_ manner that would not interfere with neighbors, and would provide — .

~Pub11c Hearlng closed - i - T -

. . . DOVER PLANNING BOARD
s - - MINOTES OF MEETING

Held: = July 16, 1985 .
Council Chambers-
Mun1c1pal Bulldlng ,
Dover, NH- : :

‘Members Present: Chair George Maglaras, Vice-~Chair Harold

.Preston, Stephanie Faria, R, Craig Williams,-Pierre Bouchard, H,
Les Elder, J. Andrew Galt, and OtlS Perry as Alternate for Robert‘
Welsner. - : = ST e e

Other:.- Robert Steele as Adv1sor to the Board, Rlchard Selleck as
Interlm Planning Dlrector, Berrle Donovan, Recordlnc Secretary.

The Chalr called the meetlng to order at 7:10 P.M,

Item #1: . public Fearlng on site review of land owhed by E. Jo
Carrier, Assessor's Map 27, lot 130, zoned RM-8 on Ham- Street.

Ernest Carrier'exPlained'the-proposal} o - )

Harold Preston read the comments from the Slte Rev1ew Screenlnc
Committee: ;

1. -Recommend a waiver of the parking- set-backs (paving) and
the constructlon specs on” the  turn-around. : o
© 2,. There should be some boxed. lighting dlrected downward
3. Where is the location of ‘the trask receptacles.
.4, What. prov151ons are. belng made for snow. removal?

"Mr., Carrier’ responded that 1nd1v1dual trash cans would be located

in a screened area on a conciete or wood platform to the rear of - _

the building., He indicated he would provide- boxed lighting in a

_show removal ‘to avoid 1ncrea51ng dralnage.-

Publlc Hearlng opened°_ no comment

. Mr., Calt motioned to grant a waiver of the pavement setback and
approve the application contingent upen the.remaining

recommendatlons of the Site Review Screening Committee. - =

P

I




Mrs. Faria seconded.

Mr.'Willlams vorced-an amendment to add. that the trash. receptacleSA
be appropriately screened-and the snow be removed from the site
when.- snowfall equals six 1nches. :

‘Mr. Elder seconded.
Vote on amendment: U/A - -

Vote -on Item #1: U/A

Item #2: Public Hearing on site review of land owned by Strafford
Guidance Center, Inc., Assessor's Map 15, lot 105, zoned RM-lO, on
_Central Avenue... : ST : )
Dennis Cook Engineer from Roarlng Brook Consultants representlng
the appllcant, explained the proposal. .

Harold Preston read the Site’ Rev1ew Screening Commlttee s
. recommendations, : i

Public Hearing opened: no_comment
Public Hearing closed i

Harold Preston made a motion to approve the application. contlngent
upon the Site Review Screening Committee's recommendations,
_requlrements to be determlned by the Planning Dlrector. )

Seconded by Mr._Galt B : S

Mr. Bouchard expressed concern over the grade into the parking
"lot, and Mr. -Maglaras noted. the- reason for the recommendation of
_the barrier before parking space #74 on the plan ig to compensate-
" for that grade and prevent ‘cars from'slldlng 1nto one another.

LT -Mr Bouchard-remarked that it should be so noted on the plan.‘

- “In response to a question fron Mr. Wllllams, Mr. Cook sald the

~ number of parking spaces on the plan are required though = - -
T deflnltely not mécessarys -Mr. Galt mentioned_ lowering the number
- _necessary unless the Board would beé: setting a- precedent - Mr.- -
Maglaras recommended- leaving-the. proposal as it is. - . '

i

VOte-on proposal: U/A___. - - _ e T




‘Ttem #3:-

.Tolend Road

Peter Martel explalned that he wanted only to bUlld a house.

Public Hearlng opened

' proposal

-Item’#dz

Public Hearing'cldsed.

Mr, Eldér made a ﬁotion'to approVe the minor subdivision subject’

: Public Hearing
Peter and Leslie Martel,

‘on minor subd1v151on of land owned by’

Assessor's Map E, lot. 57, zoned R-20 off -

‘Mr., Kerry Forbes spoke in favor of the -

to the conditions of the Site Review Screening Committee.

Mr, williams seconded,
Vote on Item #3%

Ttem #4:

‘RM-10 on. Elm Street,

Mr., Cheeseman explalned the proposal to pave a 21 foot drlveway,
flve feet from hlS property line,

Public Hearing. Opened
Publlc Hearlng closed

Mr. Wllllams motloned to approve the proposal subject to a

Driveway Permit,

Mr. Galt and Mr.

GU/A .

Elder seconded.

- no comment.

Public Hearing on drlveway-walver on land owned by
Robert and Dorothy Cheeseman, Assessor s Map 12, lot 55, zoned

‘Mr., Maglaras wanted it noted that . the_drlveway should have a ten
_root curb cut : ’

Vote on~Item #4- _U/A

thenJ - -

0ld Business’

1. Gavin Proposaf:"

Mr.

Bouchard abstalned

Mt. Maglaras 1ndlcated a 1etter from Mr. Gregory Routrelakos notedE
_that he owned the: land for 20- years and it was a carrlage way )




) must maintain the roadss _ - -

Mr, Loughlln distrlbuted COpleS of a new landscaplng plan and s1te"

review. plan showing the Jennie Leathers ROW, He-also presented a.
letter to be placed on file from him indicating a waiver.of
Wetlands jurisdiction (letter from Frank Rlchardson attached) and
that site specific approval is forthcomlng. .

In response to a: request from Mrs, Babér, Mast Road, Mr. Maglaras
read excerpts from the letter with regard to the Wetlands walver.

'Mr, Maglaras covered a llst of comments and’ recommendations from

the Site Review Screening Committee from memos dated June 19, 1985
(Fire Chief Bibber), June 19, 1985 (Public Works. Director Pierre
Bouchard) and June 18, 1985 (Planning Director Tim Sheldon).

Mr. Maglaras indicated the applicant has complled_wlth Chief -

Bibber's recommendation that there be a sprlnkler'systemfln each'-"

unit, Mr, Loughlln noted the applicant has ‘also met with Lt,

- Stevens to review guldellnes.

Mr, Bouchard noted with reference to his memo of June 2l 1985
that a curb between the s1dewa1k and road is Stlll not 1nd1cated
on the revised plan. : .

- piscussion” among- Board members centered around methods of changlng>

the current Mast- Road/Back River Road intersection to 4d-more-

‘acceptable one, :Suggestions included reling-the road, creatlng a.
- three~lane -road, cutting brush and vegetation to widen the road

another one and one half feet. 'Mr. Bouchard noted that some brush
has been cut, Mr, Maglaras suggested leaving the final decision ’
to the dlscretlon of the Public Works Director,

Mr, Bouchard noted that the- City Council may have a .problem.
acceptlng .an easement of the cul-de- -sac at the beginning of the

_ project 'in order’ for the City's plows and school buses to turn.

. around, - Mr, Loughlln indicated that the applicant had been more
“than cooperatlve in rede51gn1ng the cul-de-sac to meet City- specs
-and-that—-they would be very disappointed now if the City Council

does not, accept an easement, Mr, Maglaras noted the spees have-

allibeen_met and the matter should be left to the.C1ty_Attorney. :

» Mr.AGaltlnoted an easement would be more acceptable thanAdeeding

the property to the City because an éasement means the developer-

Mr. Mlllette, engineer representlng the applicant, noted has has._
spoken w1th the City Englneer regarding waste, sewer and dralnage,

|

z—d must.conform to State “requirements,~ .- - - - - =

Mr. Maglaras noted a letter has been sent ‘to the City Council -

regarding a Right of way over- prlvate property for sewer and
dralnaqe llnes. . - -




Wlth regard to the June 18, i985 memo of Plannlng Dlrector Tlm

- Sheldon, Mr.- Maglaras noted-' : au

, 1. _The orlglnal appllcatlon has been w1thdrawn. '
2, An acceptable landscaping-buffer is noted on the plan.,
3. No parklng is planned for the recreation area,
4, There is no phasing ‘involved.. :
5, Wetlands- jurlsdlctlon is waived, Dredge & Fill is not
necessary, Dralnage permlt and sewage to be dealt w1th by the Clty
‘Engineer, -
- 6, Roadway: Mr. Mlllette noted the ex1st1ng roadway is 21 feet-

‘'wide at the narrowest point, - Consideration is being given to
stopping the sidewalk:-at the large tree and continuing on the.
other side. Mr, Galt suggested narrowing the width of the
sidewalk at the tree, 1In response, Mr, Bouchard noted the plows
necessitate a five foot sidewalk minimum, :

_ Mr,
... 150

Maglaras suggested the Clty Council restrict parklng within
feet of the intersection, Mr. Galt concurred and is of the

- " opinion the City Council will go along with it,

- Te
20%

_Mr. Maglaras noted that building will not take.place in the
slope area and- that the applicant will provide a letter to the

Planning Director with regard to erosion control,

8.
9. -

The City Council will-act on a ROW for sewer-line,
Mr. Millette indicated the plan shows 24 foot leaders to

driveways and the actual driveways are 20 feet wide,

‘10,
-cul-

Mr,

Maglaras noted that 51dewalks should go to the entrance of the

No sidewalks:-are included within the development, Mr,

~-de-sac,

Williams.made-a motlon to approve the application based on a

list of constraints, - Mr,- Maglaras suggested offering a motion to .

approve subject-to the Site Review Screening Committee

recommendatlons and any other changes made by the Planning Board, -

Mr.

Wllllams dld not agree w1th forc1ng the appllcant to give

easement to the City., Mr. Maglaras noted he was not being forced

but

must do so for the City to use the cul-de-sac as a

turn-around ) : S

Moved by Mr. Wllllams, seconded by Mr, Elder and Mr. Galt to -




o regard to hlS dec1s1ons on w1den1ng the road

V Mr. Galt indicated he would suggest to the Clty Counc1l that -
- parking on Mast Road be restricted 150 feet from the entryway of

' Board concurred., -~ - -

approve the appllcatlon subject to conditlons set’ forth by the-
Site Review 3creen1ng Committee. and any other changes made by the
Plannlng Board., : .

Mr-, Galt suggested rev1ew1ng the llst of recommendatlons once
more.- : : : :

Mr. Galt expressed concern over a poss1ble drainage problem if a
curb is installed along the sidewalk .interrupting the natural . )
. flow. Mr. Bouchard could not answer as to whether there would be -
or not .

Mr. Kerry Forbes mentioned following the stonewall w1th the

sidewalk for aesthetic reasons, Mr, Williams suggested leaving

the sidewalk to the discretion of the Plannlng Director and Pub11C"
Works Dlrector. The Board concurred - :

Mr. Galt suggested leav1ng rellnlng of Mast Road to the Clty
Englneer and Public Works Director, : The Board concurred, .

Mr. Maglaras 1nd1cated that water and sewer would have to meet-
C1ty specs ‘and should be left to the discretion of the City
Engineer, Widening of the road should be left to the Publlc Works:
Dlrector.- The: Board concurred .

the project. Mr. Maglaras noted that the lenth of .the restricted - _
area should be determined by the Public Works Dlrector. The - -

Mr, Preston relterated the desire of the neighbors to keep the
large trees and aesthetics of the neighborhood. Mr, Maglaras
noted that the Public Works Director should keep thlS in mind w1th

Mr. Maglaras noted that there was a dlsplay of hands from the
publlc and asked if- they could be allowed to speak There were
objectlons from-the _Board. - - = )

Mrs. Faria moved to.limrt debate;'Mr; Perry seconded.A

~Vote on motion: 'U/A‘ ; _

“Vote on motion on the floor to approve the appllcatlon subject to
conditions set forth -by the Site Review Screening Committee and . =~ - _
any-other changes made by the Planning Board: _5/1_(Bouchard) :

!
jruow




_Vote on amendment;' U/A

Mrs. Faria motioned to- put all correspondence recelved.by~Board7§'

Members pertaining to the Gavin.subdivision on flle. Seconded by
Mr. Elder and Mr. Wllllams. : " .

II., Hertel .
Mr. Maglaras noted that a Site Review had taken place at the site
.and the three recommendations made by the Public. Works Director
and City Engineer concerning drainage and sewer service., Lighting
of- the recreation area will be left to the discretion of the
Planning Director as will be the buffer along the northerly
property line, : :

Mr, Downlng 1nd1cated a -recreation area is belng constructed even -

‘though very few children are anticipated in the unlts because of
compllance with the Slte Review Ordlnance.- P

In response to a question .by Mr, Galt Mr. Maglaras noted that a ‘

_recreation area is cons1dered an accessory and has the same
"setbacks as such.

1Mr; Galt:moved.to approve the proposal—subject.to the Site Review
-Screening Committee's recommendations. Mrs., Faria seconded.

"Vote:. Q/A

III. Morin: B ST

Mr. Maglaras noted that the prevlous vote on the Morin proposal
was illegal because: Mr., Bouchard's appointment had lapsed with the

advent of a new Clty Manager. Mr., Bouchard has subsequently been -

“reappointed.- - - . oL - )

Mr. Maglaras noted that the Clty Attorney 1ndlcated a new publlc
hearing is not indicated even though’ significant change is made in

jt?e plan because of the Plannlng Board's past hlstory of changlng
P ans. . )

-‘Mr. -Bouchard 1ndlcated he relt abuttors should be notlfled because
of the s1gn1f1cant .change in: plans. L - -

‘Mr. Elder motloned to send fhe new plan to Publlc Hearlng because
of—51gn1flcant change. Seconded by Mr. Williams.Z _

Vote: U/A . o~ - —

|
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: fIV. Nlnety Day Exten51ons-

' Mr. Preston read a list of cases which have recelved 90 day
exten51ons from the City Coun01l -

- Thomas Dumont, Expires September 11, 1985
Mr., Galt 1ndlcated the Council has taken no action
- ~ ... nor has it been moved to a workshop.
-2, April 25: - ‘Parsons S
3, March 26: . Richard Rowell (Brickyard) Granted preliminary
" application for one year on April 23, 1985

1, June 11-

Ttem #6: New Business .

-l;' Site Review Ordinance: Mr..Maglaras will set a date £or a-
workshop to complete work on thls matter,

-2 Welllngton Estates: The Pollce Chlef's approval of the exit
onto Central Avenue was - required-in the Planning Board's. approval
of this proposal. The Chief asked the Site Review Screening
Committee for suggestlons. Mr, Maglaras noted that the Committee

has suggested an 18 foot long, one foot wide island on entrance to-
There was no objection from

Central Avenue to prevent left turns.
the’ Board - . ;

Motion to—adjourn: Mr, Elder, seconded by Mr. Williams

.Vote:; U/A L o S EET

7ﬂ;$he meetinngae;adjourne& at 9:37 P.M,




