APPROVED 4/7/2016

BARNSTEAD PLANNING BOARD
Thursday March 3, 2016 @ 7:00 P.M
BARNSTEAD TOWN HALL

1. CALL TO ORDER: Chair Carr called the meeting to order @ 7:00 P.M.

2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: Those present joined the Board in the pledge of allegiance to the flag
of the United States of America.

3. ROLL CALL: N. Carr, Chair, E. Swinford, Vice Chair, K. Schacht, Secretary
Selectboard’sRepresentaive D. Kerr, D. Allen, Member, D. Frenette, Member, K. Preston, Member, S.
Hodgdon, Alternate, B. Grey, Alternate, and F. Latawiec, Recording Secretary were present.

4. SITE PLAN REVIEW APPLICATION: APPLICANT: American Wood Pellets, Inc. Wood Pellet
Manufacturing OWNER: D. Dudek AGENT: J. Green, LLS LOCATION: Tax Map 7, Lot 4, Building
“H” Depot Street. Selectboard Representative D. Kerr recused himself from the deliberations of the
Board, as he is an abutter.Chair Carr explained that the discussion on the application is a continuation
from the last Planning Board meeting. The proposal is for a Wood Pellet Manufacturing Business. J.
Green represented the Applicant E. Dudek, who was present. He presented Sheet One of the site plan for
the proposal, which will be inside existing Building “H”. He explained that the only equipment that
would be outside of the building would be the tumbler. The revised site plan adds eight parking spaces
for employees. Truck traffic to the site would enter via the back road off of Depot Street traveling in one
direction around the back of the building to the raw material entrance.This will take the flow of traffic
away from the pre-school. The existing fire pond will be utilized. It has an 848,000 gallon capacity, is
rubber lined, and is full. The business will utilize the existing, approved septic tank with a pump and
chamber system. K. Schacht asked about exterior lighting. There will be down type lighting by the raw
materials entrance and the main entrance to the building. J. Green presented Sheet Two of the site plan,
which shows the scale house. It will be near the entrance to the property in the location where the guard
house for the Timco operation used to be. There will be vegetation on the back side of the scale house for
screening. Relative to noise, jake brakes will not be allowed on site. There will be signage on Route 126
to this effect. The operation will accept both wood chips and whole logs. The logs will be stored in the
back in an area that will be leveled with gravel. The access road to this area will also be gravel. The
plant will operate indoors 24 hours a day. Outdoor chipping operations and trucking would be limited to
Monday through Friday between the hours of 6:00 A.M. to 8:00 P.M. When asked about fumes and
smell, he replied that the wood chips would all be from natural material. There would be a need for an
air quality permit from DES. He emphasized that it is a drying operation and that the only water
withdrawals would be to service the office and the restrooms. There will be sprinklers in the building,
tied into either the well or the fire pond. The facility is not located in the aquifer recharge district. There
will be no underground fuel storage tanks. Wood and debris would be used for fuel. Diesel fuel would
only be used for equipment operation. It would either be stored in an above ground tank or delivered. K.
Schacht asked about the number of trucks per day and if a structural evaluation had been done on the
building. There are signs of decay. J. Green estimated that there would be approximately 20 trucks per
day. The building is of steel construction, with concrete floors. He explained that the alterations to the
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existing building were done to remove the equipment from the previous business. Chair Carr noted that
the Depot Street Bridge has an E2 rating, and that repairs will need to be done to it. B. Haynes did do a
noise report on the site in the past. The location of that report is unknown. Fire Chief S. Mulcahy
expressed a concern about the water supply for the proposed project. The existing fire pond has no
pumps, and the building has a lot of debris from old pallets. He stated that the entire building would
need to be sprinkled, with a pump and hydrant system, due to its size. Chair Carr reminded that Board
that the application has not yet been accepted as complete. The Board wants additional information from
the applicant relative to trucking, noise issues and fire suppression. J. Green requested that the Board
accept the application as complete so that the applicant could get input from abutters who were present at
the meeting. D. Allen stated that he was against this idea, as substantive information that is of concern to
the Board is missing. K. Schacht made a motion to accept the application as complete in order to hear the
concerns of abutters. The motion was seconded by K. Preston. The motion passed by a majority vote.

PUBLIC HEARING: Chair Carr opened a public hearing on the proposal at 7:45 P.M. C. Treadwell, an
abutter on Rabbot Lane asked for some type of noise assessment in decibels relative to the proposal. D.
Kerr spoke as an abutter who lives a mile away on Hartshorne Road, southwest of the plant. He stated that
he supports the project, and accepts that there will be noise associated with it, but has concerns about the
chipper operation. G. Preston stated that he did not know the whereabouts of the Haynes noise report.
Chair Carr asked about the size of the chipper, and suggested that the applicant contact the manufacturer
for known decibel levels. M. Sargent, who lives on Maple Street testified that he has invested a
considerable amount of money in his property, and is familiar with the previous Timco operation. He is
concerned about the early and late hours of the chipping operation, from a noise perspective. K. Schacht
agreed that 6:00 A.M. to 8:00 P.M. could be problematic. S. Mulcahy, who lives on Shackford Corner
Road, spoke about the noise from the de-barker that was used at Timco. He suggested some type of noise
deflector, or a sound wall like they use for highway noise. J. Green stated that the applicant would be
willing to talk about options. He used to drive a truck, lives near the Loudon Speedwayand understands
about noise. He will do some research on back up alarms. The 6:00 A.M. to 8:00 P.M. hours will depend
upon the weather. The chipping will be limited to Monday through Friday. He will work on the noise
issues for trucking and chipping, and look into the cost effectiveness of sound walls. A. Glassman
suggested sound reducing options such as insulation in the building, some type of baffle around the
operation, and white noise generators. J. Green suggested that the log piles could absorb noise. M.
Sargent spoke for a second time to emphasize his concerns about the early and late hours of operation.
Chair Carr closed the public hearing at 8:05 P.M. and continued it to the April 7, 2016 meeting. D. Allen
expressed that he will not feel comfortable about voting on the application without the advice of a noise
pollution expert on behalf of the Town. He feels that the applicant is responsive and responsible, but he
wants a noise report to aid in the decision making. K. Schacht noted that there are engineering firms that
can do this.

5. MAJOR SUBDIVISION APPLICATION: APPLICANT: R.A. & L.A. Misiaszek AGENT: J.
Green, LLS LOCATION: Tax Map 14, Lot 20-1, North Road J. Green represented the Applicants, who
were not present. The proposal is to subdivide Lot 20-1 into two lots. Each will be greater than 12 acres
and have greater than 200 feet of frontage. The application is being submitted as a major, rather than a
minor subdivision because the applicant wants to retain the right to further subdivide. The wetlands on
the front portion of each lot have been delineated in order to show the remaining buildable land. This
includes the 4 K area required to locate a septic system and a well on each parcel. The applicant is
requesting waivers to not have to provide topographic information or wetlands delineations for the rest of
the parcels. This information has been provided for the buildable area. Waivers are also being requested
from the landscaping, stormwater drainage, and erosion and sediment control requirements of the
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subdivision regulations. K. Preston made a motion to accept the waivers as requested. The motion was
seconded by K. Schacht. The motion passed unanimously. K. Preston made a motion to accept the
application as complete. The motion was seconded by K. Schacht. The motion passed unanimously.

PUBLIC HEARING: Chair Carr opened the public hearing on the proposed major subdivision at 8:21
P.M. K. Furtnry, an abutter, testified that he and his wife bought their horse farm from their neighbors,
the applicants. They board horses and have an outdoor riding ring that they use up to eight months out of
the year. The concern that they have about the subdivision proposal is that the only buildable area of the
lot that abuts their property could result in a house being constructed 30 feet from their property line, near
their riding ring. They are requesting that any house be at least 50 feet from their property boundary, as
objecting abutters. They would like to see it setback further. They recognize that there is a significant
amount of wetlands on the site. K. Furtnry is requesting the following: 1)That the board request an
environmental impact statement to determine the potential impact of the subdivision on their pond. 2)
That the Board reconsider granting the waiver for the wetland delineations for the remainder of the lots.
3) He asked when a cistern would be required. 4) That the Board delay approval of the subdivision.
There could be 3 more lots proposed, all requesting waivers. 5) They are concerned that there could be
another house. Chair Carr explained that the waiver for the wetland delineations was only for the back
part of the lots and not for the buildable area. J. Green noted that DES approval would be required for the
septic system, therefore there is no need for an environmental impact statement. The cistern requirement
is only applicable to subdivisions of 4 lots or greater. He also noted that the proposal was submitted as a
major subdivision so that there would not be a deed restriction on the lots to prohibit further subdivision.
Chair Carr scheduled a site walk of the property for Thursday April 7, 2016 at 6:00 P.M. S. Furtnry
testified that her outdoor horse riding area is her livelihood. She has no problem with a subdivision, but
would like to see the house built further away. She is concerned about the potential for further
subdivision. W. Whitney, an abutter, testified that the reason that he moved to Barnstead was that it is
safe and quiet for horses. He had previously lost horses to collicking due to noise in Nottingham. He
stated that use of fireworks was out of control. Chair Carr continued the public hearing until April 7,
2016. The hearing closed at 8:45 P.M.

6. SENIOR HOUSING PRESENTATION: D. Devoy, Chairman of the Belknap County Board of
Commissioners, addressed the Board relative to possibilities for providing the Town of Barnstead with
financial assistance for senior housing. He explained that HUD provides about 8-10 million dollars a year
for low income housing. The Laconia Land Trust was recently involved in obtaining a $500,000 grant.
There is some money available for planning. J. Menihane, from the NHHFA, explained that the Town
should look for a seasoned developer that has been involved with these types of projects before. There is a
Low Income Housing Tax Credit Program. There is a 3 million dollar funding round once a year, where
developers compete for grants with their projects. They do market studies, and review the local
regulations of the towns that they want to work with. There is a complicated formula that determines how
many units in a proposed project must provide affordable housing to low income people. K. Preston
asked if Barnstead could just do an elderly housing project. E. Swinford stated that the need that the
Board wants to address is that older people are selling their homes because they don’t need large houses
anymore. They want to remain in Barnstead, but there are no senior housing opportunities available. J.
Menihane suggested that the Laconia Land Trust could be a good group to work with. Chair Carr asked if
there was a minimum or maximum number of units that would be appropriate for a project. About 25 —
30 units would be about right. There was discussion about possible locations, like the Town owned land.
There was discussion about income eligibility for these rental properties. People who have just sold their
land may have assets that would disqualify them. D. Kerr asked about communities without facilities and
services, such as doctor’s offices. E. Swinford voiced that there was a need to consider whether they
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should work with a profit or non-profit developer. K. Schacht concluded the discussion with the
suggestion that the Board get a narrative together that defines the specific needs and demands of the
Town relative to senior housing.

7. CORRESPONDENCE: There was no correspondence. The OEP conference has been postponed.
8. OLD BUSINESS:There was no old business.
9. NEW BUSINESS:There was no new business.

10. MINUTES: 1/7/16, 2/4/16, 2/18/16 K. Preston mad a motion to approve all of the minutes, as written.
The motion was seconded by E. Swinford. The motion passed unanimously.

D. Kerr noted that work on Route 28 nearPeacham Road will include changing some elevations for safety
purposes. DOT will be holding a public hearing on this in the evening on March 16, 2016.

11. ADJOURNMENT:K. Preston made a motion to adjourn. The motion was seconded by E. Swinford.
The meeting adjourned at 9:23 P.M.



