
 

 

 

TOWN OF EXETER, NEW HAMPSHIRE 
10 FRONT STREET • EXETER, NH • 03833-3792 • (603) 778-0591 •FAX 772-4709 

www.exeternh.gov 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

EXETER CONSERVATION COMMISSION 
 

Monthly Meeting 
 

The Exeter Conservation Commission will meet in the Wheelwright Room 

of the Town Office Building, Exeter on Tuesday, September 20
th

, 2016 at 7:00 P.M. 

 

 

Call to Order: 

1. Introduction of Members Present  

2. Public Comment 

 

Action Items 

1. Inter-board Communication Memo & New NHDES Letter Format (Dave Sharples, Town Planner) 

2. Southern District YMCA Proposals for Use of Morrissette Property Tax Map 82/15 for outdoor education 

and a fitness trail/parcourse (Rob McGregor, President Southern District YMCA). 

3. Conditional Use Permit for the proposed construction of a 30,000 square foot addition to an existing 

building and associated site improvements at 22 Industrial Drive. Tax Map Parcel #48-5. (Luke Hurley, 

GES, Inc.). 

4. Riverwoods Pinkham Village Conditional Use Permit for drainage improvements at 7 Riverwoods Drive. 

Tax Map Parcel # 97-23.  

5. Committee Reports  

a. Property Management: Timber Harvest Update, Raynes Farm Long Term Planning 

b. Trails:  Trail Committee Meeting scheduled 9/22/16, 7:00pm , Exeter Library 

c. Outreach  

6. Approval of Minutes: August 9, 2016 

7. Correspondence 

8. Other Business 

9. Non-public session to report on the status of individual land protection efforts/transactions per RSA 91-

A:3, II(d)  

10. Next Meeting: Date (10/11/16), Submission Deadline (9/30/16) 

 

 

 

Carlos Guindon, Chair  

Exeter Conservation Commission 
August 16

th
, 2016 Exeter Town Office, Exeter Public Library, and Town Departments.  

http://www.exeternh.gov/


 
 

 

TOWN OF EXETER, NEW HAMPSHIRE 
10 FRONT STREET • EXETER, NH • 03833-3792 • (603) 778-0591 •FAX 772-4709 

www.town.exeter.nh.us 

 
TO:   NEW HAMPSHIRE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 
        WETLANDS BUREAU 
 29 HAZEN DRIVE 
 PO BOX 95 
 CONCORD, NH  03302-0095 
 
RE: Report and recommendation regarding the Wetlands Permit Application for: 
 
____________________________________ (Location of Project) 
 
____________________________________ (Name of Property Owner) 
 
____________________________________ (Mailing Address) 
 
____________________________________ 
 
____________________     
Date Application Reviewed by Conservation Commission       
 
_____ We have investigated this application and have no objection to the issuance of this permit. 
 
_____ We wish to intervene on this application and investigate further, pursuant to RSA 483-A 4-aIV.  

We will respond within forty (40) days. 
 
_____ We have investigated this application and recommend that this permit be issued/denied as noted 

below. 
 
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
______________________________ 
Carlos Guindon, Chair 
Exeter Conservation Commission 
 
 
cc:   Eben Lewis, NHDES Portsmouth Office 
        ________________________________ 

http://www.town.exeter.nh.us/


TOWN OF EXETER 
CONSERVATION COMMISSION MEMORANDUM 

 
Date:  _____________________ 
To:  Planning Board 
From:  Conservation Commission 
Subject: Report and recommendation regarding the conditional use permit of:  
 
 
____________________________________ (Name of Applicant) 
 
____________________________________ (Property Location) 
 
 
____________________    ____________________ 
Date Application Filed      Application Number 
 
 
_____ We have investigated this application and have no objection to the issuance of a Conditional Use 

Permit. 
 
_____ We have investigated this application and recommend that the Conditional Use Application be 

approved/denied as noted below: 
 
 
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
______________________________ 
Carlos Guindon, Chair 
Exeter Conservation Commission 
 
 
cc:   ________________________________ 
 
       ________________________________ 
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Planning Board 
Application  

for 
Conditional Use Permit: 
Wetlands Conservation 

Overlay District 
 

 
July 2015       



Town of Exeter Planning Board Application 

Conditional Use Permit: Wetland Conservation Overlay District  
 
SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS: 

1. Fifteen (15) copies of the Application 
2. Fifteen (15) 11”x17” and three (3) full sized copies of the plan which must include: 

Existing Conditions 
a. Property Boundaries 
b. Edge of Wetland and associated Buffer (Wetlands Conservation Overlay District – WCOD) 

--Prime wetland: 100’   
--Vernal Pool (>200 SF): 75’ 
--Exemplary Wetland: 50’ 

--Very Poorly Drained: 50’ 
--Poorly Drained: 40’   
--Inland Stream: 25’ 

c. Structures, roads/access ways, parking, drainage systems, utilities, wells and wastewater disposal 
systems and other site improvements  

Proposed Conditions 
a. Edge of Wetlands and Wetland Buffers and distances to the following: 

i. Edge of Disturbance 
ii. Structures, roads/access ways, parking, drainage systems, utilities, wells and wastewater 

disposal systems and other site improvements  
b. Name and phone number of all individuals whose professional seal appears on the plan 

3. If applicant and/or agent is not the owner, a letter of authorization must accompany this application 
4. Supporting documents i.e. Letters from the Department of Environmental Services, Standard Dredge and 

Fill Application and Photos of the property 
5. A Town of Exeter Assessors list of names and mailing addresses of all abutters 
 

Required Fees: 
       Planning Board Fee: $50.00         Abutter Fee: $10.00      Recording Fee (if applicable): $25.00 

 
The Planning Office must receive the completed application, plans and fees on the day indicated on the 
Planning Board Schedule of Deadlines and Public Hearings.   
 
APPLICANT Name: 

Address: 
Email Address: 
Phone: 

PROPOSAL Address: 
Tax Map #________________   Lot#____________ Zoning District: _______________ 
Owner of Record: 

Person/Business 
performing work 
outlined in proposal 

Name: 
Address: 
Phone: 

Professional that 
delineated wetlands 

Name: 
Address: 
Phone: 
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List any variances/special exceptions granted by Zoning Board of Adjustment including dates: 

Describe how your proposal meets the conditions of Article 9.1.6.B of the Town of Exeter Zoning Ordinance: 

Town of Exeter 
Planning Board Application 

Conditional Use Permit: Wetland Conservation Overlay District  
 
Detailed Proposal including intent, project description, and use of property: (Use additional sheet as needed) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Wetland Conservation Overlay District Impact (in square footage): 
Temporary Impact Wetland:                                (SQ FT.) 

   Prime Wetlands                        ___________ 
 

   Exemplary Wetlands              ___________ 
 

   Vernal Pools (>200SF)           ___________ 
 

   VPD                                               ___________ 
 

   PD                                                  ___________ 
 

  Inland Stream                             ___________ 

Buffer:                                  (SQ FT.) 
   Prime Wetlands                        ___________ 

 

   Exemplary Wetlands              ___________ 
 

   Vernal Pools (>200SF)           ___________ 
 

   VPD                                               ___________ 
 

   PD                                                  ___________ 
 

  Inland Stream                             ___________ 
Permanent Impact Wetland:  

   Prime Wetlands                        ___________ 
 

   Exemplary Wetlands              ___________ 
 

   Vernal Pools (>200SF)           ___________ 
 

   VPD                                               ___________ 
 

   PD                                                  ___________ 
 

  Inland Stream                             ___________ 

Buffer:  
   Prime Wetlands                        ___________ 

 

   Exemplary Wetlands              ___________ 
 

   Vernal Pools (>200SF)           ___________ 
 

   VPD                                               ___________ 
 

   PD                                                  ___________ 
 

  Inland Stream                             ___________ 
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Please attach additional sheets if needed 

ABUTTERS:      PLEASE LIST ALL PERSONS WHOSE PROPERTY IS LOCATED IN NEW 
HAMPSHIRE AND ADJOINS OR IS DIRECTLY ACROSS THE STREET OR STREAM FROM THE LAND 
UNDER CONSIDERATION BY THE BOARD.     THIS LIST SHALL BE COMPILED FROM THE EXETER 
TAX ASSESSOR’S RECORDS. 
 
TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 

 
TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
 
TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
 
TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
 
TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
 
TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
 
TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
 
TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
 
 
TAX MAP ________________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
 

 
TAXMAP________________________________ 
NAME___________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
 
TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS________________________________ 
_________________________________________   
 
TAXMAP_________________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
 
TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
 
TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
 
TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
 
TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
 
TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
 
TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
 



Conditional Use Permit Criteria 

Wetlands Conservation Overlay District 

9.1.6 Conditional Uses:  

A. Conditional Use Permit: Under the enabling authority granted by NH RSA §674:21 II, the following uses are only 
permitted in the Wetlands Conservation Overlay District pursuant to the issuance of a conditional use permit by 
the Planning Board provided that all of the conditions listed in article 9.1.6.B below are met.  

1. Construction of roads and other access ways, parking areas, utilities, structures, drainage systems, wells and 
wastewater disposal systems and other site improvements that impact the Wetlands Conservation Overlay District, 
provided that the proposed construction is essential to the productive use of land not within the Wetlands 
Conservation Overlay District.  

2. If prime wetlands are involved then the following: Agriculture activities including grazing, hay production, truck 
gardening and silage production provided that such use is shown not to cause increases in surface or groundwater 
contamination by pesticides or other toxic or hazardous substance and that such use will not cause or contribute to 
soil erosion.  

3. Within the 100 ft. buffer around prime wetlands, forestry and tree farming consistent with the best 
management practices as published by the NH Department of Resources and Economic Development and NH 
Cooperative Extension. As specified, in Logging Operations (Env-Wt 304.05), all skid trails, truck roads and log 
landings shall be located 50 feet from streams or ponds and designed using appropriate erosion control devices. 
Stream and Exeter Zoning Ordinance – Amended March 2014 9-7 wetlands crossings shall be kept to a minimum in 
size and number.  

B. Conditions:  

1. That the proposed use is permitted in the underlying zoning district;  

2. That the use for which the permit is sought cannot feasibly be carried out on a portion or portions of the lot 
which are outside the Wetlands Conservation Overlay District;  

3. That the design, construction and maintenance of the proposed use will, to the extent feasible, minimize 
detrimental impact on the wetland or wetland buffer and that no alternative design which does not impact a 
wetland or wetland buffer or which has less detrimental impact on the wetland or wetland buffer is feasible; 4. In 
cases where the proposed use is temporary or where construction activity disturbs areas adjacent to the 
immediate use, that the landowner agrees to restore the site as nearly as possible to its original grade and 
condition following construction;  
 
5. That the proposed use will not create a hazard to individual or public health, safety and welfare due to the loss 
of wetland, the contamination of groundwater, or other reasons;  

6. That all required permits shall be obtained from the New Hampshire Department of Environmental Services 
Water Supply and Pollution Control Division under NH RSA §485-A: 17, the New Hampshire Wetlands Board under 
NH RSA §483-A, and the United States Army Corps of Engineers under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act.  
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Town of Exeter Planning Board Application 

Conditional Use Permit: Shoreland Protection District 

SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS: 
1. Fifteen (15) copies of the Application
2. Fifteen (15) 11”x17” and three (3) full sized copies of the plan which must include:

Existing Conditions
a. Property Boundaries
b. Edge of Wetland and associated Buffer (Wetlands Conservation Overlay District – WCOD)

--Prime wetland: 100’  
--Vernal Pool (>200 SF): 75’ 
--Exemplary Wetland: 50’ 

--Very Poorly Drained: 50’ 
--Poorly Drained: 40’  
--Inland Stream: 25’ 

c. Structures, roads/access ways, parking, drainage systems, utilities, wells and wastewater disposal
systems and other site improvements

Proposed Conditions 
a. Edge of Wetlands and Wetland Buffers and distances to the following:

i. Edge of Disturbance
ii. Structures, roads/access ways, parking, drainage systems, utilities, wells and wastewater

disposal systems and other site improvements
b. Name and phone number of all individuals whose professional seal appears on the plan

3. If applicant and/or agent is not the owner, a letter of authorization must accompany this application
4. Supporting documents i.e. Letters from the Department of Environmental Services, Standard Dredge and

Fill Application and Photos of the property
5. A Town of Exeter Assessors list of names and mailing addresses of all abutters

Required Fees: 
  Planning Board Fee: $50.00   Abutter Fee: $10.00      Recording Fee (if applicable): $25.00 

The Planning Office must receive the completed application, plans and fees on the day indicated on the 
Planning Board Schedule of Deadlines and Public Hearings.   

APPLICANT Name: 
Address: 
Email Address: 
Phone: 

PROPOSAL Address: 
Tax Map #________________   Lot#____________ Zoning District: _______________ 
Owner of Record: 

Person/Business 
performing work 
outlined in proposal 

Name: 
Address: 
Phone: 

Professional that 
delineated wetlands 

Name: 
Address: 
Phone: 

Revised 07/2015-CUP 
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List any variances/special exceptions granted by Zoning Board of Adjustment including dates: 

Describe how your proposal meets the conditions of Article 9.3.4.G.2 of the Town of Exeter Zoning Ordinance: 

Town of Exeter 
Planning Board Application 

Conditional Use Permit: Shoreland Protection District 

Detailed Proposal including intent, project description, and use of property: (Use additional sheet as needed) 

Shoreland Protection District Impact (in square footage): 
Temporary Impact Wetland: (SQ FT.) 

   Prime Wetlands   ___________ 

   Exemplary Wetlands        ___________ 

   Vernal Pools (>200SF)   ___________ 

   VPD          ___________ 

   PD          ___________ 

  Inland Stream    ___________ 

Buffer: (SQ FT.)
  Prime Wetlands   ___________ 

 Exemplary Wetlands      ___________ 

 Vernal Pools (>200SF)   ___________ 

 VPD          ___________ 

  PD          ___________ 

  Inland Stream    ___________

Permanent Impact Wetland: 
   Prime Wetlands   ___________ 

   Exemplary Wetlands        ___________ 

   Vernal Pools (>200SF)   ___________ 

   VPD          ___________ 

   PD          ___________ 

  Inland Stream    ___________ 

Buffer: 
  Prime Wetlands   ___________ 

 Exemplary Wetlands      ___________ 

 Vernal Pools (>200SF)   ___________ 

 VPD          ___________ 

  PD          ___________ 

  Inland Stream   ___________

Revised 07/2015-CUP 
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Please attach additional sheets if needed 

ABUTTERS:      PLEASE LIST ALL PERSONS WHOSE PROPERTY IS LOCATED IN NEW 
HAMPSHIRE AND ADJOINS OR IS DIRECTLY ACROSS THE STREET OR STREAM FROM THE LAND 
UNDER CONSIDERATION BY THE BOARD.     THIS LIST SHALL BE COMPILED FROM THE EXETER 
TAX ASSESSOR’S RECORDS. 

TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 

TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 

TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 

TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 

TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 

TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 

TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 

TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 

TAX MAP ________________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 

TAXMAP________________________________ 
NAME___________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 

TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS________________________________ 
_________________________________________  

TAXMAP_________________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 

TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 

TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 

TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 

TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 

TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 

TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 



Conditional Use Permit Criteria 

Shoreland Protection District 

9.3.4 G Conditional Uses: 

1.  The following uses, if allowed in the underlying zoning district, are permitted only after a Conditional 
Use Permit is granted by the Planning Board. 

a.  Industrial and commercial uses not otherwise prohibited in Article 9.3.4.F Exeter Shoreland 
Protection District Ordinance – Use Regulations of these regulations. 

b.  Multi-family residential development . 

c.  Transmission lines, access ways, including driveways and parking lots or roadways, paved or unpaved, 
within 150 feet of the Exeter River, Squamscott River or their major tributaries, or  within 100 feet 
of perennial brooks, streams and creeks located within the Exeter Shoreland  Protection District. 

d. Detention ponds, treatment swales, and other drainage structures as required by State or  local 
regulations. 

2.  The Planning Board may grant a Conditional Use Permit for those uses listed above only after written 
findings of fact are made which have been reviewed by technical experts from the Rockingham 
Conservation District, if required by the Planning Board, at the cost of the developer, provided that all of 
the following are true: 

a. The proposed use will not detrimentally affect the surface water quality of the adjacent river  or 
tributary, or otherwise result in unhealthful conditions. 

b. The proposed use will discharge no waste water on site other than that normally discharged by 
domestic waste water disposal systems and will not involve on-site storage or disposal of hazardous or 
toxic wastes as herein defined. 

c. The proposed use will nor result in undue damage to spawning grounds and other wildlife habitat. 

d. The proposed use complies with the use regulations identified in Article 9.3.4 Exeter Shoreland 
Protection District Ordinance – Use Regulations and all other applicable sections of this article. 

e. The design and construction of the proposed use will be consistent with the intent of the purposes set 
forth in Article 9.3.1 Exeter Shoreland Protection District Ordinance – Authority and Purpose. 
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September 9, 2016     
 
 
Christian O. Smith, P.E.  
Beals Associates, PLLC 
70 Portsmouth Avenue 
Stratham, New Hampshire  03885  
 
Re: PB Case #21612  – Ted Boschetto  (on behalf of East Coast Ventures, Inc.)      

N/R Site Plan Review for Proposed Addition   
22 Industrial Drive, Exeter, N.H.         Tax Map Parcel #48-5  
 

Dear Mr.  Smith:         
 
Please be advised that at the meeting of September 8th, 2016, the Exeter Planning Board voted to 
TABLE the above-captioned application for the proposed construction of a 30,000 square foot 
addition to an existing building and associated site improvements on the property located at 22 
Industrial Drive, as presented, pending review by the Conservation Commission.  The Applicant 
is scheduled to return to the Planning Board at the September 22nd, 2016 meeting.   
 
Please feel free to contact the Planning Department at 773-6114 with any questions. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Pete Cameron 
Chairman Protem   
Exeter Planning Board   
 
cc: Ted Boschetto, ECV, Inc.   
 Douglas Eastman, Building Inspector/Code Enforcement Officer 
 Jennifer Mates, Ass’t. Town Engineer 
 Janet Whitten, Assessing Office  
 
PC:bsm   
 
f:\docs\plan'g & build'g dept\pb cases\2016 cases\pb 21612  ecv, inc.  22 industrial dr.  tabled-let.docx 

http://www.exeternh.gov/


 
 

TOWN OF EXETER 
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT APPLICATION 

 
FOR 

 
Pinkham Village Improvements 

The Woods at RiverWoods 
 

Exeter, New Hampshire 
 
 

August  2016 
 

 
 
 
 

Prepared For: 
 

The RiverWoods Company at Exeter, N.H. 
7 RiverWoods Drive 

Exeter, New Hampshire 03833 
 
 
 

Prepared By: 
 

ALTUS ENGINEERING, INC. 
133 Court Street 

Portsmouth, NH 03801-4413 
Telephone:  (603) 433-2335 

Fax:  (603) 433-4194 
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Town of Exeter Planning Board Application 

Conditional Use Permit: Wetland Conservation Overlay District  
 
SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS: 

1. Fifteen (15) copies of the Application 
2. Fifteen (15) 11”x17” and three (3) full sized copies of the plan which must include: 

Existing Conditions 
a. Property Boundaries 
b. Edge of Wetland and associated Buffer (Wetlands Conservation Overlay District – WCOD) 

--Prime wetland: 100’   
--Vernal Pool (>200 SF): 75’ 
--Exemplary Wetland: 50’ 

--Very Poorly Drained: 50’ 
--Poorly Drained: 40’   
--Inland Stream: 25’ 

c. Structures, roads/access ways, parking, drainage systems, utilities, wells and wastewater disposal 
systems and other site improvements  

Proposed Conditions 
a. Edge of Wetlands and Wetland Buffers and distances to the following: 

i. Edge of Disturbance 
ii. Structures, roads/access ways, parking, drainage systems, utilities, wells and wastewater 

disposal systems and other site improvements  
b. Name and phone number of all individuals whose professional seal appears on the plan 

3. If applicant and/or agent is not the owner, a letter of authorization must accompany this application 
4. Supporting documents i.e. Letters from the Department of Environmental Services, Standard Dredge and 

Fill Application and Photos of the property 
5. A Town of Exeter Assessors list of names and mailing addresses of all abutters 
 

Required Fees: 
       Planning Board Fee: $50.00         Abutter Fee: $10.00      Recording Fee (if applicable): $25.00 

 
The Planning Office must receive the completed application, plans and fees on the day indicated on the 
Planning Board Schedule of Deadlines and Public Hearings.   
 
APPLICANT Name: 

Address: 
Email Address: 
Phone: 

PROPOSAL Address: 
Tax Map #________________   Lot#____________ Zoning District: _______________ 
Owner of Record: 

Person/Business 
performing work 
outlined in proposal 

Name: 
Address: 
Phone: 

Professional that 
delineated wetlands 

Name: 
Address: 
Phone: 
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List any variances/special exceptions granted by Zoning Board of Adjustment including dates: 

Describe how your proposal meets the conditions of Article 9.1.6.B of the Town of Exeter Zoning Ordinance: 

Town of Exeter 
Planning Board Application 

Conditional Use Permit: Wetland Conservation Overlay District  
 
Detailed Proposal including intent, project description, and use of property: (Use additional sheet as needed) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Wetland Conservation Overlay District Impact (in square footage): 
Temporary Impact Wetland:                                (SQ FT.) 

   Prime Wetlands                        ___________ 
 

   Exemplary Wetlands              ___________ 
 

   Vernal Pools (>200SF)           ___________ 
 

   VPD                                               ___________ 
 

   PD                                                  ___________ 
 

  Inland Stream                             ___________ 

Buffer:                                  (SQ FT.) 
   Prime Wetlands                        ___________ 

 

   Exemplary Wetlands              ___________ 
 

   Vernal Pools (>200SF)           ___________ 
 

   VPD                                               ___________ 
 

   PD                                                  ___________ 
 

  Inland Stream                             ___________ 
Permanent Impact Wetland:  

   Prime Wetlands                        ___________ 
 

   Exemplary Wetlands              ___________ 
 

   Vernal Pools (>200SF)           ___________ 
 

   VPD                                               ___________ 
 

   PD                                                  ___________ 
 

  Inland Stream                             ___________ 

Buffer:  
   Prime Wetlands                        ___________ 

 

   Exemplary Wetlands              ___________ 
 

   Vernal Pools (>200SF)           ___________ 
 

   VPD                                               ___________ 
 

   PD                                                  ___________ 
 

  Inland Stream                             ___________ 

 
 

Revised 07/2015-CUP 
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Please attach additional sheets if needed 

ABUTTERS:      PLEASE LIST ALL PERSONS WHOSE PROPERTY IS LOCATED IN NEW 
HAMPSHIRE AND ADJOINS OR IS DIRECTLY ACROSS THE STREET OR STREAM FROM THE LAND 
UNDER CONSIDERATION BY THE BOARD.     THIS LIST SHALL BE COMPILED FROM THE EXETER 
TAX ASSESSOR’S RECORDS. 
 
TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 

 
TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
 
TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
 
TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
 
TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
 
TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
 
TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
 
TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
 
 
TAX MAP ________________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
 

 
TAXMAP________________________________ 
NAME___________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
 
TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS________________________________ 
_________________________________________   
 
TAXMAP_________________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
 
TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
 
TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
 
TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
 
TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
 
TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
 
TAX MAP  _______________________________ 
NAME  __________________________________ 
ADDRESS  _______________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
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Attachment A 
 

Conditional Use Permit Application 
for 

RiverWoods - Pinkham Village Improvements 
 
 
Detailed Proposal including intent, project description, and use of property:  
 

The RiverWoods Company is a 501(c)(3) not-for-profit corporation that owns and operates 
three vibrant, self-contained, not-for-profit Continuous Care Retirement Communities 
(CCRC) in the Town of Exeter.  The project consists of drainage and landscape 
improvements at “The Woods” facility located on the south side of Kingston Road (Rte. 111). 
The improvements will address roof runoff/water concerns along the building foundation.  
All proposed uses at the subject property are associated with congregate elderly care, an 
allowed use in the R-1 Zone by Special Exception.   

 
A Conditional Use Permit is required for encroachment into the Town of Exeter Wetlands 
Conservation Overlay District.  This includes the construction of a tree box filter and drain 
line outfall all of which is located within its wetlands buffer.   The intent of the tree box filter 
is to cool roof runoff via subsurface stone filled layer and to also treat runoff via an 18-inch 
thick filter media above.  The encroachments are shown on Sheet C-2, RiverWoods Pinkham 
Village Improvements and the areas listed as follows: 

 
40-foot Buffer Impact 807 s.f. 

 
 

List any variances/special exceptions granted by Zoning Board of Adjustment including 
dates: 
 

Special Exception granted  
 Case No. 957, February 1991 – Congregate Care and Building Height 
 Case No. 969, June 1991 – Roadway access to the site 
 Case No. 1092, August 1997 – Add one (1) residential unit 
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Describe how your proposal meets the conditions of Article 9.1.6.B of the Town of Exeter 
Zoning Ordinance: 
  
1. That the proposed use is permitted in the underlying zoning district; 

 
The propose use (Congregate Care Retirement Community) is permitted in the underlying 
zone (R-1) by Special Exception, which was received on February 1991.  The proposed 
encroachment into the Wetlands Conservation Wetlands Overlay District is associated with 
the construction of a system to treat roof runoff and outfall pipe to daylight runoff.  

 
2. That the use for which the permit is sought cannot feasibly be carried out on a portion or 
portions of the lot which are outside the Wetlands Conservation Overlay District; 

 
The site constraint and minimal topography relief limit the ability to treat runoff prior to 
discharging to nearby wetlands buffer. 

 
3. That the design, construction and maintenance of the proposed use will, to the extent 
feasible, minimize detrimental impact on the wetland or wetland buffer and 
that no alternative design which does not impact a wetland or wetland buffer or which has 
less detrimental impact on the wetland or wetland buffer is feasible; 

 
The tree box filter will significantly improve the runoff by filtering and cooling stormwater 
runoff.  

 
4. In cases where the proposed use is temporary or where construction activity disturbs 
areas adjacent to the immediate use, that the landowner agrees to restore the site as nearly 
as possible to its original grade and condition following  construction; 
 

The impact area involves re-grading the area to construct the tree box filter and outfall.  All 
areas disturbed will be revegetated.  

 
5. That the proposed use will not create a hazard to individual or public health, safety and 
welfare due to the loss of wetland, the contamination of groundwater, or other reasons; 
 

The construction of the stormwater collection system will eliminate potential water issues at 
the building foundation and the tree box filter will improve water quality of the runoff. 

 
6. That all required permits shall be obtained from the New Hampshire Department of 
Environmental Services Water Supply and Pollution Control Division under NH RSA §485-
A: 17, the New Hampshire Wetlands Board under NH RSA §483-A, and the United States 
Army Corps of Engineers under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. 

 
There will be no direct wetlands impacts, therefore no NHDES Wetlands permit is required. 
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RIVERWOODS CO. AT EXETER 
TAX MAP 97, LOT 23 
Exeter, New Hampshire 
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Tax Map 96 Lot 17 
Larry Zellner & Maureen Ryan 
35 Cullen Way 
Exeter, NH 03833 
 
Tax Map 96 Lot 18 
Julia & Andrew McPhee 
33 Cullen Way 
Exeter, NH 03833 
 
Tax Map 96 Lot 19 
David & Christine Soutter 
31 Cullen Way 
Exeter, NH 03833 
 
Tax Map 96 Lot 20 
Nathan & Diane Day 
29 Cullen Way 
Exeter, NH 03833 
 
Tax Map 96 Lot 21 
John & Judith Kelso 
27 Cullen Way 
Exeter, NH 03833 
 
Tax Map 96 Lot 22 
Sanjay & Ritu Rajan 
25 Cullen Way 
Exeter, NH 03833 
 
Tax Map 96 Lot 23 
Lawrence & Jacqueline Arlen 
23 Cullen Way 
Exeter, NH 03833 
 
Tax Map 73 Lot 47 
Boston and Maine Railroad Corp. 
1700 Iron Horse Park 
North Billerica, MA 01862 
 
 
 

Tax Map 97 Lot 8 
Jeffrey & Angela Tougas 
4 Riverwoods Drive 
Exeter, NH 03833 
 
Tax Map 97 Lot 9 
Richard & Diane Boynton 
6 Cullen Way 
Exeter, NH 03833 
 
Tax Map 97 Lot 16 
Kelsey & Terrance Cosgrove 
21 Cullen Way 
Exeter, NH 03833 
 
Tax Map 97 Lot 17 
Jean F. Fremont-Smith, Trustee 
19 Cullen Way 
Exeter, NH 03833 
 
Tax Map 97 Lot 18 
Mary Grillo 
17 Cullen Way 
Exeter, NH 03833 
 
Tax Map 97 Lots 19 
William & Kathleen Evans 
15 Cullen Way 
Exeter, NH 03833 
 
Tax Map 97 Lot 20 
James & Virginia Harnett 
13 Cullen Way 
Exeter, NH 03833 
 
Tax Map 97 Lot 21 
John & Carol Sideris Revoc. Trust 
11 Cullen Way 
Exeter, NH 03833 
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Tax Map 97 Lot 22 
Christopher & Courtney Benevides 
9 Cullen Way 
Exeter, NH 03833 
 
Tax Map 97 Lot 24 
Tax Map 102 Lot   3 
Town of Exeter 
10 Front Street 
Exeter, NH 03833 
 
Tax Map 97 Lot 25 
Trivikram & Stephanie Godse 
5 Riverwoods Drive 
Exeter, NH 03833 
 
Tax Map 97 Lot 26 
Daniel & Susan Sarmiento 
3 Riverwoods Drive 
Exeter, NH 03833 
 
Tax Map 97 Lot 27 
Portland Natural Gas 
c/o Spectra Energy Corp 
P.O. Box 1642 
Houston, TX 77251 
 
Tax Map 97 Lot 28 
Grant & Carol Murray 
74 Kingston Road 
Exeter, NH 03833 
 
Tax Map 97 Lot 29 
Robert Lannon & Shiela Groonell 
78 Kingston Road 
Exeter, NH 03833 
 
Tax Map 97 Lot 31 
Frederick Bird Revoc. Trust 
84 Kingston Road 
Exeter, NH 03833 
 

Tax Map 97 Lot 32 
Lauren Drinker 
88 Kingston Road 
Exeter, NH 03833 
 
Tax Map 97 Lot 33 
Todd & Bonnie Goudreau 
90 Kingston Road 
Exeter, NH 03833 
 
Tax Map 97 Lot 34 
Keely Rose McElwain 
92 Kingston Road 
Exeter, NH 03833 
 
Tax Map 97 Lot 37 
Sandra Bowers Revoc. Trust 
83 Kingston Road 
Exeter, NH 03833 
 
Tax Map 102 Lot 4 
Schaefer Family Rev. Living Trust 
24 Powder Mill Road 
Exeter, NH 03833 
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Owner/Applicant: 
Riverwoods Co. at Exeter 
7 Riverwoods Drive 
Exeter, NH 03833 
 
Landscape Architect: 
Woodburn & Company 
Robbi Woodburn 
102 Kent Place 
Newmarket, NH 03857 
 
Civil Engineer: 
Altus Engineering, Inc. 
Jeffrey K. Clifford 
133 Court Street 
Portsmouth, NH 03801 
 
Wetland Scientist: 
West Environmental, Inc. 
Mark West 
48 Stevens Hill Road 
Nottingham, NH 03290 
 
Surveyor: 
Doucet Survey, Inc. 
102 Kent Place 
Newmarket, NH 03857 
 
 
 
 
Prepared by Altus Engineering, Inc. 
 
_____________________________ 
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Hello all:  First, thanks for taking your time to read this; a bit long but brings out the relevant points in sufficient detail.  We appreciate your time. 
  
At this summer’s Con Com work session regarding the Raynes Barn it was agreed that Kristen and I would discuss the LCHIP grant schedule and see how it might align with 
the Town’s budget process.  We did that on August 30

th
.  The following is the essence of our discussion regarding the schedule as well as recommendations for obtaining funds 

to repair and renovate Raynes Barm. 
  
Background:  
  

The take away from the work session was that the Con Com should prepare an LCHIP Historic Structures grant proposal for either 2017 or 2018 and include all of the required 
repair/renovation item in the proposal.  Let’s call that the cost proposal. A general summary of what would be included was discussed in previous Con Com meetings but will 
need to be updated for scope and cost estimates. The total amount could approach $200,000. 
  
In that LCHIP requires a 50% match, the Town would need to appropriate by some means (either as a budget line item or by warrant-selectman’s or citizens warrant) $100,000.  
We also discussed the possibility of including the Town’s portion in next year’s (calendar year 2017) CIP. There was also consensus that the Con Com needs to continue 
building the base of support for Raynes Farm and barn through selective uses of the property. 
  
  
Grant Timeline Coordination: 
  
Attached is a link to the LCHIP site and the 2016 grant schedule.  
http://lchip.org/index.php/for-applicants/2016-grant-schedule 
  
We assume that the 2017 or 2018 schedule may be similar.  The grant round schedule begins in May of the applicable year, with applications due in June and the award 
selections in November of that year. The process would require that we have all of the applicable information (i.e. scope of work and cost estimates) ready by late May. 
  
The Town’s budget process is somewhat concurrent and begins in August, proceeds via various boards and committees and is well  documented by January in preparation for 
the deliberative session in February and town meeting in March.  That means that any budget submission info would be required by mid-summer. 
  
Considering both schedules it appears that we can coordinate the schedules considering the following: 

        Prepare all information of the cost proposal for the grant and Town’s budget by early May of the submission year. 

        Follow the grant cycle schedule and submit the grant in June., on a 50/50 share basis 

        Include the town share of the grant proposal in the Town’s budget cycle in August of that year 

        Consider making the Town’s budget proposal conditional upon receiving the LCHIP grant approval in Dec. 

        And/or have a plan B to proceed with some portion of the repair funding if the grant is not approved. 

  
Thus we will know by December of the application year if the grant is approved. If yes, we move forward with the Town’s portion in the budget process. If not approved the 
Town’s budget portion is withdrawn or moves forward (Plan B) with an amount to accomplish the most essential repair items. 
  
Other Discussion Items: 
  

Kristen and I then discussed the following items that were also reviewed in the work session. 
  

        LCHIP grant proposal requirements state that historic structures such as the barn must have a Determination of Eligibility (DOE) or be on the NH Register of Historical 

Places.  Based on the documentation prepared in 2002 ( Historic Structures Report,  Chase Wiggins Barn Baseline Documentation, and the NHDHR Inventory form) it appears 
that the barn is eligible for such registration.  Because the documents are 14 years old and there have been renovation/repair improvements, the documents will need to be 
updated. Obtaining a DOE based on the farm and barn history as documented should not be a problem. However having the barn listed on the Register would surely assist in 
the proposal review with LCHIP. 

        Kristen met with Paula Belmore from LCHIP earlier this year who was enthusiastic about the possibility of LCHIP support. Paula also said that there may be grant funds 

available for documentation preparation. Kristen agreed to contact Paula and discuss the proposal concept. 

        That updating could be accomplished by volunteer effort or perhaps by engaging the services of the Preservation Company who prepared the original documents; or a 

combination of both.  An inquiry may find that the services are reasonable and affordable.  Here is a link:      http://preservationcompany.com/ 

        At the work session there was a sense that registering the barn on the NH Register of Historical Places would certainly help in achieving success. Preparation of the 

application for registration could be accomplished by volunteers or by engaging a consultant such as the Preservation Company. 

        Timing:  Preparing the grant application, acquiring estimates for the repair and restoration work, reviewing proposals and preparing budget submissions will take time; 

considerable time.  So we recommend that such work be accomplished in calendar year 2017 and the grant application and budget submission be in 2018.  Even so there could 
be a submission in the 2017 CIP. 

        Kristen and I then met with Kevin Smart, from Exeter’s PWD, at the barn to discuss the repair and renovations and ask for his assistance in obtaining cost estimates. As 

a first priority, Kevin agreed to obtain a contractors quotation for the repairs to the foundation wall. Other estimates may be possible once we have more specific scope 
information. While we were there we discussed the LCHIP proposal concept with Kevin who has solid experience working with the town’s budget committee. He is of the opinion 
that placing an annual amount in the town budget (perhaps $10K to $15K each year) and then addressing the required work step by step over a longer period of time may be 
more successful than asking for one large sum.  Sharing this not to confuse but to be sure we take in all suggestions. 

  
  
Recommendations: 
  

        Prepare documentation in 2016/2017 for submission in 2018. 

        Have a preliminary and advisory discussion with Paula Belmore. 

        Inquire of the Preservation Company as to a fee for preparing documentation. And then determine if there is  LCHIP grant       funding for documentation 

preparation.  Update the 2003 documents and apply for the NHDR Register; either by a volunteers , a consultant of combination of both. 

        Consider inserting a budget item in next year’s (calendar year 2017) CIP for the Town’s share (50%) of the grant proposal. 

        Continue to develop a base of support for Raynes Farm and barn through use and events. 

        Hold another working session when appropriate. 

  

Thanks:  Kristen and Don 

 

http://lchip.org/index.php/for-applicants/2016-grant-schedule
http://preservationcompany.com/
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DRAFT MINUTES 
CONSERVATION COMMISSION 

August 9, 2016 
 

1. Call to Order: 
 The session was called to order by Bill Campbell, Vice Chair, at 7:02 pm. 

a. Introduction of Members Present: 
Members present were Alyson Eberhardt, Andrew Koff (Treasurer), 
Todd Piskovitz, Bill Campbell (Vice Chair/Acting Chair), Virginia Raub, 
(Clerk), and Anne Surman (BOS Representative). Also present were staff 
members Kristen Murphy (Natural Resources Planner) and David 
Pancoast (Recording Secretary). Don Clement, Selectman, was also in 
the audience as was Jennifer Perry (DPW Director). Members of the 
public were present as well.  

b. Public Comment:  
     There was none. 

 
2. Action Items: 

a. Rockingham Planning Commission C-Rise Presentation (Julie LaBranche, 
RPC) 

 
Julie LaBranche, Senior Planner of the Rockingham Planning Commission 
and Project Manager for the C-Rise Project (acronym for “Climate Risk in 
the Seacoast” area), funded through NOAA. It is a vulnerability assessment 
of all seacoast lands within tidal range and beyond affected by sea level rise 
and storm surge in the future. It involves a projection out to Year 2100 with 
a low of 1.7 feet, intermediate of 4 feet and high scenario of 6.3 feet. It 
looks at effects of sea level rise on the coastal flood plain, over time, as 
seawater levels rise. It looks at 3 categories of assets: transportation assets 
(roads, bridges, culverts and drainage infrastructure), critical facilities in 
affected communities, and natural resource assets in each community. It 
covers the geography of the 10 coastal communities and inland “head-of-
tide” communities, from Rochester/Rollinsford down to this area. She  
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presented base maps and wanted to get the Commission’s reaction to them 
and see what impacts may arise in Exeter from a natural resources 
perspective and critical issues that should be addressed. The target sea rise 
elevations are measured all along the coastal area from mean high water 
levels that exist as averaged over a 15 year period and the use of a high 
resolution topographic model with 2 foot contours as a basis of the flood 
scenarios at all three target rise elevations, to identify uplands not affected 
or subject to tidal action today that may be subjected to daily tidal action or 
storm surges in the future. They are meeting with local decision-makers in 
the communities and hope to form a work group. The next meeting is in 
September. The mapping is complete and they will have a customized 
report that outlines all of the impact data and assessment data for each 
town. They are also reaching out to stakeholders and others who have an 
interest in the impacts. She will try to get the maps online, which will be in 
high resolution PDFs.  

 
Ms. Eberhardt asked how aquatic organisms are going to be evaluated. Ms. 
LaBranche said the work involved culvert issues and their evaluation and 
performance in precipitation increase scenarios (there is a 20% increase 
projected by the year 2100), and that passage of aquatic organisms through 
the culverts would be evaluated.  

 
Mr. Campbell said the Squamscott River would be affected, down along 
Swasey Parkway and Exeter Road. Ms. LaBranche mentioned Wheelwright 
Creek passes under and along Portsmouth Ave and would be affected by 
storm surge as well.  Also, two fingers of marsh that are along Rte 85, on 
the other side of Rte 101 and residential areas along there that are low-
lying could be affected. Most inland tidal communities will have very little 
impact in their core ‘downtown areas’ as they were built as “hilltop” towns, 
outside of most low areas with little existing or surviving infrastructure that 
was built along the rivers. They did another assessment last year called 
‘Tides to Storms’ which showed substantial impact to low-lying lands and 
tidal marsh as well as barrier beach systems like in Hampton and Seabrook.  
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The Commission gathered around a separate table and spent time looking 
at the maps from 7:15 to 7:25 pm, during which there was explaining map 
color coding, the maps generally, and certain features in Exeter. Some risk 
areas in Town were pointed out on the maps. Sea level rise in 2050 would 
likely only be a maximum of 2 ft, hence the reason for the 2100 projection. 
Ms. LaBranche said she would leave copies of the maps with the Town 
(Kristen Murphy, NRP) for review and use.  

 
Ms. Raub mentioned that the forthcoming report would be helpful for the 
current Master Plan development. There was discussion on the Master Plan 
integration with this information. Ms. LaBranche said there is a funding 
limit to outreach, so any way to get the word out to people would be very 
helpful. The Commission returned to the dais at 7:25 pm. 

 
b. Proposed acquisition of proposed a 4.7 acre lot by the Department of 
Public Works (Jennifer Perry, DPW Director): 

 
DPW Director Jennifer Perry said this was an opportunity for the Town to 
acquire an abutting property to the DPW property on Newfields Road. The 
owners have 2 lots, this being a separate back lot, east of the railroad 
tracks, next to the DPW parcel there. There is no access and it’s a no build 
parcel for the owners under a restriction put on it when the lands around it 
were developed during the 1950’s-60’s. The ConCom apparently had no 
interest in it in late 2014, but parcel is only 4.7 acres so was not large 
enough to be of interest. DPW was approached and has worked with the 
Board of Selectmen on the purchase. A Purchase & Sales Agreement has 
been signed. She is here to get Commission support for the purchase, as 
required under RSA 41.14.c, which requires her to go to both the ConCom 
and the Planning Board for their support, then back to the BOS to hold 2 
public hearings on the purchase. There was an appraisal and a reasonable 
value was hashed out with the owners. There is an aerial view in the 
Packets showing the boundaries overlain on the property. The DPW site is 
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to the south and it has agreed to do a 25 ft setback. If they can purchase it, 
DPW would be back before the Planning Board later on to get a lot line 
adjustment. It makes no sense to have setbacks from the current DPW 
parcel so that would be hashed out at that time.  

 
Mr. Campbell said there was a nursery project conducted nearby in 
conjunction with DPW, but the trees grew faster than the ConCom could 
move them out. Ms. Perry said DPW uses it as a staging area for young 
trees before planting them elsewhere in Town and to temporarily put trees 
there that have been removed. Mr. Campbell wanted to know if DPW had 
checked the land for contaminants. Ms. Perry said she spoke to older locals 
there who were familiar with the site and said there was no greenhouse 
there, it was just a tree plantation. Mr. Campbell asked about the appraisal 
being lower than the purchase price. Ms. Perry said it was done with 
comparable sales, in 2015 but still holds valid. Ms. Surman asked if testing 
for pesticides could be done to be sure there are no hazardous wastes 
there. Removal mitigation for such things is expensive. She just wanted the 
Town to check it to be safe. Ms. Perry said absence testing is expensive, 
several to many thousands of dollars. She didn’t think it advisable to do 
such testing  at this time, as the Town will not be using it for groundwater. 
There is a well onsite at the DPW facility with only average capacity, so 
DPW is looking to the Capital Improvement Program (“CIP”) this year for a 
possible extension of the Town water up Newfields Road that would take 
care of that. The only real possible use is for an expansion of the existing 
DPW facility there, and another newer highway storage building. The  
Facilities Study of 2014 showed the DPW building there to be inadequate 
for roofing issues, so it needs to be replaced. This is prudent Town planning 
for the future. There was no other input.  

 
Ms. Murphy said DPW is asking for an acquisition recommendation to the 
BOS.  Ms. Raub moved that, Ms. Eberhardt seconded and it passed 
unanimously.  
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c. Standard Dredge and Fill and Conditional Use Permit applications by 
C3I for development at 8 Commerce Way, Tax Map 48-3 (Brendan 
Quigley) 

 
Brendan Quigley of Gold Environmental Services said the project consists of 
construction of an 8,000 sq ft building in an upland area, with applications 
for impacts under both the Shoreland and Wetlands Protection Districts. 
The main wetland impact is an access crossing to be put in at the narrowest 
point, which wetlands are the headwaters of North Brook. The wetland 
crossing is over the stream head and a very small area of wetlands beside 
it. To provide access and road alignment with minimal impact is the reason 
for the crossing location. The total impact will be 2600 sq ft of wetlands and 
stream impact. They will install a 36 foot wide open bottom culvert that is 
56 inches wide at the bottom, which is wider than the “bank full” width of 
the stream there. It exceeds stream width, which meets or exceeds the 
state standards for wetlands crossings. This is a ‘Tier One’ wetlands 
crossing, the lowest category, with 108 linear feet of perennial stream 
impacts, which is only due to the way the State requires it to be calculated, 
but it is only a 36 foot wide crossing. There is a buffer impact due to the 
roadway and grading. Stormwater management includes a bio-retention 
structure and a gravel wetlands, which impact the buffer zone. A small 
fingerlike wetland projection protruding into the site will be impacted for 
parking area grading. The building is outside all buffer areas, including the 
Shoreland District setback which is 100 ft. There will be a truck turnaround 
necessary in that area which is a buffer zone impact. Trucks will only be 
coming in on a limited basis, so they don’t need a robust turnaround.  

 
Mr. Quigley said another plan in the set shows the disturbed areas to be 
treated with a restoration seed mix for a no-maintenance ground cover. At 
the recent site visit the Commission learned there are areas to be avoided 
in the buffer to a higher value wetlands, also being avoided for aesthetics. 
Some upland is to be undeveloped as well. There is no other way onto the 
site with less impacts. Public interest is enhanced due to the lesser impacts 



6 
 

and the trail access on this site. The total direct wetland impact is 5,180 sq 
ft. The total buffer zone impact is 28,559 sq ft of disturbance that includes 
both temporary and permanent. The temporary disturbance is for slope 
grading which is tobe restored. In the Wetlands Protection Overlay District 
there is some stream buffer associated with the crossing, on the other side, 
which totals 992 sq ft.  

 
On a request for trail input, Mr. Quigley said there is a main access point to 
the town forest trail across this property. It has much use and is a good 
access location.  The applicant is committed to maintaining the trail access 
to the town forest and providing 7 additional parking spaces by the gravel 
wetlands and it would be a simple matter to re-route it there for access to 
the main area and for an additional trail there that loops around. Access 
will be maintained for both trails.  

 
Ms. Raub asked the applicant to explain the two fire retention ponds. He 
said it is to be a rain garden, not a wet pond, that will be planted with 
species tolerant of intermittent flooding and designed to hold water then 
infiltrate it or release it in a controlled way so that the gardens will stay 
more or less dry. Mr. Quigley said there is a forebay to take the first charge 
of stormwater for initial settling and most sediment maintenance will be 
done there. There is controlled flow from the forebay to the bio-retention 
area, with two cells.  

 
Mr. Campbell asked if the drainage flows to North Brook? Mr. Quigley said 
the overland flow goes to wetlands and then into the Brook. There is to be 
a set of gravel wetlands onsite. There was discussion on the elevations and 
slopes on site. There was a concern that the rain gardens lose their value 
due to being silted in later on and not maintained. Mr. Quigley said that is 
the function of the forebay. Ms. Murphy said the Planning Board process 
would result in a maintenance plan for all structures. 
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There was discussion on concerns about contours on the plan-the water 
feature contour appears higher than the land around it, so wouldn’t flow 
off. Ms. Murphy explained that water will flow off the highest point (the 
road) into the rain garden, then, if not infiltrated, will slowly flow out to the 
wetlands.  There was discussion and clarification of the elevations and 
contours on site. John Lorden with MSC engineers said that the ponds 
aren’t deep, are not collecting much water, so they take what they get, 
store it, infiltrate it, and then if there’s any overflow, it flows into a pipe 
that empties into a riprapped opening and will then flow overland to the 
brook, as it does now. They used hydro-cad and analyzed pre-and post-
runoffs. They can’t increase peak flow. Ms. Murphy said a drainage analysis 
was also being done within the Planning Board process.  

 
Ms. Eberhardt said if they did away with the public parking spaces, they 
could scooch the impacts that way to possibly avoid or lessen the buffer 
impacts. Mr. Lorden said he believed that it possibly would. She did not 
think any additional parking was necessary. The trail access is up the access 
road if there’s no new parking. Mr. Campbell said there were a lot of 
dogwalkers out there and it would be more accessible for dogwalkers to 
have the parking here then to have to walk along the new access road.  

 
Mr. Lorden said they had a discussion with the Planning Board on Design 
Review, and then Dave Sharples, the Planner, had asked them to do 
something different with the treatment since trucks only come 2-3 times 
per year, so they made some changes on that. Mr Sharples also thought 
that something different could be done with parking. Mr. Lorden said the 
result was to square it off and install a grass-paved parking area that is over 
3 inches thick and can be driven on and plowed of snow and stormwater 
infiltrates into it. They haven’t reduced the parking yet in size but could. 
The buffer impact might then be less as the Commission would like.  
 
Ms. Eberhardt said there were two hits on the natural heritage species 
impacts aspects of this. Mr. Quigley responded that there were two hits but 
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there was no habitat for species on this site and they have correspondence 
on that. They have worked with Kim Tuttle at Natural Heritage but he needs 
to update her. At the time of their initial discussion he was unsure of the 
crossing detail, so now he has to give her that updated information. Due to 
other projects he’s had involving those species, he is confident they can 
work through her concerns. There was discussion on this aspect of the 
project. Ms. Murphy said the Commission could include it as a condition in 
its recommendations to the Planning Board. Mr. Koff said people parking at 
the cul-de-sac will cut the corner around the north side of the building, so 
the applicant might need to realize what folks might do and that they might 
create a new trail that is not intended. If the project gets rid of the parking 
lot, or it is put elsewhere, they could move the trail access. Mr. Quigley said 
the parking area formalizes the access, especially with signs. He would not 
advocate moving the parking area. There was discussion on the public 
walking through an industrial site. Mr. Quigley said the more formal the 
parking can be, the better.  
 
Mr. Piskovitz asked about trail access during construction. Mr. Quigley said 
that would be a concern and they need to work it out, possibly the access 
could temporarily be run though the Town’s logging site. Ms. Murphy said 
they need to inform the public that it is private land as it should be aware 
of that. There were no further comments.   

 
Mr. Campbell said the Commission needs to recommend to the Planning 
Board to keep the conditional use permit in place and recommend the 
standard dredge and fill permit be approved.  Ms. Murphy said this matter 
was not expedited, the Commission just needs to send a comments letter 
to the Planning Board favorable to the project with any recommendations it 
wants to make. Mr. Quigley asked the Commission to submit favorable 
comments to NH DES as well. Ms. Murphy reported that Mr. Quigley had 
offered at the site walk that it was more preferable to lose wetlands here 
than to further encroach into the beaver pond wetlands nearby. Mr. 
Quigley replied that there are no buffers at the state level other than tidal 
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buffers, so the State suggested that the building and parking should be 
shoved up farther into the site to avoid any wetlands impact. That 
translated to 477 sq ft of the tip of that wetlands not being impacted. But 
there are good reasons the applicant had to not impact that uplands 
farther, including wetlands overlay district reasons, beaver pond wetlands 
reasons, wildlife habitat reasons, construction disturbances involved, and 
such. The Commission’s letter of recommendation should mention the 
importance of the local reasons to avoid such other impacts and support 
the project with parking as proposed, to address concerns with the State.  

 
Ms. Eberhardt wanted to add a condition on the Natural Heritage aspects. 
Ms. Surman said it’s a nice project with a mix of economic development, 
low impact, trail maintenance, and had an overall benefit to the Town. If all 
that can be indicated to the State, that would be a very positive approach. 
Ms. Raub moved to send a positive letter of recommendation to DES with 
the notation to Fish & Game, with the stated conditions, additions and local 
reasons noted, and further stating that the Commission has no objections 
to the proposed work. Ms. Surman seconded and it was unanimously 
approved. There will be a similar support letter to the Planning Board. Ms. 
Eberhardt supported Mr. Koff’s point that folks might walk around the 
wrong way. The Planning Board should be made aware so it can address it 
with the owner. Mr. Koff asked if there needed to be a legal document 
necessary to maintain the trail access. Ms. Murphy said that if it appears on 
an approved site plan with the Planning Board it is official and the approved 
trail access is required. There was discussion that any free use of private 
land protects that landowner from liability for injuries to the public using 
the land. Ms. Eberhardt was concerned about invasives coming in during 
construction? She wanted the Commission to ask the Planning Board to 
address it. Mr. Quigley said the seed mix should take care of it and after 
discussion ensued, Ms. Murphy said a note could be put on the plan that 
the disturbance areas must be kept free of invasive species until after the 
restoration area becomes established. The Commission decided to send 
that comment to the Planning Board. Ms. Surman made a motion to send 
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the recommendations letter as described to the Planning Board.  Ms. Raub 
seconded and it was unanimously approved.  

 
Ms. Raub commented on another aspect of projects like this, involving a 
recommendation on a conditional use permit that needs to come from the 
ConCom, the Commission should be asked to attend the first hearing at 
that board on the matter, to be more involved and connected on it, for 
faster, easier decisionmaking. She felt handicapped on this matter due to 
incomplete plans. Ms. Murphy said it’s atypical to have the Commission go 
on site walks before a matter comes before it.  This was the Chair’s decision 
to do it in this order this one time. Ms. Murphy does have full size plans of 
this project in her office. Selectman Clement spoke as a Planning Board 
member saying the Planning Board hasn’t even had a site walk on this 
project yet, so the ConCom is welcome to come to any Planning Board 
session, he was just here to pick up some info tonight. Discussion on that 
suggestion was held. Ms. Murphy said in the past, meeting agendas were 
distributed beween the boards, perhaps the Town should revisit that 
practice again. Mr. Campbell asked Ms. Murphy to speak to Barb McEvoy of 
Planning to see if they can be sure to alert the ConCom to these things.  

 
After more discussion, Ms. Murphy said the Commission should probably 
revisit its submission requirements. Ms. Eberhardt thought the burden of 
submissions should not fall on Ms. Murphy, so she will draft something up 
on submissions for the ConCom to evaluate and decide the criteria.  

 
3. Committee Reports:  

a. Property  
 i. Henderson-Swasey Timber Harvest: 

 
Ms. Murphy said the harvester had two last loads to go out. The 
logging is done. This was a great and unique effort in an area of 
intense recreational usage. She has had many interactions with a lot 
of people and everything went well there. The Commission should do 
picture posts with pictures from different angles that show changes 
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over time because there was some artistry to the logging that was 
done. The harvester avoided creating large openings due to the other 
uses of the site. Everyone should be proud of the project and the 
Commission’s commitment level to users. It should think about using 
students to pictorially document the changes that will be seen there 
over time. There should be a press release to coincide with the Trail 
Committee meeting coming up. Mr. Moreno said he would come to 
that meeting. Mr. Campbell said Eric Hawkins of the newspaper could 
do it. Ms. Surman said she would call him to get something done.  
 

b. Trails 
i. Trail Committee Meeting Date 
 
The Trail Committee meeting in September should be other than 
9/13 (ConCom’s session) and the All Boards Meeting is scheduled for 
Wednesday 9/7 at 6:30 pm. There is no Master Plan meeting set in 
September yet. Ms. Murphy suggested the Commission pick three 
dates and see what works. Discussion lead to Wednesdays 9/14, 9/20 
and 9/27 as possible dates for the Trail meeting.  
 

 
c. Outreach 

i. Raynes Farm Fall Festival 
 

Ms. Raub did not have much to report-it’s still an open project. She 
set October 15th in the afternoon for the Pumpkin Toss event. The 
time is not set yet, but will be either 1-4 or 2-4 pm. 
 

 
d. Annual Planning Calendar & Focus Area Overview 

   
For Focus Areas Mr. Koff said he would like to do Jollyrand(-land (?) 
[ need clarification/correction note on that from Kristen: Andrew 
definitely said that, my meeting notes and the tape reveal that he 
did, but did he actually mean “Dolloff” instead? There is no “jolly 
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land” on the Exeter Conservation Lands/NR list or map nor anything 
sounding at all like it other than “Dolloff” If it’s not Dolloff, then I 
don’t know what nickname he used to refer to some other parcel or 
named a parcel that my hearing and the tape did not discern], 
which is in his turf. Mr. Campbell said he will do Little River. Ms. Raub 
will do the Linden Street Grouping, including Morrissette, Hampton 
Easement, McDonnell and Linden Commons. Ms. Surman will do the 
Oakland area. Ms. Murphy said they don’t have to monitor all the 
parcels, just get their feet wet exploring them and get to know some 
folks who are nearby, etc. Discussion occurred on this subject.  

 
For other topics, Ms. Eberhardt will do vernal pools, wetlands and 
invasives if no one else will do it. Mr. Campbell is already committed 
to several of the topics. Mr Koff said he will address beavers.  

 
4. Quarterly Treasurers Report: 
 
Mr. Koff gave the report, being done quarterly now, so this covers through the 
end of June 2016. The Commission has $3,609.00 for the rest of 2016 and has 
expended $6,420.00 to date. There are no real problem areas, but the Timber 
Harvest results are still up in the air. Ms. Murphy said upcoming expenses include 
some dues that need to be paid and some mowing has to happen at Raynes Barn, 
and the trail work supplies already approved.  
 
There were no other comments on the report, so Ms. Eberhardt moved approval 
of it, and Ms. Surman seconded. It was approved by unanimous vote. 
 
5. Approval of the Minutes of 7/12/16:  
 
After discussion on several revisions and changes to them, Ms. Surman moved to 
accept the Minutes of July 12, 2016 as amended, Mr. Koff seconded and they 
were unanimously approved.  
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Ms. Murphy said that the corrections made to the minutes considered at the last 
session on July 12th were for the wrong date due to a typo in the agenda. The 
Minutes of June instead of May were accepted as corrected. The Chair decided 
that the clarification was noted but no motion to correct that error was required. 
 
6. Correspondence (Ms. Murphy): 
 
There was notification that PEA would start its seasonal dock addition work. 
 
There was abutter notification to the C3I project discussed earlier tonight. 
 
7. Natural Resource Planner’s Report (Ms. Murphy):  
 
The rain garden planned for Westside Drive neighborhood was constructed and 
installed, but there were some problems, so hand digging it was not possible. It 
had to be excavated to install it. They got an inquiry from Laura Burrego asking if 
the ConCom would cover the $250 for the excavator’s costs. Ms. Murphy told her 
the budget was tight but she would inquire of the Commission. Ms. Raub asked if 
DPW paid for the rain garden. They paid for the materials. Mr. Campbell asked if 
DPW could cover that cost? Ms. Murphy said she could ask if it would. Mr. Koff 
was not in favor of ConCom spending any money for that cost. 
 
Ms. Murphy attended a ‘Complete Streets’ Workshop with other Town officials. It 
involved ways of designing streets for “pop up” complete street scenarios. They 
lay down tape for lines and show expanded areas, pocket parks and things like 
outdoor cafes. There will be an event in October for Lincoln St, at the Arts 
Festival, and the Town officials that went are going to do a pop-up Complete 
Streets event there. They are involving the Lincoln St Arts Chamber for this, with a 
“parklet” idea and “sharrows” which are arrows that show that roads are shared 
by cars and bicycles, and it will have a connection of Lincoln St to downtown with 
signage showing distances indicating the train station is walkable to downtown. 
She will bring in a design for ConCom to see. They are going to work with the bike 
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shop for rentals to tie it all together. Hopefully the Commission will help get the 
word out on this event. 
  
8. Other Business: 
 
There was no other business. 
 
9. Next session is 9/13/16, with a submission deadline of 9/2/16.  
. 
10. Adjournment:  
 
No other business coming before the Commission, Ms. Surman moved to adjourn, 
seconded by Ms. Eberhardt. It was unanimously voted. The session adjourned at 
9:10 pm. 
 
Respectfully submitted by David Pancoast, Recording Secretary 
 
 



These minutes are subject to possible correction/revision at a subsequent Exeter  
Conservation Commission meeting 

 

Exeter Conservation Commission        August 10, 2016 

Site Walk 

On August 10th the Conservation Commission conducted a site walk to inform their review of 
the wetland application and conditional use permit for the proposed development at 8 
Commerce Way.  Members in attendance included Bill Campbell, Ginny Raub, Anne Surman, 
Todd Piskovitz, and Andrew Koff.  Also in attendance was Kristen Murphy (Exeter’s Natural 
Resource Planner), Brendan Quigley (GES), John Lorden (MSC Engineers) and _______ (C3i Inc).  
  
During the site walk the reviewed key components of the project such as the building corners, 
access road, stream crossing and trail connection.   
 
Kristen Murphy 
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