. Any other abutters? 1418 

 1419 

Vito Tanzella  1:37:38   1420 

My name Vito Tanzella I live at 63 Batchelder Road. Has the town been out to see what 1421 

they've clear cut out there. 1422 

 1423 

Ms. Bridgeo  1:37:48   1424 

I have not seen we have not had a site walk.  1425 

 1426 

Vito Tanzella  1:37:50   1427 

I mean, this isn’t directed at them. But whoever's cutting out there is cutting in wetlands. 1428 

And if you look on the corner where I live. This is a big marsh right here. And the water 1429 

comes across here and comes all the way down here. And I've walked out this way. 1430 

There's a trail that comes out and it goes in a big circle and  back to my house. I've been 1431 

out of the industry's been cut down with this wetland. I know it's dry now. But it's still wet 1432 

when I cut a tree down in the wet when I'd be in trouble. It's not directed at them. It's 1433 

directed to whoever is out there cutting. 1434 

 1435 

Mrs. Luszcz  1:38:43   1436 

Anybody in town has a concern with something that they feel is wrong, something that's 1437 

happening, please call the building inspector, he is the enforcement for the town. We 1438 

don't have any jurisdiction over enforcement.  1439 

 1440 

Mike Garipy  1:39:06   1441 

This is just an aerial interpretation of wet.  1442 

 1443 

Vito Tanzella  1:39:10   1444 

I hope my comment wasn't directed at you. It was directed at whoever was out there 1445 

cutting. Because I've walked through the I've been there over 20 years and I've walked 1446 
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all through the and they have taken trees down and cleared where it's where wetland is. 1447 

 1448 

Ms. Bridgeo  1:39:28   1449 

So, the planning board we don't enforce the application but if you just bring it if you call 1450 

the town Paul Ayer.  1451 

 1452 

Mike Garipy  1:39:41   1453 

We're happy to meet out there with a town official or whoever and walk it with a logger 1454 

and we're happy to do that just to just make sure there are no violations. We don't want 1455 

those violations either.  1456 

 1457 

Scott Campbell  1:39:58   1458 

Vito,  if you email the Board of Selectmen and the Building Inspector, I've walked 1459 

multiple properties with people that have brought this up because I've gone out and 1460 

clear cuts where people have just whacked everything right down to  the wetlands, email 1461 

me, I'll walk it with you, along the building inspector. 1462 

 1463 

Vito Tanzella  1:40:17   1464 

Thank you. 1465 

 1466 

Mike Garipy  1:40:18   1467 

We're happy to meet out there with you. We can bring our wetland scientist out there as 1468 

well. It's not us logging but we're happy to, we don't want to inherit an issue either. So, 1469 

we're happy to get out there with you. 1470 

 1471 

Mrs. Luszcz  1:40:28   1472 

Just become aware and deal with. 1473 

 1474 

Wayne Larrabee  1:40:37   1475 

Wayne Larrabee, Chester Road. I'm not sure if it's feasible. I can guarantee you're not 1476 

going to send 200 cars out to work in the morning. I'll Mark Lane 200 cars back at night. 1477 

There's no way. Second question. Is there any way you can hook that to the other 1478 

development? I mean, this will be coming out and you've definitely got clear vision on 1479 

both sides. Mark Lane, you don't know right? You don't know. Well, because I loved it a 1480 

lot. But to the right, you really don't. I don't know if you can connect it to them or not. 1481 

 1482 

Mike Garipy  1:41:10   1483 
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We are looking at alternative access points. Just a thought. 1484 

 1485 

Wayne Larrabee  1:41:13   1486 

We're out. But I know Mark Lane. Just not going to take three hundred cars a day. 1487 

There's no way. 1488 

 1489 

Joe Coronati  1:41:19   1490 

You mean, you're referring to the development to the south, right?  1491 

 1492 

Wayne Larrabee  1:41:22   1493 

Yeah. 1494 

 1495 

Mike Garipy  1:41:24   1496 

We I mean, we certainly were willing to provide the future connect. We're willing to 1497 

connect to , I mean, we can certainly provide the connecting stuff. It would probably help 1498 

both projects. Yeah. 1499 

 1500 

Wayne Larrabee  1:41:37   1501 

Because I'm sure there's 11 people here from Mark Lane that would have the same 1502 

concern. I'm not on Mark Lane. But I'm telling him, there's no way it will handle that kind 1503 

of driving. And I don't know how much property you have to take up there to widen the 1504 

road and make the road, so they won't be happy about that either. 1505 

 1506 

Ms. Bridgeo  1:41:55   1507 

Are there any other abutters? Sir? 1508 

 1509 

Peter Coronas  1:42:00   1510 

Peter Coronas. The other development? Is that part of your operation? The one with the 1511 

farmhouse? Is your intent to clear cut? The overall welcome that's conveyed.  1512 

 1513 

Mike Garipy  1:42:20   1514 

I don't know what theirs looks like right now. So, I can't tell you that. But our intent is to 1515 

keep as many mature trees as we possibly can.  1516 

 1517 

Peter Coronas  1:42:31   1518 

Right now if you cut the trees as an example. The wetland will be doubled in size. So 1519 

now my question to you is, when you decide how many trees are going to cut? That 1520 
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when you're going to determine how big the wetlands are, and then again, how many 1521 

totals you're going to be able to build? 1522 

 1523 

Mike Garipy  1:42:54   1524 

Well, that's a two-pronged question. And just to answer the first one about the cutting, 1525 

you know, we're not cutting the owner before he sells the land to us. We'd rather him not 1526 

cut but he was already engaged in doing it when we entered into our contract to 1527 

purchase it. So, we're, I think so far, we think it's not a clear cut, certainly. And there 1528 

may be hopefully there aren't any violations out there. But if there are they can be 1529 

 1530 

Peter Coronas  1:43:19   1531 

What I'm asking you is are you willing to wait till the final scope of the project, what 1532 

you're going to cut is done. Then do a study on how big the wetland actually is. Now 1533 

there are no trees and has more wetland, the wetlands have grown. That will determine 1534 

how many units they're going to be building. 1535 

 1536 

Mike Garipy  1:43:42   1537 

I guess the answer is no. We delineate soil conditions based on current conditions mean 1538 

over time. Changes take many years, there may be less water being absorbed by the 1539 

trees, less of them. But certainly, there's also a regrowth that happens as well after you 1540 

cut. And this is just a selective cut up here. And again, I haven't been out there and 1541 

several weeks, probably over a month to see what it looks like. The goal is to cut as few 1542 

trees as we can. Because mature trees add value, and we can replace them without 1543 

considerable expense. So, our goal would be to save as many as we possibly can, that 1544 

don't impact the building the building envelopes or represent a safety issue to the home 1545 

or you know, to the roadway. So, we would want to keep as many as possible. 1546 

 1547 

Peter Coronas  1:44:52   1548 

That's not the answer. The question I'm just saying was the size of a wetland. When is 1549 

that going to be determined by something that was 100 years ago, something there's 1550 

going to be now major training taking place. That's why that's the question. 1551 

 1552 

Mike Garipy  1:45:07   1553 

The answer is that it's, it's now. So, we do our weather donation based on when we 1554 

submit our application, so it's not that we don't wait, X and not X number of years for 1555 

something to possibly change. It's based on the now based on today. 1556 

 1557 
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Kurt Sayers  1:45:24   1558 

My name is Kurt Sayers, I live at 4 Chestnut Ridge, Batchelder condo association. I am 1559 

a chemist. I'm not sure how the wetland is defined, when we're having the fourth hottest 1560 

summer in recorded history. And I don't know how it is measured today. This, as they 1561 

say, is not a good statistical sample for your data. You know, if it's all dry land, it's 1562 

because we've been having more rain and very high temperatures and all this. And it 1563 

seems like a good idea. staged in real time, it's a little problematic as well. I wouldn't say 1564 

that I'm, I'm not. I'm not a technical person there. I've got several more to go. So please 1565 

be patient. Yeah, for sure. It seems to me that that gate is made. So, Wendover Road is 1566 

not connected to the public in terms of free flow back and forth. It's not stated upfront, 1567 

who's to say once this development is in it is done. And if that is done, it will provide a 1568 

nice little expressway to exit for the people wanting to take Batchelder as a limited 1569 

volume handling area. And these are residential neighborhoods of multiple acre yards. 1570 

This is low density, there are people with kids who play very close to the road and stuff 1571 

like that, because it's a very quiet area. And saying that it won't be done. It's fine up front 1572 

that what is the guarantee in the final analysis that that will be held. Other questions that 1573 

come to mind are with respect to the septic fine, it meets standards, which point of 1574 

building. But if the owners are irresponsible, and my role gets trashed, and I roll up 1575 

expenses, who do I go to for address on that? I don't know. Our aquifer is supplying 1576 

walls to eight buildings in our association. There are some members of our association 1577 

that have low water pressure. Now as it stands. Now, it's easy to say well, we could add 1578 

water at a later time. And that's all well and good. And they can if this thing gets 1579 

approved, and normally so well, we can't get enough water from the city. So, we're 1580 

going to have to drill walls. And that's kind of late in the game for that little development 1581 

and its effect on us. And basically, we have to drill deeper and deeper as the Water Act 1582 

for going to try out. And what are we just we have if the added draw, which is massive, 1583 

the volume has been prototyped estimated, if that is what you're going to be drawing out 1584 

of the ground. What do we do? Who's our arbiter? Who can help us get back to the state 1585 

we were in before this thing got proposed, much less built. We don't have assurances. 1586 

We have assurances but what does that mean? And the bottom line if something goes 1587 

south, what assurances legal or otherwise, do we have I have no idea? I'm a cynical 1588 

person. There's a good reason for that. And I mean, people say, you know what people 1589 

say is one thing, what people do is entirely another. And we I know, in the first stages 1590 

stay here. I understand that. But I'm just saying if they meet the requirements according 1591 

to people and we end up getting damaged by that foreign what happens to us what do 1592 

we do? The traffic situation at the end of Batchelder, I wait five minutes or more to get 1593 

onto Route 102 at certain times of the day. And you're talking about dumping all those 1594 
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people in Mark Lane and wanting to and if you've seen the backups on 102 through 1595 

Raymond and all that. Now as it stands, it's going to be a total circus. And so they're all 1596 

kinds of one thing I would really love is I would like the coordinates on all the points on 1597 

that  because that tax map on, I would like to be able to look at maps and waypoints and 1598 

stuff like that and see based on the true Topo, map and stuff like that, and maybe see 1599 

how it actually looks from above. And how approximates and  comes close to my 1600 

community, to my property, and I'm concerned about noise and run off from those 1601 

places of pesticides, fertilizers, or whatever else down there. And all the repercussions 1602 

of that, and am I just you talking about these regulations? Everyone says we do it, but 1603 

after this place is built, how is it going to be monitored? And enforced? If it's not? How 1604 

does that work? Who's responsible? The builder is long gone. The homeowner’s 1605 

association, they just go bankrupt, and we all eat it. This is a huge scale development in 1606 

an area of low density, which has been relatively gentle to this land. And now we're 1607 

putting very large numbers of properties here. And we're talking about repercussions in 1608 

a very speculative state by formula. This is a new ballgame. And it's in my fear that the 1609 

standards that are set may not reflect the true situation we're facing. 1610 

 1611 

Ms. Bridgeo  1:51:25   1612 

May we ask you a question? 1613 

 1614 

Mrs. Luszcz  1:51:28   1615 

Yes. You said you're a member of that association and there is no rental allowed. Is that 1616 

correct? Who enforces that?  1617 

 1618 

Kurt Sayers  1:51:48   1619 

The HOA.The board, we have a treasurer. So, it's homeowner tries to skirt the issue. It's 1620 

based on somebody finding out about it, then reporting. With respect to septic, you 1621 

make an individual responsibility for these. We hope our owners not renters. Somebody 1622 

says Well, I'm going to wait 10 years to pump up my septic and he's dumping crap down 1623 

there and everyone else you know, what, what can we do? It's just it seems like it's a 1624 

failure completely on our parts and we basically just eat it. We didn't want this large 1625 

development; we didn't want this large traffic within not as large environmental impact, 1626 

and it gets sensitive. So, I know there are certain things you are empowered to do. I 1627 

understand that. But I just least like to voice these concerns are not only mine, but I 1628 

think if you ask the raise of hands, I think you'll find a large number that feel very 1629 

similarly. 1630 

 1631 
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Ms. Bridgeo  1:53:07   1632 

Can I give you an ordinance from town sir 4.9.4.4 areas incorrectly delineated where it is 1633 

alleged that an area has been incorrectly delineated as a wetland tool and protection 1634 

area or a steep slope that that an area not so designated meets the criteria for such 1635 

designation. The Planning Board shall determine whether the regulations contained 1636 

here and apply and making such a determination the planning board may rely on the 1637 

technical expertise of a qualified soil wetland scientist or other professional who shall 1638 

can conduct an onsite investigation of the area in question. The Planning Board shall 1639 

retain the right pursuant to New Hampshire RSA 676:4 to assess the expense of the 1640 

determination to the applicant. So, some of your concerns. In our ordinance if you want 1641 

to read it's 4.9.4.4 . , 1642 

 1643 

Kurt Sayers  1:54:07   1644 

Thank you. What is the wetland definition? Like I said, we've had the hottest, driest 1645 

summer and just ungodly amounts of time. Does that affect the appraisal? Obviously, 1646 

what constitutes a wetland or not? I'm not sure how that is equated. 1647 

 1648 

Ms. Gott  1:54:26   1649 

A good wetland scientist looks at vegetation and all sorts of other side things besides 1650 

the fact that there is or is not moisture there. So, there should be a variety of techniques 1651 

that a good wetland scientist is able to determine if it hasn't already been trampled by 1652 

the person who's doing the cutting.  1653 

 1654 

Ms. Bridgeo  1:54:54   1655 

and any other abutters is anybody in a butter about Sir. Okay, thank you. Good evening. 1656 

Good evening. 1657 

 1658 

Jim Mayo  1:55:05   1659 

My name is Jim Mayo. I live at 8 Wendover Lane. A number of comments. Just a quick 1660 

one about this open space, which is going to stay treed I'm hearing two things. I'm 1661 

hearing a landowner, there's probably going to clear cut, you may need to have some 1662 

discussion with him about holding back on what he's going to do to you finish your plan. 1663 

Just a suggestion. I know, I understand that there's a possibility that Wendover Lane will 1664 

be gated to the extent that that does not I would recommend to the town that you 1665 

increase your abutter list to include anybody on Wendover, Washington on any of those 1666 

streets, you're going to have over potentially, if it's just an open road there, you can 1667 

have over an additional 100 cars or more per day, I think all those people need to know 1668 
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that, you know, not just hearing it second hand. So, you may want to expand the abutter 1669 

list. And I think there would be something you would do right to include Wendover, 1670 

Washington, Taft, whatever they all are there. And I will say that trying to make that left 1671 

turn out of Washington on Batchelder is horrible, because they come flying over the hill 1672 

at top speed. And to the extent that we may consider using Wendover. I think, again, the 1673 

town needs to think about what requirements do you want to put on, right now, 1674 

Wendover Lane with four houses? The road is a little rough. What requirements does 1675 

the town want to put on this, that they have to rework any of these roads, because of the 1676 

increased vehicular traffic? These worlds will probably need, you know, need some 1677 

work? So, there is an I heard a couple people mentioned. Right now, there's a trail that's 1678 

out there somewhere. And I think you guys have probably walked in a number of times. 1679 

It's used by all kinds of people. Like a recreational trail, really, is there any plan to keep 1680 

that open and going? 1681 

 1682 

Mike Garipy  1:57:12   1683 

Well, so the plan is loosely formed in my head as far as what will happen with the trail 1684 

system, because part of it will be developed areas. Certainly, the trail that comes off the 1685 

end of Wendover, when he goes on to the property, is going to be made into a roadway, 1686 

as you can see on the plan. So there, my thought was relocating trails. And you know 1687 

whether or not some of that's public access trails, if those connect to other parts of town, 1688 

that we can maintain a trail system for the public.  1689 

 1690 

Jim Mayo  1:57:46   1691 

I will say I have a sister who lives in Arizona and a subdivision she lives in, they put in 1692 

and it's a selling point for you guys. You know that we have this trail, walk the dog, you 1693 

can ride your bike, whatever you want to do there. And I will say to the town, I've been 1694 

on Wendover for 22 years. As a recreational use this trail may be subject to adverse 1695 

possession. Because it's been over 20 years, people have been using it. We ran into 1696 

people walking it just tonight, who said it was a mess from the logging wiped out. That's 1697 

so I just want to point that out to the time you want to talk to the town attorney. I don't 1698 

know what the steps would be to do that. But it I would think it is subject to adverse 1699 

possession if there's any issues with and if you want to if you know I don't know how 1700 

that works, whether you give it to the town or give the town rights over this trail, so that 1701 

it's open to the public, you know, but right now it's just open to the public. And people 1702 

use it all the time. So, I think that's it. Thank you.  1703 

 1704 

Tammy Kimball  1:59:12   1705 
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My name is Tammy Kimball. I live on one Mark Lane. I am really concerned with the 1706 

amount of traffic you're going to be dumping out onto Mark Lane and onto 102. Like 1707 

Rusty said, you pull the left out of there. You're taking your life in your hands because it 1708 

is coming up off the road 50 miles an hour from the right. You got the hills to the left. 1709 

You got to time it right now you're putting a ton of traffic out there. I live right on the 1710 

corner. So, me getting out of my driveway is going to be a little trickier, no doubt. And 1711 

I'm going to be losing some of my property to which I've been there for 27 years 1712 

because you're going to obviously widen the road, run the pipes down through if you do 1713 

that water. That's a major concern. Major They extra traffic noise all these people my 1714 

well, I have a well, so if you decide to do your own digging of your own wells, I'm very 1715 

concerned about my water. Everybody else is mostly most of the traffic because one 1716 

way in and one way out is not a good idea. Thank you.  1717 

 1718 

James Fitzgerald  2:00:37   1719 

Abutter,  23 Chester Road, 102, James Fitzgerald, I am  concerned about the traffic for 1720 

one, where they talk about that rolling hill to the left of Mark Lane. If you add traffic 1721 

headed towards 101, it is very difficult for me now to see what comes from Mark Lane. 1722 

Because of the rolling hill you add traffic coming off Mark Lane, it makes it much more 1723 

difficult for me to get out of my driveway. It makes it difficult now to get into my driveway. 1724 

At a later point in the day, people really don't care that you're there, where you're turning 1725 

onto your driveway you're not. Second, this distance between the houses on Chester 1726 

Road properties compared to the rest of your properties is that you have a specific 1727 

frontage between those properties, those houses and Chester Road properties. 1728 

 1729 

Joe Coronati  2:01:48   1730 

We have a building separation requirement.  1731 

 1732 

Mike Garipy  2:01:53   1733 

I think he's talking about ours versus compared to yours. And ours 1734 

 1735 

James Fitzgerald  2:01:58   1736 

I noticed that you have a various amount of space around the rest of your property. Most 1737 

of that is because of wetlands. There is a slight bit of wetlands between me and your 1738 

houses. Now at 23 Chester Road.  1739 

 1740 

Mike Garipy  2:02:17   1741 

You're fairly close to the road, maybe 100 feet or so. Just around, is that right? 1742 
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 1743 

James Fitzgerald  2:02:24   1744 

As far as my house, your house? Yes. But I use all of my property. 1745 

 1746 

Mike Garipy  2:02:28   1747 

Sure. Your question is how far is it? How far is it from one of our proposed houses to 1748 

one of yours? Yes. That's a scale issue that I can write about right now. But God, 1749 

 1750 

Joe Coronati  2:02:41   1751 

I do. That's a sound that's up there on the board is 100 scale. Are we 500 feet at least I 1752 

would assume? So, one-inch equals 100. So, we're fairly far from the back. Or more or 1753 

200 feet? Yeah, so those close to those homes are roughly 200 feet from your back 1754 

property line. Okay. It's much further from your house obviously. 1755 

 1756 

James Fitzgerald  2:03:08   1757 

So, 200 feet to the line to the line as an avid hunter on that parcel that you are looking 1758 

to, you're going to impact where some of us hunt. Now hunting is for most I would 1759 

probably say most of Raymond have a way of food source for us. Is there a chance to 1760 

increase the distance between the property line and those houses? It will probably put 1761 

me over the 100 yards I need from my tree stand which is 100 yards from Mark's house 1762 

on Mark Lane and 100 yards from the house. That is to my right at that large parcel 1763 

there 1764 

 1765 

Joe Coronati  2:04:12   1766 

I don't know if I don't know if we can guarantee a distance. We have set constraints. You 1767 

can see the wetland areas that we have to deal with potential wetland here. We have 1768 

wetlands here. So, there may be a chance that we those end up moving a little further 1769 

away but it's really going to come down to the question of the wetlands, the setbacks, 1770 

drainage, sceptics, and a lot of other factors. So, I know if we can guarantee this 1771 

 1772 

Mike Garipy  2:04:43   1773 

500 feet  1774 

 1775 

James Fitzgerald  2:04:50   1776 

From a house somewhere I can shoot from a dwelling, and I particularly shoot with a 1777 

bow. 1778 

 1779 
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Mike Garipy  2:04:57   1780 

You show us where your tree stand is. Maybe We can figure it out. 1781 

 1782 

James Fitzgerald  2:05:03   1783 

That's a question we'll answer. It's not something that I'm just willing to give up.  1784 

 1785 

Mike Garipy  2:05:19   1786 

So, if you could tell us how many feet from your property line property line, 1787 

approximately away it is, then we could probably work out distance out, but without 1788 

knowing where it is. We couldn't, we couldn't figure that out. Okay. And obviously, that is 1789 

promised not to disclose where it is to anybody else. Yeah. I didn't know that was a 1790 

secret.  1791 

 1792 

Joe Coronati  2:05:46   1793 

secret spot? secret spot? 1794 

 1795 

James Fitzgerald  2:05:47   1796 

So sorry. Obviously, that's something you could discuss further. 1797 

 1798 

Ms. Bridgeo  2:06:10   1799 

I'm sorry. There's another abutter. 1800 

 1801 

Maddie DiIonno  2:06:13   1802 

Ed Vandal ,6 Mark Lane, I'm right at the orange and green. 1803 

 1804 

Ed Vanderwall  2:06:21   1805 

There was a two-year project they told us, and it's coming to about that. And now, you 1806 

know, the other projects south of us, that's gotten out of hand. Now I just got to need a 1807 

letter saying that they're blasting soon. They're testing our water. They came yesterday 1808 

for an analysis of our water. So, I'm assuming that's going to happen here too. One of 1809 

the only other times he came to one of these meetings was for that project, they came 1810 

with the same idea, their whole idea of what they're going to do. You know, the whole 1811 

condo thing that brought all that up. And one of the issues was streetlights. It's nice and 1812 

quiet where we are, it's nice and dark. Now you're talking about putting a public area 1813 

close to where the green in the orange is. And that's where I live, you are talking about 1814 

noise pollution, you're talking lights everywhere. Light pollution, I mean, it's quiet, it's 1815 

beautiful. We love it out there. But 165 acres to the left to me that nobody lives that it's 1816 
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awesome. And you know, I get it. I mean, I've been here for over 20 years, it's there's 1817 

growth, , I understand what you guys are doing, you're there to make money. I 1818 

understand that. But I'm just saying, you know, you get your kids where we can't do 1819 

middle schools, because the kids are, there's too many, you know, can't build the 1820 

schools bigger anymore. I mean, it's something we have to look at. But the students, the 1821 

high schools, we have to get bigger, especially when you feel that and you feel that 1822 

other one just south of me, it's going to get crazy. Just concerns with the lighting, the 1823 

pollution, the noise. And if you could move that swimming pool a little further away, 1824 

that'd be awesome. And parking, another issue, I don't see any parking there. That's an 1825 

issue people are bringing their friends over is going to be again, more noise. They're 1826 

going to go use a rec area, again as another concern. So that came up with the last 1827 

meeting that we had and, and that project is now going forward again with we don't 1828 

know what's going on, but they're waking us up every morning over there and the 1829 

blasting and stuff. So, I just want to make that as a comment.  1830 

 1831 

Bob McDonald  2:08:43   1832 

Thank you. Good evening, everyone. Bob McDonald, one Park Place. A question for 1833 

Maddie. Did you get my email? No. Okay, I sent you an email with what I wanted to put 1834 

in the record tonight. So, getting at the meeting after the meeting, can you give me your 1835 

correct email address? Sure. Okay. I feel like I've been here for a long time. I was on the 1836 

other end of that project. I'm the recipient of the 172 condos. 1837 

 1838 

Joe Coronati  2:09:37   1839 

You're on the other side of them, right? Yes,  1840 

 1841 

Bob McDonald  2:09:41   1842 

All the water flows through our property. And if you go on the corner of one Park Place 1843 

Joe Look at me. Tell me how much water you see in the stream. 1844 

 1845 

Mike Garipy  2:09:55   1846 

Go in the daytime though. 1847 

 1848 

Joe Coronati  2:09:57   1849 

Oh, I can go there for sure.  1850 

 1851 

Bob McDonald  2:10:01   1852 

Please do because I've never seen it dry. Okay, there's a wetland behind my house, and 1853 
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it comes down from Ganzi Pond. Okay, 1854 

 1855 

Joe Coronati  2:10:12   1856 

Is that the name of this pond? Ganzi Pond 1857 

 1858 

Bob McDonald  2:10:15   1859 

 I have a series of questions and I don't know what you're right directed to the 1860 

chairperson, or can I direct it to the applicant? 1861 

 1862 

Ms. Bridgeo  2:10:26   1863 

 If you want to direct them to me,  1864 

 1865 

Bob McDonald  2:10:30   1866 

I just want to make sure I'm doing the right thing. Jim answered, that answered my first 1867 

question. Because I've gone through that other project. I literally spent four years 1868 

coming to the planning board meeting on another project. Did you understand what I 1869 

said? It took four years, whatever project, to get through this. And then there were 1870 

another three years of court issues. Okay. So, I really understand you should really 1871 

listen to what I'm saying. All right, please. We are meeting. I just remember the first 1872 

meeting that I sat before the board and the other, they will people on their cell phones 1873 

looking around, and they didn't listen to what I said. So, I'm starting out the same way I 1874 

started out in 2016. All I want is to be done correctly. No shortcuts. The other one has 1875 

17 variances, which still is disturbing to me. Okay, 17. There's 1000 cars, you're going to 1876 

be coming out of 102. Out of that other development, based upon their own traffic study. 1877 

They had to do two traffic studies. Do you know why? The first traffic study was done in 1878 

a snowstorm. And I went to a technical committee, and the traffic engineer lied to the 1879 

police chief and said I'd never do a traffic study in a snowstorm. It was the date, and the 1880 

police chief went to her and said, hey, the schools will close that day. So, guess what? 1881 

They had to do a second traffic study. And the third traffic study. That was when they 1882 

did, they didn't even do they didn't they weren't even counting Pine Acres. The gravel pit 1883 

with all the construction trucks. Right? They didn't do it in the summer. Right. The first 1884 

one was done in February. So that they did for traffic signs. At the end, 1000 cars a day 1885 

are coming out of a 25 foot right of way. I don't see what is possible. So, my next 1886 

question on the same application, and this is where I want it done. Right. Okay. It's clear 1887 

on the application that was filled in, everyone has a copy of it. And it says under the 1888 

owner's name. The owner is listed Christopher McCarthy and Donald McCarthy from 1889 

Seabrook. But the only signature seems to be Joe Coronati's? I don't think that's right. 1890 
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Okay. Just again, I just don't think that's right. 1891 

 1892 

Joe Coronati  2:13:14   1893 

We have a letter of authorization to be able to sign on behalf of the owner. It's part of the 1894 

application. 1895 

 1896 

Bob McDonald  2:13:20   1897 

It's not part of the package. The only thing, it should be part of this package? Because, 1898 

yeah, I wouldn't want to have it if I own that property, and you two came and I wasn't 1899 

aware of it. Why is it in the package? This is what I'm talking about? Ask the right 1900 

questions. Get all the documents. This is not right. How can Joe Coronati? He can't. 1901 

 1902 

James McLeod  2:13:47   1903 

I would just note that the letter of authorization is in this packet. 1904 

 1905 

Mrs. Luszcz  2:14:00   1906 

Yes, I'm going to validate what he just said it was for Tuck Realty giving authorization. 1907 

But I don't see why not just 1908 

 1909 

Ms. Gott  2:14:10   1910 

Could you speak up, please? 1911 

 1912 

Mrs. Luszcz  2:14:11   1913 

 I do not see a letter of authorization for McCarthy. So, he's correct. 1914 

 1915 

Bob McDonald  2:14:22   1916 

And that's important. 1917 

 1918 

James McLeod  2:14:23   1919 

 I see it now. 1920 

 1921 

Bob McDonald  2:14:24   1922 

Thank you for the clarification. But it's up to the staff to correct this before it gets to you. 1923 

Please, Your Honor. All right. On the same hand, the other thing that bothers me on the 1924 

same application on the design is a record. There are two people listed. There's a 1925 

professional engineer and a surveyor. Why are these professionals listed on our 1926 

conceptual plans? They were on the 41 Chester Road property because I still haven't. 1927 
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Why aren't they listed on the conceptual plans? They should be? Because they're the 1928 

ones who did the work? 1929 

 1930 

Joe Coronati  2:15:02   1931 

And none of these plans are required to be 1932 

 1933 

Bob McDonald  2:15:05   1934 

 I'm just wondering, but the project next to you to conceptual plans had everyone's name 1935 

on them. So please, is that a hard thing to do? Just quick, the means long, guys credit. 1936 

The other problem I have is, I'm a professional, commercial licensed appraiser, I testify 1937 

in court, I have to maintain various licenses, I can't go to a meeting. Honestly, I'm an 1938 

appraiser. If I'm not, you wouldn't talk to me. So, I have a problem. If you're going to 1939 

have a work session next week, I'd really like you to consider this. If the send plans to 1940 

the planning board, I think they should be presented by the people that do it. Not a non-1941 

spokesperson who is a non-licensed professional engineer. I'd like to put that in the 1942 

work session going forward. That lets the engineers here that know the property. So, it's 1943 

as opposed to a non-credentialed spokesperson. Okay, I don't like that. Because I have 1944 

to deal with that every day in my profession. Alright. And this is where I'm really, really 1945 

going to stamp. I heard three zones, and they were to see three zones. There's a C3 1946 

West and a C3  east. There are slight differences between the two on the application, it 1947 

just says C3 . I know which one it is but have the application corrected to the correct 1948 

zone. It's C3 West. Okay. And in doing that, the applicant states are having one duplex 1949 

on the cover letter. And I'm going to the cover letter and then it states the condominium 1950 

project all on one line. Under the Raymond Zoning Ordinance under Article 4 allowed 1951 

use tables. Dwelling two family, there was a note 14. 25. 14.25 clearly says duplexes 1952 

may be located within C3  district only as part of a major subdivision consisting of a 1953 

minimum of 10 lots. It does say anything about condominiums. And I notice and the 1954 

other thing is that do you know that the  density changed since 41 Chester Road was 1955 

passed?  1956 

 1957 

Mike Garipy  2:17:36   1958 

So, it's on the plans? It's 45,000 square feet? 1959 

 1960 

Bob McDonald  2:17:39   1961 

No, that's not the density? The density is not sure I can have three bedrooms, an acre of 1962 

developable land. That's and that was a past rezone in 2017. And it's in fact so will you 1963 

please look at that.  1964 
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 1965 

Maddie DiIonno  2:17:54   1966 

Yes, we are three bedrooms, an acre of developable land. Yes, we are looking at all of 1967 

that. 1968 

 1969 

Bob McDonald  2:18:03   1970 

So why is this economy? How can we economy if it clearly says it copy? Do they have 1971 

to go to the zoning board to get a variance? I think they do. If they don't, I'll go to court 1972 

again. I've no, I just want you all to do it. Right. It's black and white. It's in your own 1973 

zone. Erase it. Here's another question. When you have a project like this, from yield 1974 

plants, if I were used, I would do this as a real conservation subdivision 50% of land 1975 

stays in conservation. Okay. That way you can address the hunter’s issue. The troll 1976 

issue, and you're going to save on roads. Right. But it's 3000 acres of available land. 1977 

Remember that and I want I want next time I come here when you have the next set of 1978 

plans. I want to see the three buttons when the calculation is based upon as and you 1979 

can check it out and I know it's there because it was voted on. Okay. And the confusing 1980 

question that you mentioned the assessors map with that tail. These are one of the 1981 

deeds that I read that had more detail in most of the detail on 170 41 Chester Road is 1982 

about four lines. It says something, but this one threw some pretty more marks that I've 1983 

seen, I guess because the property was  purchased in 2014. I just looked at the deed as 1984 

well, that's a lot of detail. How could they cut it out? This is a question that I'd like to 1985 

know you're going back, there's 120 acres on the deed, I know that changes once you 1986 

have a real thing done. But how did you find 165? Without this tail? Did you ask us if 1987 

we're checking in because I know the surveyor would have checked all the marks on the 1988 

deed? What area came up with that much more than if you're not including this? 1989 

 1990 

Mike Garipy  2:20:36   1991 

Might I suggest we'd have a more productive discussion and see this letter. And we can 1992 

address it at a future meeting.  1993 

 1994 

Bob McDonald  2:20:46   1995 

 I didn't answer it tonight. I didn't say answer it. 1996 

 1997 

Mike Garipy  2:20:50   1998 

That's my suggestion this year for this gentleman's concerns and questions. I didn't say 1999 

he answered, you can answer them at a later date. 2000 

 2001 
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Mrs. Luszcz  2:20:57   2002 

 So, you want to make it part of the record? 2003 

 2004 

Bob McDonald  2:20:59   2005 

Yes, I just want to make it just interesting to me when you look at the deed. That's a lot 2006 

of land to find. If you're not using the pigtail.  2007 

 2008 

Ms. Gott  2:21:15   2009 

In order to figure out how we're going to do that. Procedurally does Bob come to town 2010 

hall tomorrow to produce this letter and then copies be given to you folks and to all of us 2011 

so that he could get this is how it happens.  2012 

 2013 

Maddie DiIonno  2:21:36   2014 

Yeah, you can. 2015 

 2016 

Bob McDonald  2:21:53   2017 

Thank you very much 2018 

 2019 

Denise Dyson Smith  2:22:05   2020 

Hi, my name is Denise Dyson Smith I live on 47 Washington Drive so my property 2021 

doesn't apply to this, but very close mine is really the impact well traffic into our schools, 2022 

but I walk those trails almost all the time. I've seen a lot of the cutting that's been going 2023 

on areas that were wet we have had an extremely dry hot summer so areas that were 2024 

wet and so I've seen a lot of clearing that doesn't I'm not a professional in any way to 2025 

evaluate any that but like I said, just going out there and seeing it so over the years it's 2026 

been 39 years I've been walking that property, seeing the animals moose, deer bear 2027 

coyotes, you name it. It's just this beautiful sanctuary out there. So, hearing this 2028 

devastating me just to hear it and it just seemed that right it was so widely used by 2029 

hunters and people on horseback I mean just all the time. So obviously just a huge 2030 

impact. But things like the traffic to and the schools and so I just wanted to just express 2031 

that it's devastating to hear it. Thank you.  2032 

 2033 

Mrs. Luszcz  2:23:28   2034 

Thank you for coming out. 2035 

 2036 

Ms. Bridgeo  2:23:46   2037 

 2038 
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 2039 

Ernie D'aloisio  2:23:52   2040 

I live on 39 Washington Drive. My name is Ernie D'aloisio. Gentlemen, you have 2041 

mentioned that there was a sub lot subdivision in, that subdivision if my memory serves 2042 

me is when we had a minimum of two acres at a maximum of whatever this area was 2043 

not supposed to be designed for this many units. That subdivision was supposed to 2044 

come through with maybe another 20 houses according to the gentleman that I talked 2045 

to. Now how far did you guys go back in your call it the aerial view of the wetland. What 2046 

I'm saying is when I first got here, which was about 25 years ago, that area and the 2047 

pond area, that water table was much higher back then. Okay, so maybe you guys 2048 

should kind of like, go to a satellite map and compare what's there now? What? To what 2049 

was there four or five, six years ago, seven years ago, even 20 years ago. Because as 2050 

people told you, right now we're in a minor drought. If that changes, and you build this, 2051 

those people then get swung. The other aspect now is really Oh, I'm sorry. One more 2052 

thing. You made a statement that they're going to come off Batchelder. And they're 2053 

going to travel through Washington Drive. He issued that if Wendover becomes an 2054 

access point, which is true, what they're going to do is they're not going to drive all the 2055 

way down Washington Drive, they're going to go up Lincoln Ave. and cut across. That's 2056 

only a quarter a mile. All the way down Washington Drive. It's a mile. Why wastes the 2057 

gas? So, they're going to be going up Lincoln, down Washington, onto Wendover, and 2058 

through. Now you guys propose. Now these have just dumped figures off the top of my 2059 

head, but I believe they're very close. People wise, you're talking about 1,016. If they're 2060 

two bedrooms, if they're three bedrooms, you're talking 12,070 people in that area. As 2061 

far as cars go. Most families have two cars, some road like me and you only one. But 2062 

so, you're looking at a possible total of 508 cars. Now the people that will live here are 2063 

going to be moving from Stratham. The people who are going to live here are probably 2064 

coming to shop. Now they're not going to come up 93 or 95. Go through Derry to get to 2065 

102 to get the Mark Lane. They'll do what I do. I pass exit four, I pass exit five. I pass 2066 

exit six. I pick up exit seven or 93. And I go to exit four on 101 Which puts me right on 2067 

Batchelder. That's what these people are going to be doing because the majority of 2068 

them are probably going to come from the south. They're not going to come from the 2069 

North. All right. So once again, what they're going to do is they're going to cross over 2070 

there and that's a fact that's what's going to happen. So, you may call this a backdoor 2071 

gate but it's not going to happen. The people are going to open that, and they will cut 2072 

through that's not a good sign. The road can't handle it. I can't get these guys to fix 2073 

Washington Drive. It's not on the list and it's not damage DPW. And to you guys, it is 2074 

from your website. It stipulates here 4.5.2.1 new developments must be serviced by 2075 
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Town water. I live at 39 Washington Drive. The house up for me is 41 Washington Drive. 2076 

The next lot is owned by Pawtuckaway or something. They had two pumps when I 2077 

moved in. A little shack now they have this brick building with I don't know if they have 2078 

four pumps, or six pumps two or three propane tanks, I can't tell because it's locked 2079 

now. My water pressure was at 50 psi. The last drought we had, prior to this one, it 2080 

dropped down to 37 psi. Because you guys are pumping too much damn water from that 2081 

property and according to Pawtuckaway its Tarwater(?), that property to you guys. I 2082 

don't know how they held up the opportunity you guys were pipes come from. But 2083 

they're pumping that water to you guys. So truthfully, I don't truly believe there's enough 2084 

water in this town, if I dropped from 50 to 37 psi in a drought because they doubled the 2085 

amount of water, they're feeding you guys. Now I talked to the resident at three, 2086 

Wendover Road. She told me today her water pressure is down. I don't know if she 2087 

looked if she knew that there's a gauge on her water coming in or not? Which guys have 2088 

to be very, very careful. If I drop that much psi coming from my pump and it's you start 2089 

taking more from that aquifer. It's going to lead to a disaster, but the people around that 2090 

area. So, if I'm affected, and she's affected, what's going on, right now. Imagine when 2091 

you have to pump water to 256 homes that are going to have 570 people at minimum in 2092 

there. So how much water do you guys talk about per unit? So how much water are we 2093 

talking about that they've got to take in? So, it's really you guys really got to consider 2094 

this project? Not to be you know, these guys, but I think there's just too much of the 2095 

gentleman before me, which is a hell of a lot smarter than I am. Obviously Bob I think 2096 

his name was he may have had a pretty good idea to do what 50/50 And that's all I have 2097 

to say as far as that goes. Thank you.  2098 

 2099 

Joan Page  2:34:12   2100 

Joan Page, 67 Chester Road. Thank you. I just have a few points. I'm recently retired 2101 

from the Epping Fire Department EMS so those were my questions. So, with these 254 2102 

units with 1000 or so people do you know the construction of these buildings? Yet the 2103 

design of the buildings Okay, usually they're like a garage, first floor and second floor 2104 

together. 2105 

 2106 

Mike Garipy  2:34:51   2107 

Imagine these will be two story structures with a garage living space on the first floor 2108 

and second floor but no third floor.  2109 

 2110 

Joan Page  2:35:00   2111 

There wouldn't be a garage wouldn't be underneath? 2112 
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 2113 

Mike Garipy  2:35:03   2114 

More than likely, it won't be a townhouse type design, it will be more of a single-family 2115 

home design duplex design. 2116 

 2117 

Joan Page  2:35:12   2118 

Because we have 1000, I'll call them patients here. The other development is 1000 2119 

potential patients there for EMS. Sometimes a town this size will only have two people 2120 

on duty 24/7. So, the potential of the calls for this many people I know to get hired for 2121 

EMS, it takes an act of God, a warrant article in the voting public in order to hire 2122 

additional fire EMS people. So, with that, also, it takes up to two years to get a new fire 2123 

truck or an ambulance ordered and delivered. Paid for sometimes developments or 2124 

large construct constructions we'll pay for those fire trucks because it's like we need 2125 

something to put out your fire if you don't already have it, like in Epping, when they got 2126 

Walmart they paid for a new fire truck to put out Walmart if it ever caught on fire 2127 

because the equipment we had then wasn't able to handle that structure that size and 2128 

also with the buildings and this many more people so that's just my question. Does a 2129 

town plan on adding more you know service people to cover this amount of more 2130 

patients and buyers and service calls and police officers also is this going to have fire 2131 

hydrants throughout it or would the fire trucks have to shuttle in water to the one road. 2132 

 2133 

Joe Coronati  2:37:17   2134 

If it's on town water, we'll certainly have fire hydrants. 2135 

 2136 

Wayne Weber  2:37:55   2137 

Do you have any kind of information package for abutters? Where do we get more 2138 

information about this? All I got was the letter say come to the meeting and you know 2139 

nothing about the site plan or anything 2140 

 2141 

James McLeod  2:38:16   2142 

I think our supporting documents end up being online so the same packet that we get 2143 

you can access online . 2144 

 2145 

Maddie DiIonno  2:38:24   2146 

Fortunately, it is posted online. 2147 

 2148 

Ms. Bridgeo  2:38:26   2149 
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So, you don't use a computer? Sir? Well, you can access the package online. So, if you 2150 

go on to RaymondNH.gov. And then there's a website Yep. Go on to planning. And then 2151 

under the forms and documents you can open an agenda. 2152 

 2153 

Kevin Woods  2:38:48   2154 

Be under agendas and supporting documents. 2155 

 2156 

Ms. Bridgeo  2:38:57   2157 

We also keep a copy in the town hall for anybody who doesn't use a computer. But I 2158 

mean I know that it can also be difficult to go see. 2159 

 2160 

Wayne Weber  2:39:04   2161 

And I guess my biggest concern because Vito Tanzela who spoke earlier. He's my next-2162 

door neighbor. And that little finger going out to Batchelder road is right next to his 2163 

property and it's 500 feet from my driveway, 600, I think it would be mandatory that 2164 

something be put on the record that there can be no access from this property going out 2165 

to Batchelder Road.  2166 

 2167 

The applicant did address that, that that was not going to be an access point. He 2168 

recognized those exact conditions. He has to have traffic studies done. There's a lot of 2169 

people, state town, other departments that get involved with that. It's not just an opinion 2170 

of ours. 2171 

 2172 

I guess my biggest concern is water. 2173 

 2174 

Ms. Bridgeo  2:40:42   2175 

It is a concern that we have heard from a lot of people. 2176 

 2177 

And sir, I will also have a 2016 water report I will give to Maddie to put up on the site, 2178 

the Stantec water report, it was given to our Director of Public Works. It's a lengthy 2179 

report, and we can put that out there and that might shed some light on some of the 2180 

concerns for the water if people can put a copy of this up so people can take a look at 2181 

that report, sir. 2182 

 2183 

Wayne Weber  2:41:19   2184 

I mean, if it's not possible for them to get water from the town, all those wells you know, 2185 

one of the other gentlemen, you know, what's our what's our source? To fix our wells 2186 
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when there was dry our wells up. Who’s going to who's going to pay for that. 2187 

 2188 

Ms. Bridgeo  2:42:10   2189 

Anybody else in the public who wishes to speak? 2190 

 2191 

Mike Garipy  2:42:14   2192 

That's all we can really take tonight. We're exhausted. 2193 

 2194 

Ms. Bridgeo  2:42:18   2195 

I'm going to close public comment. But as I said, I do have a water report. And I won't 2196 

get this water report to the board and to yourselves. And I would suggest reading this 2197 

report that lists water concerns for the town. And it has some statements on what needs 2198 

to be addressed by our town in order for us to continue with such developments and 2199 

what has not been done and the concerns that they feel for the town to have or not have 2200 

sufficient water. So, we will get this report up for everybody who wants to see that we 2201 

will get this report out if they want to read it. I want to read one thing into the record to 2202 

everybody. Everybody I say thank you came tonight. And I want to say the purpose of 2203 

the zoning ordinance is to promote the health, safety, economic and social wellbeing of 2204 

the community. To promote the natural resources including lakes, rivers, streams, 2205 

drinking water and aquifer to lessen congestion in the streets to secure safety from fires, 2206 

panic, and other dangerous to promote adequate light and air to prevent overcrowding 2207 

of land. To avoid undue concentration of population and to facilitate the adequate 2208 

provision of transportation, water, sewage in schools. The town Raymond, New 2209 

Hampshire adopted this ordinance and conformation with New Hampshire RSA 674: 16. 2210 

So I would like to say, as a board member, as the vice chair, that I heard your concerns 2211 

and that I think that the purpose of the zoning ordinance states that it is our job to be 2212 

concerned with everything you brought before us. Thank you. 2213 

 2214 

Maddie DiIonno  2:44:08   2215 

I just recommend that you make a motion, or someone make a motion to officially end 2216 

the design review. 2217 

 2218 

Scott Campbell  2:44:14   2219 

Motion:  2220 

Mr. Campbell made a motion to officially end the design review. Mr. McLeod seconded 2221 

the motion. The motion passed with a vote of 6 in favor, 0 opposed and 0 abstentions. 2222 

 2223 
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Scott Campbell  2224 

Aye. 2225 

 2226 

Kevin Woods  2:44:16   2227 

Aye.  2228 

 2229 

Ms. Bridgeo  2:44:21   2230 

Aye. 2231 

 2232 

Mrs. Luszcz  2:44:22   2233 

Aye. 2234 

 2235 

James McLeod  2:44:22   2236 

Aye. 2237 

 2238 

Ms. Gott  2:44:22   2239 

Aye. 2240 

 2241 

Mike Garipy  2:44:22   2242 

You appreciate your time tonight.  2243 

 2244 

We appreciate your time. Thank you. We will more than likely come back again for 2245 

maybe another design review. Before we jump into even more details as to find out 2246 

where we're at with water and other key matters before we don't want to go too much 2247 

faster. 2248 

 2249 

Ms. Bridgeo  2:44:56   2250 

Thank you  2251 

 2252 

We are now going to so there's no action taken on the last application. So, approval of 2253 

minutes for 8/4, 8/11 and 8/18, I would entertain. I am not going to approve these 2254 

minutes until we either have them back in the format that they are verbatim, or they are 2255 

more inclusive of the actual meeting.  2256 

 2257 

Kevin Woods  2:46:38   2258 

Our response to that would be that we need to add what you want in them. Planning 2259 

board voted not to make them inclusive. The onus is now upon us. Put back in what you 2260 
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want. The rules and procedures were changed. So, the only people who can put stuff 2261 

back in are us. My concern is that we're not getting minutes posted on the website within 2262 

five days, according to 91A. I think that's something you know, if it's if it's push it off on a 2263 

planning technician, it's still our responsibility as the board to ensure that those minutes 2264 

are posted within the five days required by 91A  So that means somebody sending a 2265 

draft set of minutes, and getting it posted on the website. That's all that's required. They 2266 

do not have to be filed. There's actually no requirement to approve your minutes. That's 2267 

something we do on our own. There's no RSA that requires you to approve your minutes 2268 

and change them. Those are my two points when it comes to minutes. I have no 2269 

problem tabling these, but if you need to be changed, we need to say what needs to be 2270 

in them. Not rely on somebody else guessing what we want in that would be my point. 2271 

 2272 

James McLeod  2:48:32   2273 

There's definitely discussion that needs to be had on the minutes and the way that 2274 

they're done. I would make a motion that we set aside the approval of minutes until next 2275 

week, when you can have more time to articulate our individual thoughts on the matter. 2276 

And I think it'd be appropriate to have the chairman here as well when we do that.  2277 

 2278 

Ms. Bridgeo  2:49:02   2279 

Gretchen. Your motion is to 2280 

 2281 

Kevin Woods  2:49:07   2282 

or your motion to the table 2283 

 2284 

James McLeod  2:49:08   2285 

Motion. 2286 

Mr. McLeod made a motion to table the minutes until next week. Mr. Campbell 2287 

seconded the motion. Discussion. 2288 

 2289 

Mrs. Luszcz  2:49:21   2290 

Can I assume that the audio is available for all of these meetings? So again, is the 2291 

audio, the actual video of all these meetings currently live? available on the website? 2292 

So, we can in the week, go back through and listen, and if we want something 2293 

articulated. 2294 

 2295 

Kevin Woods  2:49:44   2296 

I do minutes for trustees. And so, I write the minutes as meetings happening when you 2297 
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don't do your own minutes. My opinion, you're relying on somebody, and you've 2298 

eliminated the verbatim because nobody liked it verbatim. That was easy. I'll be as good 2299 

as software will interpret what somebody is saying. But when you don't take that, which 2300 

is what we said, then you have, it's up to us to add what has to go in there. You can't 2301 

expect somebody else who's looking at a recording and taking minutes and asking do 2302 

they want that, or do they not want that?  2303 

 2304 

Ms. Bridgeo  2:50:39   2305 

In order to expedite Jim's motion, which I think is pretty clear, we would have this 2306 

discussion next week to go through the actual details of it. That was what the motion is 2307 

on the floor.  2308 

 2309 

Kevin Woods  2:50:55   2310 

Yes. 2311 

 2312 

Ms. Bridgeo  2:50:59   2313 

Yes. 2314 

 2315 

Mrs. Luszcz  2:50:59   2316 

Yes. 2317 

 2318 

Scott Campbell  2:50:59   2319 

Yes. 2320 

 2321 

Ms. Gott  2:50:59   2322 

Yes.  2323 

 2324 

James McLeod  2:51:07   2325 

Yes. The motion to table the minutes until the next meeting passed with a vote of 6 in 2326 

favor, 0 opposed and 0 abstentions. 2327 

 2328 

Ms. Gott  2:51:09   2329 

I'd like to have for next week, an explanation of the total process, start to finish who 2330 

does what? How is it done for our minutes? Because my feeling is that there have been 2331 

several iterations lately. And I for one, don't understand who's doing what. And I would 2332 

like to know who's doing what, and when it's being done. 2333 

 2334 
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Ms. Bridgeo  2:51:33   2335 

So, excuse me. Your point is valid. And out there. So, we have start to finish. But that 2336 

will be something that we will actually do next week. Let's talk about. Is there any public 2337 

comment? I'm going to close public comment. 2338 

 2339 

Maddie DiIonno  2:52:00   2340 

Maddie? Yeah, so I have a number of items. So, I'd like to discuss with the board. But 2341 

given the time. I'm not sure if you'd like to wait for next week's work session. That being 2342 

said, I know, we brought up a few things, we want to discuss that next week's workshop 2343 

session. I also have some things so I could get an idea of what we want to talk about 2344 

next week, so that I can fit in but some of our other business-like stormwater roads, and 2345 

zoning amendments into that meeting. 2346 

 2347 

Ms. Gott  2:52:33   2348 

It's certainly time to start zoning amendments. 2349 

 2350 

Maddie DiIonno  2:52:36   2351 

So, I've started some zoning amendments, which I was planning to present at next 2352 

week's work session. However, I know there's a number of other things that we wanted 2353 

to talk about and move through. So, can I get an idea of what you are thinking for next 2354 

week? 2355 

 2356 

Ms. Gott  2:52:52   2357 

And that's for sure. 2358 

 2359 

Ms. Bridgeo  2:52:53   2360 

I think, setting warrants. I think last year, we were too late. I think we need warrants and 2361 

our minutes to get clarified. But I think warrants are what we have to or imminent. And 2362 

the only thing I would say, and I would request is that there are dates from the House 2363 

Bill 1661. There are dates that are very defined on that. And I would request that during 2364 

our meeting that we go through the House Bill on the dates that are pertinent to us.  2365 

 2366 

Ms. Gott  2:53:24   2367 

And the other thing that I have is communication between the chair, the board, the 2368 

technician between you, I'd like to know the chain of not chain of command. But the 2369 

process again, I'm looking to figure out how things happen. Because at this point in time, 2370 

I don't know how things are happening on our board. And who's talking with whom and 2371 



65 

how that's how that's going. I'd like to know what that process is, please. 2372 

 2373 

Maddie DiIonno  2:53:52   2374 

Sorry. I did include the final stormwater regulations for site plan and subdivision in your 2375 

packets, or I believe Chris, put them in your packets. If everyone could come prepared, 2376 

yes, there's site plan regulations and subdivision regulations. So, if everyone could 2377 

come prepared with any comments for the next week, I'd really like to move these 2378 

forwards to public hearing. If they're all ready to 2379 

 2380 

Ms. Gott  2:54:17   2381 

And Maddie, could you make a synopsis of all of this that our wish list for discussion 2382 

next week, make just a quick and that comes out in our documents?  2383 

 2384 

Mrs. Luszcz  2:54:34   2385 

 I think the last meeting went right to the end. Kevin, how long does it take for the 2386 

software system to run through the video and spit out a verbatim set of minutes on 2387 

average. 2388 

 2389 

Kevin Woods  2:54:57   2390 

It happens overnight. is an issue with video and has to be reloaded. And it may take a 2391 

day or two on a day off. And it may take another day. But on average, it uploads 2392 

overnight, and is typically available the next day. So, for some cases, the audio is low, I 2393 

have to edit when the audio levels up. We encode it. So, it might be another 48 hours. 2394 

What if you just did it raw? Without? 2395 

 2396 

Mrs. Luszcz  2:55:31   2397 

My question was, instead of all of us sitting there listening to three meetings worth of 2398 

video, might not have the time. If we could get the verbatim minutes and print or just 2399 

digital not printed, we could go through them. To dissect what we would want in these 2400 

minutes. It sounds like it was quite the test. If you were to take these three sets of 2401 

minutes, August 4, August 11, and August 18th and provide us with all this was almost 2402 

verbatim made in one, verbatim minutes. But we wouldn't have to sit and listen to the 2403 

meeting through the web. 2404 

 2405 

Kevin Woods  2:56:17   2406 

Our policy manual says we don't have that verbatim.  2407 

 2408 
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Mrs. Luszcz  2:56:21   2409 

Just as an exercise, just to get through. Just because this is what the whole point of 2410 

postponing the approval of these minutes is because we feel there's a lot missing. And 2411 

it's not a comment.  2412 

 2413 

Kevin Woods  2:56:38   2414 

You know, you need to talk to the planning technician who has the software. And ask 2415 

her to provide you with verbatim minutes. 2416 

 2417 

Ms. Bridgeo  2:56:49   2418 

I would like Maddie to discuss conditions of approval. And as a board, how we verify. 2419 

And as a board, I want to discuss conditions of approval, and on your change to 2420 

planning and zoning laws in 2002. Everybody, it's on page six, and it's time to get 2421 

started. That is where they explain the dates we need.  2422 

 2423 

Scott Campbell  2:57:28   2424 

I just wanted to resay about the admin people sign on the condition. I think it lets 2425 

everybody know who's signed on those conditions. I think going back through some of 2426 

the paperwork in another case. And all those conditions of approval. They're a mess. 2427 

So, if this ever goes to a court case over something, you can't tell what's going on in 2428 

those conditional approvals. You can't even tell if they're meeting their conditional 2429 

approval, which I know they're not. But when you look at the minutes, it's I mean, 2430 

nothing in the approval letter itself is a nightmare. That way, I think if you make that 2431 

specifically clear, everybody signs on it. Everybody's got skin in the game. It's really 2432 

simple. I was on the board in Northwood, they did that. So, if there was ever a question 2433 

in the future, it was really easy to find, right now it's not. Another thing is I liked what 2434 

they did at the ZBA. Actually, when people came in, they kind of swore to tell the truth, 2435 

nothing but the truth.  2436 

 2437 

Kevin Woods  2:58:27   2438 

I'd like to find a legal jurisdiction.  2439 

 2440 

Scott Campbell  2:58:32   2441 

The attorney if you ask an attorney, they'll probably tell you, you can do that. And I think 2442 

it's great, because if you were up there intentionally lying. You're on video and you got 2443 

sworn in. I love that. That's great.  2444 

 2445 



67 

Kevin Woods  2:58:45   2446 

You need to do that with everybody that came up. 2447 

 2448 

Scott Campbell  2:58:48   2449 

Not those people, no, because those people are just talking about what those people 2450 

brought to us. The people that are bringing something that could damage the town or 2451 

the community or anything like that should be the ones that should be sworn in. The 2452 

other ones are just asking questions. One more thing. I think any information that comes 2453 

to the planning board should not be filtered out by the chair or the Vice Chair, which 2454 

should go to all of us. So, we can all hear what's going on. Because she doesn't think it's 2455 

pertinent information. We might. 2456 

 2457 

Ms. Gott  2:59:17   2458 

That is my discussion next week for communication between all of us and who gets 2459 

what. 2460 

 2461 

Scott Campbell  2:59:25   2462 

No one's bigger than the other person or the board. Chair or vice chair. They're not. So, 2463 

I think that's something we need to focus on. That's it for me. 2464 

 2465 

James McLeod  2:59:35   2466 

I'd like to have a discussion about it readdressing the urgency of the master plan. And 2467 

also, I would like to have a short discussion about what the planning board can do to 2468 

help further it is getting a planner.  2469 

 2470 

Kevin Woods  3:00:00   2471 

I'm still wondering why the 2010 updated 2019 rules and procedures are still on the 2472 

website. And Maddie can ask how come that hasn't been updated? They were 2473 

approved.  2474 

 2475 

Maddie DiIonno  3:00:17   2476 

They are still going through legal. I checked on that the other day. 2477 

 2478 

Kevin Woods  3:00:20   2479 

 We haven't finished those yet.  2480 

 2481 

Maddie DiIonno  3:00:23   2482 
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Well, you sent those to your attorney. He hasn't finished reviewing them yet. 2483 

 2484 

Kevin Woods  3:00:28   2485 

CIP, the Selectman's representative who is running that is not called a meeting. So, we 2486 

are now into September without a CIP meeting. And cemetery committees meeting in 2487 

another week, next month. 2488 

 2489 

Ms. Gott  3:00:49   2490 

The responsibility for CIP is resting with the Selectmen. Now, is that not true? It wasn't 2491 

at a warrant article a few years ago that it slid away from the planning board and went to 2492 

the Selectmen.  2493 

 2494 

Kevin Woods  3:01:02   2495 

It goes to the CIP committee. The voters approved a capital improvements committee. 2496 

 2497 

Ms. Gott  3:01:09   2498 

Yes. But what I'm trying to say is, is the responsible group to nudge the CIP along to get 2499 

going, to organize I think, I think the responsibility is with the Board of Selectmen. 2500 

 2501 

Kevin Woods  3:01:21   2502 

It is the vice chair who has taken that responsibility on, and she's not called meeting or 2503 

elected any officers. Since. What do we say April, is when we got through our voting 2504 

things, wasn't March, so April or May. So, there's been only one meeting, Brad 2505 

presented at it. They've been no elections, and no meetings called. 2506 

 2507 

Ms. Gott  3:01:47   2508 

This Selectmen should be the nudgers to push that along to happen. 2509 

 2510 

Ms. Bridgeo  3:01:54   2511 

So, Gretchen, do you have anything for next week? 2512 

 2513 

Ms. Gott  3:01:59   2514 

I already said the communication, the minutes or something else, but at this point, I don't 2515 

remember. I would, I would like to have that list of things as mentioned before, maybe 2516 

that would be very helpful, please. Thank you. 2517 

 2518 

James McLeod  3:02:17   2519 
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Motion: Mr. McLeod made a motion to adjourn. Mr. Campbell seconded the motion. The 2520 

motion passed with a vote of 6 in favor , 0 opposed and 0 abstentions.  2521 

 2522 

Transcribed by https://otter.ai 2523 

 2524 

Respectfully Submitted, 2525 

Jill A. Vadeboncoeur 2526 

https://otter.ai/







