DEERFIELD PLANNING BOARD
DEERFIELD, NEW HAMPSHIRE
MAY 12, 2021

MINUTES OF MEETING

PRESENT: Board members Peter Schibbelhute, William Perron,
Harriet Cady, Selectmen's Representative Fred McGarry. Also
present Cameron Prolman, SNHPC, and Jane Boucher, secretary.

7PM Chair Peter Schibbelhute called the meeting to order.

Cameron Prolman asked those attending via zoom to mute
themselves until the Board asked for input from the public.

APPROVAL OF MANIFEST

Fred McGarry moved to approve the manifest. {(time sheet for
Jane Boucher 19 hours), William Perron seconded. Voted in
favor.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES
Fred McGarry moved to approve the minutes of April 28, 2021.
William Perron seconded. The following corrections were made to
the minutes:

Page 2 Last paragraph: Correct to read"A center line
stationing..."

Page 3: First Paragraph: Correct to read:"...plan and
profile. We will need more detail for headwall....®”
, Page 2: Paragraph 2: Correct to read "...regarding the
conservation easement...."

.Page 3 Paragraph 3: Correct to read....that runs from McCarron
Way to Maple Ave."

Page 3:Last sentence: Correct to read "..additional stone
bounds not shown will need to be set.®

Page 4 Paragraph 3; Correct to read "....anv further
consideration..."

Page 4 Paragraph 8: Correct to read "...moved and William
Perron...."

Page 5 First Paragraph: Correct to read "...there were two..."

Page 5 Paragraph 2: Correct to read "50 foot buffer running
parallel to the property line on the south side of the lot."

Page 5 Paragraph 7: Correct to read "...it was a road on a
previously approve subdivision.®

Page 5 Paragraph 11: Correct to read "....would be necessary in
the culvert.®

Page 6 Paragraph 10: Correct to read "....because there was no

it

road required for the Town to maintain.
Voted in favor with Harriet Cady abstaining.

MATTHEW BOURQUE
The secretary was 1instructed to send a letter to Mr. Bourque
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reguesting a copy of the DOT Driveway Approval for his property
on North Road.

7:15PM APPLICATION FOR PUBLIC HEARING; MINOR SUBDIVISION; MDGF,
170 BRIDGE 8T. , MANCHESTER, NH, KETTLE ROCK ROAD AND MOUNT
DELIGHT ROAD, DEERFIELD AND ALLENSTOWN, NH

George Kellev , MCGF, and James Franklin were present via zoom as
well as several abutters.

Chair Schibbelhute read the Notice of Public Hearing by which
MDGF will make application for a Public Hearing to consider
approval of a Minor Subdivision for property located on Mount
Delight and Kettle Rock Roadsg in Deerfield, NH (Map 402 Lot 41)
and Allenstown, NH (Map 411 Lots 18 and 20) and owned by the
applicant. The purpose of the plan is to consolidate various
parcels of land as described in RCRD Book 6064 page 2277 and
then to subdivide those parcels.

Deerfield: This land is zoned residential -agricultural with
the following minimum zoning reguirements: Minimum lot size 3
acres; Minimum frontage of 2Z00feet; Yard requirements of 40°';
Side and rear requirements of 37.57; Wetlands buffer 100'.
Allenstown" This land i1s zoned O0S8F, Open S8Space/Farming with the
following minimum zoning requirements: Minimum Lot 3ize 5
acres; minimum Frontage 200';Front vard 20', 8ide and rear vard
30",

The formal application will be submitted to the Planning Board
of the Town of Deerfield on Wednesday , May 12, 2021 at 7:15PM,
The Board will consider acceptance, and if accepted will hold

a public hearing at that time.

At this time Chair S8Schibbelhute read an e-mail from Mark
Witala,Hidden Drive, Deerfield, NH noting "It's sad to see
Deerfield losing vet another piece of land to developers. The
town is losing its character and because the piece is located
on Mount Delight Road, the impact on the road will cost
residents higher taxes to pay for repairs and repaving. Many
sectiong of the road are in bhad shape during the winter months.
Patches are springing up evervywhere. The road should be
repaved 1n manvy sectionsg. Before we add more construction
traffic to a deteriorating road we should consider the
consequences."

Board members reviewg plans. Fred McGarry moved to accept the
application. William Perron seconded. Voted in favor.

Jameg Franklin said thevy are proposing to create one new lot.
The applicant will reguest three building permits. They wish to
gubdivide on the westerly =side of the property ., identified
originally as Lot 141 -1 and Lot 18-1.

Mr. PFranklin noted that he felt it would be better that the
Board asked guestions and he would tryv his best to answer them.
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Peter Schibbelhute guestioned if the new lot in Deerfield would
be 411 Lot 18-2 . Mr. Franklin replied ves , it would be part
of Lot 141.

Mr. Schibbelhute said that there will be four lots, two of them
on Mt. Delight Road and part of the third will be on Mt.
Delight with drivewayv on Kettle Rock road. The new lot will he
18-3 with driveway off Kettle Rock Road.

Fred McGarry said looking at the Deerfield Tax Map which shows
Lot 17 in Deerfield which appears to be Lot 20-2. Mr. Franklin
said that he shows Lot 17 as owned by Joseph and Caroline
Bovle. Mr. McGarry said we are creating Lot 18-3 without
frontage on a Class 5 Road. James Franklin noted that the Town
merged these lots intc one parcel without authorization of the
landowner. He added that when they did the deed reszearch they
found there were three distinct parcels.

Fred McGarry questioned when the consolidation took place. Mr.
Franklin did not know. Mr. McGarry said that the Board would
like to see documentation regarding the consolidation. Mr.
Franklin said he doss refer to Plan D42545 which has been

recorded,

Mr. McGarry said that the Board should have a copy of Plan
D42545 which should be included.

Harriet Cady felt that if the Plan D42545 was indicated on the
proposed plan, it would be adeguate.

Both Peter Schibbelhute and Fred McGarry agreed that it would
be best to have a copy of the recorded plan to be filed with
the proposed plan.

Peter Schikbbelhute said that the Board will not record the cCopvy
but will keep it in the file for reference only.

Mr. Franklin saild he will provide a copy of the plan.

Fred McGarry questiconed Lot 18-2 which shows wetland line and
how much of the land in Allenstown is wetlands.

Jameg Franklin did not do a wetland delineation on the
property.

Fred McGarry said that Deerfield wetlands reculations call for
Z25% of three acreg. He asked if Mr. Franklin can show betwesn
the two parcels, Deerfield and Allenstown, that yvou have at
least 75% or three acres.
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Mr. Franklin said he could provide that information.

Cameron Prolman asked Mr. Franklin if he had anvy idea of how
much of the land in Allenstown is wetlands. Mr. Franklin
replied "no I do not".

Fred McGarry referred to RSA 674:53 notinag if a portion of the
proposed lot 1s providing access is one particular town then it
would be subject to the Town's wetland regulation

At this time Cameron Prolman read RSA 674.53 (A copy is
attached to these minutes.)

Sylvia von Aulock, spoke via zoom, saving that the nsed is to
verify that there is 2 1/2 acres of upland. &he added that =
note should be on the plan indicating that the Board of
Selectmen have approved use of Kettle Rock Road as an access
road.

Mr. Kelley also said that a variance has been granted bv the
ZBA for building permit on Kettle Rock Road.

Both the Planning Board Chairman and Building Inspector from
Allenstown were present via zoom.

Peter Schibbelhute noted the list of conditions to continue the
Public Hearing

.Identification of upland soils on wetlandsg on Allenstown =ids
of Lot 18-2 and 141

.Note of variance granted

.Building Envelope to be shown

.5ide and front setbacks

.Wetland setbacks

.Boundarieg to be set

Fred McGarryv moved to continue the public hearing to Juns 9,
2021 at 8PM. William Perron seconded. Voted in favor.

8:25PM APPLICATION FOR PUBLIC HEARING:; LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT:
EDWARD AND SANDRA CROSS: RANGE AND RIDGE ROADS
Edward Cross and Roscoe Blaisdell were present.

Chair Shibbelhute read the notice of public hearing by which
Edward and Sandra Cross. 4 Thurston Pond Road, Deerfield, NH
made application for a Public Hearing on Wednesday, Mayv 12,
2021 at 7:45PM for a Lot Line Adjustment for propertv located
on Ridge and Range Roads, Deerfield., NH identified as Tax Map
414 Lots 71 {consisting of 17.5079 acres) and Lots 72
{consisgting of 18.946 acres) The intent of the application is
to adjust the lot lines between Lot 71 and 72/ Lot 71 would
then consist of 20.00700 acres and Lot 72 would consist of
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16.4656 acres.

Roscoe Blaisdell said that the Board is currently hearing an
application for a subdivision for Lot 71 and by adding acreage
from Lot 72 it will make the subdivision work better.

Board members reviewed the proposed plans. Fred McGarrv moved
to accept the application. William Perron seconded. Voted in
favor.

Fred McGarry moved to Grant conditional approval for a Lot Line
Adjustment for Edward and Sandra Crosgs for property located on
Range and Ridge Roads. The condition being that certification
of boundaries be set and blaze marks going back to wetlands.
Conditional approval to lapse in 30 days {June 12, 2021).
William Perron seconded. Voted in favor.

8:30PM APPLICATION FOR PUBLIC HEARING; CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT:
PUBLIC SERVICE OF NH/DBA EVERSOURCE ENERGY/ (G146 TRANSMISSION
LINE

Lindsey White, Tracev Tarr, Kurt Nelson were present via zoom
representing PSNH.

Chair Schibbelhute rsad the Notice of Public Hearing by which
the Deerfield Planning Board will hold a Public Hearing on
Wednesday, May 12, 2021 at 8:15PM to consider an application
for a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) for Public Service Co. dba
Eversource Energy, 13 Legends Drive, Hooksett, NH for property
located in Deerfield, NH (G 146 Transmission Line ROW).
Eversource Energy is proposing to replace one utility structure
2long the existing G146 Transmission Line ROW corridor. The
proposed maintenance work will require temporary impacts to the
Wetland Conservation District for access and work pad
placement.

Chair Schibbelhute read a letter from Serita Frey,
Conservation Commission. A copv of the letter is at
these minutes.

Fred McGarry moved to accept the application from Eversourcs.
William Perron seconded, Voted in favor.

Fred McGarrv said he had a total of 9, 314 square feet of
wetlands will be impacted. He gquestioned if that was correct.

Lindsey White answered that that was correct. She indicated
that work should begin in July.

Kurt Nelson said that it was the replacement for one structure
and anticipated that it would be completed in weeks.
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Fred McGarrv guestioned if the sgtructure to bs replaced was
number 65 on Sheet 3.

Lindsey White replied ves.

Mr . McGarry said that it looked like thev would use Thurston
Pond Road to access the area and guestioned what provisions
would they be doing to protect the integrity of the =mall
bridge on the rcad.

Tracey Tarr sald that she had met with the Road Agent and they
are looking at other options to access Thurston Pond Road. They
are looking at access from Ridge and Randge Roads to Thurston
Pond Road.

An abutter guestioned how tall is the tower that will be
brought in. Mr. Nelson replied 61 feet.

Kurt Nelson said that he has looked at different accesses from
Ridge and Range Rcads and alsc Mount Delight. He gaid he looked
at culverts along Ridge Road and certainly will plan access
carefully,

Joanne Bradbury, a resident of Thurston Pond Road, gquestioned
1f Eversource will agree to repair anv damage that mav occur.

Kurt Nelson said thevy will do a pre construction survey before
they bring in any equipment and will repair any damage that may
occur.

Peter Bchibbelhute asked if thev have looked at coming in frem
the intersection of Range and Ridge Roads. Mr. Nelson replied
that 1s their intent at this point.

Mr. Nelson noted that the 61 foot tower will be coming in in
gmaller segments.

Joanne Bradbury asked if abutters would he able to watch the
process and contact the manager with anv questionsz.

Kurt Nelson 1f anvone has anv concerns thsy will be sure thev
get to the right people.

Rurt Nelson said thevy are verv protective of stone walls.

Fred McGarry noted the crossing of Hartford Brook and
dquestioned 1f there was a culvert at that location

Mr, Nelson based on his information there are three culverts at
that location.
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Sherrv . 46 Middle Road asked i1if Best Management practices
will be 1n place. Mr. Nelson replied that Best Management
Practiceg ig important has to where and how thev work.

Fred McGarry moved to Grant Conditional Approval to Eversource
Energy for a CUP for maintenance work along the G 146 Utility
Line with the following conditions:

Access to be from Ridge Road and Range Road intersection and
not from Mount Delight via Thurston Pond Road

Post bond in the amount of $15,000 for the Town of Deserfield

Establish escrow account for inspection by KNA in the amount
of $3.,000.00 and notify KNA for pre construction meseting

Bond and escrow to be provided tc Town before start of work.

William Perron seconded. Voted in favor.
The meeting was adiourned at 9:15PM.

Recorded and transcribed by Jane Boucher
Pending Approval by the Planning Roard



From: marshallgj@metrocast.net,
To: PeteSchib@gmail.com, bob.cote@yahoo.com, mcgarry128@myfairpoint.net, f5fy@aal.com,
Subject: Fwd: RE: Message for PB re: Eversource CUP
Date: Tue, May 11, 2021 1:52 pm

Dear Planning Board

Representatives from Eversource and GZA GeoEnvironmental will be attending your meeting tomorrow
evening to discuss a CUP application to conduct structure replacement on the G146 transmission line. They met
with the Deerfield Conservation Commission last night to discuss the project and asked that we send any
comments/concerns to you. As with other recent projects, our general requests regarding wildlife protections
have been considered, with a plan for monitors to be on site regularly. HWe appreciate the role you have played in
continuing to make this happen.

With this current application, we want to raise concerns regarding the potential impacts to the function of vernal
pools in the project area. While Eversource representatives indicated there will be no impact to vernal pools
themselves, they described permanent impacts (e.g. depositing gravel and stone) in the upland areas near and, in
some cases, immediately adjacent to the vernal pools.

Vernal pools serve as critical breeding habitat for several amphibians identified as species of greatest
conservation need in New Hampshire (e.g. spotted salamanders, wood frogs). Outside of the breeding season,
these amphibians spend the remainder of the year in the upland soils surrounding the pool. The deposition of
sand/gravel in these areas would potentially eliminate the ability of these vernal pools to function as habitat.

We would like to request that Eversource do everything possible to minimize impacts to the areas surrounding
vernal pools, particularly in the area 100 feet beyond the delineated wetland boundary (the distance defined in
the Wetland Conservation Overlay District). Where impacts are unavoidable, we would request the avoidance of
permanent impacts, if possible, and restoration efforts, where appropriate.

Additionally, there were several abutters present at the DCC meeting that expressed concern about access via
Thurston Pond Road, which would require use of a small, privately maintained bridge. The abutters indicated
that the bridge in its current form and condition would not be adequate for the heavy/large equipment and loads
required to complete the structure replacement. This is not necessarily in the purview of the DCC, but we felt it
important to pass along concerns voiced by community members.

I hope you can raise these concerns with the Eversource reps tomorrow evening.

Thanks,



LOCAL

5 :dgl the third sentence.

dr_&ent added the introductory language.

ent added the last sentence of V.

uilding codes.
local building
cordanes with

d

sor to June 18, 1989, shall remain in effect until it is

o repealed; and, pruvided further, that any 1ocal building
r smended by 2 municipality after June 18, 1989,

prmance with the provisions of this section, s

nt on existing local b
ded that any

ERENCES AND PRACTICE AIDS

E% ‘fAR:CH REF.
-5h;re Practice.
ﬁ?}_bcal Government
ﬁ}ma] Government Law §
1-a. Local Adoption of Building Codes by
Reference.

cal powers
dopt by refer

the Internati
in the s

Law §§ 13, 14, 307
§ 900, 950.

under RSA 674:51
ence any of the
onal Cede Con-
tate building

i%—E-_'g.iij.on to the lo
g}gipality may a
;_?jnrbmulgated by
E_’Z:‘e: which are not included
- under RSA 155-A.

Y:
)3, 245:8, eff. July 14, 2003.

Building Codes by

Power to Adopt
pealed.]

Reference. [Re

LAND USE PLANNING

674:53

quires vacating the premises. Such an order
ubject to the procedures of RSA 147:16-a, -
supersede inconsistent provisions con-
ode or code adopted by reference.
of paragraph I shall not apply
is occupied by the owner and
unless the condition of
d imminent

than the

safetyre
shall be s
which shall
tained in any local ¢
L. The provisions
to a residence which
his or her immediate family,
such premises constitutes a clear an
danger to the life or health of persons other

occupant or occupants.

HISTORY:

1998, 318:3, eff. Aug. 25, 1998.

RESEARCH REFERENCES AND PRACTICE AIDS

ctice.

New Hampshire Pra
rnment Law § 174.

13-8 N.H.P. Tocal Gove:

Land Affected by Municipal
Boundaries

Land Affected by Municipal Boundar-

1es.

674:53.

d which is located in.

1. An owner of contiguous lan
treat a municipal

more than one municipality may
boundary line as an existing boundary between lots,
tracts, sites or other divisions of land for purposes of
this title unless the existing or proposed use of land
or arrangement of structures in one of the munici-
palities requires and is dependent upon 1

improvements located in the other municipality or
municipalities in order to fulfill the land use ordi-
nances or regulations of the first municipality with
respect to such matters as lot size, density, frontage,
ises OT Accessory uses, set-backs or access, 0T in

order to comply with applicable state or federal

[Repealed 2002, 8:12, II, eff. September 14, 2002]  jegulations
B ection(s). 1I. Upon receipt of an application for & permit or
Pormer R8A 67452, which wes derived from 1983, 447:1; 1989, approval under this title for the subdivisiom, devel-
2, 266:24; 1997, 14:0; and 2000, 195:1 related to local adoption of opment, change of use of, or erection or alteration of
ﬂd‘n% codes by reference. any structure upon any lot, tract, site or other
3 division of land whose boundary or portion thereofis
SEARCH REFERENCES AND PRACTICE AIDS a municipal boundary line, or whose sole street
ew Hampshire Practice: access 0T sole maintained street access is via a
1424 N 1P, Local Government Law 83 900, 910, 950 private }'D_"‘d or class v, V, or VI highway }Ocate‘i_m
an adjoining mummpa{:]tff, the municipality receiv-
u . ing the application ghall inquire in writing to the
Authority to Order Building " appropriate administrative officials in the adj oining
Vacated municipality or municipalities as to the existence of
= facts or regulations which, under paragraphs 1, I1I,
574:59. : T1di or IV of this section or otherwise, would preclude or
e 52-a. Ordering Bnildifiy Vheated: affect such subdivision, development, construction,
35 Thebuilding inspector shall have the authority or change of use. Response chall be made to such
s order pccupants o vacate a building, structure, or inquiries within the period provided by this title for
other premises if the inspector determines, based on approval or disapproval of the underlying applica-
reasonable information and pelief, that there is tion. A response which invokes an ordinance OT
mminent danger of failure or collapse, or the condi-  regulation of such adjoining municipality may be
on of such premises otherwise constitutes & clear appealed in that adjoining municipality in the same -
i to the life or gafety of occu- manner as any other administrative decision. An
which is located an exist-

d that protection of life or

adjoining municipality in



674:53

e road or class VI highway that serves as
an applicant’s sole means of fulfilling the street
access requirements ander RSA 674:41 shall have
the same regulatory powers under that statute with
respect to that road or highway as if the proposed
building or development were located within that

same municipality:

[II. Anowner of contiguous land in more than one
municipality may treat such contiguous land as a
single lot, tract, site, or other division of land for
purposes of this title, no ithstanding the munici-
pal boundary line, provided that:

(a) All uses of land, buildings, oT structures
shall comply with the regulations or ordinances of
the municipality in which they are Jocated.

(b) When an owner has fulfified or proposes 0

fulfill the requirements of one municipality,
f land or improvements

through the jnclusion o
unicipality, such owner

located in an adjoining m
or the owner's successors shall not thereafter use

that land or those improvemen

ing privat

that those requiremen

are no longer

enforced by the municipa
are to be fulfilled.

IV, No plat or plan showing
more than one municipality in
deemed approved for purposes
has been approved by the pl
included municipalities in which the planning boar

has been granted authority over approval

type of plat or
showing land whose sole street access ©

tained street-access is or is planned
private road or class IV,
an adjoining m
for purposes of
by the planmn
municipality, provided however
which may be addressed or regulate
ing municipality sh
access, and the impact 0
vV, With respect to 2 propos
tiguous land in more than one municipality:
(a) The fact that a lot, tract, or site

£ the proposal upon it.

one municipality are propo
use of land or jmprovements
municipality, shall not be the sol
disapproval of any application.
(b) A planning board may
regulations with respect to acces
in order to provide better harmony with
lations of an adjoining municipality,
strict compliance w0
of the overall design of a proposal.
VI. When local land use boards
one municipality have jurisdiction o
use, subdivision, Or development of property:
{a) The applicant may petition
Jocal 1and use boards ©

ts in a manner such
ts of the first municipality

falfilled. This paragraph may be
ity whose requirements

land or streets in
the state shall be
of this title unless it
anning boards of all

plan. In addition, no plat or plan
r sole main-

to be via a
V, or VI highway located in
unicipality shall be deemed approved
this title unless it has been approve
ing board, if any, of that adjoining
that the sole issue
d by the adjoin-

a1l be the adequacy of such street
al for the use of con-

straddles a

municipal boundary, or that the requirements of
sed to be fulfilled by the

in an adjoining
e grounds for

waive or vary its
o or interior roads
the regu-
whenever

uld be unreasonable in light

from more than
ver a proposed

the respective
¢ each such municipality to

PLANNING AND ZONING ’

proceed with the application on a
upon such petition, joint hearir
chall be held throughout the apr
However, each board may mes
confer and take final action upor
but may not condition final ap
receipt of information not previo
a joint hearing or meeting.

(b) Not less than a guorum
land use board shall attend the
meeting, and the members Wht
hearing or meeting shall have tl
full board over that application.
the full board may attend the
meeting. Each land use board g
for rendering a decision on t
within its jurisdiction.

(¢) The board members pres
meeting or hearing shall selec
person from among such mu
prescribe Tules of procedure, s
by the members present, but ¢
676.

VII. Whenever a subdivisior

submitted to a planning board i
only maintained public highwa:
1 and IT highway system is v
highway maintained by anothe:
state, the local governing body
if any, of that other municipa
“ahutters” for purposes of notic
planning board may, by reguli
tional circumstances in whict
municipalities is required. A
Jetermining whether an api
regulations, may consider the
on adjoining municipalities.

HISTORY:
1989, 381:1; 1995, 43:6, 7, eff. July 2

11, 1998.
Amendment Notes

—1995. o o
Paragraph T1L(D): Substituted “the
“cyccessors” in the first sentence.
Paragraph Vi) Substituted “che
Jowing “select an interim”.

—1998. E

Paragraph 1I: Rewritten to the ext

would be impracticable. : .
Paragraph IV: Added the last seD

NOTES TO D!

Construction -
Decision of a city’s zoning boal
landowner's request for @ permi
expansion invalving two parcels, ¥
city’s boundaries, and the other-
town's boundaries was wrongly UP.
the city from treating “the parcel
Trust v. Dover Zoning Bd. of Adjt
584, 2008 N.H. LEXIS 2 (NH. 20



