DOVER PLANNING BOARD — AGENDA

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting

Meeting Location: ~ McConnell Center Room 306, 61 Locust St. Dover, NH 03820
CITY OF DOVER Meeting Date: Tuesday, August 23, 2016

Meeting Time: 7:00 pm

1. CITIZENS’ FORUM

2. APPROVAL OF THE PRIOR MINUTES
e July 26 Regular Meeting Minutes

e July 13 Transportation Master Plan Steering Committee Minutes

3. OLD BUSINESS
A. Consideration and public hearing of Production on proposed amendment to rezone a 16 acre parcel, known as
Assessot’s Map D, Lot 12, located at 447 Sixth Street and Production Drive from Rural Residential (R-40) to
Assembly and Office (I-4) at the request of Dover Business and Industrial Development Authority.

B. Pursuant to NH RSA 674:4 & 675:6, a public hearing and possible adoption of the 2016 Transportation
Chapter of the Master Plan. The chapter is available for viewing on the City’s web site under the Master Plan
Page on the Planning Department’s webpage, at the Dover Public Library, and in the Planning Department at
City Hall.

C. Discussion of possible amendments to Chapter 170-32 (Signs), to be in compliance with Reed V. Town of
Gilbert.

4. NEW BUSINESS
A. CDBG Program Update- Staff will provide an update on CDBG related activities.

5. STAFF COMMENTS
6. MEMBER COMMENTS

7. ADJOURNMENT

*Indicates that if the application is accepted for discussion, the public hearing will be held the same evening. Note that
some hearings will be continued from one meeting to another and some may be postponed. Since this is only a partial
description of the proposal and may change, persons with questions or wishing to see the plans are invited to visit the
Planning Office, Monday through Thursday from 8:30 am to 5:30 pm and Friday 8:30 am to 4:00 pm or email Dover-
Planning@dover.nh.gov. You may also view materials at www.dover.nh.gov. Follow us on Twitter @DoverNHPlanning

and find us on Facebook at https://www.facebook.com/DoverNHPlanning.
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DOVER PLANNING BOARD — MINUTES

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting
Meeting Location: ~ McConnell Center Room 306, 61 Locust Street
Meeting Date: Tuesday, July 26, 2016

CITY oF DOVER Meeting Time: 7:00 pm

Members Present: Frank Torr (Chair), Kirt Schuman (Vice Chair), Dennis Ciotti (Councilor), Tom Clark, Dave
White, Lee Skinner, Gina Cruikshank, Catherine Plante, David Landry

Members Not Present:

Staff Present: Donna Benton (Assistant City Planner), Elena Piekut (Assistant City Planner), Dave Carpenter
(Community Development Planner), Tracy Smith (Recording Secretary)

The Chair called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.

1. CITIZENS’ FORUM
Citizens Forum Open. Nobody Spoke. Citizens Forum Closed

2. APPROVAL OF THE PRIOR MINUTES

e June 28, 2016 Regular Meeting Minutes

Motion: K.Schuman made a motion to approve the June 28, 2016 Regular Meeting Minutes as amended.
Seconded by D.Ciotti. Vote U/A

F.Torr stated revised Meeting Minutes were distributed to the Board. D.Landry issued a correction regarding the
seventh paragraph on the last page to state: “Discussion ensued regarding an overlay to show where conservation
easements exists relative to proposed rezoning properties.”

3. OLD BUSINESS
4. NEW BUSINESS

A. Consideration and acceptance of a Lot Line Adjustment for Jason Taylor (Owner: Patti Ferri, Trustee/L
& S Carter Family Revocable Trust), Assessor’s Map D, Lots 8L & 8T, zoned R-12, located at 20
Maplewood Avenue and 22 Maplewood Avenue. *(P16-19)

D.Benton stated the applicant wants to change the lot lines back to what it was previous to a Lot Line
Adjustment in 1998. She clarified the non-conforming frontage is not changing and therefore does not need any
relief and that although the City owns the lot next to the property, it is not a right-of-way so the one extra lot line
is not part of the frontage.

Jason Taylor and Patti Ferri presented their application and displayed plans for viewing.

D .Benton clarified for L.Skinner the legal non-conforming frontage, and the frontage on Lot 8T was unchanged
for K.Schuman.

Motion: G.Cruikshank made a motion to accept the application. Seconded by D.White. Vote U/A
Public hearing opened. Nobody spoke. Public hearing closed.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
The Planning Department recommends that the Planning Board approve the Lot Line Adjustment plat with the
following conditions:

Conditions to Be Met Prior to Signing of Plans:
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DOVER PLANNING BOARD — MINUTES

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting
Meeting Location: ~ McConnell Center Room 306, 61 Locust Street
Meeting Date: Tuesday, July 26, 2016

CITY oF DOVER Meeting Time: 7:00 pm

1. The owners’ signatures shall be added to the final plat submitted for signature and record the plat at the
registry of deeds.

2. The applicant shall provide the Planning Department with a digital version of the final plat.

3.The applicant shall add the surveyor’s stamp and signature to the final plat.

4.The applicant shall revise the plat to include the Planning File number P16-19 to the title block.

5. The applicant shall revise the plat to remove the City of Dover Planning Board approval area since the
Department has its own stamp.

Motion: K.Schuman made a motion to approve the Lot Line Adjustment subject to staff recommended
conditions. Seconded by D.Ciotti. Vote U/A

B. Discussion on potential updates for Chapter 170-32 (Signs), to be in compliance with Reed V. Town of
Gilbert

D.Benton reviewed the status of the Sign ordinance, and urged a solution by the end of September due to the
posted Zoning Amendments being active.

E.Piekut addressed the packet of materials provided to the Board members, to include topics of what is currently
permitted, how enforcement works, the challenge and importance the Supreme Court decision has presented on a
national level, and the resources used to present the following options:
e To move forward with the amendment as posted: which states applicants have an annual permit with
a temporary sign, or can obtain up to four permits for a week at a time where the sign has to be
located either on or directly in front of the property with liability insurance.
e To control density in specific intersections by tying off-site signs to special event permits.
e To be more permissive and allow temporary signs in motre zones.

She presented three options for the Board to consider, and requested direction from the Board members.

Discussion ensued regarding clarification that the temporary sign permit prohibition involving tax exempt
properties pertain to the zone in which these are located, not the religious affiliation. She confirmed the
prohibition pertains to all residential and industrial districts.

Discussion ensued regarding consideration of a rate structure for permits pertaining to non-profit organizations
versus for-profit, and consideration of the options presented by E.Pickut. It was determined Staff would work on
a compromise of the suggestions/comments provided by the Board members.

C. Presentation of proposed Transportation Master Plan Chapter — Robin Bousa of VHB, Dan Toland -
Steering Committee Chair and Dave Carpenter — Community Development Planner.

D.Benton gave an overview and suggested the Board hold a public hearing at the August 23, 2016 meeting once
the Board and public had a chance to review the proposed Chapter.

D.Carpenter stated the Steering Committee was created last year, and introduced Dan Toland, Steering
Committee Chair, and Dale Abbott, VHB, who assisted with the creation of the Chapter. D.Carpenter presented
an overview of the goal of tonight’s presentation and the tools used for the research. He provided the names of
the following members in the Steering Committee:

e Bob Carrier

e David Landry
e Cora Quisumbing-King
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DOVER PLANNING BOARD — MINUTES

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting
Meeting Location: ~ McConnell Center Room 306, 61 Locust Street
Meeting Date: Tuesday, July 26, 2016
CITY oF DOVER Meeting Time: 7:00 pm
e Otis Perry
e Llizabeth Goldman
e Alison Webb

e Lindsey Williams

He explained that the structure of the Transportation Chapter will be the same that is used going forward with
the development of future Master Plan Chapters such as the Stewardship Chapter. He stated he could provide
documents for the Transportation Chapter if anyone wants to read prior to the August meeting.

D.Toland gave an overview of the presentation and the group effort provided by the Steering Committee, Staff,
and VHB. He explained the importance of connectivity and of the proposed Downtown circulation
improvements.

Dale Abbott, VHB, stated Robin Bousa was unable to attend. He presented the proposal of the three sections and
appendix to the Transportation Master Plan Chapter, and displayed the information on Power Point for viewing.

D.Ciotti recommended VHB look into the complete street project of Weeks Crossing on Route 108 to Rochester
for connectivity purposes. He also stated his concern regarding COAST Bus deleting routes due to lack of federal
funding. D.Abbott stated VHB has evaluated ridership and parts of the community underserved by transit.

D.Carpenter stated the public hearing on the presentation would be held at the August 23, 2016 Planning Board
meeting, and the Board would take action then. He confirmed for D.Landry that he will hand out the version
presented tonight and it would be online tomorrow and hard copies will be provided for the public to read. He
stated comments/feedback would be forward to VHB to create the final draft in advance of the August 23
meeting.

5. STAFF COMMENTS

D.Benton stated the next Planning Board meeting would be held on August 23, 2016. She further stated the
Glenwood Rezoning project was scheduled to be adopted at the City Council meeting on July 27, 2016.

6. MEMBER COMMENTS

Discussion ensued regarding the Silver Square construction progress, the bike lanes, and the older cobra head
lighting on Silver Street.

Discussion continued regarding the Community Trail use, and that the trail South of Fisher Street which will be
constructed by the end of 2018 and will be opened then.

D.Benton stated there will be discussion at the Community Trail August meeting regarding lighting and other
amenities concerning the TAP grant received to complete the trail from Fisher Street to Central Avenue.

7. ADJOURNMENT

Motion: K.Schuman made a motion to adjourn at 8:45 p.m. Seconded by L.Skinner. Vote U/A
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TRANSPORTATION MASTER PLAN STEERING COMMITTEE

— MINUTES

& i) Meeting Type: Regular Meeting
o”;ﬁg\& Meeting Location: ~ McConnell Center Rm 305 | 61 Locust Street, Dover, NH
CITY OF DOVER Meeqng Date: July 13, 2016
Meeting Time: 6:00 PM

Members Present: Lee Skinner, Maurice Olivier, Dana Lynch, Daniel Toland, Erik Swanson
Members Absent: Jon Nichof, Matt Hanson

Staff Present: Christopher Parker, Assistant City Manager, Dave Carpenter, Community Development
Planner,

Others: Robin Bousa, VHB

1. CALL TO ORDER

The final meeting of the Steering Committee was called to order at 6:07 p.m.

2. APPROVAL OF PRIOR MINUTES

Motion: L. Skinner made a motion to approve. Seconded by Erik Swanson. Vote U/A

3. REVIEW DRAFT TRANSPORTATION CHAPTER

R. Bousa reviewed the three sections of the draft chapter. The committee provided feedback on
the elements of each section.

Note: At 7:05, M. Olivier, D. Lynch excused themselves from the meeting. There was no longer a
quorum for the meeting.

R. Bousa continued to review the draft chapter. Those present reviewed the proposed Goals,
Objectives and Actions for the chapter.

R. Bousa discussed the Appendix including the performance measure located within the Appendix.

4. NEXT STEPS

D. Carpenter explained that the chapter is currently schedule to be brought before the Planning
Board at a workshop on July 26th and then to the Planning Board for a Public Hearing.
on August 23rd.
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TRANSPORTATION MASTER PLAN STEERING COMMITTEE

— MINUTES

ot &
\ s Meeting Type: Regular Meeting
Qe Meeting Location: ~ McConnell Center Rm 305 | 61 Locust Street, Dover, NH
CITY OF DOVER Meeqng Date: July 13, 2016
Meeting Time: 6:00 PM

5. OTHER BUSINESS

The members were thanked for their service on the Committee.

6. ADJOURN

Due to a lack of quorum, no motion to adjourn was made and no 2nd was offered.
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A REVIEW OF PROPOSED REZONING OF LAND

Proposed Change

Background

In January 2016, The Dover City Council
set a goal of reviewing the balance between
commercial and residential property valua-
tions within the City, and pursuing changes
to that balance. Rezoning property is one
way to adjust this balance.

Economic Development and Planning staff
worked with Dover Business Industrial
Development Authority board members to
review of the City, assessing various prop-
erties within the City for inclusion in a
long term rezoning plan of residential land
to commercial zoning.

Area Description

Map D, Lot 12, AKA 447 Sixth Street, is a
16 acre parcel, with an approximate width
0f 400 feet and depth of 1,650 feet. It is
located at the intersection of Sixth Street
and Production Drive, and zoned Rural
Residential (R-40). It is adjacent to Enter-
prise Park, which is located within the Of-
fice and Assembly (I-4) zone. A wooded
swath as well as topographic changes as
one goes north on Sixth Street create a

City of Dover Department of Plannihg and
Community Development

Q

o,
. ! o & Qo
natural buffer between this property and oo*-
adjacent residential uses on Quail and ;27‘2' ¢ [ Y
Reyner’s Brook Drives. 0 - QUap, Wy
&
Amendment :
Currently, the boundary between the R-40 & N Y
and [-4 districts runs along the north west- R-40 \lé’
ern boundary of Production Drive, and to - 7 0 Oé? -4
the north of Map D, Lot 12, shown to the % A - -
right. : ot [, ]
. ° o/ & L > &
The proposed change relocates this bounda- o9 - § o w"g’#
ry to include Map D, Lot ‘a W Q§ /\/J &
12 within the I-4 district. £ /
This new boundary é) V

would be at the north-
westerly side of the prop-
erty. This would , create
non-residential land on a §
public road, with access
to utilities, so no new
roadway would be creat-
ed. It would exchange 16
acres between the resi-
dential and non-
residentially zoned land.

Total Acreage (Land Use):
Citywide:
Residential:

Potential Unit # (No zone change): 1
Public Road Potential? (Y/N):

Open Space Subdivision? (Y/N):
Water (Y/N):

Sewer (Y/N):

Gas (Y/N):

15,557
8,016

Non-Residential: 3,620
Area of Interest: 16
Current Unit on lot #: 5




Dimensional Review

Rural Residential] Open Space Office and Assembly Notes
(R-40) Subdivision (I-4)
ILOT
Minimum LOT Size 40,000 sf 20,000 sf 5 acres R-40 excludes wetlands
Maximum Lot Coverage 10% 10% 33% R-40 excludes driveway
Minimum Frontage 150 ft 40 ft 400 ft
[PRINCIPAL BUILDING
Front Setback 40 ft 20 ft 75 ft
Abut a Street Setback 40 ft 20 ft 75 ft
Side Setback 25 ft 20 ft 75 ft
Rear Setback 30 ft 20 ft 75 ft
Distance to existing structutes N/A 100 ft 150 ft
OUTBUILDING/ACCESSORY USE
Front Setback 40 ft 20 ft 75 ft [n I-4, parking setback is 25 ft
Abut a Street Setback 40 ft 20 ft 75 ft
Side Setback 10 ft 10 ft 10 ft
Rear Setback 10 ft 10 ft 10 ft
HEIGHT OF BUILDING
Principal Building 35 ft max 35 ft max 40 ft max
Outbuilding 35 ft max 35 ft max 55 ft max

Mitigating Abutter Impact

Dover’s zoning and site regulations are sensitive to impacts on
residential abutters from commercial development. Examples of
protections include, retention of existing trees, as a landscape buff-
er between projects, extensive landscaping and lighting require-
ments, and requirements that loading facilities, parking and acces-
sory elements be screened and sighted away from abutters.

During development review, the context of all projects is re-
viewed, to ensure that impacts are reviewed and mitigated on a site
by site basis, understanding that each project and parcel is unique.

Purpose Statements

Rural Residential:

I-4 Principal Building Placement

75' min
setback

75' min
setback
at front

1”|

Q

75'
min

5" min

@ ---- ZC:} se‘l'backcrt =0

Purpose statements for each zoning district assist planners and property owners in understanding the spirit and
intent of the specific zone. This ensures more efficient and clear use of property.

The purpose of this residential district is to provide for conventional single-family neighborhoods in the more rural areas of the
city. These areas have larger lot sizes (1+ acres) and the homes are most likely served by on-site septic systems and wells, but

there are some portions of the district that have municipal sewer and water. New subdivisions are designed as open space devel-

opments with reduced lot sizes allowed in return for the permanent preservation of open space. Agriculture and farming are pro-
moted in this district. Some non-residential uses that are compatible with single-family homes are permitted, including church-

es, hospitals, elementary schools, high schools and child care facilities.

Assembly and Office:

The purpose of this industrial district is to provide appropriate locations for manufacturing, assembly, fabrication, packaging,
distribution, laboratory, testing facility, warehousing, wholesaling, publishing and shipping activities that expand the economic
base of the city and provide employment opportunities. These areas are located along major collector roads away from the down-
town area. The newest industrial park developed by the city is located in this district. The minimum lot size in this district is
five acres, which encourages larger industrial users.



Allowed Uses

RURAL RESIDENTIAL (R-40)
- ACCESSORY DWELLING UNIT
- ASSEMBLY HALL
- BED and BREAKFAST
- CHILD CARE FACILITY
- CHILD CARE HOME
- Clinic

- CONSERVATION LOT

- Conversion of Existing Dwelling to Accommo-
date not more than 2 units

- COUNTRY CLUB
- DWELLING, SINGLE FAMILY
- EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTION, K-12

- EXCAVATION
- FARM

- FARM ANIMALS FOR FAMILY USE, for non
-commercial purposes, on lots containing a one or
two family dwelling

- Hospital

* MANUFACTURED HOUSING
- OFFICE (Home Occupation)

* PUBLIC RECREATION

- Public Utility

- Recreational Camp

- Retail Sale of Agricultural or Farm Products
Raised on Site

- Theater

- Veterinary Office, Animal Hospital or KENNEL

- WHOLESALING of Farm Products

OFFICE AND ASSEMBLY (1-4)

- CHILD CARE FACILITY

- Computer and data processing

* Establishments for the manufacture assembly, services and repair of the prod-
ucts listed below and other uses of a similar nature:

o Drugs

o Office, computing and accounting machines

o Radio and television receiving equipment

o Communication equipment

o Electronic components and Engineering, laboratory, scientific and research in-
strtuments and associated equipment

o Measuring and controlling instruments

o Optical instruments and lenses

o Surgical, medical and dental instruments and supplies

o Photographic equipment and supplies

o Electrotherapeutic, electro-medical and X-ray apparatus

- EXCAVATION
- FARM

- Helicopter Take Offs & Landings

- Laboratories (scientific, medical chemical) and testing facilities devoted to
experimental production, research, product development or similar activity

- OFFICE

 Public Utility
- PUBLISHING FACILITY

- Retail Sale of Agricultural or Farm Products Raised on Site

- Veterinary Office, Animal Hospital or KENNEL

- WAREHOUSING
- WHOLESALING
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Introduction

When reviewing the appropriate-
ness of developing a parcel,
transportation and utility infra-
structure are reviewed to under-
stand development costs.

Environmental Review

Qayy, oy

Transportation Network

Introduction.

Prior to any development of a site,
the developer would be required to
review and document environmental
and topographic constraints that ex-
ist on the parcel. This concept re-
view was completed using the City’s
Geographic Information System
Data.

Property Description

The 16 acre parcel is roughly ar-
ranged in a rectangular shape, with a

~ width of 400 feet and a depth of

1,650 feet. The parcel is mostly
wooded, with a clearing along Sixth
Street where the existing structure is
located. It has access from both
Sixth Street and Production Drive.

Wetlands/Soils

The property appears to have an
isolate area of wetlands contained

As seen above, the subject

parcel is within half a mile of
NH Route 16, accessible by
Exit 9 via Sixth Street. The
infrastructure in Sixth Street
has been upgraded to accom-
modate multiple modes of

transit, including freight truck
traffic, and mass transit.

Production Drive has been
constructed to the standards
necessary for industrial opera-
tions. The design of the ROW
provides plenty of frontage for lines are located within the
the subject lot to be subdivid-

upon it. This area is located to the
rear of the property, which is con-
sistent with soils found on adjacent
parcels.

Floodplain Development

There appear to be no major
flooding concerns for the proper-
ty. A review of the FEMA mapping
for the area, indicates that the prop-
erty is (700) feet from Reyner’s
Brook.

Topography

The parcel is relatively flat with an
elevation of approximately 200 feet
above sea level at Sixth Street and
along Production Drive. The parcel
slopes towards Quail Drive and to-
wards the properties within Enter-
prise Park, which border it on the
north of the parcel. The grade slopes
to an approximate elevation of 160
feet.

Transportation and Infrastructure

ed. Due to sight distance onto
Sixth Street, any substantial de-

velopment would use Production
Drive, as the preferred access to

Sixth Street, whether a new
roadway, or driveway.

Utilities—Public

A 12 inch municipal water line is

located in Sixth Street and an 8

inch line is in Production Drive.

Sanitary sewer is located on
Production Drive. The existing

multi-family dwellings do not tie

into either service.

Utilities—Private

Eversource provides electric
power to the parcel via service
off Sixth Street. Production
Drive also has service. Natural
Gas and Telecommunications

ROW of Production Drive.



Valuation
Commercial/Industgi
25%
Residential
73%

The Big Pictur

Industrial
7%

Mixed Use

\ercial 2%

Residential Zoning Districts
- Mixed-Use Zoning Districts
Commercial Zoning Districts

Industrial Zoning Districts

Residential
Conservation
Civic

Vacant
Commercial
Industrial
Non-Profit/Utility

Total

City Council Goal and Objective:

8,016
2,195
1,860
1,726
717
688
355
15,557

51.5%
14.1%
12.0%
11.1%
4.7%
4.4%
2.3%

In Dover, after taking office, a new City Council will meet and create goals for its term. The

2016—2017 Council goals include the following:

“Goal: Implement Long-Term Economic Development

Strategic Objective 3: Identify and rezone appropriate property parcels to spur/enhance commercial de-
velopment to further balance the commercial-to-residential ration by five percent in 10 years

(measured annually)”
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Executive Summary

This section summanizes the goals and objectives of the Transportation Chapter and outlines the tasks that form the
implementation plan for the City to accomplish its vision.

When it comes to sustaining a vibrant and thriving community, a safe and efficient transportation system is
essential. The same is true in the City of Dover, where the 2023 Vision depicts “an excellent and fully
interconnected transportation system for pedestrians, bicyclists, motor vehicles and a public transportation
system that is supportive of, and responsive to, new technology and continuous improvement.”

By building on concepts from the Dover 2023 Vision plan—primarily, connectivity, traffic calming, and
technology as the keys to a robust and healthy system—the 2016 Transportation Chapter Update identifies
the path toward achieving this Vision. Recommendations within the Chapter also leverage progress made
toward the action items included in the 2000 Transportation Chapter. Ultimately, the 2016 Transportation
Chapter of the Master Plan identifies the activities needed to realize the City’s transportation vision for the
next 10 years.

About the Process

The 2016 Transportation Chapter Update was a collaborative effort, with input from City Staff, a volunteer
Steering Committee, and the general public. As part of the process, feedback collected through workshops
and online surveys was used to help prioritize recommended actions.

The process also entailed gathering data about the existing transportation system; analyzing the components
individually, as well as in relation to one another, land use, and demographics; and developing a
comprehensive set of transportation recommendations to further the City’s Vision.

Overview of Recommendations

The recommendations presented in the implementation plan are organized by the categories derived from the
Vision’s transportation elements: Connectivity, Traffic Calming, and Technology. Performance measures are
provided to assist the City with measuring progress and accountability for moving the plan forward
effectively. The plan also identifies responsible parties and time periods for prioritization.

Objectives for the three key areas include:
e Connectivity
o0 Build and maintain attractive infrastructure that accommodates pedestrians and connects
neighborhoods.
o Expand transit service and improve facilities to attract more usets.
o Provide a bicycle network that is integrated into the City’s transportation system.
e Traffic Calming
o Transform mobility through the City via Complete Streets and streetscape efforts to create
an inviting and vibrant community for all modes of travel.
o Determine street speed limits that are appropriate and consistent with the character of the
existing environment; post accordingly.
o Capitalize on opportunities to implement connectivity and traffic calming measures through
on-going annual City projects and maintenance.
e Technology
o Actively and continually build the components of a smart city.
o Respond quickly and effectively in the event of unanticipated major traffic incidents.




Section 1: State of the City Section

This section describes the progress made by the City of Dover toward accomplishing the goals of
the 2000 Transportation Chapter; exanrines the current state of the City’s transportation
systens; and outlines the vision for the next decade, which collectively form the baseline for this
chapter update.

community’s goals for investing in and maintaining transportation

infrastructure as a means of enhancing residents’ quality of life, as well as the experience of

visitors—all while preserving and maintaining local character and strategic advantages. As a result,
residents, business owners, and visitors are fortunate to have access to a multimodal transportation system
that provides a variety of options for mobility throughout the City. However, with the desire to do better, the
visioning process completed in 2012 raises the bar and challenges Dover to improve connectivity throughout
the community. Areas of focus include walkability, bicycling, access to public transit, and reclaiming the
quality of travel on neighborhood streets through traffic calming and wayfinding signage. This chapter
provides a 10-year plan of the steps to be taken by the City to reach those goals.

T he City of Dover’s 2000 Transportation Chapter establishes the

Introduction

In 2012, Dover embarked on a goal: developing a vision for the
community as it approaches 2023, the 400th anniversary of its first
settlement. The Dover 2023 Vision foresees “a dynamic community
with an outstanding quality of life.” This Vision seeks to create a safe
and inviting environment for families, pedestrians, and bicyclists of all
abilities; introduce traffic-calming measures that enhance the downtown
experience, as well as protect neighborhoods; and enable
interconnectedness through public transportation. At the same time, the
Vision includes preserving the City’s historic character and integrating
sustainability whenever possible. These and other ideas set forth in the
Vision statement are closely tied to the City’s transportation plan. For
this reason, this update to the Transportation Chapter of Dover’s
Master Plan focuses on the City’s Vision and devises an Recent years have brought transportation improvements
implementation plan to realize these goals. The 2016 Transportation to the City of Dover.

Chapter Update uses and builds upon the successful historical efforts

that have connected Dover, both regionally and locally.

15 Years of Progress

Over the past 15 years, the City of Dover has worked under the guidance of the 2000 Transportation Master
Plan to advance the establishment of a fully integrated, multimodal, citywide transportation system. The City
is fortunate to have an extensive transportation system and network that connects the community within
Dover and beyond. The launch of Amtrak’s Downeaster in 2001, as well as the opening of the Dover
Transportation Center (DTC) in 2001, enhanced the City’s regional connectivity by opening the door for a
new mass-transit opportunity, with rail service reaching from Brunswick, Maine to Boston, Massachusetts.

The DTC is an essential component to Dover’s regional connectivity. It is conveniently located downtown,
within walking distance of the core of the business district. In addition to the rail service provided here, the
DTC serves as the multimodal hub for bus and taxi services. For instance, the Cooperative Alliance for
Seacoast Transportation (COAST) and the University of New Hampshire’s (UNH) Wildcat system provide
scheduled bus service from the DTC to nearby communities, including—but not limited to—Portsmouth,




Newington, Durham, and Rochester. In 2008, C&J Bus Lines (C&]J) introduced regional bus service at the
Spaulding Turnpike’s Exit 9 Park and Ride, located on Indian Brook Drive. In addition to the mass-transit
options, regional connectivity for motor vehicles is conveniently provided by the Spaulding Turnpike, with
tive interchanges located throughout the City.

From the local perspective, Dover recognizes that the safe and efficient movement of people and goods is
crucial to the vitality of the downtown and the quality of life for its residents. For this reason, the City
proactively maintains a roadway network of arterial, collector, and local streets that traverse the community,
as well as an extensive sidewalk network. Local transit service by COAST and Wildcat covers most of the
more densely populated areas of the City. However, formalized and designated bike routes are limited in
nature.

Looking back over the previous 15 years, the City of Dover has aggressively pursued the long-term
transportation goals of the Transportation Chapter adopted in October 2000 and amended in March 2005.
The approach of the 2000 Transportation Chapter was all-encompassing, including recommendations related
to policies; road, intersection and bridge improvements; air, rail, and transit services; pedestrian, bicycle, and
ridesharing options; and downtown and riverfront needs to support economic vitality. The end result was an
extensive list of actions needed to address the existing and future transportation and multimodal mobility
needs of the City’s residents and businesses. Overall, the chapter included 17 transportation policies and 116
specific recommendations covering 21 different focus areas.

Through the diligence of City officials and staff, as well as the dedication of citizen volunteers, Dover has
taken major steps toward accomplishing its goals for transportation. Figure 1 provides a snapshot of the
status and accomplishments of the 2000 Transportation Chapter. As shown, of the total 116
recommendations, approximately 85% have either been successfully completed or are part of an on-going
action, 12% are actively in progress, and approximately 3% are no longer being pursued.

Figure 1. Status of the 2000 Transportation Chapter Recommendations

Focus Area Status (Number of Actions)
Planning Process and Projects _ Status Key
Roads _ 1 Complete or On-going
In Progress
Road Surface _ No Longer Relevant
Intersections
Access Management
Commercial Traffic _
Bridge |[NNEY
Accident
Work-Commute Pattern
Air Facilities and Service _
Rail Facilities and Service
Transit Facilities and Service
parking |
Bicycle Facilitics | —
Pedestrian
Ridesharing and Trip Reduction _
Access to Recreation Facilities
Riverfront _
Durham Road
Spaulding Turnpike _
Indian Brook Drive _

NUMBER OF RECOMMENDATIONS COMPLETE OR ON-GOING IN PROGRESS NO LONGER RELEVANT
Total 116 99 14 3
Percent 100% 85% 12% 3%




The successful execution and continued dedication to follow through on the recommendations of the 2000
Transportation Chapter have propelled the City to a point where recommendations and strategies in the 2016
chapter update can be more targeted and detailed in nature—and directed at specifically fulfilling the
transportation elements of the Vision.

Moving Forward

As mentioned previously, there are a number of “on-going” and “in progress” recommendations from the 2000
Transportation Chapter (amended March 8, 2005); these will be carried forward under this 2016 update. In addition,
as it continually looks to improve upon the existing local network, the City of Dover has completed several citywide
transportation planning efforts over the past decade. These include the 2005 Downtown/Riverfront
Redevelopment Traffic Circulation and Parking Plan and the 2007 Downtown Dover Parking Facility and
Management Study. The recommendations from these studies were further examined and built upon with the
completion of the 2015 Downtown Dover Pedestrian and Vehicular Access and Streetscape Study. Carrying
forward and putting into action the recommendations from these efforts is also an important component of this
2016 update.

The Steering Committee reviewed all outstanding recommendations from the 2000 chapter and determined which
ones should be carried forward as part of the 2016 update. Through the below tracked changes, Table 1 provides
updated language where necessary for the “on-going” and “in progress” items from the 2000 chapter based on the
Steering Committee’s review.

Table 1. 2000 Transportation Chapter Recommended Modifications

Source Recommendation

Transportation Planning Process and Projects

Continue to be persistent in pursuing funds from sources such as Federal
FransportationEnhanecement{TEy Transportation Alternative Program (TAP) and
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) improvement programs.
Successful funding of these types of projects will continue to allow Dover to keep
the mix of transportation improvements balanced, with due attention given to the
lesser utilized modes of transportation such as bicycle and pedestrian. The City
should prioritize its applications through the local TIP process and develop no
more than three solid, well-supported applications in each funding cycle. It should
also be prepared to advocate and present on behalf of those applications before the
State selection committees.

On-going 2.

The City, through its Commissioners and staff, should remain actively engaged in
On-going 7. the Seaeeast MPO Strafford Regional Planning Commission and should clearly and
actively advocate for the interests of Dover and the Seacoast region of the state.

Rail Facilities and Services Recommendations

FoBe

. Work with private operators and public entities to explore the potential of the
Not 10. | return of increased service to the Lakes Region including the potential of the return
of passenger, commuter or tourist rail in the corridors.
Recommended

Parking Recommendations




Consider supply strategies such as preferential parking for carpools. Measures such

as these have no infrastructure cost associated yet can have a positive impact on the

availability of parking through the more efficient use of existing supply. Areas for
4. investigation should include Spaulding Turnpike Exits 7 and 8, and at the Dover Ice

Arena.

(Steering Committee recommended that this recommendation be actively pursued with the status to

be upgraded to On-going upon commencement.)

To Be
Reviewed

Riverfront Recommendations

On-poing Design a new street network on the riverfront property that is in scale with the

In Progress 4. historical street design if the city, focused on livable streetscapes and constructed
(20106) with a first class sidewalk system.

In Pgro rgess 5 Provide full accommodation in the design for the planned Dover Downtown trolley
201 9)g ' system including pullouts and integral bus shelter center.

On-going Implement improvements to Henry Law Avenue, including full sidewalks and

In Progress 6. reconstruction of the street to accommodate all users in a speed-controlled setting
(2019) using cost-effective, appropriate traffic calming techniques.

Rizzo Downtown Traffic and Circulation Study Addendum 1 - Short Term Capital Improvements

Portland Avenue / Chapel Street. Consolidating this intersection simplifies

Not 7. circulation and provides better sigh distance for Chapel Street right turns.
Recommended (Determined not to be feasible.)

Rizzo Downtown Traffic and Circulation Study Addendum 1 - Long Term Riverfront

FeoBe

Reviewed 3;

(City discontinued street.)
Central Avenue Corridor Study Addendum 2 — Other Short Term Improvement Actions

To Be
Reviewed
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5. pesmitted—City should pursue an easement from Hannaford’s to eliminate Merry
Street.

Dover’s Vision and the Process

Dover decided to make the most recent visioning effort a separate,
stand-alone process for the new master plan. This approach allowed for
more emphasis on community involvement and offered residents more
time and opportunity to focus their attention on what they want the city
to become in the future. The Vision Chapter, completed in 2012, is
available on the City’s website with the other Master Plan chapters.

The five-month process that was undertaken for this visioning effort
intentionally placed no boundaries on what issues or ideas could be
included in the discussion. The final result is a vision statement and
vision elements that are far-reaching and, in many cases, go beyond
policies and actions that municipal government can accomplish. In that
regard, this vision is truly a community vision and not just a city —
government vision. It establishes goals and objectives that can be The Dover 2023 Vision seeks to integrate the
embraced by the entite community to make the City an even more City's historic character with goals for creating a
desirable place in coming decades. safe and inviting environment.




The Dover 2023 Vision

When Dover celebrates its 400th anniversary in 2023 it will be a dynamic community with an outstanding
quality of life because it has achieved the following interconnected characteristics:

e Residents celebrate safe, family-friendly neighborhoods, a strong sense of community, and an
excellent school system.

e  The historic downtown is alive with a wide variety of retail, dining, entertainment, cultural
opportunities, and a mix of housing choices that make it the vibrant focal point of the community.

e  Municipal government and schools are run effectively and efficiently with full transparency,
resulting in high-quality services, well-maintained buildings and infrastructure, a great recreation
system, and a competitive property tax burden.

e The community is fully served by public transportation and is very accessible for walking, bicycling,
and persons with disabilities.

e  Vehicular traffic volumes and speeds are well managed.

e Dover attracts and retains stable, well-paying employers because it is business friendly and has a
high quality of life.

e Rural character is preserved, and well-designed development is encouraged in and around the
downtown core and waterfront.

e Enhanced environmental quality and sustainability are actively pursued and inherent in all the city’s
activities.

Ideals set forth in the Dover 2023 Vision, as seen above, have been and will be used in the design of specific
implementation actions that will guide future transportation changes toward Dover’s chosen vision.

The goal of the Transportation Chapter is to present a set of recommendations that are true to the theme and
elements defined by the community with regard to mobility in the City, while promoting and enhancing the
quality of life for its residents. The following sub sections present the transportation theme and specific
elements defined by the vision. They also describe the process undertaken to develop the Transportation
Chapter, including the role and activities of the steering committee, as well as the efforts to solicit community
mnput.

Transportation Theme and Elements

The Vision Chapter presents a transportation theme that states: Dover has an exvellent and fully interconnected transportation
Systen for pedestrians, bicyclists, motor vebicles and a public transportation system that is supportive of, and responsive to, new technology
and continnous inprovement.

This theme is further articulated and defined by the transportation elements presented below. These elements were
ranked by priority through the visioning process, with the first being the most important. They are:

A walkable community complemented by citywide pedestrian, bicycle, and wheelchair-accessible features

A public transit system that services the entire community

Traffic-calming measures to manage speed and “pass through” traffic in the downtown and neighborhoods
Physical and directional sighage improvements designed to facilitate legal, safe traffic flow for vehicles and
pedestrians throughout the City

Bl N e

The Transportation Chapter of the Master Plan is intended to identify the transportation actions needed for the next
10 years to realize the City’s transportation vision. Therefore, the transportation theme and elements are the
foundation from which the Transportation Chapter recommendations were derived.




Steering Committee and Community Input
The members of the Steering Commiittee for the Transportation
Chapter were selected with the goal of assembling a group of citizen
volunteers with diverse backgrounds and interests who could assist in
shaping a set of well-rounded recommendations for the City. The
committee members include a range of age demographics, recent
arrivals to life-long residents of the community, avid to recreational
bicyclists, and users of the public transit system. Some members have
been engaged in volunteer services in the City for many years, while
for others, this was their first time for public service. The different
perspectives of these individuals promoted the development of a

Steering Committee Members

*Daniel Toland, Citizen Volunteer and
Committee Chair

*Dana Lynch, Citizen Volunteer and
Committee Vice Chair

* Lee Skinner, Planning Board and
Minute Taker

*Moe Olivier, Transportation Advisory
Committee

* Eric Swanson, Citizen Volunteer

*Matt Hanson, Citizen Volunteer
*Jon Niehof, Citizen Volunteer

balanced set of recommendations.

The role of the Steering Committee is to act as the voice of the

community, encourage public participation in the process, provide guidance and serve as a sounding board to the
consulting team, review and refine materials prepared throughout the process, and support and promote the process
and the final recommendations. Over the course of the 12-month process, the Steering Committee was called upon
during the various phases of the chapter development—including data collection, analysis, evaluation of strategies,
and report preparation—as seen in Figure 2.

The assistance of the Steering Committee was supplemented with public workshops and online surveys. Two
public workshops were held to solicit community input during the chapter development process. The first
workshop was held on October 22, 2015 and focused on sharing the results of Task 1: Data Collection with
residents and local business owners. Work stations were set up for Traffic Congestion/Crash Locations,
Transit/Bike/Pedestrian Connectivity, and Neighborhoods/Traffic Calming/Land Use Patterns. Facilitators
were present at each work station to answer questions regarding the data collection efforts and encouraged
the public to provide input with regard to their concerns, issues, and desires related to Dover’s future
transportation system. Facilitators then provided a summary of the major themes heard at each station at the
end of the evening.

Figure 2. Transportation Chapter Development Process

Task 1
Data

Task 4
Report

Task 3
Strategies

Task 2
Analysis

August 2015
» Steering Committee
Meet and Greet
September 2015
» Kick-off Meeting—TAC Meeting

October 2015
» Steering Committee
» Public Workshop #1
December 2015

» Steering Committee

» Online Transportation Survey
(139 responses)

January 2016
» Steering Committee
with Wildcat and COAST
February 2016
» Steering Committee
March 2016
» Steering Committee
May 2016
» Public Workshop #2
May 2016
» Online Transportation Survey
(41 responses)

July 2016
» Steering Committee

» Planning Board—
Presentation
August 2016
» Planning Board—

Public Hearing




This workshop was followed by an online survey that sought public input on the transportation needs and priorities
for the future. Participants were asked to rank the importance of the various modes of transportation offered in the
City (such as vehicular, pedestrian, bicycle, bus, and train), and to prioritize specific areas of concern. The survey also
provided opportunity for comments. The survey results included responses from 139 participants, as well as more
than 350 additional individual comments.

The second public workshop was held on May 23, 2016. This two-part workshop was incorporated in the
May Transportation Advisory Commission (TAC) meeting. The first part of the workshop consisted of a
formal presentation to the TAC and the public regarding the preliminary recommendations to be included in
the Transportation Chapter. The second part of the workshop featured an open-house format that
immediately followed the TAC meeting. TAC members and the public were invited to view plan
recommendations presented on large-scale maps of the City; attendees were encouraged to ask questions and
provide input. An example of a sample survey question is shown below.

How important is vehicular mobility? (ability to travel safely and efficiently by automobile)

Number of Response

Answer 0% 100% Response(s) Ratio
Extremely important _ 86 618 %
Very important I 37 266 %
Average importance - 12 86 %
Somewhat important I 3 21 %
Not important 1 <1 %
No Response(s) 0 0.0%
Totals 139 100%

A second online survey was launched at the end of May and remained open for two weeks. This survey
outlined the preliminary recommendations for the Transportation Chapter, as presented to TAC, and sought
input on the level of public support for the various components. Similar to the first online survey, an
opportunity for additional commentary was also provided. The survey received approximately 41 participants,
as well as 16 additional individual comments.

Existing Components of the System

The first step in developing the 2016 Transportation Chapter was establishing a thorough understanding of Dover’s
existing transportation system. This understanding includes both the physical infrastructure and the characteristics
and trends of the existing components of the system. Reviews were conducted of all the City’s available databases, as
well as those relevant from the Strafford Regional Planning Commission. The City’s geographic information system
(GIS) is very extensive and played a significant role in establishing the existing conditions—as did traffic volume,
speed, and crash data obtained from the Dover Police Department. The following highlights the most important
components of the system as they relate to the Vision Chapter’s transportation element.

Dover Community Trail

The Dover Community Trail is a multi-use trail that follows the former railroad grade through central
portions of the City. The trail consists of an in-town urban segment that extends from the DTC to Fisher
Street. The rural section of the trail connects Watson Road (trailhead with parking) to Beckwith Park, located
off Sixth Street. In 2015, the City received a Transportation Alternative Program (TAP) grant from the New
Hampshire Department of Transportation (NHDOT) to construct the final segments of the trail. This
funding will be used to improve the south end of the trail by providing connection from Fisher Street to
Central Avenue and between the DTC and Beckwith Park. Final construction is planned for 2017, and once
complete, the Community Trail will provide Dover residents with approximately four miles of walking/biking
trails, as well as access to adjacent open lands with additional recreational activities.
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Downtown Transportation Center and Exit 9 Park and Ride

The DTC, located just west of the downtown area at 33 Chestnut Street, opened in 2001 to support the Amtrak
Downeaster passenger rail service. In addition to providing access to passenger rail and the community trail, the
center is serviced by COAST and Wildcat Transit bus services. At the DTC, a large parking lot with metered parking
is available to passengers. The Exit 9 Park & Ride/Bus Terminal—located at 23 Indian Brook Drive, just off the
Spaulding Turnpike—is operated by C&J. The bus terminal was constructed in 2008 and provides service to/from
Dover to Boston and New York City.

Mass Transit System

COAST provides public transportation within the Seacoast region of New Hampshire. Headquartered in Dover,
COAST operates four bus routes within the City of Dover. Currently, the fare to ride the bus is $1.50 one-way for
regional and local routes, and $3.25 one-way for express routes (Clipper Connection). COAST is subsidized by the
Federal Transit Administration (FT'A), and it receives financial contributions from the cities and towns it services.
COAST provides weekday and Saturday service on the following routes:

e Route 1: Dover/Somersworth/Berwick

e Route 2: Rochester/Somersworth (108)/Dover/Newington/Portsmouth

e Dover FastTrans (Route 33): Provides service between Dover’s Downtown area and the Strafford County,
including the Exit 9 Park and Ride

e Clipper Connection (Route 101): Commuter express route operated Monday through Friday between Dover
and the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard

In total thete are 112 bus stops (inbound/outbound) located along these four routes in Dover, several of which are
timed stops with covered shelters. All COAST buses provide at least two bicycle racks, with some newer buses
equipped with three-bike capacity racks. Rackspace is available on a first-served basis.

In addition to COAST, UNH’s Wildcat Transit System operates within ~ §
the City. Although it primarily serves UNH’s students, faculty, and staff,
residents of Dover are welcome aboard the Wildcat Transit System for
a fare of $1.50 one-way. UNH’s Wildcat Transit and COAST are not
affiliated with one another, but they coordinate their services, and
Wildcat honors COAST monthly passes and single-ride tickets. Within
the City of Dover, Wildcat operates along Route 3, providing 48 stops
(inbound/outbound); it also services Route 108 (UNH,/Dutrham to =
Dovet) and Route 155 (Dover to UNH/Durham). As with COAST, Key components of Dover's transportation
Wildcat Transit provides bike racks on all their buses, with rack space system currently include the Dover Community

R . . . Trail, UNH Wildcat System, and 112 COAST bus
available on a first-come-first-served basis. Figure 3, on the following stops throughout the City.
page, shows COAST and Wildcat Bus routes within the City.

Dover residents also have access to regional transit services through C&J’s bus service. C&]J operates the Exit 9 Park
and Ride on Indian Brook Drive, which provides an alternative transportation option for traveling to Boston and
New York City. C&J provides scheduled stops in Portsmouth; Newburyport, MA; Boston’s Logan International
Airport and South Station; and New York City.

Dover’s public transportation system also includes passenger rail service. The Amtrak Downeaster, managed by the
Northern New England Passenger Rail Authority NNEPRA), provides a 145-mile rail corridor from Brunswick,
ME to North Station in Boston, MA. The Amtrak Downeaster provides 10 rail platforms, one of which is located in
Dover at the DTC, with five daily round trips.
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Figure 3. COAST and Wildcat Bus Routes
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Pedestrian Infrastructure and Easement Mapping

The City GIS system includes mapping for sidewalks, crosswalks, and easement locations as seen in Figure 4 on the
following page. The City has compiled the GIS mapping for these features based on as-built subdivision plans, as
well as planimetric mapping based on aerial photographs. The mapping does not contain any descriptive attribute
information, but it provides a general sense of whether or not a feature is present within a given area. The GIS
mapping for sidewalk locations was verified in the field for areas located within a 10-minute walk to public
transportation (see Section 2). These features were used in the analysis and evaluation of strategies discussed

in Section 2.

There are limitations in working with the data. For example, the sidewalk mapping contains the front and back of
curb in some locations, but only the approximate centetline in other locations. It is not possible to generate an
accurate linear measurement of sidewalks throughout the City. However, the mapping provides the ability to
spatially evaluate sidewalk connectivity within the City. Based on the mapping, sidewalk connectivity is greatest
within the central core of the City, specifically from the Spaulding Turnpike east to Central Avenue. West of the
Spaulding Turnpike, the land use pattern becomes more rural, with subdivisions spread across the landscape. There
are a few corridors where the sidewalk extends west of the Spaulding Turnpike. These areas include Durham Road
(Route 108), Sixth Street, and Knox Marsh Road (Route 155).

Crash Record Inventory

The NHDOT maintains a database of all reported crashes where
property damage is greater than $1,000. The crash database is based
on crash records submitted by the New Hampshire State Police and
local municipal police departments. This information was reviewed as

2009-2013 Crash Data Summary
e 1,914 Total Crashes

e 43 Bike- or Pedestrian-Related Crashes

part of the update to the Transportation Chapter of the Master Plan. ® Crash Severity:

For the years 2009 through 2013 (representing the most up-to-date o 6 Fatalities

data available at the time of the analysis), 1,914 crashes were reported 0 25 Incapacitating Injuries

in the City of Dover (this does not include the Spaulding Turnpike). 0 335 Non-Incapacitating Injuries
Of this number, 1,023 of the crashes were geolocated and mapped by 0 86 Possible Injuries

NHDOT. Some crash reports do not include enough information to
geolocate the crash on the transportation network.

A detailed crash analysis was not conducted as part of the Master Plan update process. However, the crash data was
used in the traffic-calming assessment, where it was used to identify crash locations where speed was reported as a
contributing factor. The data was used to produce a heat map identifying high-crash clusters within the City. As
shown in Figure 5, two areas were identified as having a high intensity of crashes: Weeks Crossing and the heart of
the downtown at Washington Street, Central Avenue, Main Street, and Chestnut Street. The latter substantially
represents the area covered by the City’s 2015 Downtown Dover Pedestrian and Vehicular Access and Streetscape
Study.
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Figure 4. Sidewalk, Crosswalk, and Easement Locations
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Figure 5. High-Crash Clusters in Dover
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Travel Speeds
The Dover Police Department conducts vehicle speed measurements in response to speed-telated concerns raised
by the public. Between 2010 and 2015, 26 locations throughout the City have been measured. As part of the Master
Plan update process, speed measurements were recorded at six additional locations for a total of 32. The additional
locations were selected based on crash data, local knowledge, and recommendation by the Steering
Committee. Table 2 presents the posted speed limit, as well as the 85th percentile and mean speeds, in miles per
hour (mph). The 85th percentile speed represents the speed at or below which 85% of the vehicles travel, which—
according to Federal Highway Administration’s (FHWA) Maznual on Uniform Traffic Control—is a reasonable indicator
for evaluating roadway posted speeds. Analysis revealed that the 85th percentile speed was 10 mph or greater than
the posted speed limit at eight of the 32 speed measurement locations. The largest deviations from the posted speed

limit were recorded on 6th Street, French Cross Road, Long Hill Road, and County Farm Cross Road.

Table 2. Dover Speed Measurements

Posted 85th Mean g:;;age
ID Location Speed Limit | Percentile | Speed

(mph) (oph) | (mph) [ [0

(ADT)

1 48 Varney Rd. 35 39 34 750
2 89 County Farm Cross Rd. 30 41 36 1,350
3 91 Long Hill Rd. 30 41 36 1,550
4 36 Wildewood Ln. NP* 29 22 240
5 6th St. between Cherrywood & Reyners Brk Dr. | 30 43 38 4,550
6 County Farm Rd. east of Erik Dr. 35 45 40 2,900
7 72 Glenwood Ave. 30 40 34 3,000
8 7-9 Wedgewood Rd. NP* 21 14 70
9 12 Whittier St. 30 39 34 3,400
10 37 Oak St. 30 35 31 8,650
11 41-47 Watson Rd. 35 41 37 3,900
12 Tolend Rd. between Watson Rd & Dean Dr. 30 38 35 4,750
13 French Cross Rd. 100' south of #62 30 42 37 3,650
14 Atlantic Ave. 100" east of Magnolia Dr. 30 39 33 1,950
15 Arch St. 20" north of W.Concord St. 30 38 32 6,500
16 28 Lexington St. 25 26 20 1,000
17 36-38 Cushing St. 25 30 25 2,800
18 37 Belknap St. NP* 30 24 1,150
19 43 Atkinson St. NP* 32 25 800
20 34 Fisher St. NP* 29 25 600
21 10-12 Trakey Rd. 25 25 19 1,000
22 39 Middle Rd. 30 40 34 1,900
23 28 Spruce Ln. 30 39 36 3,000
24 Fourth St east of Grove St. 30 29 24 2,200
25 38 Grove St. NP* 26 22 1,400

16




26 Stark Ave. North of Renaud St. 30 39 36 13,700
27 Horne St. south of School 30 35 31 2,150
28 Cocheco St. east of Rogers St. 30 37 30 800
29 Hawthorn Rd. east of Statk Ave. NP* 31 24 400
30 | Piscataqua Rd. north of Hidden Valley Dr. 30 40 37 4,000
31 Columbus Ave. north of Lucy Ln. 35 40 36 3,150
32 Glenwood Ave. west of Horne St. 30 38 34 6,500
*NP Non-posted. The presumed speed limit on a non-posted road is 30 mph.

XX  85th percentile speed is 5-9 mph greater than the posted speed limit.

XX  85th percentile speed is 10 mph or greater than the posted speed limit.
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Section 2. Analysis Approach and Section
Evaluation of Strategies

This section describes the existing conditions data and how it was evaluated in concert with the
Vision transportation elements to establish recommendations and strategies that target and
promote a successful implementation plan to reach the City’s vision.

An Integrated and Holistic Approach

igure 6 shows the data driven process used to generate the recommendations in this chapter, which
focused directly on the transportation theme and elements from the Vision Chapter.

In Step 1, the existing conditions data for the City’s transportation system — including roadways,
sidewalks, bike routes, and transit routes — were inventoried to establish a full understanding of each component and
to identify gaps in the City’s network. While the individual elements of the system all play an important role, it is the
integration and balance of those elements that create the best plans.

For this reason, Step 2 went beyond examining the individual components. Synthesizing the data involved layering
the individual components so that multimodal connectivity between them could be evaluated. Meanwhile, land use
information and citywide demographics, such as population density, age, and income, were similarly layered into the
analysis so that need and value to the community could also be considered. This holistic and comprehensive
approach grants equal weight and voice to all users of the system, as well as all modes of travel. In this way, the
greatest benefits to the community can be achieved.

Finally, the evaluation of strategic alternatives in Step 3 involved applying the synthesized data to the transportation
elements from the Vision statement to create a detailed list of recommendations—found in Section 3—that are

specifically targeted at promoting the future transportation environment sought by Dover.

Figure 6. Approach to Transportation Chapter Update

£ 0.

‘bﬁ-
..'
Step 1. Develop a Full Step 2. Step 3. Evaluate
Understanding of Dover's Synthesize Data Strategic Alternatives

Transportation System

Synthesizing the Data and Demographics

The City’s GIS database, as well as GIS data from State and Federal agencies, was used to evaluate the following
components of the Transportation Vision:

¢ A walkable community complemented by citywide pedestrian, bicycle, and wheelchair accessible features
e A public transit system that serves the entire community
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To get started, an investigation into the walk times to public transportation was performed for all the active bus
stops for routes currently in service by COAST or UNH Wildcat Transit, which includes the Exit 9 Park and Ride
and the DTC. The analysis included a 10-minute walk to public transportation, as well as a 15-minute walk to public
transportation. The Steering Committee chose to move forward with a detailed demographic analysis using the 10-
minute walk to public transportation. The 10-minute walk (which represents a walking distance of approximately 0.5
miles) was favored over the 15-minute walk due to sometimes-harsh winter conditions.

The output of the walk-time analysis was then used to conduct a spatial demographic analysis, where various
demographic datasets were overlaid with the 10-minute walk to public transportation, as seen in the example
provided in Figure 7.

Figure 7. Sample Results of 10-Minute Walk-Time Analysis

10-Minute Walk Time to Public Transportation 10-Minute Walk Time to Public Transportation
2015 Population Households with Income Below Poverty Level

M 2015 Total Population B 2009-2013 ACS Households with

Income Below Poverty Level

2015 Total Population
Within Walk Time

2009-2013 ACS Households with
Income Below Poverty Level
Within Walk Time

The following demographic characteristics were included in the analysis:

e  Existing land use patternsli e Populationt
e Zoning® o Senior citizens (age 65+)
e Povertyl © Minority population
o Households with income below e Housing unitsl
poverty level e Employmentit—
o Total households at/above the o Total businesses
poverty level o Total employees
[ Based on tax parcel assessment records. 14 Based on 2015 data from Environmental Systems
121 Based on information from the City of Dover. Reseatch Institute (Esti).
131 Based on US Census Bureau’s 2009-2013 American 151 Based on 2015 data from Esri.
Community Survey. [l Based on 2015 data from Esri and InfoGroup.
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In addition to the demographic analysis, a sidewalk evaluation was
conducted to assess the sidewalk connectivity within the 10-minute
walk to public transportation. The evaluation was conducted by
overlaying the City’s GIS sidewalk layer within the walk area. Prior to
completing the analysis, the City’s existing sidewalk layer was verified
and updated based on a windshield survey of the roads within the 10-
minute walk to public transportation. The overlay analysis identified
gaps in the sidewalk network within the 10-minute walk to public
transportation, which were then prioritized based on the results of
the demographic analysis (density and population diversity). Figure
8, for example, identifies missing sidewalk within the 10-minute
walk to transit along Dover Point Road.

Field reconnaissance and observations helped identify

sidewalk gaps.

In addition to the sidewalk evaluation, the Steering Committee asked for recommendations on identifying
neighborhood connections, as well as residential areas that were not connected by sidewalk, but were in close
proximity to one another. A review of the City’s easement database (GIS mapping) identified a number of locations
where there are some form of easement in place (to be further researched in more detail by City Staff). These may
allow for the creation of non-vehicular, pedestrian, and bicycle pathways between neighborhoods.

Figure 8. Sample Recommendations Resulting from Sidewalk

' UNH Coast Bus Stops
~—— Existing Sidewalk
| = Potential New Sidewalk Improvements
[ 10-Minute Walk to Transit
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To assess bicycle use within the City, utilization data from a
October 1, 2013 to September 30, 2014 obtained from
Strava Metroll was evaluated. The metrics reviewed and
evaluated included:

e Count of unique cyclists on a segment of street
by direction

e  Count of bike trips (regardless of unique riders)
on a segment of street by direction

e Total number of unique cyclists on a segment
of street

e  Total number of bike trips on a segment of
street regardless of the direction of travel

S

e  Recreational trips vs. commuter trips = :
Bicycle Connectivity Analysis

Traffic Calming Approach

Locations for the implementation of traffic calming measures were identified based on input from the public, a
review of the data sources, and field reconnaissance. While the implementation of appropriate traffic-calming
measures should be considered anytime a change is being made to the transportation system or routine
maintenance is being performed, a citywide effort is not practical due to the lack of resources and the cost of
modifying infrastructure and installing improvements. Public input from the Steering Committee, the first
public workshop, and the first online transportation survey were used to develop an initial list of candidate areas
to be considered. The crash data, speed data (if available), and the City’s Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) were
then reviewed. Finally, field reconnaissance and observations were then performed to hone in on the most
sensitive locations. This update to the Transportation Chapter recommends priority areas to be studied in detail
to determine the appropriate measures to be installed and techniques to be applied in each neighborhood.

Resulting Strategies

This strategic evaluation of transportation improvement alternatives resulted in a number of detailed and
specific recommendations that will assist Dover in building their 2023 transportation vision. These
recommendations supportt the framework of the implementation plan outlined in Section 3. Recommendations
derived from the strategic evaluation of alternatives were classified under the following categories:

e  Connectivity
o Pedestrian
o Bicycle
o Public Transit
e  Traffic Calming
o Downtown Dover Pedestrian and Vehicular Access and Streetscape Study
o Access Management
o Traffic
o Streetscape and Reconstruction
o Neighborhood Speed

1 Strava Metro is a private company that collects, summarizes, and distributes bicycle data. The source of such information is from the
Strava App, a free bicycle app that collects and stores a user’s cycling records. The Strava Metro data was purchased by the NHDOT as
part of a statewide effort to support bicycle and pedestrian improvements. The information available for use in this project was collected
from all of the uploaded cycling data in New Hampshire between October 1, 2013 and September 30, 2014.

21



o Neighborhood Street Typical Section
o Wayfinding and Signage
e  Technology
o Smart City
o Incident Planning
o0 Bus Prioritization

Connectivity

One of the underlying themes of the Vision’s transportation elements is connectivity, the components of which can be
found in Figure 9. Connectivity gives residents and visitors quality options beyond the motor vehicle for mobility
throughout the City. Using the existing transportation data and City’s demographics, a number of specific
neighborhoods were identified as being in need of additional infrastructure or services in order to enable residents to
enjoy the same level of connectivity as others. As mentioned previously, it is important to note that the evaluation
criteria sought to identify areas where connectivity improvements would have greatest potential benefit to the City.

Figure 9. Elements of Connectivity

Sl =

walkable access to
community public transit

DN

connectivity

The following sub sections outline specific recommendations associated with pedestrian, bicycle, and public transit
mobility.

Pedestrian---Sidewalks

Annually, Dover allocates $100,000 for sidewalk improvements through its CIP. Currently, there is no formal
sidewalk inventory in place that categorizes the condition of the existing sidewalk infrastructure—nor is there
an improvement program in place that identifies the gaps in sidewalk throughout the community.

For the purposes of managing the City’s existing sidewalk infrastructure, one priority should be to establish a
sidewalk asset management plan and conduct an existing conditions inventory. The asset management plan
could be implemented in a format that easily integrates into the City’s existing management systems, such as
GIS and the Public Works Department. The asset management plan could be used to allocate CIP sidewalk
improvement funds to the sidewalk locations most in need of improvement and to identify those needed to
provide connectivity to recreation sites, public facilities, and destination locations. The program could be
initiated through a desktop identification of existing infrastructure using as-built plans, existing data, and aerial
photography—and built upon with field reconnaissance. A citywide sidewalk inventory and the
system/platform for the asset management plan would include elements such as:

° Surface Material Type e  Vertical/Horizontal Faults
e  Curbing Presence/Type e  Spalling
e  Hnd Treatments (Intersection, Driveway, e Obstructions
Etc.) e  Cracking
e  Compliance with the Americans with e  Cross Slope
Disabilities Act of 1990 (ADA) e  Ponding
e  Condition e C(leanliness
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A review of the City’s existing GIS sidewalk data, windshield survey, aerial photography, and sources such as
Google Streetview reveals there are a number of potential new sidewalk improvements for Dover to consider.
While there are many locations within the City where sidewalks are not present, these potential new locations were
identified as those that would connect large neighborhoods or areas to the existing multimodal system. Please note,
however, that additional engineering study and evaluation is needed to determine full feasibility. These potential
locations include the following:

e  Dover Point Road. This corridor is serviced by COAST, with
several bus stops on both sides of the roadway
(inbound/outbound stops). However, there is no existing
sidewalk present on either side of the road. Along this
stretch of road there are approximately 620 parcels
located within the 10-minute walk to a Coast bus stop.
The majority of Dover Point Road is posted at 40 mph,
with 4-foot paved shoulders. There are several residential
neighborhoods with sidewalks terminating at the

intersection point of Dover Point Road. Installing sidewalks
(or an alternative, such as a widened shoulder) along Dover Point Road
Dover Point Road would also provide pedestrian and

bicycle access to the existing path leading to Pomeroy Cove and Hilton Park. This is a state-owned road,;
therefore, given the length of the route, such a project would likely need to be implemented in multiple
phases. In addition, although Dover Point Road is state-owned, the City of Dover would be required to sign a

maintenance agreement for the sidewalk in order to receive permission for its construction.

e [ ong Hill Road. Currently only a small portion of Long Hill
Road—the segment between Old Rochester Road and
New Rochester Road—includes sidewalk. Installing
sidewalk from the intersection of Old Rochester Road west
to Phillip Street for this very short distance would provide
access to Long Hill Memorial Park and connect into the
City’s existing sidewalk network on New Rochester Road
(NH Route 108). Several neighborhoods in the Mohawk
Drive/Apache Street/Cheyenne Street vicinity
(approximately 115 homes) would gain dedicated

pedestrian access to the park, and tie into the ”
P . Long Hill Road
existing sidewalk network.

o Old Rochester Road. Extending the existing sidewalk on the south end of Old Rochester Road from Sullivan
Drive north to Apache Street would connect more than 200 homes to City’s existing sidewalk network
via New Rochester Road (NH Route 108), and tie into the above recommended sidewalk improvements
on Long Hill Road. Almost all of the neighborhoods abutting this area are within a 10-minute walk to a
COAST bus stop, but they lack a sidewalk connection. This connection would also provide additional access
to the Sullivan Drive ballfields and park.
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o Court Street. Only the westerly end of Court Street,
from Central Avenue to approximately 500 feet east
of South Pine Street, currently provides sidewalk
access. Better community access to Maglaras Park
and the Pine Hill Cemetery can be achieved by
replacing the existing, deteriorating sidewalk and
extending it east to Tennyson Avenue, continuing
north on Tennyson Avenue to Henry Law Avenue. A
larger project could include extending the sidewalk
further to the east on Court Street to connect to

= Pine Hill 4

existing sidewalk on Henry Law Avenue. This - g
connection would provide a two-mile loop

network around these neighborhoods, with [ unr Coast Bus stops
connections to Maglaras Park and Pine Hill [

i [ 10-Minute Walk to Transit

Cemetery.

In addition to the sidewalk improvements identified above, there are other sidewalk improvement projects that
could connect missing segments of sidewalk along existing facilities. These include:

o NH Route 9/ Littleworth Road. Extend the sidewalk from Industrial Park Drive to Columbus Avenue
(perhaps an opportunity for a widened shoulder to serve in lieu of a sidewalk).

o Cochecho Street/ Atlantic Avenne/ Gulf Road. Fill in missing segments and provide connectivity from Gulf
Road to Portland Avenue.

e  Broadway Street. Extend the sidewalk from the railroad grade north to Ham Street.

o East Side of Portland Avenne. Connect the sidewalk from Granite Street to 153 Portland Avenue and tie to
the existing crosswalk to Dover Ice Arena.

Also identified through the evaluation of alternatives is the need for a program targeted at providing better
pedestrian connections to land use. Upon completion of the existing conditions sidewalk inventory discussed
herein, the City could develop a list of prioritized corridors for improving pedestrian connectivity with the City’s
most valuable resources. Targeted areas could include:

e Eliminating gaps in the existing network between the residential neighborhoods adjacent to the downtown
area

e Identifying and designating continuous sidewalk corridors to public facilities, patks, etc.; potential
opportunities include Horne Street School/Beckwith Ballfields/Dover Community Trail, as well as
Woodman Park School/Fields/Dover Community Trail

e Improving and creating a more attractive connection from the DTC to the downtown area; building off
the 2015 Downtown Dover Pedestrian and Vehicular Access and Streetscape Study to improve aesthetics
along First, Second, and Third Streets

Pedestrian—Alternatives to Sidewalks

As mentioned above, when examining locations that are in need of pedestrian facilities, widened roadway shoulders as an
alternative to sidewalks could be considered for some locations. While sidewalks or pathways are the more appropriate
measure for urban areas with frequent pedestrian activity, transit services, and school zones, widened paved shoulders
could be considered for less developed areas with lower pedesttian activity. A full existing conditions and safety review
should be performed in order to determine the appropriateness for this treatment. Use of widened paved shoulders for
pedestrian travel should also be accompanied with appropriate sighage and pavement markings to inform motorists and
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walkers of the intended use. Additional measures, such as rumble strips, could also be considered for further safety
measures. Published in March 2012, the FHW.A's Non-Motorized User Safety, A Manual for Local Rural Road Owners can
provide useful guidance in determining where paved shoulders can be considered in lieu of sidewalks.

Pedestrian—Neighborhood Connections

Improving the bicycle and pedestrian connectivity between individual neighborhoods was also identified as an alternative
to sidewalk improvements. Rather than building sidewalk infrastructure along busy streets, connecting neighborhoods
through undeveloped parcels, existing open space land, or easements for pedestrian and bicycle use is a good alternative.
There are currently several existing facilities that provide such access:

e Court Street/Niles Drive sidewalk/path

e Union Drive connection to Bois Terrace

e Hawthorne Road connection to Augusta Way

e Danielle Lane connection to Back River Road (city-owned land through a utility corridor)
e Danielle Lane connection to Harlans Way

There are a number of such connections throughout the City where there is an existing easement or open space land that
could be further investigated for potential use in constructing a path between neighborhoods. The following easements
were identified through the City’s GIS database. However, a further review of the easements is required to determine if
this type of use was anticipated and is allowed. These areas include those found in Figure 10 found on the following page.

Bicycle

In order to address long-term bicycle needs, the City should formalize a
citywide bike plan that identifies existing gaps, determines recommended
routes with specific treatments and amenities, and establishes targeted
improvement projects (either standalone or in conjunction with other
on-going improvement projects within the City). These can be
incorporated and programmed into the City’s CIP for implementation. A
focus area of the plan should prioritize and seek opportunities to
connect bicycle use to the community trail in a way that makes riders feel
safe. The plan should also include an inventory of existing bicycle racks
and feature recommendations for future rack placement. Additional
consideration could be given to developing a separate plan that targets
navigating through the downtown area.

Aside from a long-term plan, the previously mentioned Strava data
provides some insight into roads currently being used for bicycle travel
in the City. Using this information—in conjunction with a future, :
more-detailed engineering review—consideration could be given to Example of a bike lane being added to Central Avenue.
evaluating and designating bike loops for recreational use with
shared lane markings (SLMs or “sharrows”) at:

e Henry Law Avenue/Back Road/Court Street/Central Avenue

e Back Road/Middle Road Loop

e Sixth Street/County Farm Cross Road/County Farm Road

And designating bike routes at:

e  Sixth Street e  Central Avenue (additional improvements
e Tolend Road may be needed from Sixth Street to Stark
e Watson Road Avenue and from Chestnut Street to

e Whittier Street Washington Street)

e Route 108 (currently being studied by City)
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Figure 10. Easements for Review ® ® @ Potential New Sidewalk Improvements * Destination/Attraction Locations
| Recreation Sites " Existing Sidewalk
[ ] Conservation/Open Space Land

i

, * Mag>lar‘as Park

Conceptual Neighborhood Connections and Connected Areas:

1 Neighborhood Area 1
. Picard Lane, Carriage Hill Lane, to Apache Street
. Maplewood Avenue to Stiles Lane to Sullivan Drive and Evergreen Valley Drive
2 Meighborhood Area 2
D Glencrest Avenue and Horne Street to Redden Street and Qak Hill Drive
(3 Neighborhood Area 3
. Union Street to Cobble Hill Drive and Elmview Circle off of Court Street
(Cobble Hill open space land)
. Penny Lane to Samuel Hanson Way; Mulligan Drive off of Henry Law Avenue
D Cricket Brook to Union Street
‘a Neighborhood Area 4
. Augusta Way to Thornwood Lane, Teresa Drive
. Independence Drive and Constitution Way to Toftree Lane (utility corridor)
. Thormwood Lane to Constitution Way and Independence Drive (utility easement)
. Hubbard Road to Saint Andrews Circle and Augusta Way off of Court Street
‘5 Neighborhood Area 5
. Lillians Lane and Roberta Drive to Belanger Drive
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Public Transit

The 10-minute walk-time analysis performed for the existing bus service in Dover revealed that the majority of
the major roadways in the City, and almost all of the core residential areas in the downtown vicinity, are included
in the coverage area. Statistically, the 10-minute walk to transit reaches 52% of the land area in the City and
connects approximately 5,400 of the 8,500 (64%) tax map parcels in the City. However, there are a number of
large, rural subdivisions outside of the 10-minute walk to transit. These neighborhoods are relatively spread out,
without existing sidewalks on the collector road network; this will make it difficult to expand bus service into
these areas.

The analysis did identify one relatively large area within the City with dense residential development that does
not have access to transit: the Spruce Lane/Gatrison Road/Back River Road neighborhood area. The City
should work with COAST to expand bus service in this area, as it is densely populated, with residential
development,! two schools (Garrison Elementary and Portsmouth Christian Academy), and one nursing home
(Bellamy Fields). The demographic profile of this area indicates that are approximately 3,000 residents in this
area, including one of the larger elderly (age 65+) populations within the City. The conceptualized
expanded route creates a loop via Mast Road, Spruce Lane, and Back River Road, with the following additional
improvements:

e [Extending the existing sidewalks on Mast Road from the intersection with Spruce Lane to Back River
Road

e Installing sidewalks along Spruce Lane to Back River Road

e Extending the sidewalks improvement to the intersection of Garrison/Old Gattison Road, which would
provide access to the Bellamy River Wildlife Management Area (connection to the largest block of
conservation/public land in the City with existing trail network)

e  Assessing the condition and accessibility of the existing sidewalk infrastructure in this area

Furthermore, the City should consider the targeted installation of new bus shelters, such as the one seen in the
rendering in Figure 11. Providing bus shelters to protect from the weather and provide a place to sit could
create a more attractive environment and increase use of the transit system. A review of existing bus routes
(COAST and Wildcat Transit), stop locations (with and without shelters), bus ridership data, adjacent land uses,
and roadway geometry resulted in the following list of locations where the placement at new bus shelters, as seen
in Figures 12A, B, C, and D on the following pages.

Figure 11. Bus Shelter Rendering

~ County Farm Road Existing Condition County Farm Road with New Shelter

8] Residential development is characterized by primarily single-family homes, but there are several condominium developments in this
area as well.
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Figure 12A. Potential Bus Shelter Locations
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Figure 12B. Potential Bus Shelter Locations
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Photos:

1--County Farm Cross Road at County Farm Road
2--Weeks Lane by Chili’s

3--Glenwood Avenue at Plaza Drive

4--6th Street at Whittier Street
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Figure 12C. Potential Bus Shelter Locations
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Photos:

5--Washington Street east of Arch Street
6--Washington Street by Henry Law Park
7--Main Street north of School Street
8--Durham Road north of Grapevine Drive
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Figure 12D. Potential Bus Shelter Locations
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Photos:

9--Dover Point Road at Constitution Drive
10--Dover Point Road at Middle Road

11--Dover Point Road at New Bellamy/Ayers Lanes
12--Central Avenue at CVS and at Pine Hill Cemetery
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Lastly, the Wildcat System is supported by NextBus, which employs live global positioning system (GPS) data to
keep riders informed of where the next bus is and when it is predicted to arrive at stops. Live bus locations and
anticipated bus stop arrival information can be received on a computer, iPad, or mobile phone; through a texting
service; or even by calling an ordinary telephone number. This tool aids in the convenience of using public
transit. It is recommended that the City work with COAST to implement similar technology to increase the
attractiveness and convenience of COAST service within Dover.

Traffic Calming

The third and fourth transportation elements of the Vision Chapter seek to promote well-directed and -managed
travel on the City streets through traffic-calming measures. The City’s on-going efforts to manage speeds in
neighborhoods, improve mobility in the downtown, and change the overall character of major corridors have
taken an initial step in transforming the roadway network. The following traffic calming recommendations look
to use policy, planning, and infrastructure to continue the transformation and work toward the City’s vision in
the next decade.

Downtown Dover Pedestrian and Vehicular Access and Streetscape Study

In 2015, the Downtown Dover Pedestrian and Vehicular Access and Streetscape Study was completed. The
preferred design that resulted from this effort is a critical component to rebalancing traffic flow, improving
pedestrian and transit connectivity, and incorporating bike facilities into the downtown area—which is generally
bound by Chestnut Street, Central Avenue/Main Street, and Washington Street. This streetscape improvement
plan incorporates traffic-calming measures, urban-design elements, signage and wayfinding, and lighting and
landscape to produce an active and vibrant district for the community. The estimated project cost ranges
between $6.75 and $9.50 million, implementable in three phases. It is strongly recommended that the City
prioritize and carry out this improvement plan, as it addresses a substantial number of the transportation
circulation and congestion issues in the downtown area through one cohesive project.

Access Management

As a result of the recommendations from the 2000
Transportation Chapter of the Master Plan, the City has
completed several efforts to actively promote access
management. Among these is an update to the Site Plan and
Subdivision Regulations. Through on-going efforts from
the City’s 2000 Transportation Chapter recommendations,
results from the online transportation survey, discussions at
the public workshop, and feedback from the Steering
Committee, four specific corridors were identified as being
in need of access management measures in order to
improve mobility, reduce congestion, and improve safety.
These corridors are:

e  Central Avenue from Weeks Crossing to Glenwood
Avenue

e Broadway from Reds Shoe Barn to Oak Street

e Portland Avenue from Oak Street South to the
Royal Oak Apartments

Existing sections of Central Avenue that could benefit from access
management.

e Central Avenue from Trakey Street to Stark Avenue

Two approaches to access management were considered at
these and/or other locations within the City. The first approach allows the City to employ access management as
development proposals come before the Planning Board through the establishment of overlay districts. Within these
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districts, prospective developers of properties along the corridors would be required to incorporate and construct
appropriate components of the overlay district requirements into their development plans. Typical components of an
overlay district include minimum distances between driveways, widths of driveways, maximum driveways per lot, shared
driveways between sites, and interconnecting roads between sites.

The second approach addresses access management through targeted projects facilitated by the City through
programming separate access management feasibility studies for each individual corridor. Opportunities could also be
sought through partnership with developers and property owners. Such individual planning studies would evaluate the
physical constraints that could limit access management improvements. They could also result in a plan that minimizes
curb cuts in a manner that improves the environment but adequately services the existing (and future) businesses. It is
worth noting that the second approach places more financial burden on the City. Therefore, the Steering Committee
recommended the first approach of adopting regulations that create access management ovetlay districts.

Traffic Calming Studies

A review of crash data, the transportation survey results, speed data, and the City’s CIP was conducted to
establish the possible locations where traffic calming studies and measures could be taken to slow traffic and
improve safety. These locations (not ranked by priority) include:

e Bellamy Road (currently under study) e  Garrison Road/Spruce Lane
e Dover Point Road e Cushing Street

e Middle Road e Back River Road

e  Columbus Avenue e Stark Avenue

It is important to note that there is no “one size fits all” traffic calming solution to be implemented within the
City. Each individual location requires a thoughtful look at the existing issues and an evaluation of the physical
constraints. Most importantly, the neighborhood needs and surrounding land uses is a key consideration in
selecting the most appropriate treatments.

Streetscape and Reconstruction Projects

The City continues to transform the downtown through streetscape and reconstruction projects to create an
inviting multimodal transportation system, and is currently enjoying the success of the recently completed Silver
Street reconstruction. Several projects currently exist in the CIP to continue this effort. Additional projects for
future inclusion in the CIP include those found in Figure 13 on the following page.

Neighborhood Speed

Like most municipalities, Dover’s neighborhoods are sometimes victim of aggressive driving and higher-than-
desired travel speeds. The City of Dover has been very responsive to speed-related concerns expressed by
residents, as indicated by the number of speed investigations that have been conducted. As indicated by the
speed data provided in Table 2 in Section 1, mean and 85th percentile speeds generally exceed the posted
speed. The FHWA’s Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices indicates that the speed distribution of free-flowing
vehicles is the primary factor to consider when establishing speed limits, and that the speed limit should be set
at or near the 85th percentile speed.

However, raising speed limits to comply with this suggestion may or may not be a desirable outcome for the
City, depending on the surrounding environment. Conversely, lowering speed limits to respond to public
requests where speed data does not support the adjustment is not recommended, as altering the posted speed
below the 85th percentile speed does not in itself encourage compliance.
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Figure 13. Potential Streetscape and Reconstruction Projects

«  Gateway improvements to mark transition to downtown
area

. Improve pedestrian facilities, specifically east/west crossing
in this area
«  Sidewalks in this area are dated and lack ADA facilities

«  Streetscape improvements to connect with Silver Street
improvements

. Neckdowns and enhanced crosswalks from Trakey to
Silver Street

«  Geometryis tight, but on-street parking on the south
side may be possible

«  Enhanced lighting

«  Improve intersection geometry at Central/Stark/East
Watson

«  Crosswalk improvements

e Washington Street from Central Avenue to
Dover Community Trail

. Intersection improvement at Chestnut Street
«  Improve traffic flow in this area
«  Crosswalk enhancement needed at Community Trail

) central Avenue from Sixth Street to Oak Street
«  Cross section could support neckdowns and bulb outs in
certain locations
«  Balance traffic congestion

. Enhance crosswalks

e Bellamy Road (currently under study)
+  Address traffic-calming needs and improve pedestrian
bicycle facilities
. Raised crosswalk or enhanced crosswalk to access Bellamy
River Park (no existing crosswalk)

«  Consider replacing existing midblock enhanced crosswalk
at the ballfields with a raised crosswalk

«  Consider speed humps

«  Gateway installations on Portland Avenue (at Chapel Street
fork) and Broadway approaching the downtown area

e o S . .
Crosswalk Improvements Intétsection with Chestnut Strect
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The City currently does not have a specific approach or policy for setting speed limits on the local streets. It
relies on State law for guidance, but the regulations are somewhat limited in nature and can be open to
interpretation. Therefore, it is recommended that the City adopt a policy that outlines a procedure for
determining posted speed limits on the local streets. The FHWA’s Methods and Practices for Setting Speed
Limits: An Information Report (April 2012) provides five different methodologies that can be employed to set
speed limits. The Engineering approach based on operating speed and Expert System approach are the two
most common methodologies used in the United States. Based on the City’s available technical resources
within the Engineering Department and the Police Department, and the data sets already commonly collected
and reviewed by the City, the use of both the Engineering and Expert System approaches combined appears to
be a good fit for Dover.

Under the Engineering approach (based on operating speed), the speed limit is based on the 85th percentile
speed, but may be adjusted based on the specific road and traffic conditions and the crash history. Other than
the speed data, other data sources considered and reviewed under this approach include pedestrian and bicycle
activity, on-street parking, and safety performance. The benefit of this approach is that using the 85th
percentile speed provides residents and businesses with a valid indication of actual travel speeds based on data.
Using the other data sources mentioned, provides the justification and support needed to post speeds below the
85th percentile speed.

Under the Expert System, “speed limits are set by a computer program that uses knowledge and inference
procedures that simulate judgement and behavior of speed limit experts”. To assist state and local agencies
with this approach, the FHWA adopted the USLIMITS2 program with enhancements and made it available
with user/customer support on the FHWA setrver at http://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/uslimits/. USLIMITS2 is a
web-based tool designed to help practitioners set credible and consistent speed limits for specific segments of
roads. This tool can be used to assess speed limits on all types of roads, ranging from rural, local roads and
residential streets to urban freeways. The program is user-friendly, logical, and objective, and it is of particular
benefit to local communities and agencies without ready access to engineers experienced in conducting speed
studies for setting appropriate speed limits. Input factors go beyond just using the 50 and 85 percentile
speeds and include route type, section length, annual average daily traffic, statutory speed limit, and terrain,
among others. The output is a recommended speed limit and a list of issues that might be further investigated.

Given the variability throughout the City and the need to appropriately post speed limits, the City should
consider the use of both methodologies to have flexibility in making the best decision. Inevitably, there may be
cases where the data produces a recommended speed limit that is not consistent with the desire of the City.
Under these situations, physical traffic calming devices and measures may be necessary to change the physical
character of the roadway and/or adjust driver behavior.

Neighborhood Street Typical Cross-Section

City Wide Bike Accommodations
There are two positive bike accommodation strategies that can be phased in on a City-wide basis as follows.

Restriping within Existing Road Width

A low cost method for improving bike accommodations within the City is to reconsider striped travel lane and
shoulder widths when completing scheduled resurfacing projects. On some roads it may be possible to narrow
the travel lanes and widen the shoulders without changing the overall paved widths. For example, reconfiguring
a roadway from 12’ lanes and 2’ shoulders to 11’ lanes and 3’ shoulders provides cyclists with what is
considered the minimum operating width of 3’, and often without negative impacts to motor vehicle
operations. There are a handful of factors that should be consider when deciding on the appropriate lane and
shoulder widths for a given roadway as listed below:

e 'Traffic Volumes
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e Traffic Speeds

Percentage of Large Trucks

On-Street Parking

Emergency Response Routes

Bike Demand / Location within Bike Network

In some instances restriping wider shoulders may result in sufficient width to create designated bike lanes. The
minimum bike lane width should be 4 feet (5 feet if along curb or guard rail), and wider shoulders are preferred
if there is a high percentage of trucks, high speeds (50 mph) or it is a high use bike route where passing may be
frequent. If bike lanes are installed they should include proper pavement markings and signs designating them
as bike lanes.

Though rare, there may also be instances where the on-street parking can be reconfigured or the number of
travel lanes can be reduced to provide adequate space for improved bike accommodations, including bike lanes,
buffered bike lanes or protected bike lanes. These road diet techniques typically require planning studies to
adequately understand the resulting impacts and benefits for all users.

Shared Lane Markings (SLM’s)

Shared Lane Markings (SLM’s) convey information to motorists and cyclists alike. They alert motorists that they
are in an environment where they should expect to share the road with cyclists. The SLM’s also provide
guidance to cyclists on proper lane positioning when sharing a lane. SLM’s are provided on roads where bike
lanes are not appropriate due to space or other limitations. They are not used where speeds exceed 35 mph, and
are generally appropriate on collector streets and minor arterials. Their implementation should initially be along
continuous routes or corridors as opposed to spot treatments. The lateral placement of the SLM is dependent
on width and parking conditions. Guidance on SLM placement under varying conditions is available through
American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO) and Institute of
Transportation Engineers (ITE).

State of the Practice Continues to Evolve

The design of on-street bike accommodations continues to evolve and the City should be open to emerging
treatments that may fill a specific need that approved practices do not cover. An example of one such treatment
is dashed bike lanes which define bicycle space that is not wide enough to be considered a formal bike lane.
Dashed bicycle lanes can be used as an alternative to shared lane markings. Until they are an accepted practice
the City must apply to FHWA for approval under experimental use.

Wayfinding and Signage

The Downtown Dover Pedestrian and Vehicular Access and Streetscape Study completed in 2015 includes the
recommendation of signage and wayfinding for both vehicles and pedestrians. The intention of that plan is to link
destinations, identify parking locations and transit options, and highlight the location of local businesses. The City
should implement this plan and then continue to expand the wayfinding program throughout the downtown. The City
can capitalize on the recent success of the Silver Street reconstruction project to build upon the importance and
benefit of a vibrant wayfinding signage program throughout the Downtown. In addition, the City could use the
opportunity of the City’s 400th anniversary in 2023 to create a signage brand that could be incorporated into the sign
design—and to create excitement for the celebration and supportt for the reaching the City’s vision.

Technology
Dover’s transportation vision seeks to use technology for the advancement and improvement of the City’s
transportation system. Planning for the transportation future should include the consideration of elements beyond
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today’s normal infrastructure. The implementation of improved
Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) technology will change
the way traffic flows throughout the City. The progression of big
data will provide accurate and real-time travel information at the
fingertips of commuters through mobile phones, tablets, and
computers—potentially resulting in evolving and changing travel
characteristics in the City. Embracing such technological advances
will help the City promote efficient travel, manage speeds and
parking, and implement environmentally friendly elements.

Smart City

Emerging sensor technology, big data, use of smart devices, and
intelligent transportation data are improving traffic operations and
mobility within communities. The use of smart devices by
residents is creating more connected citizens who want access to
mobile applications and to provide feedback to community. It is
recommended that the City establish a Transportation Technology
Committee to plan for intelligent infrastructure improvements that
would allow the City to better use emerging technology. Elements

of a Smart C1ty could include: Electric car charging facilities and bike sharing programs are
among the emerging intelligent infrastructure improvements

the City may consider implementing.

*  Application for citizen’s to report pot holes,
opportunities for sidewalk improvements, etc.

*  Connected and autonomous vehicles

= Flectric car charging facilities

* Bike sharing programs

* Ridesharing programs

= Public parking applications

® Transit applications (real time arrival predictions on local bus routes) to improve convenience

= ITS improvements in sensor technology to help alleviate traffic congestion (Bluetooth sensors)

The Transportation Technology Committee will be charged with developing and promoting a Citywide
Multimodal Intelligent Transportation Infrastructure Plan (MITIP) that will create the framework for the City
of Dover to become a smart city. The MITIP and future City policies should be mindful to embrace and be
supportive of new programs and approaches to improving mobility throughout the community. For example,
the City’s policies on services such as Uber and Lyft, in addition to traditional taxi service, should continue to
be monitored and updated as appropriate.

Bus Prioritization

Bus Priority, also known as Transit Signal Priority, uses signalized intersection technology to facilitate the
improved and efficient movement of transit vehicles in an urban environment. Sensors are used to detect
approaching transit vehicles and to alter signal timings to improve transit performance. Systems can extend the
duration of green signals for public transportation vehicles when necessary. ITS America’s Transit Signal Priority:
A Planning and Implementation Handbook states that transit signal priority use across the country generally results in
average bus travel time savings ranging from 2—20%, with minimal impacts to the overall street system.
Application of transit signal priority use in New Hampshire is currently not allowed. However, as technology
continues to improve and the desire for convenient transit services increases across the State, the restriction
may someday be lifted and/or modified for the technology to be used in a limited nature. The City should
continue to work with local service providers and State officials to explore such possibilities.

37



Incident Planning

The City continues to invest in upgrading and maintaining its traffic signal equipment and systems. On an
annual basis Dover allocates $75,000 toward signalization upgrades. As technology progresses, signal systems
are becoming smarter and more flexible in meeting the on-demand needs placed upon them. In addition to
using this technology to manage traffic flow through the City on a daily basis, the system can be used to assist
with managing traffic operations during unanticipated incidents. Planning and being prepared for traffic
incidents within Dover, including on the Spaulding Turnpike, would benefit the community and could avoid
potential gridlock conditions along City streets that otherwise might result from a major incident.

The City should develop a Strategic Plan for Traftic Incident Management that can be employed for
unanticipated traffic events. Traffic simulation models can be developed to evaluate alternative signal timing
plans and other measures that would be engaged under various traffic incident scenarios. For example, a
closure on the Spaulding Turnpike that detours traffic to the City streets would be devastating to normal
activities. Having plans readily available for implementation in an instant, that have already contemplated the
constraints and issues and been shared with responsible parties for execution, would help minimize undue
hardships and assist in a quicker recovery.

Performance Measures

A performance measure is the monitoring of on-going progress toward pre-established goals. The update of the
Transportation Chapter introduces the concept of performance measurement into the Master Plan process.
Establishing performance measures for the 2016 Transportation Chapter will allow the goals and objectives of
the transportation plan to be tracked over time, inform the public of progress made, and provide guidance to
City officials in making informed decisions on the state of the transportation system and associated
investments.

Performance measures consist of four components:

* Indicator: what change is to be measured

*  Unit of Measure: how the indicator is going to be quantified (i.c., 2 number or percent)
= Baseline: starting reference point

* Target: the desired performance

Consider the following example:

Performance Measure:

Statement: The City will expand public transit
access within a 10-minute walk time to 1,500
additional residents by the year 2023.

National Performance Review

The National Performance Review describes
petformance measurement as, "A process of assessing
progress toward achieving predetermined goals,

Indicator: Expanded public transit access including information on the efficiency with which

Unit of Measure: Number of residents resources are transformed into goods and services
Baseline: Existing condition in 2016 (outputs), the quality of those outputs (how well they are
Targer. 1,500 residents by 2023 delivered to clients and the extent to which clients are
satisfied) and outcomes (the results of a program activity
Performance measures have been developed for compared to its intended purpose), and the effectiveness

each goal and objective provided in the of government operations in terms of their specific

Implementation Plan. The performance measures
can be found in the Technical Appendix.

contributions to program objectives."
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Section 3: Recommendations and
Implementation Plan

This section provides direction on the actions to be taken to assist Dover in reaching ifs
transportation vision of the future.

he following implementation plan is intended to provide the framework

and guidance for the City to achieve Dover’s 2023 transportation future, as

imagined in the 2012 Vision Chapter of the Master Plan. Specifically, the Vision Chapter notes: Dover

has an excellent and fully interconnected transportation system for pedestrians, bicyclists, motor vebicles and a public
transportation System that is supportive of, and responsive to, new technology and continuous improvement.

While Dover’s past efforts have resulted in a City that is well connected at the regional level, the Vision for 2023
focuses inward. In so doing, the City seeks to better internally connect the community for all users of the
transportation network and to promote transportation characteristics that improve the quality of life and quality of
experience for residents and visitors, alike.

Dover’s existing transportation system is multimodal in nature and has the necessary components for the patts to be
tully integrated over time. The recommendations in this chapter provide a multifaceted approach that uses policies and
planning strategies alongside infrastructure improvements to forge progress from a variety of angles in order to help
expedite the results. In addition, as discussed previously, this update also assumes that the successful “on-going” and
“in progress” recommendations from the 2000 Transportation Chapter will continue.

The recommendations presented in the implementation plan are organized by the categories derived from the Vision’s
transportation elements: Connectivity, Traffic Calming, and Technology. Performance measures are provided to assist
the City with measuring progress and accountability for moving the plan forward eftectively. The plan also identifies a
responsible party and time periods for priotitization, such as:

¢ On-going: Actions which are continuous or already being carried out

e Immediate: Actions which should be undertaken in 1-2 years

e Short: Actions which should be undertaken in 3-5 years

e Long: Actions which will take more than 5 years to initiate and complete
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Connectivity (C)

B er : et G Chapter
Goal/Objective/Action Priority Responsibility Reference
G G oAl Dpver provides an attractive, integrated transportation network that supports and promotes pedestrian,

bicycle, and public transit travel throughout the City.
Bt Build and maintain attractive infrastructure that accommodates pedestrians and connects
Objective C 1 .
neighborhoods.
Conduct a citywide existing conditions sidewalk inventory and establish a Transportation
Action C 1.1 sidewalk asset management plan that will be used to set annual sidewalk Immediate Advisory Pg. 20-24
budgets and set priorities for implementation into the CIP. Commission
Use the sidewalk asset management plan to target the construction of .
. . Planning and
. sidewalk that connects people to land use (such as connecting the Dover .
Action C 1.2 . . . Long Community Pg. 22
Transportation Center to the downtown or connecting neighborhoods to .
. . . g Services
the Community Trail and other recreational facilities).
Action C 1.3 Construct sidewalks to connect depsely Populated areas to the existing Short Co@mumty Pg. 23-24
sidewalk network and public transit service. Services
Action C 1.4 Utilize existing easements af auowed) and/or open space parcds to build Ongoing Commumty Pg. 25-26
new off-road pedestrian and bicycle paths between existing neighborhoods. Services
Objective C 2 Expand transit service and improve facilities to attract more users.
Investigate the potential to expand COAST transit service to cover the
Action C 2.1 densely populated neighborhood of Spruce Lane/Garrison Road/Back Long Planning Pg. 27
River Road and construct other supporting elements.
Planning and
Action C 2.2 Install new, comfortable bus shelters to encourage more ridership. Short Community Pg. 27-31
Services
Construct sidewalk (or alternative, such as a widened shoulder) on primary Community
Action C 2.3 roadways within the 10-minute walk distance of bus service that currently | Long Ser icelsl ) Pg. 19-20
have no pedestrian accommodations. v
Obijective C 3 Provide a bicycle network that is integrated into the City’s transportation system.
Action C 3.1 Prepare a citywide bike plan that identifies existing gaps, determines Immediate Planning Pg. 25

recommended routes with specific treatments and amenities, and
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establishes an implementation strategy, including the location and supply of
bike racks.

Action C 3.2 Seek opportunities to connect bicycle routes to the community trail. Short Planning Pg. 25
. . . Transportation
Action C 3.3 Evaluate apd 1mplement bike routes via formal lanes or sharrows on the Short Advisory Pg. 25
more heavily used City streets. L
Commission
Transportation
Action C 3.4 Evaluate and implement recreational bike loops via sharrows. Short Advisory Pg. 25
Commission
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Traffic Calming (T'C)

.. . Becc o Chapter
Goal/Objective/Action Priority Responsibility Reference
Traffic Calmine Goal Dover’s streets are well-directed and well-managed in an environment that supports and enhances the

g most desirable characteristics of the downtown and the City’s residential neighborhoods.
et Transform mobility through the City via Complete Streets and streetscape efforts to create an inviting
Objective TC 1 . -
and vibrant community for all modes of travel.
Action TC 1.1 Implemgnt the Preferred Alternative of the 2015 Downtown Dover Pedestrian Short Planning Pg. 6, 32
and Vehicular Access and Streetscape Plan.
Action TC 1.2 AdoPt regulanqns that create access management ovetlay districts for the four Short Planning Board Pg. 32
corridors identified.
. . . . . Planning and
Action TC 1.3 Corr'lplete.trafﬁc calming studies and implement recommendations for the eight On-going | Community Pg. 33
corridors identified. .
Services
Planning Board
Action TC 1.4 Program and fund streetscape/reconstruction projects identified. Short and City Pg. 33-34
Council
Action TC 1.5 Estabhsh a Wgyﬁﬂdlﬂg and signage program for the downtown that can Short Planning Pg. 36
implemented in phases.
Obsjective TC 2 ley streets are posted with speed limits that are appropriate and consistent with the character of the
existing environment.
Transportation
Advisory
Action TC 2.1 Adopt a formal policy for posting speed limits on City streets by 2018. Immediate | Commission Pg. 33,35
and City
Council
O The City capitalizes on opportunities to implement connectivity and traffic calming measures through
Objective TC 3 . . . :
on-going annual City projects and maintenance.
Implement a policy that evaluates the possibility of restriping City Streets Community
Action TC 3.1 during the routine paving/maintenance to incorporate bike lanes or sharrows Immediate ommunity Pg. 35-36
. Services
before the work is performed.
Action TC 3.2 Implement_a policy that considers the apphcaﬂon of widened shoulders in lieu Immediate Congmumty Py, 24-25
of formal sidewalks where safe and applicable. Services

42




Technology (T)

o . Beeef o Chapter

Goal/Objective/Action Priority Responsibility Reference
Dover’s transportation system utilizes advanced technology to promote safe and efficient multimodal

Technology Goal mobility throughout the City and provides users with real-time travel and parking data to enhance
convenience.

Objective T 1 Dover is actively and continually building the components of a smart city.
Establish a Transportation Technology Committee to explore and evaluate

Action TC 1.1 technology components that will advance Dover’s transportation system, and Immediate | Planning Pg. 37
develop a multimodal intelligent transportation infrastructure plan (MITIP).

Action TC 1.2 Prioritize and implement action items that result from the MITIP. Immediate | Planning Pg. 37

Action TC 1.3 Continue to Work Wth SFate government in adopting regulations that allow the On-going | Planning Pg. 37
use of bus prioritization in urban areas.

Action TC 1.4 Work with COAST.to 1mplerpent technology such as NextBus to provide real Short Planning Pg. 32, 37
time data of bus arrivals for riders.

Obijective T 2 Dover is ready and prepared to be responsive in the event of unanticipated major traffic incidents.

Action TC 2.1 Develop 1nc1.dent management plans that are Aready for 1rnmed1ate. . Long Police Pg. 38
implementation as needed to address unanticipated traffic events in the City. Department
Establish an annual meeting where those responsible for the implementation Fir

Action TC 2.2 and execution of plans (emergency responders and other City officials) review | Long Dee Artment Pg. 38-39
its components and update it accordingly. P
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To: Planning Board

From: Planning Department
Date: August 18, 2016

Re: Proposed Amendments to

Regulations
CC: N/A
ISSUE:

Each year, Staff and the Planning Board
agree on a list of proposed amendments to
look into. Staff has taken that list, gone
through and made changes and is presenting
them to you for possible posting. The
attached sign regulations (Chapter 170-32)
were posted April 12, 2016 and have been
further amended at the Planning Board’s
request.

INTENT:

This memo will review the 2016 amendments
to the sign regulations with the Planning
Board.

GOALS:

Consistently improve the City’s regulations
to keep up with changing times and solve
common issues that arise.

PROCESS:

Staff has reviewed the Sign Regulations
section of the Zoning Ordinance, specifically
taking into account the concerns presented
by the Board on July 26 as well as any other
changes staff has come across in their overall
review of the regulations. Staff has put
together the following amendments, attached
in this packet and will be present to review
and answer any questions at the August 23
meeting.

ATTACHMENTS:
e Zoning Amendments - Chapter 170,
Section 32 Sign Regulations

BACKGROUND:

At the July 26, 2016 Planning Board meeting, staff heard comments from
members who sought a compromise between completely prohibiting and
completely permitting off-site signage. To meet this goal, proposed
revisions to the posted amendments include permitting temporary
signage on-sife in more zones to allow property owners in the industrial
and mixed-use zoning districts greater opportunity, while protecting
residential districts. A new addition also allows for “Community Sign”
permits. This is designed to allow any Dover applicant to obtain a two-
week permit for an a-frame sign at one of five traditional off-premise
advertising locations. Applicants are limited to one sign/one location per
month, no more than eight months out of the year, and must provide the
same liability insurance as those who advertise on the City’s sidewalks.

Zoning Regulations:

Sign amendments are the result of a recent Supreme Court ruling that
established the importance of content-neutral sign regulations, balanced
with community traditions allowing temporary signage at specific road
intersections. Once the Planning Board holds a public hearing and votes
to adopt the amendments, they are sent to the City Council for
ratification.

Please read through the amendments to see the changes; staff will be
happy to answer any questions.

New amendments are highlighted and summarized here:

e Amended 170-32.B to specify that an application is required.

e Amended 170-32.C(16) to include language that is deleted from
170-32.D(2).

e Deleted 170-32.E(2) due to its extremely limited applicability
based on other regulations in the Section.

e Amended I(1)(b) to clarify that special provisions for extra
signage in industrial parks is intended for “development
identification signs.”

e Amended 170-32.Q)(1) and 170-12 to permit temporary signs in
more zoning districts.

e Amended 170-32.Q(1)(ii) to clarify where banners are permitted.

e Added 170-32.Q(2) to create a new permit, procedure, and
requirements for off-site, temporary, a-frame signs in five
traditional intersection locations.



CITY OF DOVER — ORDINANCE
Posted: April 12, 2016

Ordinance Number: O —yyyy.mm.dd -
Ordinance Title: Updating the Dover Zoning Ordinance
Chapter: 170

CiTY OF DOVER

The City of Dover Ordains:
1. PURPOSE

The purpose of this ordinance is to amend Chapter 170 of the Code of the City of Dover,
entitled Zoning, by updating the Code to reflect changes in the community and in land use
regulations.

2. AMENDMENT

Chapter 170 of the Code of the City of Dover, entitled Zoning, is hereby amended by
revising Chapter 170-32 “SIGN Review and Regulations™ as follows.

“ARTICLE X

SIGNS AND FENCES

170-32. SIGN Review and Regulations. [Amended on 3-14-84 by Ord. No. 7-84; on 6-10-
87 by Ord. No. 13-87; on 10-26-88 by Ord. No. 18-88; on 08-01-90 by Ord. No. 8-90; on
04-21-93 by Ord. NO. 04-93; on 11-22-95 by Ord. No. 19-95; on 01-22-2003 by Ord. No.
35-02; on 03-21-2007 by Ord. No. 01-07; on 12-09-2009 by Ord. No. 2009.09.09-15; on
12-08-2010 by Ord. No. 2010.10.27-13; on 02-22-2012 by Ord. No. 2012.01.25; on 08-19-
2015 by Ord. No. 2015.07.22 - 017

Purpose. The purpose of this Section is to create a legal framework for SIGNAGE
regulations that is intended to facilitate a flexible and agreeable communication between
people. Such an ordinance acknowledges the need to protect the safety and welfare of the
public, the need for a well-maintained and attractive appearance throughout the City of
Dover and the need for adequate busiress identification, advertising and communication.
While this Section recognizes that aesthetics and design quality cannot be satisfactorily
legislated, it does, however, operate on the premise that a large percent of that which is
unattractive can be eliminated by sensible quality control through maintenance and
inspection and by guidelines formulated to minimize clutter.

A. Permitted SIGNs. No SIGN shall be permitted within the City of Dover, except in
accordance with the provisions of this Section. See tables of Use and Dimensional
Regulations by District for overview of permitted SIGNs.

B. Permit required. No SIGN, other than a-directional-SIGN;-a residential nameplate or a
SIGN exempted from the permitting requirements of this Section as described

herein orSIGN-advertising-a-sale-or-lease-of-a-premise; shall be erected or placed in the
City of Dover without a SIGN permit. Said permit shall be issued by the Zoning

Administrator, provided that the SIGN meets all the regulations of this Section, after the
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CITY OF DOVER — ORDINANCE
Posted: April 12, 2016

Ordinance Number: O —yyyy.mm.dd -

Ordinance Title: Updating the Dover Zoning Ordinance
Chapter: 170

CiTY OF DOVER

submission of an application and a set of plans to an appropriate scale, showing site
location, dimensions, method of illumination, if any, and types of materials to be used in
construction. Replacement of existing SIGNs and support STRUCTUREsS, where the
area, location or materials are being altered, shall require a permit, and such replacement
shall conform to the regulations of this Section.

C. General provisions. All SIGNs shall conform to the following regulations:

(1) SIGN Location. Al SIGNs shall be located on the same LOT as the uses which they
dentiy—with-the following-exeeptions: SIGNSs shall relate only to the premises

upon which they are located, excluding Temporary SIGNs as regulated in
Subsection Q.

2) Political Advertis Political advertisi hall lated

(2) All SIGNs shall be constructed, erected and maintained so as not to present a hazard
to persons and property.

(3) All SIGNs shall be erected in such a manner so as not to obstruct free and clear vision
along or onto a public right-of-way.

(4) All SIGNs shall be erected in such a manner so as not to obstruct the view of, be
confused with or mistaken for any authorized traffic SIGN, signal or like device.

(5) The illumination of any SIGN shall be nonflashing; spot or floodlights shall be
arranged so that the direct rays of light do not shine or reflect directly into adjacent
properties or the line of vision ef of a motorist.

(@) FLASHING SIGNs are prohibited.

(b) Hluminance of the SIGN face shall not exceed the following standards:
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CITY OF DOVER — ORDINANCE
Posted: April 12, 2016

Ordinance Number: O —yyyy.mm.dd -
Ordinance Title: Updating the Dover Zoning Ordinance
Chapter: 170

CiTY OF DOVER

(i) ExternaliHumination EXTERNAL ILLUMINATION: fifty (50) foot-
candles as measured on the SIGN face.

(i) dnternaillumination INTERNAL ILLUMINATION: five thousand (5,000)
nits (candelas per square meter) during daylight hours, and five hundred (500)
nits between dusk and dawn, as measured at the SIGN’s face.

(iii) BiectiHumination DIRECT ILLUMINATION: five thousand (5,000) nits
during daylight hours, and five hundred (500) nits between dusk and dawn,
as measured at the SIGN’s face.

(6) The top edge of a WALL SIGN shall be at least one (1) foot below the top of the
wall or PARAPET wall. The top edge of a roof SIGN shall be at least one (1) foot
below the roof ridge or the highest point of the roof if no ridgepole exists.*

(7) No SIGN shall be painted or affixed with adhesive directly on the surface of a
BUILDING.

(8) Rotating SIGNSs or beacons, waving pennants or whirling devices are prohibited.
(9) Temporary SIGNSs are prohibited, except as otherwise provided in Subsection Q.

(10) All SIGNs are prohibited within the public right- of-way, except as otherwise
provided in this Section.

(11) The terms of this Section shall not be-censtrued-so-as-to-exclude apply to SIGNs
being necessary for the public welfare and, as such, are required by the municipal,
State, or Federal government. and-historical-associations—ete:

(12) The material and construction of any SIGN or supporting elements shall be in
accordance with the Building and Electrical Codes (in use by the City at the time of
installation) and all other applicable City regulations.

(13) Ona CORNER LOT, no FREESTANDING SIGN or support element shall be
erected to materially impede vision between a HEIGHT of two and a half (2 %%) feet
and eight (8) feet above curb grades in the same area bounded by the STREET lines
of such CORNER LOT and a straight line joining points along said STREET lines
thirty (30) feet from point of their intersection except as otherwise provided in this
Section.

1See Figure 1 of the SIGN Diagrams, Part I, included at the end of this Chapter
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CITY OF DOVER — ORDINANCE
Posted: April 12, 2016

Ordinance Number: O —yyyy.mm.dd -
Ordinance Title: Updating the Dover Zoning Ordinance
Chapter: 170

CiTY OF DOVER

(14) Essential directional SIGNs not exceeding four (4) square feet; in area; are
permitted indicating entrance and exit driveways. Said SIGNs shall not be subject
to the permitting requirements of this Section.

(15) SIGNSs not exceeding two (2) square feet; in area; are permitted in parking LOTs
indicating aisles or reserved areas or spaces. Said SIGNs shall not be subject to
the permitting requirements of this Section.

(16) On a BUILDING or project under construction, or on a property currently for
sale or rent, one additional SIGN is permitted and shall conform to the
following additional regulations:

(@) One (1) SIGN not exceeding thirty-two (32) square feet is permitted on a
BUILDING or project under construction-identifyingthe-architect,owner
andfer-contractor. Such SIGN shall be removed upon the receipt of a
CERTIFICATE OF OCCUPANCY or upon the expiration of the BUILDING
permit. Said SIGN shall not be subject to the permitting requirements of
this Section.

(b) One (1) SIGN not to exceed four (4) square feet may be erected on a
property currently for sale or rent. Said SIGN shall not be subject to the
permit requirements of this Section.

(17) WALL SIGNs shall conform to the following additional regulations:

(@) No WALL SIGN shall be located in such a manner so as to extend above the next
floor's window sill or descend below the top of the lower floor's lintel.2

(b) In all nonresidential zoning districts where a business/premises fronts on more
than one (1) public STREET or municipal parking LOT, one (1) WALL SIGN
shall be permitted for upon each FRONTAGE. The SIGN AREA displayed shall
not exceed that area permitted by the FRONTAGE on that public STREET or
parking LOT.®

(c) In all nonresidential zoning districts, one (1) informational/directional WALL
SIGN shall be permitted for each BUILDING entryway. Said SIGN shall not
exceed four (4) square feet in area and shall not be illuminated. Said SIGN shall
not be subject to the permitting requirements of this Section.

(18) All FREESTANDING SIGNs shall conform to the following regulations:

2See Figure 2 of the SIGN Diagrams, Part I, included at the end of this Chapter.
3 See Figure 3 of the SIGN Diagrams, Part I, included at the end of this Chapter.
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CITY OF DOVER — ORDINANCE
Posted: April 12, 2016

Ordinance Number: O —yyyy.mm.dd -
Ordinance Title: Updating the Dover Zoning Ordinance

Chapter: 170

CiTY OF DOVER

(@) No FREESTANDING SIGNs shall be located in an area designated for parking
unless said SIGN is protected along all sides by curbing. A four (4) foot clear
space is required along all approaches.*

(b) No FREESTANDING SIGN shall be placed within fifty (50) feet of a low-density
residential district (R-40, R-20) boundary.

(19) All PROJECTING SIGNSs shall conform to the following additional regulations:
(@) PROJECTING SIGNSs shall be attached to the main wall of the BUILDING.

(b) PROJECTING SIGNSs shall be prohibited from projecting over a STREET, alley
or other PUBLIC SPACE beyond four (4) feet eight (8) inches from a
BUILDING facade or two-thirds (2/3) of the width of the SIDEWALK,
whichever is less.®

(c) A clear space of not less than ten (10) feet shall be provided below all parts of a
PROJECTING SIGN, except for residential nameplates.

(d) In all nonresidential zoning districts where a business/premise fronts on more than
one (1) public STREET or municipal parking lot, one (1) PROJECTING SIGN
shall be permitted for upon each FRONTAGE. The SIGN AREA displayed shall
not exceed that area permitted by the FRONTAGE on that public STREET or

parking lot.

(20) Awnings may be used in lieu of permitted WALL SIGNs provided said letters,
insignia or emblems do not exceed the square footage allowed for a WALL SIGN in
the applicable zoning district.

D. SIGNs permitted in residential districts. Any SIGN permitted in a Residential District
shall conform to the following regulations (See tables for overview of permitted SIGNS):

(1) CUSTOMARY HOME OCCUPATION SIGNs shall identify only the name of each
occupant and the STREET address. Said SIGN shall not exceed two (2) square feet
and shall not be subject to the permit requirements of this Section.

4 See Figure 4 of the SIGN Diagrams, Part |, included at the end of this Chapter.
5See Figure 5 of the SIGN Diagrams, Part I, included at the end of this Chapter.
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CITY OF DOVER — ORDINANCE
Posted: April 12, 2016
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Ordinance Title: Updating the Dover Zoning Ordinance
Chapter: 170

CiTY OF DOVER

(3) One (1) SIGN not to exceed sixteen (16) square feet may be erected in connection
with any legally permitted non-residential use, excepting home occupations and BED
AND BREAKFASTS.

(4) One (1) SIGN may be erected in connection with a lawfully maintained
NONCONFORMING USE.

(5) All nonresidential SIGNs may only be illuminated by a constant indirect seurce-of
highting EXTERNAL ILLUMINATION. The lighting element shall be shielded and
shall illuminate only the SIGN. No SIGN shall be illuminated after 9:00 p.m or
before 6:00 a.m.

(6) One (1) SIGN not to exceed four (4) square feet may be erected in connection with a
BED AND BREAKFAST.

(7) No SIGN shall be located greater than eight (8) feet above the ground, whether
freestanding or attached to a BUILDING.

E. SIGNs permltted in CBD and CWD dlstrlcts Zenes SJrGNsshaLHelateﬁnlyJee#re

Downtown Gateway sub-district shall be illuminated after 9:00 p.m. or before 6:00 a.m.
(See table for overview of permitted SIGNSs.)

(1) WALL SIGNs®

(@) An additional one (1) square foot of SIGN AREA per one (1) foot of BUSINESS
FRONTAGE shall be permitted, provided that the character of the SIGN
conforms to mill motif design criteria. Refer to Subsection @ O for applicable
criteria.

F. SIGNs permltted in B 3 dIStFICtIhGFGH-gh—f&FE—BH%HESS—DJ&t-HGE SJrGNs—shaH—Fela{&enly

mmmmmmme& (See table for

overview of permitted SIGNSs.)

6 See Figure 6 of the SIGN Diagrams, Part 11, included at the end of this Chapter.
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(1) FREESTANDING SIGNs

@) Where a PRINCIPAL BUILDING fronts on more than one (1) STREET, one
(1) FREESTANDING SIGN may be erected for upon each FRONTAGE,
provided that the BUILDING complies with applicable SETBACKS.

(b) One (1) FREESTANDING SIGN shall be permitted for every principal
entryway to a SHOPPING CENTER. Such SIGNAGE shall be a distance of
five hundred (500) feet apart.

G. SIGNs permltted in B 1 dlstrlctNElGHBQRHQQl}Buanes&D&Hets SJrGNssh&H

SIGN shall be illuminated after 9:00 p.m. or before 6:00 a.m. (See table for overview of
permitted SIGNs.)

(1) PROJECTING SIGNs

(@) All PROJECTING SIGNs shall only be illuminated by a constant indirectsouree
efhghting EXTERNAL ILLUMINATION. The lighting element shall be
shielded and shall illuminate only the SIGN.

H. SIGNs permltted inO dlStFICtQ-FFlG-EDISt—HGt S+GNs—shal4—Felateenly—te—the—eFem4see
avaablewﬁhm—salel—pFemﬁee No SIGN shaII be |IIum|nated after 9:00 p m. or before

6:00 a.m. (See table for overview of permitted SIGNs.)

(1) SIGNs shall only be illuminated by a constant irdirectseuree-of-Hghting
EXTERNAL ILLUMINATION. The lighting element shall be shielded and shall
illuminate only the SIGN.

l. SIGNs permltted in Mdus%H&I—DMHetsl 1 I 2 and - 4 districts. SLGNsshaH—Fela{eenly

emdveﬁmng%he&rﬂele&e%emee&&v&ﬂable%ﬂhmeuehﬁremlse& (See table for

overview of permitted SIGNs.)

(1) FREESTANDING SIGNs

(@) Where a PRINCIPAL BUILDING fronts on more than one (1) STREET, one (1)
FREESTANDING SIGN may be erected for upon each FRONTAGE, provided
that the BUILDING complies with applicable SIGNAGE SETBACKS.

(b) Two (2) FREESTANDING DEVELOPMENT IDENTIFICATION SIGNs
shall be permitted withinan per approved industrial park, provided that the

Document Created by: Planning Department Zoning amendments 2016Posted-REVISED-8.18.2016
Document Posted on:  April 12, 2016 Page 7 of 17




CITY OF DOVER — ORDINANCE
Posted: April 12, 2016

Ordinance Number: O —yyyy.mm.dd -
Ordinance Title: Updating the Dover Zoning Ordinance
Chapter: 170

CiTY OF DOVER

combined square footage of such SIGNs does not exceed five hundred (500)

square feet in area, thatthey-are-used-solely-for-the-purposes-efidentifying-the
parkits-eceupancies-and-uses-locationandlayeut, and that, if on a CORNER

LOT, such SIGNs shall be set so as to not materially impede vision.

J. SIGNs permltted in ETP and B- 4 Districts. S+GNs—shecl4—Fela¥eenly—te—theL|eFem|ses++|een

amele&eeseﬂﬂees—aveualele-\m%hm—sueh—wemse& (See table for overview of permltted
SIGNSs.)

(1) FREESTANDING SIGNs

(@) Where a development fronts on more than one (1) public STREET or roadway,
one (1) FREESTANDING SIGN shall be permitted for upon each FRONTAGE.

(b) Each FREESTANDING SIGN shall not exceed sixteen (16) feet in HEIGHT,
except as provided for below, and shall be permanently affixed to the ground.
Notwithstanding, FREESTANDING SIGNs fronting on the Spaulding Turnpike
shall not exceed thirty (30) feet in HEIGHT.

(c) SIGN AREA shall not exceed sixty (60) square feet in area. Notwithstanding, a
FREESTANDING SIGN fronting the Spaulding Turnpike shall not exceed one
hundred (100) square feet in area.

K. SIGNs permltted in the B 5 dlstrlcteeemmeperalmemLDﬁ%GNs—sh%Felateemy

emdveﬁmeg%he—amele&eesemeeseveueble—wehm—eue#ppemﬁes. (See table for
overview of permitted SIGNS.)

(1) FREESTANDING SIGNs.

@) Where a development fronts on more than one (1) public STREET, one (1)
FREESTANDING SIGN shall be permitted fer upon each FRONTAGE.

Notwithstanding, no FREESTANDING SIGN shall be allowed on Old
Rochester Road.

L. Political advertising SIGNs. Political advertising SIGNs are permitted as fellows: per the
political advertising SIGN provisions of State law.
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M. Obsolete SIGNs. Any SIGN which is located on property which becomes vacant and
unoccupled for a perlod of more than SIX (6) months er—any%LGN—wmeh—peFtans—taa

mleeaﬂencf—sard—buemess—semee—aeﬂw%y—epevent shaII be deemed to have been
abandoned, and the SIGN shall be considered obsolete. Such obsolete SIGNSs are

prohibited and shall be removed by the owner of the SIGN or owner of the premises. In
the event that the said SIGN(s) and support(s) are not removed as requested by the
Zoning Administrator, the City of Dover may remove said STRUCTURE(s) and assess
all costs and expenses incurred in said removal against the STRUCTURE's owners and/or
the owner of the land upon which said STRUCTURE(S) is located.

N. Nonconforming SIGNs. A SIGN installed prior to the effective date of this Section which
meets the applicable requirements of the zoning code then in effect but which is not in
conformance Wlth the pI‘OVISIonS of this code shaII be deemed a permltted nonconformlng

oﬁhlséeenon Such nonconformlng SIGN shaII however be subject to the foIIowmg
regulations.

(1) No nonconforming SIGN shall be altered in any way in STRUCTURE or material,
which makes the SIGN less in compliance with the requirements of this Section than
it was before the alterations.

(2) No nonconforming SIGN shall be relocated to a position making it less compliant
with the requirements of this Section.

(3) Non-conforming FREESTANDING SIGNs and PROJECTING SIGNs may be
replaced upon approval of a SIGN permit application, provided that the support
STRUCTURE of the SIGN remains in place and the dimensions of the SIGN are the
same or smaller. If any other nonconforming SIGN is replaced, it shall be replaced in
total with a SIGN that is in conformance with the provisions of this Section.
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(4) Should a nonconforming SIGN be destroyed by any means to an extent of more than
seventy-five percent (75%) of its replacement cost at the time of its destruction, it
shall not be reconstructed except in conformity with the provisions of this Section.

O. Mill motif design criteria.

(1) Intent.

(@) A recurring architectural theme exists within the Central Business District, where
the use of brick, granite and slate dominates much of the existing commercial
BUILDING stock. Influenced by the early 19th century mill development,
SIGNAGE was closely integrated with the style and composition of the
BUILDING, often consisting of handsomely carved and painted wooden
signboards. The use of dark background tones, highlighted with bright lettering
was dominant. PROJECTING SIGNs were typically constructed from dark-hued
metal, cast iron in particular, and internal lighting or use of plastics, aluminum
and vinyl was nonexistent.

(b) The use of a mill motif SIGNAGE theme is an attempt to promote a style or
architectural continuity within Dover's urban center. Within the defined mill motif
theme, a great amount of flexibility is permitted where design and materials are
involved, and all SIGNAGE should be guided by general design criteria.

(2) SIGN location.
(@) Every SIGN shall be required to be an integral part of its BUILDING.
SIGNs shall be located with respect to the basic architectural framework of the

BUILDING, so as not to obscure the primary elements (door and window
openings and decorative facade treatments) of a BUILDING's framework.

(3) SIGN composition.
(@) Lettering.

(i)  No more than one (1) font shall be permitted per SIGN. More than one (1)
size is permitted.

(if) Letters may be attached to the BUILDING facade.

(iti) Light-colored letters on a dark background are required.
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(iv) Lettering shall be located so as not to obstruct architectural detailing on the
BUILDING face.

(v) Product trademarks are not permitted. Generic trade symbols (e.g., a shoe
for a cobbler, a mortar and pestle for a druggist) are permitted.

(vi) Letter styles shall be limited to the classic genre, i.e., Copperplate Gothic,
Times, Franklin Gothic, Benton, Clarendon, Haas Helvetica, Folio Caravelle
Medium, Windsor, and Times Roman.

(vii) The size of the lettering shall be in proportion to both the SIGN
configuration and the BUILDING.

(b) Color.

(i)  No more than three (3) colors are preferred, plus black and white.
Differences in shade or hue are considered different colors. Lettering is
limited to one (1) color.

(i)  Colors used in SIGNAGE should relate to the color composition of the
BUILDING material and be compatible with them.

(iii) The determination of SIGN color must relate to the degree of contrast
between the SIGN lettering and SIGN background.

(c) Lighting.

(i) tnternaly-Hitorback-lt-SIGNs INTERNAL ILLUMINATION and
DIRECT ILLUMINATION are prohibited.

(i)  Only shielded-indirect-tight EXTERNAL ILLUMINATION shall be
permitted if lighting is used.

(d) Materials.

(i) The appearance of traditional materials, such as wood, glass, brass, bronze
or iron, is required.

(i)  Wooden SIGNs shall be constructed of dense, clear wood that adapts to
engraving/carving and paint or stain. The use of plywood shall be limited to
overlay, exterior or marine plywood.
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(ili) PROJECTING SIGNs shall be supported by black, iron attachments to the
BUILDING. Guy wires shall not be permitted as a principle SIGN support

member.

(iv) No support for a PROJECTING SIGN shall extend above the cornice line of
the BUILDING to which it is attached.

(2) Permit process

(@) The Zoning Administrator shall be responsible for the issuance of SIGN permits
relative to mill motif accessory SIGNs. Application for said SIGNs shall include

the following items:

(i) A scaled elevation drawing of the entire BUILDING facade(s).

(ii) Proposed SIGN clearly delineated on the elevation drawing.

(iii) Detailed drawings indicating materials, size, colors and style of lettering,
lighting and attachment method.
(iv) A photograph of the BUILDING.

(v) A sample color rendering of the intended SIGN.

(b) Upon completion of the review, the Zoning Administrator will approve or
disapprove the application and inform the APPLICANT of the decision in writing.

P. Fees for the review of SIGNAGE are set annually and may be found in the City’s Fee

Schedule.

Q. Femporary TEMPORARY SIGNs. No temperary TEMPORARY SIGN shall be
erected or placed in the City of Dover without a temporary sign permit issued by the
Planning Department, except as noted in Subsection (1)(b). The following regulations

shall apply:

(1) Business-Advertising—Business-advertising TEMPORARY SIGNs are prohibited in
all residential zoning districts (R-40, R-20, R-12, RM-SU, RM-U, HR, CBD-R)

and the NEIGHBORHOOD Busmess Dlstrlct (B 1) pepmmeel—m—theuGBD—Geneml—

A
D117 OVY ety oD

enly-and Where permltted TEMPORARY SIGNs are subject to the followmg

regulations:
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(a) SpeeialEvents: TEMPORARY SIGNs Allowed with One-Week Permit. A
business LOT or tenant may obtain a temperary TEMPORARY SIGN permit for
a-speeial-event one week, provided that all of the following conditions are met:

(ii) Special-eventtemporary (i) One-week TEMPORARY SIGN permits are valid
for a consecutive seven (7) day period and may be obtained once every three
(3) months, for a maximum of four (4) specialevent one-week
TEMPORARY SIGNs perbusiness per year. If aspecialeventSIGN the
permit is not used in one (1) quarter, it shall not be carried over to the next
quarter.

(iii) (i) The speetalevent TEMPORARY SIGN shall be limited to twenty-four
(24) square feet in size and shall not be placed in such a manner so as to create
a traffic or safety hazard. Banner type TEMPORARY SIGNs are permitted
only in the B-3 and B-5 Zoning Districts.

(iv) (iii) The special-event TEMPORARY SIGN shall be removed within twenty-
four (24) hours after the end of the event approved display period. If a
special-event the TEMPORARY SIGN or banner is not removed within
twenty-four (24) hours, the TEMPORARY SIGN or banner may be removed
by the City of Dover.

(v) (iv) If the TEMPORARY SIGN is located on a City SIDEWALK or within a
public right-of-way directly in front of the BUILDING, the requirements in
Subsection Q.(1)(d) must be met.

(b) TEMPORARY SIGNS allowed without a permit. One (1) temperary A-frame
sandwich board TEMPORARY SIGN is permitted per busiress LOT or tenant
and does not require a permit, provided all of the following conditions are met:

(1) The TEMPORARY SIGN is not located on a City SIDEWALK or within a
public right-of-way.

(i) The maximum size of the TEMPORARY SIGN is eight (8) square feet.

(iii) The TEMPORARY SIGN must be placed directly in front of the business
BUILDING at a distance no greater than two (2) feet from the BUILDING and
must not impede pedestrian or handicapped access to the business or adjacent
businesses.
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(c) TEMPORARY SIGNs allowed with annual permit. One (1) temporary
TEMPORARY SIGN shall be permitted per each PRINCIPAL BUILDING.
BUILDINGs with an excess of one hundred (100) feet of STREET FRONTAGE
shall be permitted one (1) additional temperary TEMPORARY SIGN per every
additional one hundred (100) feet of STREET FRONTAGE. See District Tables
of Use for additional requirements.

(i) If the TEMPORARY SIGN is located on a City SIDEWALK or within a
public right-of-way directly in front of the BUILDING, the requirements in
Subsection Q.(1)(d) must be met.

(i) The following additional regulations shall apply to TEMPORARY SIGNs
located in the CBD-General District:

1.

The structure of the temperary TEMPORARY SIGN must consist of
medium density overlay plywood, or a similar durable wood-like material
which can withstand the weather, or metal (except as supplemented by
material for changeable messages, see below). The use of other materials is
permitted if styled and composed to imitate wood or metal.

Any graphics, lettering, words, numbers, messages and/or symbols on the
temperary TEMPORARY SIGN shall be applied directly onto the surface
of the SIGN and/or shall be made with SIGN plastic film.

The material for changeable messages shall be either chalk board or dry
erase board. TEMPORARY SIGNs with moveable slide-in plastic letters
are not permitted.

TEMPORARY SIGNs using stencils or spray paint are not permitted.

TEMPORARY SIGNs may not be painted traffic yellow or construction-
zone orange or use any reflective or fluorescent materials.

(d) TEMPORARY SIGNs located on a City SIDEWALK or within a public right-of-
way. TEMPORARY SIGNs located on a City SIDEWALK or within a public
right-of-way shall meet the following requirements:

(i) A certificate of insurance in the amount of one hundred thousand
($100,000.00) dollars (bodily injury/property damage) shall be filed as part of
the temperary TEMPORARY SIGN permit application to assure ensure
sufficient liability coverage of the APPLICANT.
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(ii) A hold-harmless certification letter shall be filed as part of the temporary SIGN
permit application to relieve the City of Dover from bodily injury and property
damage liability.

(iii) TEMPORARY SIGNSs shall only be displayed during business hours.

(iv) A five (5) foot, clear passageway must be maintained at all times.

(v) TEMPORARY SIGNs shall be located directly in front of the BUILDING or
in front of the space W|th|n the BUILDING occupled by the buanes&er—m

I‘:en&n{—BU-I-I:D-I-NG— TEMPORARY SIGN owner.”

(2) Community SIGNs. With a permit, TEMPORARY SIGNs may be located in the
public right of way at Central Square, Weeks Crossing, and the intersections of
Durham Road and Back River Road, Sixth Street and Indian Brook Drive, and
Knox Marsh Road and Littleworth Road provided that the following
requirements are met:

(@) Community SIGNs shall be a-frame/sandwich board type and no larger than
six (6) square feet in area and no greater than three (3) feet in height.

(b) No more than three (3) permits shall be issued per location, per display
period.

(c) Display periods shall be limited to the first (1% through the fourteenth (14t)
day of each calendar month and the fifteenth (15™) through the twenty-eighth
(28™) day of each calendar month. No APPLICANT will be issued permits for
for more than one (1) display period or more than one (1) SIGN location in
one (1) calendar month. No APPLICANT will be issued a community SIGN
permit for more than eight (8) display periods per calendar year.

(d) Applications for the first (1%) through the fourteenth (14™") day display period
will be accepted by the Planning and Community Development Department
only between the fifteenth (15™) and twentieth (20™") days of the previous
month. Applications for the fifteenth (15") through the twenty-eighth (28%)
day display period will be accepted only between the twenty-fifth (251) and
thirtieth (30™) days of the previous month. Applications will not be accepted
in advance. Permits will be granted on a first-come, first-served basis.
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(e) Applications must be signed by the property owner (APPLICANT or
APPLICANT’s landlord) and shall include:

(i) A certificate of insurance in the amount of one hundred thousand dollars
($100,000.00) (bodily injury/property damage) to ensure sufficient liability
coverage of the APPLICANT.

(ii) A hold-harmless certification letter to relieve the City of Dover from
bodily injury and property liability.

(f) A display period sticker will be issued with the community SIGN permit and
shall be affixed to the lower right corner of the SIGN face.

3. AMENDMENT

Chapter 170 of the Code of the City of Dover, entitled Zoning, is hereby amended by
revising Chapter 170-12 “Applicability of Tables of Use and Dimensional Regulations
By District” by revising the Sign Regulations Table in the Hotel/Retail (B-4) District,
Restricted Industrial (I-1) District, Rural Restricted Industrial (I-2) District, Assembly
and OFFICE (I-4) District, Executive and Technology Park (ETP) District, Hospital (H)
District, Office (O) District), and Little Bay Waterfront (LBW) District to add
TEMPORARY SIGNS as a permitted sign type.

4. TAKES EFFECT
This ordinance shall take effect upon passage and publication of notice as required by RSA
47:18.

AUTHORIZATION
Approved as to Daniel R. Lynch Sponsored Councilor Dennis Ciotti
Funding: by:

Finance Director City Council Planning Board

Representative

Approved as to Legal ~ Anthony Blenkinsop

Form
and Compliance: City Attorney
Recorded by: Karen Lavertu
City Clerk
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In April 2016, FEMA released their Flood Risk Report for Strafford County, which contains flood
risk data for Dover, Durham, Madbury, and Rollinsford. According to the report, this document
“provides non-regulatory information to help local or tribal officials, floodplain managers, planners,
emergency managers, and others better understand their flood risks, take steps to mitigate those risks,
and communicate those risks to their citizens and local businesses.” The report also provides strategies
that communities can use in order to improve flood resilience.

Over the next several months, SRPC will be partnering with staff from the NH Office of Energy and
Planning (NHOEP) and GRANIT to host a series of workshops detailing the report and providing
options on how best to use the report for community planning initiatives, including hazard mitigation
planning .

For the communities in our region that are not represented in this report, FEMA and GRANIT are
currently working together to update the remaining municipal floodplain maps. This is expected to
take place over the next several years.

For more information on the upcoming workshops please contact Jennifer Gilbert, Senior Planner,
State Floodplain Program Coordinator, NHOEP at jennifer.gilbert@nh.gov. or call 603-271-1762.

The Acton Wakefield Watershed Alliance (AWWA) began a youth volunteer program in
2006 entitled the AWWA Youth Conservation Corps (YCC). Since this program began, YCC
volunteers have installed over 750 erosion control measures. In an effort to showcase some
of their work the most recent group of volunteers will hold a presentation at the Wakefield
Town Hall (2 High Street, Sanbornville, NH) on Wednesday, August 17th at 10:00 AM.

This event is a great opportunity for communities to learn how property in their municipality could
be improved by a YCC project.

Early bird registration for NNECAPA 2016 is now open. The theme of this year’s conference is “Planning and the
Arts...Community Dramal”. The conference will be held in Portsmouth, NH from September 8th to the 9th. Topics
to be covered at this two day conference include NH's Coastal Adaptation Workgroup, Planning for Healthy
and Climate Resilient Communities, Expanding the Conversation—Citizen-led Planning, Incorporating an Arts
Culture in Planning, Closing Trail Network Gaps, and other exciting planning topics.

View the schedule at http:/bit.ly/2bie8Cp.
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