
       City Council Public Hearing 
September 1, 2015 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS 
7:00 PM 

Agenda 

1. Call to Order

2. AB 27 Amendment to Chapter 17.34 of the General Ordinances 
of the City of Rochester, entitled Water Rate and Fee Schedule, 
be amended by deleting the portion of said Ordinances entitled 
Quarterly Water Rates and be Replacing such Portion of the 
Ordinances as Follows: [See Page 9]

3. Adjournment

Regular City Council Meeting 
September 1, 2015 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS  
(Immediately following the Public Hearing) 

Agenda 

1. Call to Order

2. Pledge of Allegiance

3. Opening Prayer

4. Roll Call

5. Proclamation: Rochester 12U Slammers Team  – Winners of the 
2015 Babe Ruth State Championship P. 13

6. Recess to State of New Hampshire Department of Health and
Human Services Public Forum by Sanctuary Alternative Treatment
Centers for Proposed Cultivation Operation

7. Reconvene the Regular City Council Meeting
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8. Acceptance of Minutes

8.1. August 4, 2015, Regular City Council Meeting 

8.2. August 18, 2015, Special City Council Meeting 

9. Communications from the City Manager

9.1. Employee of the Month Award P.21

9.2. City Manager’s Report  P.19

10. Communications from the Mayor

10.1. Announcement: November 3, 2015 Municipal Election Filing 
Period: P. 15 

 Begins: Friday, September, 4, 2015, at 9:00 AM 
 Ends: Monday, September 21, 2015, at 5:00 PM 

10.2. Announcement: The Supervisors of the Checklist will be in 
session on September 3, 2015 – Last chance to update 
voter information prior to the Municipal Election Filing 
Period: P. 17 

11. Presentations of Petitions and Council Correspondence

12. Nominations, Appointments, Resignations, and Elections

13. Reports of Committees:

13.1. Codes and Ordinances Committee P. 57 

13.2. Community Development Committee - Forthcoming P.65

13.3. Joint Building Committee P. 67 

13.4. Public Safety Committee P. 73 

13.5. Public Works Committee P. 85 

14. Old Business
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3

http://www.rochesternh.net/sites/rochesternh/files/minutes/minutes-file/cc20150804regmin_0.pdf
http://www.rochesternh.net/sites/rochesternh/files/minutes/minutes-file/cc20150818.spcmin.pdf


 

This page has 
been 
intentionally left 
blank. 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 

8/27/15

4



15. Consent Calendar

15.1.  AB  30 Resolution De-Authorizing Appropriation 
form the Municipal Information Services 
Department (MIS) Capital Improvement 
(CIP) Fund [CC FY16 Resolution 20] – First 
Reading, Second Reading, and Adoption P. 91

16. New Business

16.1. AB  26 Resolution Accepting Equitable 
Disbursement from the United States Marshal 
Service to the Rochester Police Department, 
and Making a Supplemental Appropriation in 
Connection Therewith [CC FY16 Resolution 15] 
First Reading, Second Reading, and Adoption P. 
97 

16.2. AB 34 Resolution Approving a Communications 
Equipment Grant Application to the New 
Hampshire Department of Safety [CC FY16 
Resolution 23] First Reading and Adoption P. 
103 

16.3.         AB 29 Resolution Accepting 
Participation Awards from the Health Trust 
to the City of Rochester, and Making a 
Supplemental Appropriation in Connection 
Therewith [CC FY 16 Resolution 19] First 
Reading, Second Reading, and Adoption P. 
121

16.4.          AB 27 Amendment to Chapter 17.34 of the 
General Ordinances of the City of Rochester, 
entitled Water Rate and Fee Schedule, be 
amended by deleting the portion of said 
Ordinances entitled Quarterly Water Rates and 
be Replacing such Portion of the Ordinances as 
Follows: [CC FY 16 Amendment 3] Second 
Reading and Adoption P. 9

16.5.          AB 31 Amendment to Chapter 50 of the General 
Ordinances of the City of Rochester regarding 
Stormwater Management and Erosion Control 
and currently before the Rochester City Council, 
to be amended as follows: [CC FY 16 
Amendment 4]  First Reading and Refer to a 
Public Hearing P. 125
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5



 

This page has 
been 
intentionally left 
blank. 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 

8/27/15

6



16.6.          AB 28 Creation of an Accountant 1 Position 
under Non-Union [Pay Grade 9] – Motion to 
Approve P. 171 

16.7.   AB 32 Resolution Establishing Polling Places 
and Times for the November 3, 2015, Municipal 
Election [CC FY16 Resolution 21] First Reading 
and Adoption P. 185 

16.8. AB 24 Amendment to Chapter 63 of the General 
Ordinances of the City of Rochester Regarding 
Rights and Duties of Pedestrians [CC FY16 
Amendment 5] First Reading, Second Reading, 
and Adoption P. 189 

16.9. AB 35 Resolution Authorizing Supplemental 
Appropriation to the Department of Public 
Works Capital Improvements Fund for the 
Emergency Repairs to the Route 125 Pedestrian 
Bridge [CC FY16 Resolution 22] First Reading, 
Second Reading, and Adoption P. 193 

17. Non-Meeting/Non-Public Sessions:

17.1. Non-Meeting, Consultation with Legal Counsel, RSA 91-A 2
I (b) 

18. Other

19. Adjournment

7
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THE CITY OF ROCHESTER ORDAINS:

17.34 Water Rate and Fee Schedule

Quarterly Water Rates
Residential Customers without exemption: $4.81  per  100 cu.  ft. of  water use
Residential Customers with exemption: $2.05
Commercial and industrial customers: $4.74

Unmetered Residential Customers:
Per quarter per unit without exemption: $126.71
Per quarter per unit with exemption: $63.35

Minimum Fee:
Per quarter per unit without exemption: $18.00
Per quarter per unit with exemption: $14.42

II. That this ordinance amendment shall take effect on October 1, 2015

CC FY 16 AB 27 Amendment 3 AB 27

I. That Chapter 17, Section 17.34 of the General Ordinances of the City of Rochester, 
entitled "Water Rate and Fee Schedule", be amended by deleting the portion of said 
ordinance entitled "Quarterly Water Rates" and by replacing such portion of the ordinance 
with the following:

RELATIVE TO WATER USER RATE
ORDINANCE AMENDMENT
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City of Rochester Formal Council Meeting 

AGENDA BILL 

NOTE: Agenda Bills are due by 10 AM on the Monday the week before the City Council Meeting. 

COMMITTEE SIGN-OFF 
COMMITTEE  

 
CHAIR PERSON  

DEPARTMENT APPROVALS 
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

CITY MANAGER 

FINANCE & BUDGET INFORMATION 
FINANCE OFFICE APPROVAL 

SOURCE OF FUNDS 

ACCOUNT NUMBER 

AMOUNT 

APPROPRIATION REQUIRED     YES       NO  

LEGAL AUTHORITY 
 
 

AGENDA SUBJECT  

COUNCIL ACTION ITEM 
INFORMATION ONLY  

FUNDING REQUIRED?   YES    NO 
* IF YES ATTACH A FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM

RESOLUTION REQUIRED?   YES    NO FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM?   YES    NO 

AGENDA DATE  

DEPT. HEAD SIGNATURE  
 

DATE SUBMITTED  

ATTACHMENTS         YES   NO  * IF YES, ENTER THE  TOTAL NUMBER OF
PAGES ATTACHED 

Adjustment to Water Rates.

September 1, 2015

John B. Storer (Original on file with City Clerk)

August 24, 2015

Finance Committee

Mayor T. J. Jean

Chapter 17, Section 17.18 of the General Ordinances of the City of Rochester,
entitled "Establishment of Water Rates".

signature on file

signature on file
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SUMMARY STATEMENT 

 
 

 

 RECOMMENDED ACTION 
 
 

Both the Utility Advisory Board and the Finance Committee recommended an 
adjustment to the water rates.  The rates would be increased 3%, from the current 
rate of $4.67 per 100 cubic feet of volume to $4.81. 
 
From the Minutes of the April 20, 2015 Utility Advisory Board: 
Tom Willis MOVED that the Utility Advisory Board recommend to the City Council 
that water user rates be increased by 3% or 14 cents from the current rate of 
$4.67 per 100 cubic feet. The motion was ADOPTED. 
 
From the Minutes of the July 14, 2015 Finance Committee: 
Deputy City Manager Cox explained the water and sewer funds cash flow analysis 
data. 
 
Mayor Jean MOVED to recommend to the full City Council that the water rate 
recommendation from the Utility Advisory Board be adopted that would increase 
the per unit fee from $4.67 to $4.81. Councilor Lauterborn provided a SECOND to 
the motion which was then ADOPTED. 
 
Public Works staff estimate the impact to residential customers will be: 
A typical residential home might see an increase from $57.69 per month to $59.41 
per month.  The residence would experience a 6 cents per day increase. 
 
For a person living alone the impact go from $16.49 to $16.98 per month.  

Approve amendment to Chapter 17, Section 17.34 of the General Ordinances of 
the City of Rochester, entitled "Water Rate and Fee Schedule", such that the rate 
for Residential Customers without Exemption be increased from the current $4.67 
per 100 cubic feet of water use to $4.81.

8/27/15
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PROCLAMATION HONORING 12U ROCHESTER SLAMMERS 
2015 BABE RUTH STATE CHAMPIONS 

 
WHEREAS, the members of the 2015 12U Rochester Slammers Team are Reese Asselin, Grace 
Beaulieu, Miranda Benson, Ambra Breakfield, Izzi Eames, Haleigh Gullison, Katie Hyslop, Cara 
Letourneau, Hailey Nesbitt, Kylie Valliere, Abby Ward, Mattie Ward; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Rochester Slammers Team won 4 State titles in a row; and 
 
WHEREAS, the 2015 12U Rochester Slammers Team finished its season with an outstanding 
record of 31 wins and 11 losses; and 
 
WHEREAS, the 2015 12U Rochester Slammers Team won 3 tournaments and finished runner up in 
2 tournaments; and 
 
WHEREAS, the 2015 12U Rochester Slammers Team earned a bid to the Babe Ruth 12U World 
Series in Alachua, Florida, where they finished 10th in the country; and 
 
WHEREAS, the 2015 12U Rochester Slammers Team earned the Team Sportsmanship Award at 
the World Series as determined by the umpires; and 
 
WHEREAS, the members of the 2015 team displayed academic excellence in addition to their 
success in softball; and 
 
WHEREAS, the 2105 12U Rochester Slammers Team were successfully coached by Dennis Ward, 
Steph Nesbitt, Josh Valliere and Chris Benson. 
 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that I, Thomas J. Jean, Mayor of the City of 
Rochester, along with my fellow Council members, do hereby honor the 2015 12U Rochester 
Slammers Team, on this day, September 1, 2015, for winning the 2015 Babe Ruth State 
Championship. 

 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have set my hand and 
caused to be affixed the Seal of the City of Rochester 
this the 1st Day of September in the year of our Lord, 
Two Thousand and Fifteen. 
 
 
 
Thomas J. Jean 
Mayor 

8/27/15
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City of Rochester 

Municipal Election – Filing Period 

November 3, 2015 
 
All City Council Seats, School Board Seats, Mayor, and Police 
Commission Seats will be elected.   

Moderators, Ward Clerks, Supervisors of the Checklist and a 
Selectman, from each ward will also be elected. 

The filing period for the Municipal Election begins Friday, September 
4, 2015 at 9:00 AM and ends Monday, September 21, 2015 at 5:00 PM. 
 
Please call the City Clerk’s Office for more information, at 332-2130 or visit our web 
page at www.rochesternh.net. 
 
 
 

Kelly Walters 
City Clerk 

8/27/15
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CITY OF ROCHESTER NOTICE TO VOTERS 
SUPERVISORS OF THE CHECKLIST SESSION 

MUNICIPAL ELECTION TO BE HELD ON NOVEMBER 3, 2015 
 
The Supervisors of the Checklist will be in session on Thursday, September 3, 2015, from 7:00 
PM to 7:30 PM in City Hall, 31 Wakefield Street. This will be the last opportunity for the 
Supervisors to accept new voter registrations and changes in name/address/ward/party affiliation, 
in preparation for the November 3, 2015, Municipal Election, Filing Period. 

 
All City Council Seats, School Board Seats, Mayor, and Police Commission Seats will be 
elected. Moderators, Ward Clerks, Supervisors of the Checklist and a Selectman from each ward 
will also be elected. 

 
Physically disabled individuals who are unable to visit City Hall to personally register should 
contact the City Clerk’s Office no later than Thursday, September 3, 2015, at 5:00 PM to make 
alternate arrangements. 

 
Any questions should be directed to the City Clerk’s Office at 332-2130. 

 
Kelly Walters 

City Clerk 

8/27/15
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CITY MANAGER'S REPORT 
September 1, 2015 

The Employee of the Month is: Lisa Clark, Public Works Department P. 21 

For your information, please see the enclosed Management Team Meeting minutes: 

• July 27, 2015 P. 22
• August 3, 2015 P. 25
• August 10, 2015 P. 27
• August 17, 2015 P. 30

Contracts and documents executed since last month: 

• Economic & Community Development Department P. 40
o Environmental Review – Homeless Center for Strafford County P. 40
o Environmental Review – Publick House and Thompson Investment Casting P. 41
o Environmental Review – Spaulding High School elevator project P. 42
o Rochester Housing Authority – ROSS Grant application P. 43

• Department of Public Works 
o Community Center – Strafford Regional Planning Commission Lease 

Renewal P. 38
o Granite Ridge Development Infrastructure Improvements – Change Order 1 P. 39
o Household Hazardous Waste Grant Application P. 33
o New Route 125 Pump Station Upgrade Project – Initiation of Operation

Certification P. 34
o Project Performance Certificate – Brock Street Reconstruction Project P. 35
o Strafford Square Intersection Improvements – Amendment 1 P. 36
o Watershed Land Purchase – pending sale P. 37

• MIS Department
o Continuant Managed Services Renewal – Telephone System P. 45

The following Computer Lease/Purchase and Tuition Reimbursement requests have been 
approved: 

• Computer Purchase – Allen, M – Police P. 46
• Tuition Reimbursement – Mears, M – Planning P. 47

City of Rochester, New Hampshire 
OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER 

31 Wakefield Street • Rochester, NH 03867 
(603) 332-1167 

www.RochesterNH.net 
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The following additional information has been received: 

• The Homemakers – thank you for support letter P. 48
• State of NH – Department of Health & Human Services – Public Forum Request,

Sanctuary ATC P. 49
• State of NH – Department of Transportation – Highway Block Grant Aid available P. 51

The following standard reports have been enclosed: 

• City Council Request & Inquiry Report P. 52
• Permission & Permits Issued P. 53
• Personnel Action Report Summary P. 54

8/27/15

20



Sharon Bowen 
709 Portland Street 
East Rochester, NH 03868 

July 20, 2015 

Mr. Blaine Cox, Assistant City Manager 
31 Wakefield Street 
City Hall 
Rochester, NH 03867 

Dear Mr. Cox, 

I am writing this letter to compliment one of your employees, Lisa, who is employed In the Water 
Department. 

It has been quite an adventure trying to open my pool this yearl I can laugh at it now, but going through 
the process, not so much I 

Word must have gotten around that I love all animals, so the tree frogs decided to take up residence In 
my pool and declared many friends and family week-ends. Needless to say, it was quite an undertaking 
capturing as many frogs and tiny tadpoles I could before I shocked the pool. 

I don't know how many times I had to backwash/add chemicals/vacuum/ add water just to tum around 
and siphon because of rainfall. Each time I called the water department with a reading, Lisa was so 
professional, helpful, kind, and definitely eased my stress. She never got Irritated when I had another 
reading to give her. Her demeanor was always kind and her voice calm. When I called her with the last 
reading, I mentioned with excitement I thought this was itl She chuckled with me, but also said if I had 
to add more water again, to just call and she would take care of it. Being 66 years old, I really 
appreciated how I was treated with respect and professionalism. I hope Lisa can be recognized in some 
way. She is such an asset to the City of Rochester. 

Sincerely, 

Sharon Bowen 

8/27/15
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MANAGEMENT TEAM MEETING 
July 27, 2015 

9:00 A.M. 
PRESENT:        
Daniel Fitzpatrick, City Manager    Brian Sylvester, Library Director 
Blaine Cox, Deputy City Manager   Chris Bowlen, Director of Recreation 
Scott Dumas, Deputy Chief    Jenn Marsh, Economic Develop. Specialist 
Jim Grant, Director BZLS     Norm Sanborn, Fire Chief 
John Storer, Director of City Services   Jim Campbell, Planning Director   
Samantha Rodgerson, Executive Assistant   Terence O’Rourke, City Attorney 
     

MINUTES 
 
City Manager Fitzpatrick called the Management Team meeting to order at 9:00 A.M.      
 

1. Management Team Minutes – July 20, 2015 
 
Minutes were approved by general consensus.     

 
2. City Council Inquiry Report 

 
The inquiry report was inadvertently left out of the packet.  No discussion. 
 

3. City Calendar for Week  
 

Reviewed upcoming meetings and topics for the week.   
 

4. Right to Know Requests 
 

 There were two new requests received.  One request will be responded to this morning, 
the other will be sent to the appropriate department to respond.  
 

5. City Facebook page 
 
 City Manager Fitzpatrick mentioned that the City of Rochester Facebook page does not 
 seem to be updated and wondered if it would be better for the City Manager’s office to 
 maintain that page so that the information was kept up to date.  Ms. Rodgerson stated that 
 she thought that the page was setup so that all the department pages postings were fed to 
 it.  She will check with MIS to see if it is a City page and who is responsible for 
 maintaining.     
 

6. Rochester Farmer’s Market – Rochester Common 
 

 City Manager Fitzpatrick mentioned that he had received a request from the Farmer’s 
 Market to waive the fee for a variance.  After some discussion, it was discussed that a 
 variance was likely not required, but that as Rochester Main Street is involved, he would 
 likely waive fees if it was determined that a variance is required.  Economic 
 Development  Specialist Marsh stated that she had met with the Community 
 Development Committee and that they were not in favor of the Rochester Common 

City of Rochester 
OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER 

MANAGEMENT TEAM 
31 Wakefield Street ● Rochester, NH  03867 

(603) 332-1167 
www.RochesterNH.net 
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 location.  She stated that she  will be meeting with the Farmer’s Market committee to 
 discuss alternatives.  She noted that the location would need to fall within the downtown 
 area, as Rochester Main Street is the fiscal agent and would only be covered by insurance 
 within the downtown district.   
   

7. Other 
 
 City Manager Fitzpatrick  
 

• Stated that he received a letter on Friday from the Toy’s that all properties in the 
manufactured park have installed separate water meters and was hoping that the 
City would bill each individually.  It was discussed that the water supplied to that 
park was from Somersworth.   

 
 Deputy City Manager Cox 
 

• Advised that he recently provided insurance claim web portal information.  Each 
department can use this portal for claims. 

• Advised that the Chief Assessor position was posted today. 
 

Economic Development Specialist Marsh 
 

• Advised that Karen Pollard was on vacation this week. 
• Advised that the Seacoast Manufacturing Exchange is growing and that they 

gained two new manufacturers at the latest meeting.   
 
 Deputy Chief Dumas 
 

• Advised Chief Allen was on vacation this week. 
• Stated that the Parrot Head festival canceled early Sunday afternoon after the low 

turnout and weather. 
• Advised that they had a very busy weekend with calls for noise violations and 

quality of life issues. 
 
 Director Campbell 
 

• Advised that the Planning Board continued Highfield Commons from their last 
meeting due to work that needed to be completed as per the Phase I approvals. 

• Advised that NH Dot sent a letter regarding the approval for Key Collision, 
however the City had already approved their plan in May.  NH DOT will have to 
work it out with Key Collision for the portion of property they seek. 

• Advised that the department was approached by some students at Spaulding High 
School who are interested in rebuilding the skateboard park.  They are interested 
in helping out and working on.  Staff will meet and discuss options and interest. 

• Advised that they had a good meeting with Waterstone Development on Phase II 
at The Ridge. 

 
 Chief Sanborn 
 

• Advised that Tim Wilder, the new Fire Marshal started last Monday. 
• Advised that they provided mutual aid to Farmington for a structure fire.   

 
 Director Sylvester 
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• Advised that approximately 20 books were damaged when someone used the 
book return to throw a soiled diaper in.  They have submitted a claim through the 
new web portal. 

• Advised that he has a meeting with the Library Trustees tomorrow night. 
• Advised that the environmental site review has been completed for the handicap 

doors project at the Library and the project can now be put out to bid. 
  

 Director Bowlen 
 

• Advised that the summer programs have been going smoothly. 
• Advised that his department would be filming today for an episode of the City 

Manager’s Corner. 
• Advised that he is unsure of the schedule for the pavilion area however it has been 

fenced off. 
• Advised that the roof structure analysis did not go as hoped and that they would 

need to go back to the beginning and start over. 
 

 Attorney O’Rourke 
 

• Advised that his department has been assisting with ongoing compliance 
enforcement issues. 

• Provided an update on the concerns at Amazon Park and that they had a septic 
malfunction over the weekend. 

• Advised that there was an op-ed in the Union Leader and it mentioned Rochester 
favorably as it related to removing the restriction on political signage prior to the 
state ruling.   

 
 Director Storer 
 

• Advised that he will be attending several meeting throughout the week. 
• Advised that he will be looking into the electricity usage at the Water & Sewer 

plant and looking at ways to potentially save on bills. 
 
 Director Grant 
 

• Advised that he has a meeting with the new Deputy Chief to discuss the 
permitting process. 

• Advised that they will be addressing a property on Eastern Ave that is displaying 
merchandise and conducting business out of the driveway. 

  
 The Management Team meeting adjourned at 9:35 AM.  
  
         Respectfully submitted,  
 
         Samantha Rodgerson 
         Executive Assistant  
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MANAGEMENT TEAM MEETING 
August 3, 2015 

9:00 A.M. 
PRESENT:        
Daniel Fitzpatrick, City Manager    Chris Bowlen, Director of Recreation 
Blaine Cox, Deputy City Manager   Karen Pollard, Economic Develop. Mgr 
Michael Allen, Police Chief    Terence O’Rourke, City Attorney 
Jim Grant, Director BZLS     Seth Creighton, Chief Planner Director 
John Storer, Director of City Services     
Norm Sanborn, Fire Chief     EXCUSED:  
Samantha Rodgerson, Executive Assistant   Brian Sylvester, Library Director 
        

MINUTES 
 
City Manager Fitzpatrick called the Management Team meeting to order at 9:03 A.M.      
 

1. Management Team Minutes – July 27, 2015 
 
Minutes were approved by general consensus.     

 
2. City Council Inquiry Report 

 
Inquiry #6 – Director Storer advised that the summary would be put together at the time 
of project completion.  Inquiry #7 – Director Storer advised that this item will be 
addressed at the next Public Works Committee meeting. 
 

3. City Calendar for Week  
 

Reviewed upcoming meetings and topics for the week.   
 

4. Right to Know Requests 
 

There were two new requests received.  Each has been responded to. 
 

5. Other 
 
 City Attorney O’Rourke 
 

• Advised that the resident that they had been working with while determining a 
protocol for tree removal requests, had informed him that they took the trees 
down.  Advised that they will be looking into any potential ramifications.    

 
 Director Storer  
 

• Advised that they will be getting bids out this week. 
•  Advised that the department will make sure to get the notice of street paving out 

so that it can be put online and on the government channel. 
• Advised that they will be conducting interviews in the next week or two for 

Assistant Engineer and for the Public Facilities Manager positions. 
 

City of Rochester 
OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER 

MANAGEMENT TEAM 
31 Wakefield Street ● Rochester, NH  03867 
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 Chief Allen 
 

• Provided an update on Don Funk.  He underwent double-bypass surgery last week 
and is now in recovery.   

• Advised that there was an accidental shooting over the weekend. 
• Advised that they have been preparing National Night Out, which is tomorrow 

night. 
 
 Manager Pollard 
 

• Advised that she is returning from vacation and will be catching up on items. 
 
 Chief Sanborn 
 

• Advised that there was a nice article in Foster’s about emergency management. 
• Advised that there were no major incidents over the weekend.  

 
 Director Bowlen 
 

• Discussed the pools and maintenance challenges. 
 
 Chief Planner Creighton 
 

• Advised that there is a Planning Board meeting tonight. 
• Advised that he would be attending the Council meeting with the Conservation 

Commission, as they would be making a request for funds. 
• Advised that he would be attending the Codes & Ordinance s meeting on 

Thursday, to go over the Stormwater ordinance changes. 
• Advised that Jim Campbell is out on vacation this week. 

 
 Deputy City Manager Cox 
 

• Advised that the cash on hand amount is at $34.2 million.   
• Advised that there are RFP’s out for new telephone and internet services.  It 

would add a 2nd ISP (internet service provider) connection and 2nd firewall. 
 

 Director Grant 
 

• Advised that he attended the GIS meeting last week and gained very helpful 
information.  Would like to see more departments get on board and start using it 
more. 

• Advised that they did $3.5 million in building permits.  The result of which is due 
to Highfields Common, 6 new homes and 16 replacement mobile homes. 

• Advised that he will be assembling a team to search for Bob Dingee’s 
replacement. 

• Advised that he will be on vacation next week. 
  
 The Management Team meeting adjourned at 9:39 AM.  
  
         Respectfully submitted,  
 
         Samantha Rodgerson 
         Executive Assistant  
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MANAGEMENT TEAM MEETING 
August 10, 2015 

9:00 A.M. 
PRESENT:        
Daniel Fitzpatrick, City Manager    Lauren Colanto, Asst. Director of Rec. 
Blaine Cox, Deputy City Manager   Karen Pollard, Economic Develop. Mgr 
Michael Allen, Police Chief    Terence O’Rourke, City Attorney 
Brian Sylvester, Library Director   Jim Campbell, Planning Director 
John Storer, Director of City Services     
Norm Sanborn, Fire Chief     EXCUSED:  
Samantha Rodgerson, Executive Assistant   Jim Grant, Director BZLS  
        

MINUTES 
 
City Manager Fitzpatrick called the Management Team meeting to order at 9:06 A.M.      
 

1. Management Team Minutes – August 3, 2015 
 
Minutes were approved by general consensus.     

 
2. City Council Inquiry Report 

 
Items have been discussed and will be addressed in upcoming meetings. 
 

3. City Calendar for Week  
 

Reviewed upcoming meetings and topics for the week.   
 

4. Right to Know Requests 
 

All requests are up to date.  No new requests. 
 

5. Letters to Outside Agencies 
 
City Manager Fitzpatrick reminded all departments that when sending out letters that may 
take a position on legislative issues that the letter must be from the individual in their 
capacity as department head, not to state it is the position of the City.  It was suggested 
that a PPM be created. 
 

6. Fire Department Vehicles 
 
City Manager Fitzpatrick asked what the history behind the IAFF stickers on the fire 
trucks was.  Chief Sanborn said it has been a long tradition going on since before he was 
Chief.  He stated the labels are only on the fire vehicles operated by the fire fighters and 
not the command staff vehicles.  City Manager Fitzpatrick is considering limiting this 
practice and not allowing on any new purchases.       
 

7. Other 
 

City of Rochester 
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 Director Sylvester 
 

• Advised that the Summer Reading Program wrapped up. 
• Advised that the new database, Freegal, is available.  It allows downloads of 

music and movies. 
• Advised that they are looking into additional databases; such as a database for 

users to create their own legal forms. 
 
 Chief Allen 
 

• Advised that there was a heroin overdose over the weekend. 
• Advised that interviews of 6 candidates for the dispatcher positions are scheduled 

for Thursday. 
 
 Executive Assistant Rodgerson 
 

• Stated that the Annual Report is now online. 
• Advised that staff can now create their own quick community videos to be posted 

on the City website automatically.  It can be used to post a video of a tradeshow, 
ribbon cutting, summer concert or community festival, etc.  All that needs to be 
done for staff wishing to use is to download the GoCast app on your mobile 
phone for .99 and log-in.   Advised she will forward a user guide and the log-in 
information to staff. 

 
 Assistant Director Colanto 
 

• Advised that swim lessons ended last week but that public swim is still open.  
Staff is working out the remaining schedule and will determine when the pools 
will close based on availability of lifeguards. 

• Summer Camp is in the second to last week. 
• Advised that the Teen Travel Camp/Teen Night program has secured a grant 

from Wal-Mart.  It has also been put in front of the State Department of 
Education for possible future funding.   She will forward a press release. 

 
 Manager Pollard 
 

• Advised that they have had a lot of new leads, many for business expansion. 
• Advised that they are looking at a new proposal for small business assistance 

which would involve grants to attract business. 
• Advised that a new restaurant would be coming to Hanson Street. 

 
 Chief Sanborn 
 

• Advised that this is a drill year for the Seabrook plant and that the budget was 
approved last week and they would conduct the necessary 3 drills.  

• Advised that the final numbers submitted to FEMA was missing some of the roof 
shoveling costs.  It has been corrected and is being reviewed by FEMA again. 

 
 Deputy City Manager Cox 
 

• Advised that they are converting the East Rochester School BAN financing over. 
• Finance will be looking at refinancing some of the older debt to utilize the lower 

rates. 
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• Advised that they are currently negotiating with 4 unions. 
• Advised that staff is working on completing the MS-1 form due September 1st. 
• Advised that they are working on the electronic time and attendance project. 
• Advised that they moved $4 million from investments over. 

 
 Director Storer 
 

• Advised that they will be conducting interviews of the external candidates for the 
Facility Manager position. 

• Advised that the department would be working on doing some pavement repairs 
on Whitehouse Road. 

• Advised that he met with an HVAC technician and that he will be discussing with 
the Library and Fire Department for their systems. 

• Advised that he will be meeting with the architect on Monday to discuss the 
annex project. 

 
 Attorney O’Rourke 
 

• Discussed the panhandling topic from the recent Codes & Ordinances Committee 
meeting. 

o The City would be interested in alternatives to funding signage  
 Street outreach cards were suggested 
 Potential for asking businesses to put up signage in their windows 

• Advised that they looked into report of an illegal shooting range off Milton Road, 
advised that there were no laws being broken. 

• Advised that his office and Public Works have a meeting with the new Great Bay 
Coalition attorney.  

• Advised that a house was deeded to the City for back taxes. 
• Provided an update on the Blaisdell case. 

 
 Director Campbell 
 

• Advised that the Planning Bard canceled this month’s workshop meeting. 
 
  
 The Management Team meeting adjourned at 9:44 AM.  
  
         Respectfully submitted,  
 
         Samantha Rodgerson 
         Executive Assistant  
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MANAGEMENT TEAM MEETING 
August 17, 2015 

9:00 A.M. 
PRESENT:        
Daniel Fitzpatrick, City Manager    Lauren Colanto, Asst. Director of Rec. 
Blaine Cox, Deputy City Manager   Jim Grant, Director BZLS 
Michael Allen, Police Chief    Terence O’Rourke, City Attorney 
Brian Sylvester, Library Director   Seth Creighton, Chief Planner 
John Storer, Director of City Services     
Norm Sanborn, Fire Chief     EXCUSED:  
Samantha Rodgerson, Executive Assistant   Karen Pollard, Economic Develop. Mgr 
        

MINUTES 
 
City Manager Fitzpatrick called the Management Team meeting to order at 9:04 A.M.      
 

1. Management Team Minutes – August 10, 2015 
 
Minutes were approved by general consensus.     

 
2. City Council Inquiry Report 

 
No new items, no discussion.  
 

3. City Calendar for Week  
 

Reviewed upcoming meetings and topics for the week.   
 

4. Right to Know Requests 
 

No new requests. 
 

5. Federal grant funding checklist 
 
It was suggested that all look over the checklist and let Julian Long know of any areas of 
interest to pursue.     
 

6. Other 
 
 City Manager Fitzpatrick 
 

• Discussion about Sanctuary ATC and the letter received by Chief Allen.  After 
some discussion, it was determined to be an allowed use after staff review and 
approval has been given for a cultivation site only.  Staff has been in contact with 
the State to coordinate a public forum, more than likely September 1st prior to the 
City Council meeting.   

 
 Director Sylvester 
 

City of Rochester 
OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER 

MANAGEMENT TEAM 
31 Wakefield Street ● Rochester, NH  03867 

(603) 332-1167 
www.RochesterNH.net 
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• Advised that the Joint Loss Management Committee would do a walkthrough at 
the Police Department on Wednesday. 

• Advised that there is will be a special Trustee meeting to discuss the security 
system concerns. 

• Advised that they have 6 public internet computers and have a procedure for 
remotely pulling up what the patrons are viewing.  They had a concern and 
needed to do that last week and that brought up conversation as to privacy 
concerns.  After discussion, it was determined that there is no expectation of 
privacy for public computers and that a sign could be put up.     

 
 Chief Allen 
 

• Advised that they had a busy weekend.  There were 2 heroin overdoses, both 
brought back by administering Narcan. 

• Advised that 6 interviews were conducted for the 2 dispatcher positions.  
Background checks are being done on 4 candidates. 

• Advised of an untimely death of a man on Portland Street that does not appear to 
be suspicious. 

• Advised that during the storm on Saturday, radio communication went down.  
Assured that they have backup systems, so there was no concern. 

 
 Assistant Director Colanto 
 

• Advised the summer programs finish up this week. 
• Advised that the pools are staffed through the following Sunday.   

 
 Chief Sanborn 
 

• Advised that they had a quiet weekend. 
• Advised that the fire truck went out to bid.  Bid packages were sent to 9 potential 

bidders. 
• Advised that they are working with Lisa Clark regarding issues with the generator 

at Station 2. 
 
 Deputy City Manager Cox 
 

• Advised that they are continuing to wrap up FY15. 
• Advised that they have seen a spike in RFP’s for FY16, which indicates that they 

are working on getting projects started. 
• Advised that the Personnel Advisory Board approved the Accountant I position 

job description.  He is anticipating that it will be sent to the City Council meeting 
on September 1. 

• Advised that they are continuing to work on the East Rochester School bonding. 
• Advised that the interest rates have gone down again. 

 
  
 
 
 
 Chief Planner Creighton 
 

• Advised that they have been working with several developers on their approved 
site plan conditions and approvals. 
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• Advised that the Arts & Culture Committee held their 3rd Annual Achievement in 
the Arts awards night.  They gave out 35 awards. 

 
 Attorney O’Rourke 
 

• Advised that staff had a very productive Great Bay Coalition meeting last week 
with the new attorney.  

• Advised that a new ordinance addressing pedestrian & traffic safety would be 
discussed at the City Council meeting on Tuesday. 

• Advised that the tax collector would be tax deeding a Portland Street property on 
Friday. 
 

 Director Grant 
 

• Advised that his department will be meeting with the State Fire Marshall at 10 
North Main Street this morning regarding an illegal boarding house. 

• Advised that he would be participating in the taping of the next City Manager’s 
Corner regarding the new sign ordinance. 

• Advised that the Plumbing & Health Inspector position had 6 applicants, 3 of 
which were very strong.  He is hoping to get interviews scheduled. 

• Advised that he will be working to get new figures to Finance so that they can 
work out the tax cap figures. 

 
 Director Storer 
 

• Advised that Whitehouse pavement work would be wrapping up this week. 
• Advised that the Railroad fixed some pavement at the crossing on Whitehall but 

that it created a speed bump.  The department is working to get this corrected. 
• Advised that staff would be working on repainting crosswalks by the schools. 
• Advised that he has a meeting scheduled with the annex architect this afternoon. 
• Advised that the Public Works Department would be meeting with the consultant 

on the COOP (Continuity of Operations Plan). 
• Advised that they are wrapping up external applicant interviews for the Facility 

Manager position. 
 
  
 The Management Team meeting adjourned at 9:49 AM.  
  
         Respectfully submitted,  
 
         Samantha Rodgerson 
         Executive Assistant  
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TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

City of Rochester, New Hampshire 
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

45 Old Dover Road • Rochester, NH 03867 
(603) 332-4096 Fax (603) 335-43~~\) 

www.rochestemh.ne" ~~c; 
~ ~ 'l.~\~ ' \\ C,lj' \ 

I.)\. '?! \\ I' CH R: t 
~ o'i~\C~ ~~ \ 

l'l''s:£:a:s 'K$' 
~'~ o< l'l . 

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM\· c\\ 

Blaine Cox, Deputy City Manager/Finance Director 

Lisa J. Clark, DPW Office Manager '{\~/ 
July 30, 2015 U-

GI 0/: 

Received 

SUBJECT: Household Hazardous Waste Grant Application 

AllG 3 2015 

City ManaQef 
'9oe~~ 

CC: John B. Storer 

Enclosed please find the Household Hazardous Waste Grant application. The 
City Council gave authorization to proceed with grant application at the July 1•1 

City Council meeting and the funds were appropriated for our Y. share in the 
DPW O&M Budget 

If you have any questions please let me know, if not, please sign and pass on to 
the City Manager for signatures. These documents should be returned to the 
DPW for distribution. 

Signature __ .:-_ __..EQ=-... A"-'-"""L'V)-'-''--"C_.._,, ....,. -"-,. __ '1_,' ..... f.s_,1 J. .... 1 ..... >""" __ _ 
Blaine Cox, Finance Director/Deputy Bty'Manager 

BUILDINGS ANO GROUNDS · HIGHWAY · WATER · SEWER • ENGINEERING 
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TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

CC: 

City of Rochester, New Hampshire 
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

45 Old Dover Road • Rochester, NH 03867 
(603) 332-4096 Fax (603) 335-4352 

www.rochestemh.net 

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM 

Blaine Cox, Deputy City Manager/Finance Director 

Lisa J. Clark, DPW Office Manager~ 
/ 

August 13, 2015 V \) 

New Rt 125 Pump Station Upgrade Project 

John B. Storer 

CIT}' o .... 

Enclosed please find the "lnitiaion of Operation Certification" form regarding the 
New Route 125 Pump Station Project. This project is Substantially Complete and 
this form is required for the NHDES SRF Loan process . . 

If you have any questions please let me know, if not, please sign and pass on t 
the City Manager for signatures. Please return form to me at the DPW for 
processing and distribution. 

BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS · HIGHWAY · WATER · SEWER · ENGINEERING 
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f • 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

City of Rochester, New Hampshire 
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

45 Old Dover Road • Rochester, NH 03867 
(603) 332-4096 Fax (603) 335-4352 

www.rochestemh.net 

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM 

Dan Fitzpatrick, City Manager 

Lisa J. Clark, DPW Office Manager tfr 
August 19, 2015 

SUBJECT: Project Perlormance Certificate 

CC: Michael Bezanson, PE, City Engineer 

c,~OF 

p.ecei\led 

~llG 2 () ~'5 

C"" Manager •• , '<..'?'-
l?ocHEc;;~ 

Attached please find the Project Perlormance Certification form for the Brock 
Street Reconstruction Project. This project is SAG Grant Eligible and this form is 
required to be completed at project end. The form certifies that the project has 
been built to specification. 
The Brock Street Project has completed its warranty period and the City Staff 
and Consultants have walked the project area and concur that it meets 
specifications and that the project is completed. 

Please sign and date the form and return it to Public Works for distribution. 

BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS · HIGHWAY · WATER · SEWER · ENGINEERING 
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City of Rochester, New Hampshire 
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT c,\1Y o,, 

45 Old Dover Road • Rochester, NH 03867 Received 

(603) 332-4096 Fax (603) 335-4352 AUG 4 21115 
www.rochestemh.net 

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM 

TO: Daniel Fitzpatrick, City Manager 

City Manager 
'9oCHES~~ 

Blaine Cox, Deputy City Manager/Director of Finance & Administration 
Terence O'Rourke, City Attorney 

FROM: Michael Bezanson, PE, City Engineer## 

DATE: July 30, 2015 

SUBJECT: Strafford Square Intersection Improvements -
Engineering Services Agreement with Fay, Spofford & Thorndike 
Amendment No. 1 

CC: John Storer, PE, Director of City Services 

To satisfy NHDOT requests related to the apportionment of Participating and Non
Participating expenses, the Agreement between Fay, Spofford & Thorndike (FST) has 
been modified as shown in the attached Amendment No. 1 for the Strafford Square 
Intersection Improvements project. There Is no adjustment in the total cost amount of 
this fixed fee contract. 

Legal Review 

Terence Rourke 
City Alt ney 

Financial Review 

<""WA l..AIJ c ¥ 8- L/- 2 015" 
Blaine Cox Date 
Deputy City Manager/Director of Finance & Administration 

Please contact me with any questions. If approved, please have the City Manager sign 
both original documents and return the signed documents to me at Public Works. 

Thank you. 

BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS · HIGHWAY · WATER · SEWER · ENGINEERING 
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Memo 
To: 

From: 

CC: 

Date-. 

Dan Fitzpatrick, City Manager 

John B. Storer, P.E. Director of City Se 

Blaine Cox, Deputy City Manager 

August 13, 2015 

City of Rochester 
Dept of Public Works 

45 Old Dover Road 
Rocheslllr, NH 03867 
Pl1one: (603) 332-4096 
Fax: (603) 335-4352 

CITY o"" 
Received 

AUG 13 2015 

Ci!)( Manager 

CHes"(~~ 

Re: Watershed Land Purchase - Pending Sale 

Attached are documents for your review and signature. They ere related to the purchase or a 
piece of land within the drinking waler supply watershed. 

We have a tentative agreement lo purchase a 9.9 aae parcel of wooded undeveloped land 
on Dry Hill Road In Barrington (Map/Lot 201/020). The sate price is $65,000. The parcel 
abuts the City of Rochester city line, as well as other properties owned by the City. The 
parcel ties within the watershed boundary of Rochester ReSBfl/Olr. Ownership or this parcel 
would provide protection of the watershed, as well as direct access to adjacent watershed 
properties for maintenance and monttoring. 

To Initiate the safes transaction, we need your signature end approval on the following 
attached documents: 

• Pm:hase and Sale Agreement 
• Property Disclosure 
• Brokerage Disclosure 

Thank you. 
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City of Rochester, New Hampshire 
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

45 Old Dover Road • Rochester, NH 03867 
(603) 332-4096 Fax (603) 335-4352 

www.rochestemh.net 

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM 

TO: Daniel Fitzpatrick, City Manager 

FROM: 

DATE: 

Lisa J. Clark, DPW Office Manager Pi~ 
August 19, 2015 

SUBJECT: Community Center Building - Lease Renewals 

Enclosed please find lease agreement requiring your signature. The lease 
renewal is described as follows: 

- Strafford Regional Planning Commission 2,500 sq ft of 1st floor 
space. This is a 2 yr lease and the rate remains unchanged. 

Please sign the lease and one copy where indicated. They will require witnesses 
and notary stamp. Forward both copies back to the DPW office for execution 
with tenants and distribution. 

Thank you for your assistance. Should you have any questions or need 
additional information, please give me a call. 
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City of Rochester, New Hampshire 
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

45 Old Dover Road • Rochester, NH 03867 
(603) 332-4096 Fax (603) 335-4352 

www.rochesternh.net 

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM 

TO: Daniel Fitzpatrick, City Manager 

c,\"N OF' 

Recer.ied 

AUG 2 4 2015 

Blaine Cox, Deputy City Manager/Director of Finance & Administration 
Terence O'Rourke, City Attorney 

FROM: Michael Bezanson, PE, City Engineer ~/t:! 
DATE: August 20, 2015 

SUBJECT: Granite Ridge Development District Infrastructure Improvements -
Change Order No. 1 

CC: John Storer, PE, Director of City Services 

Attached is one ( 1) original of Change Order No. 1 for the Granite Ridge Development 
District Infrastructure Improvements project. This change order document shows an 
increase in contract price of $3.473.65. There is sufficient funding available for this 
change in the current project budget (Account# 61083010-771000-15553). 

Legat Review 

?f!J-V/f> 
Date 1 

Financial Review 

~ /J/\ {. ~,, 8"- 2-t-l.01 ~ 
Blaine Cox Date 
Deputy City Manager/Director of Finance & Administration 

Please contact me with any questions. If approved, please have the City Manager sign 
the document and return the signed document to me at Public Works. 

Thank you. 
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Date: 

To: 

From: 

July 29, 2015 

Dan Fitzpatrick 
City Manager 

Julian Long 
Community Development Coordinator/Grants Manager 

Re: FY 2015-2016 Envirorunental Review 

Please see attached the FY 2015-2016 Community Development Block Grant (COBO) 
envirorunental review analysis for the Homeless Center for Strafford County new roof 
project. The City Council approved funding for this project at the May 5, 2015 City 
Council meeting. The envirorunental review analysis requires the signature of the City 
Manager. 

Thank you very much. Please contact Julian with any questions or concerns. 

8/27/15

40



Date: 

To: 

From: 

August 14, 2015 

Dan Fitzpatrick 
City Manager 

Julian Long 
Community Development Coordinator/Grants Manager 

o-<.'< OF 

Recei\Jed 

~l!G 1 • 1111s 

Cit;.{ tv1ana9~ 
'9ocHe.s'\~ 

Re: Environmental Reviews for Publick House and Thompson Investment Casting 

Please see attached the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) environmental 
review analyses for the Publick House and Thompson Investment Casting renovation 
projects, funded by the Job Opportunity Benefit (JOB) Loan Program. Both projects have 
been completed; however, prior to project commencement, they were erroneously 
declared exempt from environmental review. The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 
Development (HUD) has requested that the City of Rochester conduct environmental 
review analyses for both projects as part of corrective actions for noncompliance with 
HUD regulations. The environmental review analyses require the signature of the City 
Manager. 

Thank you very much. Please contact Julian with any questions or concerns. 
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Date: 

To: 

From: 

August 20, 2015 

Dan Fitzpatrick 
City Manager 

Julian Long 
Community Development Coordinator/Grants Manager 

Re: FY 2015-2016 Environmental Reviews - Spaulding High School 

Please see attached the FY 2015-2016 Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) 
environmental review analysis for the Spaulding High School new elevator project. The 
City Council approved funding for this project at the May 5, 2015 City Council meeting. 
The environmental review analysis requires the signature of the City Manager. 

Thank you very much. Please contact Julian with any questions or concerns. 
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Date: 

To: 

August 20, 2015 CITYo,._ 

Received 

From: 

Dan Fitzpatrick 
City Manager 

Julian Long 
Community Development Coordinator/Grants Manager 

AUG 2 0 2015 

~ly Manager 
ocHeS'fi:.'<-

Re: Rochester Housing Authority ROSS Grant Application 

I have been asked to review Rochester Housing Authority's ROSS Grant Application to 
verify that it is consistent with the City of Rochester's FY 2015-2020 Consolidated Plan. 
The application in question requests funding for administrative expenses associated with 
life skills training (provided by Community Partners}, job search and placement 
(provided by NH Works), homeowner counseling (provided by the Community Action 
Partnership of Strafford County), drug and alcohol treatment (provided by Tri-County 
CAP), health and dental care (provided by Goodwin Community Health), transportation 
(provided by Strafford CAP), community safety (provided by the Rochester Police 
Department), meals for elderly residents (provided by Commodity Food Supplemental 
Food Program), disability services counseling (provided by New Hampshire Vocational 
Rehab), and wellness programs (provided by Walgreens Pharmacy). 

All of these services are consistent with the goals and activities outlined in the 
Consolidated Plan. In particular, drug and alcohol treatment, disability services, 
transportation, and services for elderly residents are priority needs identified in the 
Consolidated Plan. 

Please contact Julian with any questions or concerns. 
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Samantha Rodgerson 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Stacey Price (Staceyp@rhanh.org) 
Wednesday, August 19, 2015 3:26 PM 
Samantha Rodgerson 
ROSS Grant I City Consolidate<! Plan 
doc09923620150819150402.pdf 

Good afternoon Samantha, 

CITY O,<

Received 

AIK; / g 2015 
c· ~tyManager 
0c>-ies11'.~ 

Attached is a HUD required document that needs the City Manager's signature. RHA is applying 
for a ROSS Grant to hel p offset administrative expenses for our service coordinator who 
provides services and referrals to our clients. If Dan could kindly sign the attached form 
and have it returned to me at his earliest convenience, I would great appreciate his 
assistance. lhe grant is due no later than August 28, 2015 and we're almost ready to submit 
the grant application . 

Thank you . 

Kind regards, 

Stacey Price 
Executive Director 
Rochester Housing Authority 
77 Olde Farm Lane 
Rochester, NH 03867 
603-332-4126 I Fax 603-332-0039 
www.rhanh.org 

THE INFORMATION IN THIS EMAI L IS COHFIDENTIAL 

The information contained in this email is considered conf idential and intended for the 
individual or company named above. If the receiver of this mail is not the named addressee, 
or the person responsible to deliver it to the addressee, you are hereby notified that any 
dissemination, distribution or duplication of this communication, or any part thereof is 
strictl y prohibited. If you have received this mail in error, please contact our office 
immediately at 603-332-4126, return t his message, and delete all copies from your computer 
system. Any use, retention, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying of this mail is 
strictly prohibited. 

I 
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To: 
From: 
Date: 

RE: 

CITY OF ROCHESTER, NH 
INFORMATION SYSTEMS 

31 Wakefield Street 
ROCHESTER, NEW HAMPSHIRE 03867-1916 c1r1-

(603) 335-7517 f1ec . o,,. 

Dan Fitzpatrick 
Dennis Schafer r-;J_. a.L.~ 
July 28, 2015 '"A7 --- i! v·~ 

Continuant Managed Services Renewal - Telephone System 

e'"eo· 
.J/Jt. 3 0 

C;~ <ll15 
1>a '11111111,, 

t;>,, "er 
7 CSTEI\ 

The 2 year agreement we have with Continuant for support and service of our phone system (PBX & 
Cal!Pilot) expires on November I, 2015. Our account manager, Chelsa Myers, has sent a proposal using 
Continuants new pricing formula for agreements which has resulted in a reduction in cost. 

There is an existing Purchase Order(# 583) for the fiscal year 2016 using the previous rate of$644.38 
per month for 12 months. Under the new agreement, this purchase order can remain unchanged as we 
pay a reduced rate of $636.00 per month. Chelsa has also allowed the start date to begin on August I, 
2015 so we will be at the reduced rate immediately. 

Please sign the attached contract to continue with Continuant for our managed services. I have also 
included the email I received containing the proposal. 

If 1 can be of any more assistance, please let me know. 
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FORM A 
(To be eomploted by the employao and rttumod to tho City Manago<) 

TO: DAN FITZPATRICK, CITY MANAGER 

FROM: ?~ \ ,~ 
(name, department & tille) 

SUBJECT: REQUEST TO PARTICIPATE IN EMPLOYEE COMPUTER 
LEASE/PURCHASE PROGRAM 

I have read and understand the terms and conditions of the "Employee Computer Lease/Purchase 
Agreement' and I wish to be considered for participation in the plan. I request the City reimburse me after 
I have made the purchase and submitted an itemized vendor's receipt. I understand that this request must 
be approved by the City and that I must complete a lease purchase agreement before I purchase the 
equipment. I understand that my request will be evaluated based upon my application to purchase 
equipment meeting or exceeding minimum recommended specifications system requirements which are 
subject to change based on the latest hardware technologies. I understand that only brand name, new 
equipment which must include an induslly standard manufacturer's warranty will be considered for this 
program. 

Attached is a quote which describes the equipment inte1J:. to be acquired through this program. 

The estimated cost of the equipment to be acquired: $ _ _ 1,). 00 _ _ (not to exceed $2,000) 

Please provide a brief narrative explaining how participation in this program may enhance your computer 
llteracy skills and assist you in your work activities will! the City 

1
ofrochestlf)r. 

C' j ~-r fu:, ~ c oy ./f'-- ( _s d t7 ; -f<-<-l< ,.,.!v5 y . .> 

1 have 
program. 

Date 

Date 

/ have not ____ (check one) previously purchased equipment under this 

~~S~nature 
AUG 0 6 2015 

City Manager or designee 
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City of Rochester, New Hampshire 
Office of Finance and Administration 

31 Wakefield Street • Rochester, NH 03867-1917 
(603) 335-7609 Fax (603) 335-7589 

Tuition Reimbursement Pre-Approval Form 

1. Applicant's Name: 01icb2lli 
2. Department: .\j?/o.nn1~ -+~lop~ 
3. The course(s) is(are) related to the employee's job or as part of a career 

development program: Yes~ No 

4. Number of Courses for this employee already approved for the current 

fiscal year is: _l__ (attach copies of prior approvals) 

5. Course(s) for which reimbursement is now being reques~e : l>1'.:.IS. 
• J\ + -5 ~+, '.:> +t (,..r-0--_; 

a. Name of Course 1n WQ'.JL\.ld-tv f\ 0 · Cost: l'l >O : and 

dates of Course: from ~f + IS" to 'l)e.(.., IS , A 1 ,t., 1 of- p u b I• c "'I'\('" 's ·4_;'""' "'"'7 
b. Name of Course "FD1..1rJo.b?6' ~ + ~' IL:f Cost: $ i'IS"Q : and 

dates of Course: from Jt-f f I C to u ... v t ( 

c. Name of Course _ ________ _,· Cost: ____ __,·and 

dates of Course: from ----- to ____ _ 

6. Reimbursement for only the cost of the course will be as follows: 

100% for an A grade; 90% for a B grade; 70% for a C grade. 

7. Upon course completion, proof of course completion and grade 

attainment must be submitted for reimbursemen~ 

8. Department head approval signature: ,,.~'?"''-------"~""'=~~------
?/ 

9. Date of Department head's approval: ~ rfr If' ~IL 
10. Finance Director approval signature: <f?.Q~ ~ C:C 
11. Date of Finance Department approval: G- 1i- Z.e> I ~ 

b~w.tf .. ..u..rl J _ 
12. City Manager's approval Signature: · >::.\ -

AUG 1 8 2015 
13. Date of City Manager's Signature: 
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/."~,,JI~, 
omemakers 

August 4, 2015 

Mr. Daniel Fitzpatrick 
City Manager 
City of Rochester 
31 Wakefield St 
Rochester, NH 03867-1916 

llcalth Services 
flUfHllg • l10tl/C \U/1/111rl atlull <ft!J ((lft 

Dear Mr. Fitzpatrick, Mayor Jean and Council, 

Thank you for helping The Homemakers Health Services continue to provide critical home 
health, home support and adult day care services lo those persons in Rochester who do not have 
the ability to pay for them or for which there is inadequate reimbursement. 

The City of Rochester's appropriation of$10,500.00 will enable us to continue to subsidize 
health care services to elderly and disabled Rochester residents. 

As our mission here at The Homemakers is to postpone or prevent unnecessary hospitalization or 
nursing home placement, we believe these funds will ultimately prove lo be very cost-effective 
for the City of Rochester. 

On behalf of the citizens we serve, thank you for supporting and enhancing their quality oflife. 

idi Morrison 
Chief Executive Officer 

P.S. Wishing you nil good health! 

215 Roches1er Hill Road Roches1e1; NH 03867-1701 
(603) 335-1770 (800) 660-1770 fax (603) 335-1771 i11fo@1'1e'10111emakers.org 11•w11i TheHomemakers.org 
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STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES 

Nicholaa A Toumpae 
Commiaaiooer 

Mary P. CulA!lli 
Senior Division Din:!ctor 

OFFICE OF OPERATIONS SUPPORT 

1211 PLRASANI' STREET, CONCORD, NII 03301•3857 
603•271·9200 1·800·832·33'15 Ext. 9200 

FAX: 603·271-4912 TDD A<a>U: 1·800·735·296~ 

August 4, 2015 

Daniel Fitzpatrick, City Manager 
City Hall 
31 Wakefield Street 
Rochester, NH 03867 

Dear Mr. Fitzpatrick: 

I am writing to you regarding the Therapeutic Cannabis Program and the role of the local 
community in which an Alternative Treatment Center (A TC) may be located. The 
Department recently completed an exhaustive review of applications for proposed A TCs 
and awarded designated geographic areas to three applicants. Sanctuary A TC has 
identified a site in Rochester as the proposed location for its cultivation operation. 

As a result of the evaluation and selection process, the ATCs were awarded specific 
geographic areas; however, they were not approved for specific sites. The next step in 
the process requires the A TCs to submit an application for a registration certificate within 
90 days of the selection or no later than August 27. 2015. The application for a 
registration certificate must be for a specific location, and it requires approvals from 
certain local officials (the zoning officer, health officer, building officer, and fire chiet). 
(See He-C 402.0S(cXJ 1).) Prior to being issued a registration certificate, the ATC must 
be inspected by the Department and found to be in compliance with the applicable rules 
(He-C Chapter 402), which include security and other operational requirements. 

Once a specific location for an A TC has been identified, the Department, working in 
parim:rship with the locai governing authority, must "solicit input from qualifying 
patients, designated caregivers, and the residents of the towns or cities in which the 
alternative treatment center would be located." (See RSA 126-X:7, JV(b)) The 
Department wishes to work in partnership with Rochester to arrange a public input 
session to obtain the input of your residents, qualifying patients, and designated 
caregivers regarding the site identified by Sanctuary ATC. As the primary purpose of the 
meeting is to solicit local input, the Department anticipates the municipality will conduct 
the meeting with the participation and support of the Department and the ATC. 

The timeframe for a meeting to solicit input from residents, qualifying patients, and 
designated caregivers in your community is short, and decisions regarding the location, 
date and time of a meeting must be made quickly. Representatives from the Department 

8/27/15

49



are available for a conference call at your earliest convenience to discuss the time, 
location, and organi1..ation of a meeting in Rochester. 

The Department looks forward to working with your city to design an appropriate 
meeting, date, and location for the meeting in Rochester. Please contact Jake Leon at 
271-9290 or jake.leon@dhhs.state.nh.us to make arrangements or to address any 
questions you may have. 

cc: T.J. Jean, Mayor 
Sanctuary A TC 

Sincerely, 

4~~,~~=~ 
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THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

August 7, 2015 

Daniel Fitzpatrick, City Manager 
City of Rochester 
31 Wakefield Street 
Rochester, NH 03867 

Re: Rochester Highway Block Grant Aid - in Accordance with RSA 235:23 

r;j\~ OF 

Received 

"l!G \ 7 2Q\'l 

Cl'r/ (VlanaQ~ 
l?OcHeS~ 

Payment for Maintenance, Construction and Reconstruction of Class IV and V Highways 

Dear Mr. Fitzpatrick: 

The following is notification of State Highway Block Grant Aid available to your city in State Fiscal Year 
2016 (July I, 2015 thru June 30, 2016) based on estimated revenues through June 30, 2015. The Block Grant 
Aid payment includes an additional payment resulting ITom the increased highway revenue from SB367 that 
was effective July I, 2014. The total could possibly change based on final audited State FY 2015 revenues. The 
resulting adjustment will be reflected in the April payment. Funding is anticipated to be available upon the 
availability and continued appropriation of funds in the future operating budget. 

State Highway Block Grant Aid anticipated to be available to the City of Rochester during Fiscal Year 
2016 (July I, 2015 to June 30, 2016) is as follows: 

July 2015 Actual Payment: 
October 2015 Actual Payment: 
January 2016 Actual Payment: 
April 2016 Estimated Payment: 

TOTAL FOR FY 2016: 

$177,368.63 
$177,368.63 
$118,245.75 
$118,245. 75 

$591,228.76 

In generalized terms and in accordance with statutory provisions for distribution of Apponionment "A" 
funds, a disbursement is made of approximately $1,235.00 for each mile of Class IV and Class V highway 
inventoried by each municipality and approximately SI 1.0-0 for each person residing in a municipality based on 
the state planning estimate of population. Apponionment "B" is distributed this year to 19 small towns under a 
somewhat more complicated formula as specified in RSA 235:23, which recognizes the economics of 
maintaining their Class V highway mileage when considered in relationship to their equalized valualion tax 

base. 

Please contact us at 271-3344 if you have any questions. 

NJM/dmp 

Sincerely, • 

vf.Mt[ftYY71~ 
Nancy J. Mayville, PE 
Municipal Highways Engineer 
Bureau of Planning and Community Assistance 

JOHN 0 MORTON BUILDING • 7 HAZEN DRIVE • P.O. BOX 483 • CONCORD. NEW HAMPSHIRE 03302-0483 
TELEPHONE 603-271-3734 • FAX 603·271-3914 •TOD· RELAY NH l·&J0.735-2964 • INTERNET: WWW.NHOOT COM 

S:\Plnnning\Communily Assis1110cc\STAT1"1BlockGrantAid\FY 2016\BGA Leiter 2016.docx 
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NUMBER
COUNCIL 
MEMBER FORUM REQUEST/INQUIRY ACTION

1 Varney
7/16/2015 Public 
Works Committee 

Councilor Varney asked if the fund will be spent as directed on 
the landscaping of the entrance to Stillwater Circle.

DPW provided at August PWC. 
Item closed.  

2 Varney
7/16/2015 Public 
Works Committee 

Rt. 125 Pump Station Project summary of funding and 
expenses.

Summary to be put together upon 
project completion. Item pending.
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DATE DEPARTMENT PERMISSION 
PERMITS  

MISCELLANEOUS

8/25/2015 City Manager's Office Banners Sole City Dance Inc DBA Arts Rochester
7/31/2015 City Manager's Office Event Sarah's Ride - Motorcycle Ride
8/4/2015 City Manager's Office Event Crosspoint Church - concert at Rochester Common
8/6/2015 City Manager's Office Event Foley Foundation - 5K
8/17/2015 City Manager's Office Event Police Department - Rochester's Night Out 
8/24/2015 City Manager's Office Event Community Baptist Church - concert
8/25/2015 City Manager's Office Event Donald J Trump for President, Inc - political rally
8/24/2015 City Manager's Office Tagging SHS - Football
8/25/2015 City Manager's Office Tagging SHS - HOSA
8/25/2015 City Manager's Office Tagging SHS - Class of 2017
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MISC. INFO
ASSESSING GAYE NADEAU TEMP 1 X X X
LEGAL KIM ROUTHIER LEGAL ASST I 1 X X
LEGAL FLO ALLEY LEGAL ASST II 1 X X
LIBRARY SHANNON PERRY PAGE 1 X X
POLICE ROBERT WADE CROSSING GUARD 1 X X X
POLICE ANTHONY DELUCA PATROL SERGEANT 1 X X
POLICE FRANK PORFIDO PATROL OFFICER 1 X X
POLICE AARON GARNEAU PATROL OFFICER 1 X X
POLICE BRITTNEY MARVIN PATROL OFFICER 1 X X
POLICE ANDREW SWANBERRY PATROL SERGEANT 1 X X
RECREATION BRITNI WATKINSON LIFEGUARD 1 x X
RECREATION BRANNON BLAIR HEAD LIFEGUARD 1 X X
RECREATION ALLYSON VINCENT COUNSELOR X  X

PERSONNEL ACTIONS.xls, AUGUST 2015
8/26/2015
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Reports of Committees 
 

August 2015 
 

 

• Codes and Ordinances Committee - 08/06/2015 

• Community Development Committee - Forthcoming 

• Joint Building Committee – 08/17/2015 

• Public Safety Committee – 08/19/2015 

• Public Works and Building Committee – 08/20/2015 
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CODES AND ORDINANCES COMMITTEE 
Of the Rochester City Council 
Thursday August  6, 2015 

City Council Chambers 
31 Wakefield Street, Rochester, NH 

7:05 PM 

Committee Members Present  Others Present 
Councilor Peter Lachapelle, Chair   Kelly Walters, City Clerk 
Councilor Elaine Lauterborn, Vice Chair Terence O’Rourke  
Councilor Donna Bogan 
Councilor Robert Gates 
Councilor Ray Varney 

Councilor Gray 
Councilor Keans 
Seth Creighton, Chief Planner
Michael Bezanson, City Engineer
John Ford, Resident Larraine 
Edgecombe, Resident
Pat Wilson, Resident  

MINUTES 

1. Call to Order

Councilor Lachapelle called the Codes and Ordinance Committee
meeting to order at 7:05 PM. Kelly Walters, City Clerk, took a silent roll call. 
All Committee members were present.  

2. Public Input

John Ford, 29 Forest Park Drive, addressed the Committee. He
distributed a map of Forest Park Drive and called attention to the lots of land 
next to his property.  He stated that a resident of 161 Milton Road has been 
discharging a weapon on/off for about a year and half. This has become an 
annoyance to the neighborhood and a safety issue for the children in the 
area. He believed the gun shots were being fired from the owner’s driveway 
into a riverbank. More recently, the target practicing has increased with a 
more powerful sounding rifle. Mr. Ford voiced his concerns to the Rochester 
Police Department, but was told that the property owner was within his legal 
rights to use his rifle.  He attended the meeting to find out if anything could 
be done to resolve this issue.  

Attorney O’Rourke informed the Committee that he visited 161 Milton 
Road in Rochester earlier that day, along with members of the Building, 
Zoning, and Licensing Services Department. They found that the firing range 
being used supersedes the 300 feet State requirement and the shots are 
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fired into a small graveled hill.  Attorney O’Rourke did not find any safety 
issues related to this firing range. He added that no “shooting” laws are 
being violated.  The State law has limited the local governments from further 
regulating the use of firearms. He said the noise issues fall under another 
State law which again precludes the City from taking any action; however, 
the neighbors with whom the Building, Zoning, and Licensing Services spoke 
with earlier in the day did not have any noise complaints.   

 
Attorney O’Rourke stated that the resident who is shooting off firearms 

has welcomed his neighbors to visit and see the firing range for themselves. 
He said the property owner is open for discussions with the neighborhood; 
however, so far no one from the neighborhood has contacted him. Attorney 
O’Rourke suggested that one of the Building, Zoning, and Licensing Services 
staff could mediate any communication between this property owner and the 
neighborhood, if necessary. The Committee had a lengthy discussion about 
the matter.  

 
Larraine Edgecombe, 58 Forest Park, addressed the Committee. She 

expressed her concern about children finding their way into the wooded area 
where shots are being fired. She agreed that this is a dangerous situation. 
Councilor Keans asked if the landowner had posted the land as “private 
property” or with signs that read “do not trespass.” Mr. Ford replied that the 
property owner may have posted such signs many years ago, but did not 
believe the signs are posted now.  The Committee discussed the matter 
further. It was determined that the State laws do not prohibit this activity 
and there is no recourse to for the residents at this time. 

  
Councilor Lachapelle closed the Public Input portion of the meeting. 

Note: Councilor Gray informed the Committee that Patricia Wilson, 50 
Forest Park Drive, arrived after the public input session; however, she 
wished to complain about the property located at 161 Milton Road, relative 
to the firearms matter. The discussion had already taken place and Councilor 
Gray told Ms. Wilson that he would relay her concerns to the Committee.   
 
3. Approval of the Codes and Ordinances Committee Minutes   
 

• June 4, 2015    
 

Councilor Gates MOVED to ACCEPT the Codes and Ordinance 
Committee meeting minutes of June 4, 2015. Councilor Bogan seconded the 
motion. The MOTION CARRIED by a unanimous voice vote.   

 
4. Green Infrastructure Grant - Chapter 50  
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Councilor Lachapelle said Chapter 50 is now available for review. He 
said the amended version of Chapter 50 had been worked on and reviewed 
by the Conservation Commission as well as the Planning Board. 

 
Seth Creighton, Chief Planner, gave a brief overview of the project to 

rewrite Chapter 50 of the General Ordinances entitled Stormwater 
Management and Erosion Control. He noted that the City Council had 
approved using the Green Infrastructure Grant. He also noted that two of 
the key staff members involved with obtaining the grant and working on the 
material no longer work for the City of Rochester. He said that along with 
the proposed amendment to Chapter 50 there are two proposed changes to 
the Site Plan Regulations and Subdivision Regulations, which can be found 
attached to this set of minutes. 

  
Mr. Creighton explained the benefits of using more of the natural land 

and adding plants for stormwater management, instead of the more 
conventional stormwater system that has proven not to work. He said the 
proposed amendments are derived from the best management practices for 
stormwater which have been adopted by the State of New Hampshire.  

 
Councilor Gates asked if these regulations were created more for 

private developers or if they would include homeowners. Mr. Creighton 
replied that the regulations are for the development of land disturbing 5,000 
square feet of existing or new impervious area and it is almost always a 
developer because not many homeowners meet this requirement.  

 
Councilor Varney asked if all of the technical information could be 

found within Chapter 50 of the General Ordinances, or is some of the 
information found in another part of the General Ordinances. Mr. Creighton 
replied that all the information could be found in Chapter 50.  

 
Councilor Varney suggested sending the proposed changes out to 

some of the local engineering firms for comment. Mr. Creighton concurred.  
 
Councilor Keans said Section 50.8, “Standards for Redevelopment,” 

does not mention “single family” dwelling. She asked what if a single-family 
dwelling meets the 5,000 square foot threshold. Mr. Creighton stated that 
section 50.8 deals specifically with redevelopment. Councilor Lauterborn 
questioned if the impervious area on a single-family unit would include the 
roof and the driveway. Mr. Creighton replied yes, and any other structure 
built on the lot, such as a shed.  

 
Councilor Gates asked for a clear definition about “disturbed area” or 

“land disturbance.” Mr. Bezanson, City Engineer, replied it is defined in 
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Chapter 50.14 (l) as follows: Disturbed Area or Land Disturbance – An area 
where the natural vegetation has been removed exposing the underlying soil 
or where vegetation has been covered.    

 
Councilor Varney said there are existing subdivisions, with 1-acre lots 

[undeveloped], located in the Agricultural Zone. He asked if someone wished 
to construct a single-family home on such a lot, would the regulations of 
Chapter 50 apply in those cases. Mr. Creighton agreed to get back to the 
Committee with an answer to this question.  

 
Councilor Lauterborn MOVED to send the final proposed version of 

Chapter 50 to the full City Council for a first reading and to refer the matter 
to a public hearing. Councilor Gates seconded the motion. The MOTION 
CARRIED by a unanimous voice vote.  Mr. Creighton suggested allowing the 
engineering firm who was involved with the rewrite of this ordinance to 
attend a City Council meeting in order to answer questions about the draft 
ordinance. Councilor Varney said it would be a good idea, but to wait until 
the matter is at the public hearing.  
 
5. Discussion - Fireworks  
 

Councilor Lachapelle received a few phone complaints about fireworks 
being set off during the July 4th weekend. Councilor Lachapelle said the 
fireworks ordinance seems strict enough for the City of Rochester. Councilor 
Varney said the Police Department reported 13 complaints following the July 
4th weekend; however, not all have been substantiated.  

 
Councilor Varney said the City is depending on the police officers to 

respond to complaints about fireworks and determine if the fireworks being 
set off are in compliance with the existing City ordinance. He said a permit 
application approved by the Fire Department would seem more efficient. He 
said in this way, a firefighter would inspect the site ahead of time to ensure 
there is enough space to set off fireworks. The Committee briefly discussed 
the idea. This matter will stay in Committee. Councilor Varney said the City 
should do a better job of informing the public of the existing fireworks 
ordinance, especially since fireworks cannot be set off in the streets of 
Rochester. Councilor Lachapelle requested a detailed report for the next 
meeting regarding the fireworks complaints from the Fire Department and 
the Police Department, from June 1st until the end of August.  
 
6. Discussion – Panhandling 

 
The Committee discussed the problems occurring with panhandlers in 

the City of Rochester. Councilor Lachapelle referred to the written complaints 
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found in the packet. The Committee briefly discussed the aggressive 
behavior of some of the panhandlers. Councilor Lachapelle said the City of 
Rochester offers services for those in needy situations and if people would 
give to the services rather than to the needy people themselves the problem 
would go away. Councilor Varney said thousands of communities are 
educating the public and posting signage to decrease panhandling. Councilor 
Lauterborn said there are basically two reasons a person gives money to a 
panhandler. The first is that they believe that the panhandler is homeless or, 
second, because they are afraid.  

 
Councilor Lachapelle said any signage must be consistent throughout 

the City. Councilor Keans did not believe spending money on signs would 
resolve the issue. Councilor Bogan countered that signage would help with 
informing the tourist. Councilor Gray said it would make sense for the 
Chamber of Commerce to get involved and encourage businesses to post 
such signs; the City should not be involved with paying for the signs or 
providing informational cards to the public. 

  
Attorney O’Rourke suggested that Todd Marsh, Welfare Director, and 

the City Manager could work on a public announcement regarding 
panhandling. Councilor Gates suggested that a public announcement should 
be made at City Council meetings. Councilor Varney added that a five-
minute video or screen shot of how to stop panhandling could be broadcast 
prior to each City Council meeting. Attorney O’Rourke suggested sending out 
a press release.  

 
The Committee debated the matter and talked about the legalities of 

the issue. It was determined that this discussion would be brought to the 
next Regular City Council meeting under the Codes and Ordinances 
Committee Report to review some of these suggestions. Councilor Lachapelle 
requested the panhandling signs be included with the minutes.  

 
7. Certification of Chapter 42 - Separate Attachment to the Packet 
 

Councilor Gates MOVED to certify the electronic version of Chapter 42. 
Councilor Lauterborn seconded the motion. The MOTION CARRIED by a 
unanimous voice vote.   

 
Councilor Varney asked how these amendments would be advertized, 

especially the sign ordinance. Ms. Walters said that a press release would be 
sent out soon.  Councilor Varney suggested that the Planning Department 
should inform the Chamber of Commerce and the Rotary of the changes, as 
well.  
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Councilor Lauterborn asked if these amendment changes were in effect 
now. Councilor Varney replied yes; however, the word should be given out 
as much as possible.  

8. Other

No discussion.

9. Adjournment

Councilor Gates MOVED to ADJOURN the Codes and Ordinances
Committee meeting at 8:30 PM. Councilor Bogan seconded the motion. The 
MOTION CARRIED by a unanimous voice vote.   

Respectfully submitted,  

Kelly Walters 
City Clerk 

Addendums to the Codes and Ordinances minutes: 

• Memorandum regarding Chapter 50, Stormwater Management and
Erosion Control P. 63

• Proposed Chapter 50: Stormwater Management and Erosion Control P.126
• Proposed Changes to Subdivision Regulations – Section 5.4 Drainage P. 162
• Proposed Changes to Site Plan Regulations – Section 13 Stormwater

Management P. 165
• Posters to stop panhandling P. 64
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TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

CC: 

City of Rochester, New Hampshire 
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

45 Old Dover Road • Rochester, NH 03867 
(603) 332-4096 Fax (603) 335-4352 

www. rochesternh.net 

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM 

Daniel Fitzpatrick, City Manager 

Michael Bezanson, PE, City Enginee~# 
July 29, 2015 

Ordinance Revisions for the Codes and Ordinances Committee .. 
Chapter 50, Stormwater Management and Erosion Control 
Site Plan Regulations .. Art. Ill, Sec. 13 "Stormwater Management" 
Subdivision Regulations .. Section 5.4 "Drainage" 

John Storer, PE, Director of City Services 
James Campbell, Director of Planning & Development 
James Grant, Director of Building, Zoning and Licensing Services 
Terence O'Rourke, City Attorney 

Attached are proposed ordinance and regulation changes to address stormwater 
management in the City. The City of Rochester currently addresses stormwater 
mitigation practices in several documents and regulations, including the Site Plan 
Regulations, Subdivision Regulations, Public Works Infrastructure Design Standards, 
and Chapter 50 of the City Ordinances. Staff have found these documents to be 
outdated; the adopted/recommended Best Management Practices are no longer the best 
options for sizing and treating stormwater runoff, which is resulting in the approval of 
subpar stormwater systems that are stressing the existing public drainage systems and 
degrading wetlands, rivers, and aquifers, all of which increase economic stresses and 
health-related costs. Additionally, these documents were not all created or updated 
simultaneously, resulting in inconsistencies and outdated references between the 
documents. 

The Conservation Commission and Planning Board have been involved in drafting the 
revisions, and both groups support the changes proposed to Chapter 50 and the Site 
Plan and Subdivision Regulations. Before the effort to revise the Ordinance and 
Regulations began a year ago, the City Council supported the need and effort to make 
the revisions. 

Please forward the attached documents to the Codes and Ordinances Committee for 
review. Thank you. 

BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS · HIGHWAY · WATER · SEWER · ENGINEERING 
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Community Development 
Committee 8-27-2015 
 
Forthcoming... 
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Rochester School Board / Rochester City Council 
Joint Building Committee Minutes 

August 17, 2015 
East Rochester School 

             
Members Present: 

School Board 
Dr. Anthony Pastelis, Vice-Chair 
Mr. Daniel Harkinson 
Mrs. Susan O'Connor 
Mrs. Audrey Stevens 
Mr. Robert Watson 
 
Members Absent: 
Mr. Paul Lynch 
Mayor TJ Jean 
Mr. Ralph Torr 
Mr. David Walker 

 
City Council 
Mrs. Sandra Keans, Chair 
Ms. Elaine Lauterborn 
Mr. Raymond Varney 
 
 
  

Also Present: 

Mr. Michael Hopkins 
Ms. Linda Casey 
Mr. Richard Drapeau 
Ms. Christine Hebert 
Ms. Marilyn Martell 
Mr. David Ross 
Mr. Lance Whitehouse 
 
Guest 
 
  
  

The meeting was called to order at 7:00 p.m.  Members and guests participated in the pledge of 
allegiance. 

Approval of Minutes 
Mrs. Stevens moved, second by Mrs. O'Connor, to approve the minutes of the July 13, 2015 Joint 
Building Committee meeting as written.  The motion carried unanimously. 

Construction Update – Hutter Construction 
Mr. David Ross, Hutter Construction, reported that the concentration of work for the next two weeks is 
the completion of the kitchen and gym/cafeteria; and the corridor for access into the main building and 
pre-school.  Focus is on student areas and building access.   Mr. Ross indicated that they are working 
diligently to have all life safety and lighting needs complete for site inspection - timing is crucial to 
ensure there are no issues.  There is ongoing communication with the Building Inspector and Fire 
Inspector; they have been through the building, and are aware of the work being done. 

The Pre-School Building interior is complete; they will begin cleaning tomorrow with move in 
anticipated next week.     SUR has done a phenomenal job with the installation of curbing, sidewalks and 
paving; all sidewalks will be completed for the start of the school year. 

After the start of the school year, the media center and administration office areas will be focused on for 
completion. It was determined, as a best option, to have temporary flooring in the main entry for the start 
of the school year.  The tile installation was impacted by unanticipated delays due to the abatement work.  
Tile installation will take place during a weekend to ensure there is no disruption or foot traffic in that 
area. 

Mr. Ross summarized that access to the buildings and exterior work is the primary focus, to meet 
inspection needs and the school opening timeline.  Temporary fencing will be set up in areas where 
construction is ongoing to ensure there are safe paths for students. 

Exterior Painting Proposal 
Mr. Whitehead, Lavallee|Brensinger Architects presented a mark-up of the building’s appearance with 
exterior walls painted to match new block; the estimated costs is $26,000.  Longevity of paint was 
reported as 15-20 years; future maintenance will be required.  The paint will ascetically tie all of the 
building together.   

Mr. Varney suggested looking at the exterior before making the decision to spend $26,000 with a known 
need for future maintenance.  The consensus of the committee was to hold on moving forward with any 
action until they could look at the exterior; the meeting would move outside before adjournment. 
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Mr. Ross explained that building maintenance would be less expensive with future recoating; the 
additional costs associated with repairing the exterior block is factored into the $26,000 estimate. 

Mr. Whitehead provided a budget update.  The overall project budget items in blue are fluctuating; at this 
time we are close to $500,000 to $1 million under budget.   There is a balance of $200,000 in the 
construction contingency and $250,000 in owner's contingency 

Bond Update 
Ms. Hopkins stated that by  October 2nd a solid bond figure would be required for bonding purposes; a 20-
year bond for the renovation project with a 5 to 7-year bond for computer equipment.  This option would 
provide for equal payments over a 20 year period; having less impact on the budget. 

Ms. Casey informed the committee that although the District will lose approximately $1 million worth of 
debt; we will also have $800,000 that will not be coming in.  In the first year, the  bond payment would be 
over $500,000; which is why the 20 year bond option is favorable. 

Mr. Varney asked what the difference in costs of interests with two types of payments.   Ms. Casey 
responded the difference would be $500,000 over 20 year period. 

Ms. Casey will have more detailed information to provide at the next JBC Meeting on September 14th. 

Other 
None 

Public Comment  
None 

Exterior Painting - 

The Committee moved the meeting to the outside to view exterior of the building in order to determine 
whether to move forward with painting of original exterior walls. 

Mr. Varney suggested waiting until the buildings are done before making a decision to paint; at this point 
it is not clear what the building is going to look like.  Committee members discussed the apparent need to 
repair and repaint the original exterior walls at this time to complete the project. 

Mrs. Stevens moved, second by Mr. Watson, to paint and repair the original block to match the new block 
as presented for the costs of $26,000.  The motion carried by majority vote. 

Adjournment 
Mr. Harkinson moved, second by Mr. Watson, to adjourn. On a unanimous vote, the Committee 
adjourned at 7:35 p.m.  The motion carried unanimously. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Michael Hopkins 
Board Secretary 
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East Rochester School 

Upfront Costs, Utility Charges, and Permit Fees 
First Year Bond Payment 
Insurance Fees 
Bond Council 
Legal Council (construction related contracts) 
Planning Board Fee 
Site Permitting and Preparation Fees (SWPPP, NOT, NOi} 
Construction Permit 
Power company back charges 
Fire Alarm and Security System Tie In 
Elevator Tie In 
Site Data 
Survey, wetlands mapping 
Geotechnical investigations 
Phase I Environmental Site Assessment 
Wetlands Study 
ArchitecturalJEngineerfng Design Fees 

Conceotual Ooinion of Probable Cost 

$60,000 
$0 ---: ~;000--

$10,000 
$6 

$3,500 

$0 ' ·- ~ -:--ts,0011 .. -- -- - · 
$3,000 

. ~,000 

Notes 

Jobsita Insurance In CM General Conditions 
Allowance to be Verifted w/ School Dlstnct 
Allowance to be Verifted w/ School D1stnct 

No Local Fees Charged 
Under Civil Contract 

- -·- .. -- -~- - -------
No Local Fees Charged 

To be verified w/ Local U~libes 
To ba verlfted w/ Local Utillbes 
To ba varilied WI Local Utilities 

Completed under separate contract 
Completed under separate contract 
Completed under separate contract 
Completed under separate contract 

Civil Engineering, SlrUcllsal Engineering, MEPIFP Engineering, Acoustic, Food Service, Interior Design, and Architectural Fees 
AIE Reimbursable expenses 
Security System Selection and Design 
Furniture design/selection services $0 
Existing Equipment Inventory services $0 

Record Documents 
1&uUtol~ .-Ut1ltly.-.PeJtT11tttny,-Upfron1, 

.§!_te Dnta, Design, nnd EnglnC!<lring Sl ,030,000 

Independent Consultants 
Third Party Code Reviewer 
Commissioning Agent 
Construction Inspection & Testing 
Ownefs Cieri< of the Wor1<s 

$0 
$0 

$32,850 
$59,054 

Subtotal - Independent CoMultonts 591 ,904 

Furnishings & Equipment 

Not required 
Not required 

Included in CM Contract 

Not required 
Not required 

Based on John Tum Contract Value 
Assumes 17 Months 

Allowances 
Moving Expense $1 ,657 Based on Numbers provided by the School Deparmtne 
Card Access, Security, and Camera Systems 
Technology and Furniture Spent to Date 
Technology and Furniture Stin to Purchase 
Signage (if not included in construction budget) 
Custodial Equipment 
Supplemental Playground EQuipment 

$0 \ccess and Rochester Security Contracts Moved to Construction Budget (Via CO #1) 
5416, 163 Based on Accepted Fum~ure and Teclvlology Package To Date 
s.:i53-:e37 To be determined upon final selections 
S10,000 To be determined upon Mal selections 

---------~517,688 Based on Numbers provided by the School Deparmtne 
~.OO?f To be determined upon ftnal selections 

Subtotal · F&E $819,355 Updated Owner's Budget for Fum1sh1ngs 

Construction Costs 
Site Construction 
Building Construction Cost 
CM Fees, Insurance, and Bonds 
c tructi c ti 

Remaining 

$474 065 ------------------------s.,20_3 ... s_1 .. 2 
18ase Contract Value. Construction Costs $10,164,506 
Ai1ornote Ul (Basketball Hoops) SB,955 
Altornato U2 (St.go Lift) SJ0,000 
Alternate #3 (Mech Extension) 57,601 

Subtotal ·Solt costs and Construction Costs $12, 142,320 

Owners Construction Contingency Spent to Date 
Change Order #1 
Change Order #2 
Change Order #3 

Owners Contingency Remaining 
Rebates through Electric Company 

Prepared by Lavallee/Brensinger Architects 

$158,900 
$15.604 
Sll 1.~ 

$255,830 Includes Approved Expenditures to Date (not pending) 

Pending 

Original Value $500,000 
Subject to evallability 

13,100,000 Target 
-$507,680 

Assuming All Contingencies Are Spent and Rebates Achieved 
-$955,722 

Assuming All Contingencies Are Preserved moving forward (unlikely) 

August 17, 2015 
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East Rochester School Hutter Construction Corporation 
Change Order Log Job #201320 

CM 811412015 
PCO# PR# RFI# ASI# CO# Descril!J:lon of Work Approved Pending Contingency Disapproved Notes 

NA Ledge removal $ 6,982 
NA Unsuitables at roadway with extra drainage $ 10,607 
NA Tie in existing roof drain to underclrain $ 701 
1 1 Change intercomm system from Valcom to a Bogen $ 6,250 
2 2 1 Remove 1 hr fireproffing from elevator shaft $ (1,500 
3 3 Change CPT-1 to Tandus Style Change II 03747 $ 7,440 Approved at JBC meeting 1/12/15. 6' Rolled goods 
4 4 1 Change VCT to Altro Quartz Tile $ 72,015 No wax 
5 5 Change Smartboarcl manufacturers w/GMP 
6 6 1 Revise Trane eauipment $ (20,850) 
7 3 Revise electrical panels $ 7,445 
8 Revise doors and frames per approved submittals $ 1,548 
9 7 1 Add Toilet 223 at Special Ed room 221 $ 12,636 Approved at JBC meeting 1/12/15. SK9&10, SKE 17 & 18, SKM 01&02, SKP2 
10 1 Floor drain with solids Interceptor for Art room $ 3,418 
11 Ledge removal at UG waterline from mech to mech rm $ 7,263 
12 2 Electrical changes per ASl#2 $ 9,153 SKE-10 lhru 16. Rev E6.0-6.3 
13 5 Revisions to electrical per RFl#5 response $ 831 
14 18 Electrical revisions for the Glycol feed unit per RFl#18 $ 1,109 SKE-19 
15 anale and window head deflection $ 15,874 See FBR Site reoort #4 and SKS-5 
16 nderground plumbing per plans $ 3,506 
17 revisions $ 10,709 
18 Credit to eliminate seismic bracfng $ (1,220) Net credit. Redo plans without seismic and eliminate bracing 
19 21 Revision to door frame HM type 2a in Preschool $ (1,000) PerSK-18 
20 23 Change EMT to MC cable $ (1,000) 
21 BR Added roof hatches with ladders $ 10,000 Revise due to site conditions 
22 9R -· Changes to the media center/computer lab $ 13,380 Reissued PR#9 with storage 
23 10 2 lntercomm changes for the Preschool $ 8,732 
24 Data wiring changes per IT dept request $ 50,479 
25 19 Piping for the chiller to the roof condensers not shown $ 35,281 
26 Submittal revisions to the Telcomm $ 5,460 
27 Added low voltage and power for JWB's $ 4,010' 
28 1 Security System (in ERS budget, moved to CM contract) $ 41,061 
29 1 Intrusion alanns (in ERS budget, moved to CM contract) $ 1,737 
30 Elevator sumo oump $ 10,112 
31 11 2 Add cubbies and change hooks $ 6,872 
32 Revise Music room cubbies $ 1,000 T&M still need final price from VVMM. Previusly Approved 
33 Abatement in the Phase 2 building to be demoed $ 51,920 
34 Electrical upgrades to the Preschool building $ 8,636 
35 Stairwell lights emergency ballast $ 8,606 
36 Addltipnal abatement at construction joints in slabs $ 6,600 Needed to sawcut and remove slabs and treat as asbestos waste 

::)r ·- REimove and re lace ceilin sin PresChool for MEP $ 10,555 
---·- --·------ ·--------

38 Remove $ 1,735 Grid only. Owned new tile 
---·--- ----------·---

39 ---Repface /newVEVAC $ 7,822 Need to-feViSe:-NUmber is not correcr---------------·-

40 Replace $ 3,905 
41 Change Cito PC $ 3,513 Change from Cast Iron to Powder Coated for longevity 
42 Card rea de $ 2,018 
43 Cafetoriu oreschool lighting/breaker $ 8,409 Due to existing condition that could not be reused 
44 15 Ductwork rerinse in the kitchen sink $ 2,045 
45 Revision NC 
46 lum ext doors $ 9,000 Revising per site conditions 
47 12 new $ 26,561 
48 Ledge in existing building area $ 15,000 Awaiting final cost from SUR. IN all of the drainage runs in the courtvard 
49 13 Add GWB to Lobby/Waiting room wan $ 5,500 Awaiting cost on new doors 
50 Hon-ell control for the Preschool $ 31,361 

Total Change Estimates $ 174,600 $ 81,230 $ 270,193 $ 17,203 

Items in Italics need to be confinned for price 
NC-No cost change 

--

Ae;l!roved Pending Contingency Total 

Total Change Orders .$ 174,600 $ 81,230 $ 270,193 $ 255,830 
Contract Value $ 10,154,505 $ 474,065 $ 10,154,505 

Adjusted Contract Value $ 10,329,105 $ 203,872 $ 10,410,335 

~-· 
,,_ ----· ----"--- ---·--

-- -·---------- -- ---------·----------
----- ·-- --f--- --- -----

Hutter Construction Confidential 811412015 Page 1 
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Public Safety Committee 
Council Chambers 
August 19, 2015 

7:00 PM 
 

MEMBERS PRESENT    OTHERS PRESENT 
Councilor David Walker, Chair   Michael Bezanson, PE, City Engineer 
Councilor Peter Lachapelle (excused)  John Storer, PE, Director of City Services 
Councilor Jake Collins    Deputy Chief Scott Dumas, P.D 
Councilor Robert Gates    Michael Hopkins, Superintendent of Schools 
Councilor Donald Hamann    Donald Tetu-45 Pine Street 
       John Bozak – 20 Woodman Street 

Brian Marshall – 17 Woodman Street 
       Scott Laughlin – 9 Granite Street 
       Kathy Auclaire – William Allen – Neighbor 
 

Minutes 
 

Councilor Walker brought the meeting to order at 7:00 PM. 
 
1. Public Input 

Mr. Tetu of 45A Pine Street spoke regarding the no parking area in front of 45 Pine Street 
located at the intersection of Waldron Avenue.  He stated that a recent decision by this 
board, The Public Safety Committee, has taken away his ability to park in front of his 
residence.  He stated that he had called the DPW and was told that it was done because of 
safety concerns with sight distance for school children walking in the sidewalks.  Mr. 
Tetu stated that the cars causing the problems are parents dropping off kids and picking 
up kids at the Maple Street School.  He stated that if the City is going to restrict parking 
at crosswalks then it should be done at all locations not just at this area near the school.  
He stated that there are other crosswalks in his neighborhood and around the City that in 
his opinion are just as dangerous and more.  He stated he would provide pictures if 
necessary.  Councilor Lachapelle stated that in the area of Maple Street there is a traffic 
problem at drop off and pick up times for children attending school.  Councilor 
Lachapelle further stated that the situation is not unique to the Maple Street area, it is 
happening at most of the schools all over the City.  Councilor Lachapelle stated that the 
schools were built at a time when children were walking to school and now that this is 
not the case there is insufficient street width and parking available to accommodate all of 
this traffic.  Councilor Walker stated that safety is the important issue and the decision 
made for that area was for the safety of children that are forced to walk out in front of 
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parked cars to peak around them to see if vehicles are coming down the street.  Mr. Tetu 
again stated that he is not happy with the no parking area in front of his residence and he 
stated that the Public Safety Committee should look for alternatives or make it the policy 
city wide.  He also stated that it was an arbitrary decision made, and he referenced that 
the City Councilor living in the same neighborhood is allowed to park in front of his 
house which is has a similar position to an intersection.  Councilor Lachapelle stated that 
they could look at the area again.  Mr. Tetu stated he would be back for next month’s 
meeting.  

 
2. Traffic Flow at William Allen School 

There were many residents of the William Allen School area present.  Mr. Bozak of 20 
Woodman Street passed out a memo with pictures to the Committee. See Attachment -1.  
He stated that he and many of his neighbors have concerns regarding the traffic pattern 
set up around the school to accommodate parents dropping off and picking up students.  
Mr. Bozak stated that prior to construction, which is now past the 2 year mark, parents 
were entering the school for pickup from Granite Street.  He stated that for construction 
purposes this was changed to the current pattern using Myrtle and Woodman Streets to 
allow for pick up on Davy Anne Locke Lane.  Mr. Bozak stated that now the school has 
stated that the plan is to continue with this method to facilitate bus traffic.  He stated that 
for the 4-6 buses using the front entrance, this plan is disrupting numerous residents who 
are unable to get out or into their homes at the time that cars are all lined up.  He stated 
some parents are lined up as early as an hour and half prior to pick up times and some 
refuse to move for 1-2 hours as they are picking up kindergarten and older kids, which 
get out at different times.   Mr. Laughlin from 9 Granite Street stated that the disregard 
and disrespect in the area has nearly come to physical blows.  He stated he has difficulty 
getting out to go to work every morning.  He is asking that the Committee look into some 
type of change.  Councilor Walker stated that staff and the school department have been 
working together to try to alleviate the problem, but the problem is not going to go away.  
He referenced the previous topic of the Maple Street school.  He stated the large number 
of parents dropping off and picking up is a problem at all schools and it is not going to go 
away.  Ms. Auclair stated that she has concerns for parents allowing children to exit 
vehicles on the left side, which puts them in the roadway. Councilor Walker stated that 
the Committee could make the entire area no parking but that would interfere with home 
owners who need the on street parking.  Mr. Bozak suggested parking by permit only 
between certain hours.  Councilors Walker and Lachapelle stated that this Committee 
could address parking issues and safety issues in numerous ways, but the School 
Department sets the policy on how the kids enter and leave the property.  Mr. Hopkins 
stated that the School Department is going to start the first day of school with parent 
notification letters and staff assistance out in the driveways.  The letters will state that 
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cars cannot line up prior to certain times, and staff will be out there to remind them.  Mr. 
Hopkins stated that the letters would also address exiting the cars on the right side for 
safety.  Mr. Marshall from 17 Woodman Street stated that he like the idea of permitted 
parking, but he also suggested the School Department encourage drop off at a designated 
area such as Woodman Park on Charles Street.  Mr. Tetu suggested the City purchase 
properties and build parking lots.  Mr. Hopkins stated that the notification letters may be 
written to encourage parents to use alternate areas for drop off for the older grades, but 
for parents of kindergarten and 1st and 2nd graders that would be a safety concern.  
Councilor Walker suggested that the topic be discussed at next month’s Public Safety 
Committee meeting.  He stated that by that time the school will have been in session for 
several weeks and Mr. Hopkins suggestions may have had an impact.  Councilor Collins 
suggested that Mr. Hopkins involve the newspapers in bringing attention to this matter.  
He stated that typically there is a back to school article and that the topic of safe and 
considerate parking around schools could be addressed.  Mr. Hopkins stated that he 
would see if he could get the press involved.  
 

3. North Main Street/ Dewey Street Crosswalk 
Councilor Walker summarized the issue.  He stated that Mr. Harrington has sent an email 
expressing concern for safety at this crosswalk.  Mr. Harrington also supplied the picture 
below to show where the parking spot abuts the crosswalk to show how close a car is to 
the crosswalk.  He stated that because the parking spot is so close, the pedestrians cannot 
safely exit the sidewalk because they cannot see around parked cars, nor can the vehicle 
operators see the pedestrian until they are in the street.  
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Councilor Gates made a motion to recommend the full council approve a parking sign 
that state no parking from here to the crosswalk.  Councilor Lachapelle seconded the 
motion.  The motion passed unanimously.  

 
4. Ten Rod Road / North Main Street Intersection 

Councilor Walker summarized the issue.  He stated that Mr. Harrington has sent an email 
expressing concern for safety at this intersection.  He stated cars are exiting CVS Parking 
lot to go straight onto Ten Rod Road or are turning south toward town.  Mr. Harrington 
further noted that cars are exiting Ten Rod Road and going straight to CVS or turning 
north to Rt11 Farmington Road.  He would like to see a delayed green arrow for cars 
exiting the CVS in order to move traffic through safely.  Mr. Bezanson stated that he 
would have staff look to see if a delayed green light is an option with existing equipment.   
 

5. Other 
Church Street / 125 – Councilor Lachapelle stated that there is a bush on the green space 
that is growing and causing a safe site distance problem.  Mr. Bezanson stated he would 
have staff cut it back.   
Liberty Street No Parking Sign – Councilor Lachapelle stated that there is a no parking 
sign on this street that he would like to have the PD enforce.  Deputy Chief Dumas stated 
that he would pass the concern on.  
Wakefield Street Union Street intersection – Councilor Lachapelle stated that cars are 
exiting and entering from the corner parking lot to and from Union Street.  He stated this 
is causing a problem because as cars are rounding the corner they are watching for that 
traffic and they are not seeing the yield sign on the island.  He suggested an additional 
yield sign to be placed just prior to the corner on Wakefield Street.  After a brief 
discussion the following motion was made.   
Councilor Lachapelle made a motion to recommend the full council approve a yield 
sign to be placed just before the intersection of Union Street on Wakefield Street.  
Councilor Gates seconded the motion.  The motion passed unanimously. 
 
Downtown Speeding – Councilor Lachapelle stated that he wanted to bring it to  the 
Committee’s attention that the speed limit is 30 mile per hour through the downtown and 
he is not sure of how fast traffic is moving but it seems a lot faster than that at times.  
Whitehall Road Railroad Crossing – Councilor Collins noted that the bump was 
substantial and he appreciates the DPW working with the Railroad to correct the issue.  
He stated that it has slowed the traffic down some.  Mr. Storer stated that the field 
supervisor for the railroad will be back on Monday and that he would be in contact to get 
the situation corrected.  
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98 Hansonvill Road -  Deputy Chief Dumas stated that Mr. Brown had shown concern 
for speeders and the dedicated patrols had not observed any speeders.  He stated this issue 
is closed.  
North Main Street – Dominoes cut through – Deputy Chief Dumas stated that 4 
summons for using this parking lot as a cut through had been issued and he is leaving the 
issue open.  
Madison / Roy Street Speeding Concern – Deputy Chief Dumas stated that there was 
one summons issued but stated that is typical and he was closing this issue.  
Charles Street Crosswalk and Speeding – Mr. Bezanson stated that the DPW had 
received a concern about safety in this crosswalk and speeding on Charles Street and 
suggested the speed trailer be place in the area.  Deputy Chief stated he would follow up.  
 
Councilor Gates made a motion for adjournment at 8:12 PM.  Councilor Collins 
seconded the motion.  The motioned passed unanimously.  

 

Minutes respectfully submitted by Lisa J. Clark, City of Rochester Office Manager.   
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Public Safety Committee Meeting 

Wednesday August l91
h 7:00 PM 

AGENDA ITEM: Re-routing the school pickup and drop-off traffic away 

from Myrtle Street, Woodman Street and Davy Anne Locke Lane. 

Prepared by: John Bozak 

20 Woodman Street 

The residence in and around Myrtle, Street, Woodman Street and Davy Anne Locke lane are concerned 

about the daily road blockage that has resulted from a change in William Allen Schools pickup and drop 

off policy. I've learned that some of the reasons for these changes are: 

• To separate the parents picking up and dropping off their kids from the bus traffic as a way to 

limit the chaos associated with managing the vehicles and pedestrians at those times. 

• To allow for road construction In front of the school 

At first glance these seem like legitimate reasons however the solution imposed on the local residents 

(and without their consent) has created regular road congestion and raised the following safety issues: 

• Fire truck access 

• Ambulance access 

• Health services vehicles access 

• Police access 

• Oil truck delivery access 

• Large repair and service vehicle access 

• Trash removal access 

These daily road blocks seem like an unwarranted risk for the large number of residence effected. 

As a resident myself I was surprised to see these streets become standing parking lots twice a day during 

the school year. It has become difficult and often impossible to get into or out from our homes at these 

times. The roads are blocked a total of 1 and Yi hours every day. Woodman Street is supposed to be a 2-

way street but when residents park on either side (and there's no reason they can't) the road becomes 

immediately a "1-car 1-way at a time" street. During winter this problem is magnified. With standing 

traffic however, passage through these affected areas is literally impossible. 

Update: trying to work with the school... 
My wife and I have been communicating with Lynn Allen, the acting principal of William Allen School, 

and have exchanged many e-mails of concern over the past year. Lynn Allen did respond to us but would 

not offer much information and certainly no alternatives to the current arrangement. Her sole reason 

for changing the traffic pattern was to allow for road construction. Ironically, this road construction did 

not start for a full year; until after school was over. She was aware of this year long delay and when 
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asked why the traffic could not be rerouted to its original path down Granite Street she essentially said 

that the school board preferred this route. When asked why the residents were not consulted knowing 

so many more people would be effected she gave no answer. 

Risk vs Reward 

We had been warning Lynn Allen that among all the other issues, limited fire truck access poses a very 

serious threat to the local residents. Although we consulted the police and fire department there was 

apparently nothing they could do to influence or improve the situation. This spring a 4-unit building on 

Woodman Street caught fire 20 minutes before the scheduled afternoon pickup. Fire fighters on the 

scene admitted that although they could have brought hoses down to the structure, the full weight of 

the resources available to the fire department could not have been brought to bear, and as a result, the 

building could easily have burned to the ground and effected all the neighboring buildings as well. In no 

way is the trade between utilizing Woodman and surrounding streets as temporary parking for parents 

waiting to drop off and pick-up their kids and the potential loss of life and property due to fire 

justifiable. Nothing more extreme than what's already happened should be required in order for the 

school to consider the community at large. In this case only 20 minutes separated a terrible incident 

from becoming a calamity. I personally don't our community needs to live with nor bear the risk of this 

trade. 

Pick up and drop off alternatives: 

Any constructive and practical ideas that we can present as alternatives would be immensely helpful. 

Think about how your idea would impact our neighbors on Granite Street too. 

Here are some ideas we and other neighbors have thought of: 

• Have a drop off area around Woodman Square and kids can walk down either Woodman or 

Granite to the school. 

• Some parents park on Charles and walk with their kid down to the school to avoid the traffic. 

Possibly dedicate an area along Charles Street strictly for this purpose. 

• Provide an offsite pickup and drop off area where a single bus can join the other busses at the 

schools entrance thereby alleviating almost all the traffic. 

• Parents could meet at the Ben Franklin parking lot and all the kids could get on a single bus that 
goes to Allen school. This would eliminate almost all traffic and parking problems. 

Thank you for considering this issue. 

Sincerest regards: 

John Bozak 

20 Woodman Street 

(603) 335-3905 

PS Please compare the two attached maps showing the areas affected by the old and the current traffic 

patterns. 
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Areas affected by current traffic pattern 
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Areas affected by old traffic pattern 
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Public Works and Buildings Committee 
August 20, 2015 

Council Chambers 
7PM 

 
MEMBERS PRESENT 
Councilor Ralph Torr - Chairman 
Councilor Ray Varney- Vice Chairman 
 Councilor Sandy Keans 
Councilor David Walker 
Councilor Donald Hamann 
OTHERS PRESENT 
Councilor James Gray 
Blaine Cox, Deputy City Manager 
John Storer,PE, Director of City Services 
Peter Bruckner, Historic District Commission 
Kenneth Weston, Oak Point Associates 
 

MINUTES 
Councilor Torr called the Public Works and Buildings Committee to order at 7:00 PM.  

1. Approve minutes from July 16, 2015 meeting -  
Chairman requested a recommendation on last month’s minutes.   
 
Councilor Walker made a motion to accept minutes as presented for the July 16, 2015 
Meeting.  The motion was seconded by Councilor Hamann.  The Motion passed 
unanimously.  
 

2. Public Input  No public input 
 

3. Project Funding / Prioritization 
Mr. Storer stated that last month this Committee asked the we come back this month with 
a prioritized list of currently funded projects and then when discussed at the following 
City Council meeting the direction given was to work with the finance department to set 
the priorities based on funding and debt limitations.  Mr. Storer stated that DPW staff and 
the Finance Staff had met this week and will continue to meet to develop this plan.  
Councilor Varney stated that priority should be given to any plans required to meet EPA 
or DES mandates.  He cited the Storm water MS4 and WWTP Nutrient projects for 
examples.  Mr. Storer stated that he understood that direction and stated his concerns for 
the impact EPA’s insistence on tertiary treatment for micro-nutrient limits could have on 
the budget and sewer rates.  Mr. Storer also mentioned that it will be important to start 
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adding a rotating bridge repair project into the annual budgeting for capital improvement 
projects.  He stated that NHDOT issues biennial bridge reports and repairs should be 
scheduled based on those reports.  Councilor Varney asked when the prioritize list could 
be completed.  Mr. Cox stated that the Finance office will be meeting over the next few 
months to finalize the bonding in October.   

4. City Hall Annex 
Mr. Storer stated that he has been pleased with the Oakpoint Associates design and 
guidance with this project.  He stated that the department had completed the selection of 
Oakpoint by the process of a request for qualifications (RFQ) based process. Mr. Storer 
asked the committee for approval to proceed to the next phase of design for the project 
with Oakpoint.  The Committee agreed that Oakpoint should proceed.  Mr. Storer then 
introduced Ken Weston from Oakpoint.  Mr. Weston  presented drawings that depicted 
the conceptual design for the building and discussion ensued regarding the front façade.  
Councilor Walker asked if the original brick front is behind the current façade.  Mr. 
Weston stated that they hadn’t determined that yet, but stated there are several ways of 
determining that.  He stated that he would have someone from his staff there within the 
next few days to look at the window jams to make a determination.  Mr. Storer stated that 
he and Mr. Weston had been discussing other options as well.  Councilor Walker 
suggested borings in the areas where doors should be located.  Councilor Gray stated that 
there is ultra sonic equipment that could be used to determine what is in the area behind 
the current façade.  Councilor Walker asked if this question would be determined before 
next committee meeting.  Mr. Storer stated that it should be.  Councilor Varney asked 
when the design would be completed and if there would be periodic updates and possibly 
Council decisions of how to proceed along the way.  Mr. Storer stated that the purchase 
order and authorization to proceed would be completed as soon as possible.  Mr. Weston 
stated that they would start with more investigating right away and that without any 
problems they hope to have the bid for construction out late winter or early spring so they 
could start construction early in the 2016 season.  There was discussion about 
prequalifying construction companies that had experience with this level of restoration 
work.  Mr. Storer stated that during discussions with Oakpoint they had come up with 
about five companies that may be able to perform the work.  Councilor Varney asked Mr. 
Cox to provide the requirement letter to Council should there be a limited competitive 
bid.   

5.  Strafford Square 
Mr. Storer stated the plan to look into the Walnut Street entrance to the circle is going to 
continue.  He stated that they will be looking into whether it would be a major land taking 
or something much smaller in order to accommodate this segment of traffic.  He stated 
that he hopes to have more information on this and proceeding with the utilities in 
advance of the project at next month meeting.   
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6. Stillwater Circle 
Mr. Storer stated that he had spent some time researching this project.  He stated that 
there is ten thousand three hundred and sixty dollars that is to be used to landscape the 
front entrance of this development.  Mr. Storer stated that with the Committee’s approval 
his plan is to meet with several landscapers to have them submit proposals showing what 
they could do for that amount of funding that would be both aesthetically pleasing for the 
residents and low maintenance for City staff.  All were in agreement with this plan. 

7. Wakefield Street  
Mr. Storer stated that this project is at 30% design and it is one of the projects to be 
discussed for prioritization.  He stated that there is 2.2 million budgeted in the general 
fund as well as 1.6 million in water fund and 350K in the sewer fund for this project.  He 
stated that we would like to proceed with the design which would be 200-300k.  
Councilor Keans questioned the low funding in the sewer side of the project.  Mr. Storer 
stated that he would look into that number.  Councilor Walker asked if this project might 
be held due to prioritization, should we proceed with design. Councilor Varney stated 
that if we proceeded with design now he assumes we would be constructing in early next 
construction season.  He asked if delaying the design another 60 days while deciding the 
project prioritization would rule out construction next season.  Mr. Storer voiced his 
frustration with the amount of time that it takes to get State of NH permits and he stated 
that depending on the permitting process for the drainage outfalls within this project, he 
could not answer that question with any surety.  The Committee consensus was to wait 
until the prioritization was completed and they estimated that to be about 60 days.  

8. Woodman / Myrtle Street Project  
Mr. Storer stated that this project is the next phase of the Catherine, Sheridan, Granite, 
Glen Street Project and that it includes Woodman, Myrtle, Davy Anne Locke, Beaudoin 
Court, and possibly add Academy Street.  He stated that engineering has not yet begun, 
but it has been funded for design with 100K in each of the general, water and sewer 
funds.  Councilor Walker stated that he believed that this was further along than that.  
Councilors agreed proceeding with this project should wait until the prioritization was 
complete which is estimated to be 60 days.  

9. Project Updates 
Chesley Hill Road Project – Mr. Storer stated that the final coat of pavement is down 
and that the construction company is wrapping up graveling and final punch list items.  
Councilor Walker stated that a resident of Norman Street expressed displeasure that only 
20 feet of drainage was run to that area.  Mr. Storer stated that they had put in the 
necessary amount of 20 vs 40 feet because that was all that was needed.  He further stated 
he would look into it again if that was necessary.  Councilor Walker stated that he would 
discuss this with the resident and get back to Mr. Storer. 
EDA Sewer Milton Road Project – Mr. Storer stated that the project is still waiting for 
a resolution to the easements.  He stated that Terrence O’Rouke had issued a letter to the 
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resident giving him two options to select which would eliminate the need for the eminent 
domain process.   
Catherine, Sheridan, Knight Street Reconstruction Project – Mr. Storer stated that 
they are proceeding on schedule and that they have the basecoat of pavement down in the 
school area as school will resume next week.  Councilor Keans stated that she noticed the 
granite curbs in the area and questioned why it is not an issue in this area but it was on 
Franklin Street. 
Franklin Street Project – Mr. Storer stated that this project has been held up with permit 
issues and that he is working to move it along.  Councilor Gray stated that he was under 
the impression that the Western Ave.  pump station was supposed to start ahead of the 
rest of the project.  Mr. Storer stated that they would be bid together and that it would run 
concurrent with Franklin Street construction. The project will go before the City’s 
Conservation Commission next week in anticipation of completing the review package 
that will be submitted to NHDES. 
Granite Ridge TIF Project - Mr. Storer stated that the project has proceeded with no 
real surprises as of yet.  He stated this week a minor change order is being processed for 
approximately $3,400.  He stated that the frontage road sewer work is complete and they 
have started on the water.  The contractor is working to complete the site work for the 
booster station and the big stores in order for the building construction to begin at those 
locations.  Councilor Varney asked if base paving will be completed this fall.  Mr. Storer 
stated that is the plan.  
Colonial Pines Sewer Project– Mr. Storer stated that this phase is to get the sewer 
across the turnpike to the neighborhood.  He stated they are proceeding with the gravity 
option and currently they are working on permits.  Councilor Varney stressed the 
importance of this project proceeding in phases costing approximately 2 million for each 
segment.  
DPW Facility – Mr. Storer stated that he believed the 24 million dollar project that had 
been discussed previously was more than the City would be able to afford.  He stated that 
he would like to explore the possibility of using the current 45 Old Dover Road site a 
little further prior to ruling it out.  He stated that the City owned ball field adjacent to this 
property may be used to phase in the project.  Phasing in the project would give the City 
the ability to fund the project in segments.  He stated he would still proceed with the 
phase 1 & 2 environmental study of the Pickering Road site as that information will be 
useful.  The Committee was in favor of the additional look at the current DPW site.  
Councilor Keans inquired about having separate facilities for some of the DPW 
functions.  Mr. Storer stated that it would be best to manage staff if all were under the 
same roof.  He stated that part of the difficulty with the building and grounds 
maintenance staff is that they are not located with the support staff for the division.  This 
includes supervision and administrative support for purchasing, payroll and other 
functions.  
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Chestnut Hill Road – Councilor Torr stated that the rough pavement cut on Chestnut 
Hill Road still had not been addressed by the contractor for the State of NH.  Mr. Storer 
stated that staff had looked at that again this week and determined that it is still  
temporarily filled with cold patch and staff will be contacting NH DOT to have it 
addressed appropriately. 
Water Storage Tank Rehabilitation Project – The Chesley Hill Road tank has been 
drained and work will be proceeding on the upgrades to this tank.  This project was put 
on hold for just a bit to allow the Chesley Hill Road Reconstruction contractor to finish 
up.   
Whitehall Road Railroad crossing – Councilor Walker stated that he had seen the 
railroad staff out at the site this day.  Mr. Storer stated that the railroad company had left 
a large bump in the roadway and that the DPW will be working with Northcoast Railroad 
staff to get the bump addressed this week.  He further stated that he had discussed this 
with the railroad dispatch center without results.  He stated that he would have to wait for 
the engineer to return from vacation on Monday, August 24th.  
Facilities Manager Position – Mr. Storer stated that he had conducted approximately 13 
interviews, which included both internal and external candidates for this position.  He 
stated that he expected to make an offer to one of them within the next couple of days.  
Community Center Locker Rooms – Councilor Varney expressed concerns for the poor 
conditions of the boys’ locker room at the Community Center.  He stated that this is a 
funded CIP Project and that the Spaulding Basketball team is using this facility and he 
would like the Director to take a look at it.  Mr. Storer stated that he would visit the site 
and make it a priority.  
Downtown Shared Bicycle Lanes – Councilor Gray asked if the Director had heard any 
more on this topic.  Mr. Storer stated that he had met with Jenn Marsh from Economic 
Development and Mike Provost from the Rochester Main Street organization on this 
topic.  He stated that his understanding is that the Councilor was looking for shared 
bicycle and motor vehicle lanes in the downtown area.  Councilor Gray confirmed that 
direction.  Mr. Storer stated that he is waiting to hear back from Mr. Provost as he is 
checking into how other communities have handled this, and to see if they have had 
positive results.   
 
Councilor Walker made a motion for adjournment at 8:05 PM.  Councilor Hamann 
seconded the motion.  The motioned passed unanimously.  

 
Minutes respectfully submitted by Lisa J. Clark, City of Rochester Office Manager.   
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RESOLUTION DEAUTHORIZING APPROPRIATION FROM THE MUNICIPAL 
INFORMATION SERVICES (MIS) CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT (CIP) FUND  

 
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
ROCHESTER: 
 
That the sum of One Hundred Eleven Dollars ($111.00) of the previous appropriation of 
funds for the MIS CIP Fund for the Business Office Folder Inserter Project is hereby 
deauthorized. 
 
Further, that the Mayor and City Council hereby authorize the transfer of One Hundred 
Eleven Dollars ($111.00) back to the General Fund unassigned fund balance. 
 
To the extent not otherwise provided for in this Resolution, the Finance Director is 
hereby authorized to establish and/or designate such accounts and or account numbers 
as are necessary to implement the transactions contemplated in this Resolution.  
 
CC FY16 RESOLUTION 20 09-01 AB 30   
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City of Rochester Formal Council Meeting 

AGENDA BILL 

NOTE: Agenda Bills are due by 10 AM on the Monday the week before the City Council Meeting. 

COMMITTEE SIGN-OFF 
COMMITTEE 

CHAIR PERSON 

DEPARTMENT APPROVALS 
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

CITY MANAGER 

FINANCE & BUDGET INFORMATION 
FINANCE OFFICE APPROVAL 

SOURCE OF FUNDS 

ACCOUNT NUMBER 

AMOUNT 

APPROPRIATION REQUIRED     YES       NO  

LEGAL AUTHORITY 

AGENDA SUBJECT 

COUNCIL ACTION ITEM 
INFORMATION ONLY  

FUNDING REQUIRED?   YES    NO 
* IF YES ATTACH A FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM

RESOLUTION REQUIRED?   YES    NO FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM?   YES    NO 

AGENDA DATE 

DEPT. HEAD SIGNATURE 

DATE SUBMITTED 

ATTACHMENTS         YES   NO  * IF YES, ENTER THE  TOTAL NUMBER OF
PAGES ATTACHED 

De-Authorize unexpended balance of project #11505 - Business Office Folder Inserter 

September 1, 2015

Signature on file

August 6, 2015

Signature on file

Signature on file

n/a

Host Community Fees

15011020-773800-11505

$111.00

City Council. 
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SUMMARY STATEMENT 

RECOMMENDED ACTION 

 
De-Authorize funds in the amount of $111.00 and approve transfer to General 
Fund Unassigned Fund Balance. 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 

Recommend Council De-Authorize funds in the amount of $111.00.
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Project Name:

Date:

Fiscal Year:

Fund (select):

GF Water Sewer Arena 

CIP X Water CIP Sewer CIP Arena CIP 

Special Revenue  Conservation Commission Fund

Fund Type: Annual Lapsing Multi-year Non-Lapsing X

Deauthorization

Object #
1 773800
2
3
4

Appropriation

Object #
1
2
3
4

Revenue

Object #
1
2
3
4

DUNS # CFDA # 

Grant # Grant Period: From 
To 

If de-authorizing Grant Funding appropriations: (select one)

Reimbursement Request will be reduced Funds will be returned 

Org # Amount $Project #

-                  
-                  

Fed

-                  

Project #

-                  

Org # Amount $
-                  

State
Amount $

-                  

Fed

Amount $

Local
Amount $

-                  
-                  -                  

-                  
-                  
-                  

State Local
Amount $

-                  

-                  
-                  -                  

-                  
-                  

-                  
-                  

-                  

-                  

AGENDA BILL - FUNDING RESOLUTION

EXHIBIT

De-authorize Unexpended Balance of Project 11505

Fed State

-                  

09/01/2015

2016

15011020 11505

-                  

Local
Org # Project # Amount $ Amount $ Amount $

111.00            
-                  -                  -                  
-                  -                  

-                  -                  
-                  -                  -                  
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RESOLUTION ACCEPTING EQUITABLE DISBURSEMENT FROM THE 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL SERVICE TO  

TO THE ROCHESTER POLICE DEPARTMENT, 
AND MAKING A SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION 

IN CONNECTION THEREWITH 

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAYOR AND THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
ROCHESTER, AS FOLLOWS: 

That an Equitable Disbursement of Drug Enforcement Agency forfeiture funds from the 
United States Marshal service in the amount of One Thousand Nine Hundred and 42/100 Dollars 
($1,900.42) to the City of Rochester Police Department is hereby accepted by the City of 
Rochester.  

Further, that the sum of One Thousand Nine Hundred and 42/100 Dollars ($1,900.42) be, 
and hereby is, appropriated as a supplemental appropriation to the 2015-2016 operating budget 
for the City of Rochester Police Department. The source of the sums necessary to fund such 
appropriation shall be drawn, in their entirety, from the aforesaid Equitable Disbursement of 
Drug Enforcement Agency forfeiture funds from the United States Marshal to the City of 
Rochester.  

Furthermore, to the extent not otherwise provided for in this Resolution, the Finance 
Director is hereby authorized to designate and/or establish such accounts and/or account numbers 
as necessary to implement the transactions contemplated by this Resolution and to establish 
special revenue, non-lapsing, multi-year fund to which said sums shall be transferred. 

CC FY 16 09-01 Resolution 15 AB 26 
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City of Rochester Formal Council Meeting 

AGENDA BILL 

NOTE: Agenda Bills are due by 10 AM on the Monday the week before the City Council Meeting. 

COMMITTEE SIGN-OFF 
COMMITTEE 

CHAIR PERSON 

DEPARTMENT APPROVALS 
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

CITY MANAGER 

FINANCE & BUDGET INFORMATION 
FINANCE OFFICE APPROVAL 

SOURCE OF FUNDS 

ACCOUNT NUMBER 

AMOUNT 

APPROPRIATION REQUIRED     YES       NO  

LEGAL AUTHORITY 

AGENDA SUBJECT 

COUNCIL ACTION ITEM 
INFORMATION ONLY  

FUNDING REQUIRED?   YES    NO 
* IF YES ATTACH A FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM

RESOLUTION REQUIRED?   YES    NO FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM?   YES    NO 

AGENDA DATE 

DEPT. HEAD SIGNATURE 

DATE SUBMITTED 

ATTACHMENTS         YES   NO  * IF YES, ENTER THE  TOTAL NUMBER OF
PAGES ATTACHED 

Seeking permission from Council to accept DEA funds in the amount of $1,900.42 from the US Marshal's Service.
These funds are from an equitable sharing disbursement related to a drug investigation.

September 1, 2015

Signature on file

8/19/2015

2

Signature on file

Signature on file

Federal

Fund 6103

$1,900.42

Council action required.
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SUMMARY STATEMENT 

RECOMMENDED ACTION 

 
Seeking permission from Council to accept funds in the amount of $1,900.42. 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 

Accept funds in the amount of $1,900.42.
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Rhonda Young 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subje<:t: 

Rhonda, 

Scott Dumas 
Tuesday, August 18, 2015 9:00 AM 
Rhonda Young 
FW: Payment Disbursement Notification: MEP - M- H!-049-P-000443 

Can you please take care of this? Thanks. 

~#..P.-
Deputy Chief of Police 
Rochester Police Department 
23 Wakefield Street 
Rochester, NH 03867 
d: 603-330-7145 c: 603-235-4426 
scott.dumas@rochesternh.net 
www.rochesterpd.oro 
3rd Vice President FBINAA 

Session 226 

From: Michael Allen 
Sent: Monday, August 17, 2015 9:07 AM 
To: Scott Dumas 
Cc: Rhonda Young 
Subject: Fw: Payment Disbursement Notification: MEP - M-15·049-P-000443 

Fyi, please prepare agenda bill to have accepted by Council. Thx. 

Michael J. Allen 
Chief of Police 
Rochester Police Department 
23 Wakefield St 

Rochester, NH 03867 
Office: 603-330-7131 

Fro m: UFMS@usdoj.gov 
Sent: Monday, August 17, 2015 8:59 AM 
To : Mike Al len 

The U.S. Marshals Service, New Hampshire has made an Equitable Sharing disbursement related to CATS ID#: 
13-DEA-588225; CG-13-0078 $ 12,650.00 in usc seized from Darlene Washburn. 

Payment is in the amount of $1900.42 to NH0092000 ROCHESTER POLICE DEPARTMENT. The anticipated 
Deposit Date is 2015-08-19. 

8/27/15

101



For questions, please contact: For questions, please contact: Barbara G Gatti, 603-225-1443, 
BARBARA.GATil@USDOJ.GOV; Kathleen Renaud, 6032267375, Kathleen.Renaud@usdoj.gov; Pamela J 
Donovan{Disabled}, 603-225-1632, N/A; Brenda L Mikelson, 603-225-1632, Brenda.Mikelson2@usdoj.gov; 
kimberly a dow, 603-225-1632, kimberly.dow@usdoj.gov; 

Please do not reply to this address. If you have any questions regarding this process or have any questions or 
problems related to UFMS in general, you may contact the Marshals Service UFMS Help Desk via e-mail at 
Marshals. FSD HelpDesk@usdoj.gov. 

2 
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RESOLUTION 

APPROVING A COMMUNICATIONS EQUIPMENT GRANT APPLICATION TO THE 
NEW HAMPHIRE DEPARTMENT OF SAFETY  

 
 
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
ROCHESTER, AS FOLLOWS: 
 
 I. That the Mayor and City Council of the City of Rochester, by adoption of this 
Resolution, approve the submission of a grant application in an amount up to $500,000.00 to the 
New Hampshire Department of Safety in order to fund necessary communications equipment 
upgrades in the Police Department’s communications command center; 
 
CC FY16 09-01 Resolution 23 AB 34 
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City of Rochester Formal Council Meeting 

AGENDA BILL 

NOTE: Agenda Bills are due by 10 AM on the Monday the week before the City Council Meeting. 

COMMITTEE SIGN-OFF 
COMMITTEE 

CHAIR PERSON 

DEPARTMENT APPROVALS 
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

CITY MANAGER 

FINANCE & BUDGET INFORMATION 
FINANCE OFFICE APPROVAL 

SOURCE OF FUNDS 

ACCOUNT NUMBER  
 

AMOUNT 

APPROPRIATION REQUIRED     YES       NO  

LEGAL AUTHORITY 
 
 

AGENDA SUBJECT  
 

COUNCIL ACTION ITEM 
INFORMATION ONLY  

FUNDING REQUIRED?   YES    NO 
* IF YES ATTACH A FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM

RESOLUTION REQUIRED?   YES    NO FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM?   YES    NO 

AGENDA DATE  

DEPT. HEAD SIGNATURE  
 

DATE SUBMITTED  

ATTACHMENTS         YES   NO  * IF YES, ENTER THE  TOTAL NUMBER OF
PAGES ATTACHED 

Homeland Security Grant Application - Communications Command Center Upgrades

September 1, 2015

Karen Pollard, signature on file

08/24/2015

 
113

State of New Hampshire Department of Safety

TBD by Finance

■

City Charter, Section 4.

13

$500,000.00
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SUMMARY STATEMENT 
 
 

 

RECOMMENDED ACTION 
 
 

 

The State of New Hampshire Department of Safety has called for grant 
application submissions for Homeland Security-related projects. The Police 
Department would like funding in an amount up to $500,000.00 to purchase and 
install upgraded communications equipment for the communications command 
center. There is no match requirement for this grant.

The Community Development Coordinator requests that the City Council vote to 
approve the submittal of a grant application an amount up to $500,000.00 to 
purchase communications equipment for the Police Department's 
communications command center and to approve the related resolution 
authorizing the submittal of the grant application.
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Project Name:

Date:

Fiscal Year:

Fund (select):

GF Water Sewer Arena 

CIP Water CIP Sewer CIP Arena CIP 

Special Revenue 

Fund Type: Lapsing Non-Lapsing 

Deauthorization

Object #

1
2
3
4

Appropriation

Object #

1
2
3
4

Revenue

Object #

1
2
3
4

DUNS # CFDA # 

Grant # Grant Period: From 
To 

If de-authorizing Grant Funding appropriations: (select one)

Reimbursement Request will be reduced Funds will be returned 

- - - 

AGENDA BILL - FUNDING RESOLUTION

EXHIBIT

Fed State Local

- - - 

Org # Project # Amount $ Amount $ Amount $

Fed State Local

- - - 

- - - 

- - - 

- - - 

Org # Project # Amount $ Amount $ Amount $

Fed State Local

- - - 

- - - 

- - - 

- - - 

Org # Project # Amount $ Amount $ Amount $

- 

- - - 

- - 

Homeland Security Grant Application - Communications Command Center Upgrades

08/24/2015

FY 2015-2016

X

X

TBD TBD $500,000.00

TBD TBD $500,000.00

073960874 97.067

07/01/2016

07/30/2018
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NH Department of Safety - Grants Management Unit 

FY 2015 Homeland Security Grant Application 

Please address all points in sequence. The NH State Strategy was updated in 2014 and expanded 
to include a wider reach into First Responder mission areas and is approved to support the 
preparedness, prevention, protection and recovery needs of NH’s PRIMARY First Responders. 
2015 Priorities support the National Preparedness System (NPS) in order to achieve the national 
preparedness goal (NPG). See: https://www.fema.gov/national-preparedness-goal. HSGP 
allowable costs support efforts to build and sustain core capabilities across the Prevention, 
Protection, Mitigation, Response, and Recovery mission areas. Responses should include all 
jurisdictions participating in the applications. 
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SECTION I: STRATEGY 

Describe your problem and solution by answering each question below using 2,000 characters or 
less: 

A. Does this project prevent a threatened or an actual act of terrorism? If so, please 
provide a detailed description. 

The proposed project would replace the City of Rochester Police Department’s outdated 
communications command center equipment, including computers, keyboards, monitors, 
headsets, desks, chairs, and other related necessities. The command center is a central point of 
communication and coordination for the Police and Fire Departments, 911 calls, mutual aid 
requests from neighboring towns in Maine, urgent transfers from the local hospital, disaster and 
emergency alerts, and other such communications. 

The current equipment is at least eleven years old and in poor repair; communications employees 
must constantly exchange broken equipment for equipment that is minimally functional, and this 
impedes the ability of the communications command center to quickly and effectively respond to 
calls, alerts, and emergency situations. 

Updated communications and surveillance capabilities will assist in the earlier and more 
effective identification of potential terrorist threats, especially in terms of cross-jurisdiction 
coordination. Given the proximity of the City of Rochester to two potential terrorism targets, a 
nuclear power plant in Seabrook and a former military installation at Pease in Portsmouth, 
updated communications is essential. In addition, the City of Rochester is an evacuation 
destination for emergencies and disasters, such as an event at the Seabrook Station Nuclear 
Power Plant. Updated communications is also required for the quick and effective coordination 
of any such evacuations. 

B. Does this project protect our citizens, residents, visitors, and assets against the greatest 
threats and hazards? If so, please provide a detailed description. 

 
The communications command center is the coordination hub for general police calls, fire calls, 
911 calls, mutual aid requests from neighboring towns in Maine, urgent transfers from the local 
hospital, disaster and emergency alerts, and other related calls. Not only are general crime and 
potential terrorism covered but also health emergencies and natural disaster response needs. As 
the communications command center serves as the first point of contact and coordination hub for 
all of these situations, the proposed communications command center upgrades will help protect 
residents and others within the City of Rochester from a broad range of threats and hazards. This 
includes the greatest identified threats and hazards. 
 

C. Does this project improve your ability to mitigate the loss of life and property by 
lessening the impact of future catastrophic events? If so, please provide a detailed 
description.  

 
This project improves the City’s ability to mitigate the loss of life and property by reducing 
response time between the beginning of a catastrophic event and the arrival and action from 
police, firefighters, and emergency response personnel through enhanced, modern 
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communications equipment. In addition, the communications command center overhaul will 
allow for the faster issuing of warnings to neighboring jurisdictions, such as bordering Maine 
towns, which can prevent fatalities and reduce casualties in these neighboring jurisdictions. 
 
One specific aim of the overall communications upgrade is to update equipment so that “dead 
spots” in digital communication reach are eliminated and also so downed towers do not result in 
dead spots. These dead spots require communications to be reroutes through other, non-local 
towers, which causes delays in reaching the communications command center and therefore 
delays in response time from police, firefighters, and emergency response personnel.  
 

D. Does this project improve your ability to respond quickly to save lives, protect property 
and the environment, and meet basic human needs in the aftermath of a catastrophic 
incident? If so, please provide a detailed description. 

 
The communications command center coordinates the actions of police, firefights, ambulances, 
and other first-responders in cases of natural disasters, violent crime, accidents, and terrorist 
attacks. All of these situations involve threats to lives, property, and the environment. For 
example, in the case of a vehicular accident involving a truck transporting harmful or explosive 
chemicals, response time can mean the difference between the driver living or dying, the truck 
exploding or staying intact, and chemical spills being contained or contaminating ground water. 
 
One specific aim of the overall communications upgrade is to update equipment so that “dead 
spots” in digital communication reach are eliminated and also so downed towers do not result in 
dead spots. These dead spots require communications to be reroutes through other, non-local 
towers, which causes delays in reaching the communications command center and therefore 
delays in response time from police, firefighters, and emergency response personnel. 

 
E. Does this project improve your ability to recover through a focus on the timely 

restoration, strengthening, accessibility and revitalization of infrastructure, housing, 
and a sustainable economy, as well as the health, social, cultural, historic, and 
environmental fabric of communities affected by a catastrophic incident? If so, please 
provide a detailed description. 

 
After a catastrophic incident, there are many subsequent related incidents, such as reports of 
downed power lines, medical emergencies, risks to lives and safety posed by damaged roads and 
buildings, and other such events. When these subsequent incidents are reported, they are routed 
through the communications command center. While timely and efficient handling of 
communications is always important, it becomes especially so in the chaotic aftermath of a 
catastrophic incident with an increased number of incoming calls. 
 
Communications systems upgrades will reduce response times across the board and also will 
eliminate “dead spots” in digital communication reach. This will improve the ability to recover 
from catastrophic incidents in terms of quality, in terms of faster and more effective responses, 
and of quantity, in ensuring all areas of the City of Rochester and neighboring jurisdictions have 
full communications access. 
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F. Who benefits from this project [fire or police department(s), one county, multiple 
counties, etc.]? Describe how.  

 
The City of Rochester’s Police Department is submitting this application, and the 
communications command center is housed within the Police Department building. However, the 
beneficiaries of this project extend significantly beyond the Police Department itself. The 
command center is a central point of communication and coordination for the Police and Fire 
Departments, 911 calls, mutual aid requests from neighboring towns in Maine, urgent transfers 
from the local hospital, disaster and emergency alerts, and other such communications. In 
addition, Strafford County often coordinates responsive actions with the City of Rochester 
through the communications command center. 
 

G. Is this project regional, mutual aid, or one jurisdiction? Attach signed letters of support 
from partnering agencies.  

 
This project is primarily a single jurisdiction project to update the communications equipment 
housed within the City of Rochester’s Police Department. This project impacts regional and 
mutual aid activities, however, as the command center also coordinates mutual aid requests from 
neighboring towns, urgent transfers from the local hospital, and both local and regional disaster 
and emergency alerts. 
 
Signed letters of support from partnering agencies are attached to this application. 
 

H. Describe the long-term approach to sustaining and maintaining the capabilities created 
or enhanced by this project or explain why this project will not be sustained with local 
funds.  

 
This project will be sustained with local funds. The current communications command system 
equipment and infrastructure is currently maintained with local funds, and it is anticipated that 
the amount of funds needed to sustain and maintain the new communications equipment will be 
a reduced amount than that which is currently expended. The age and poor condition of the 
current equipment and infrastructure makes repair expensive. For example, many pieces of 
equipment are out of warranty, and yet other equipment is so old that it is difficult or impossible 
to locate replacement parts regardless of cost. 

 
I. The DHS Grant Guidance emphasizes a priority of “Whole Community” preparedness. 

For more information, please refer to http://www.fema.gov/national-
preparedness/whole-community. 

 
1. Describe how this project will ensure that your response and recovery 

actions are driven by the actual needs of the entire affected community and 
the conditions on the ground, including population demographics and 
geographic location. 

 
The communications command center serves the entirety of the City of Rochester through the 
provision of police, firefighting, and other emergency response services. More specifically, the 
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communications command center handles urgent transfers from the local hospital, Frisbie 
Memorial Hospital, to other health care facilities and the security video monitoring of the City’s 
high school, Spaulding High School.  
 
In addition, one of the key goals of the communications command center upgrades is to update 
equipment so that “dead spots” in digital communication reach are eliminated and also so 
downed towers do not result in dead spots. This will ensure that all geographic locations and 
population demographics within the City of Rochester have equal, timely access to Police 
Department, Fire Department, and emergency response services. 
 

2. Describe how this project is inclusive of the DHS/FEMS recommendation 
of advocating on behalf of youth, older adults, and individuals with 
disabilities and other access and functional needs, socio-economic factors, 
and cultural diversity. 

 
One of the key goals of the communications command center upgrades is to update equipment so 
that “dead spots” in digital communication reach are eliminated and also so downed towers do 
not result in dead spots. This will ensure that all geographic locations and population 
demographics within the City of Rochester have equal, timely access to Police Department, Fire 
Department, and emergency response services. 
 
The communications command center also provides specialized services to especially vulnerable 
populations. Security video monitoring of the City’s high school, Spaulding High School, is 
performed at the communications command center. As this is the City’s only high school, the 
video monitoring serves all adolescent youth within the City. The communications command 
center also provides a call-in service for elderly residents, called Project Good Morning, in which 
project participants call into the Police Department for scheduled check-ins; a missed check-in 
alerts police personnel to reach out to the resident to ensure that he or she is safe and not in need 
of assistance. In addition, the communications command center includes TTY/TDD (teletype 
device) capability, which provides access for deaf and hard of hearing City residents. 
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SECTION II: PROJECT 
 
Please answer the following using 1,000 characters or less: 

 
a) Will this investment include DHS/FEMA approved training? When? What? 

 
The City of Rochester’s Police Department already participates in regular DHS/FEMA-approved 
trainings, including communications-related trainings. These trainings will continue after the 
communications equipment upgrades. 
 

b) Will this investment include DHS/FEMA approved exercises? If your project exceeds 
$100K – you must implement an exercise in connection with the project. When? 

 
The City of Rochester’s Police Department already participates in regular DHS/FEMA-approved 
exercises. These exercises will continue after the communications equipment upgrades. A 
communications-specific exercise will be implemented no later than one year following 
completion of the communications command center upgrades. 
 

c) As it relates to THIS project, please choose one of the following: 
i. This project maintains a capability acquired with Homeland funds. 
ii. This project maintains or sustains a capability that is mission required but acquired 
by other funds. 
iii. This is a new capability. 

 
ii. This project maintains or sustains a capability that is mission required but acquired by other 
funds. 
 

d) Select from the drop down list the Core Capability Mission Area that is supported by 
this project: Mitigation, Prevention, Protection, Recovery, Response. 

 
Response. 
 

e) Select from the drop down list the Core Capability that is supported by this project: 
Access Control and Identity Verification, Community Resilience, Critical 
Transportation, Cybersecurity, Economic Recovery, Environmental Response/Health 
and Safety, Fatality Management Services, Forensics and Attribution, Health and 
Social Services, Housing, Infrastructure Systems, Intelligence and Information 
Sharing, Interdiction and Disruption, Long-Term Vulnerability Reduction, Mass Care 
Services, Mass Search and Rescue Operations, Natural and Cultural Resources, On-
Scene Security and Protection, Operational Communications, Operational 
Coordination, Physical Protective Measures, Planning, Public and Private Services 
and Resources, Public Health and Medical Services, Public Information and Warning, 
Risk and Disaster Resilience Assessment, Risk Management for Protection Program, 
Screening Search and Detection, Situational Assessment, Supply Chain Integrity and 
Security, Threats and Hazard Identification. 
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Operational Communications.  
 

f) Describe how this project supports the Core Capability selected in “d” above. 
 
The proposed project would replace the City of Rochester Police Department’s outdated 
communications command center equipment, including computers, keyboards, monitors, 
headsets, desks, chairs, and other related necessities. This comprises key Police Department and 
emergency response communication capabilities. In addition, this project impacts and supports 
Infrastructure, Mass Search and Rescue Operations, Operational Coordination, Public Health and 
Medical Services, Public Information and Warning, and Threats and Hazard Identification. 
 

g) Select from the drop down list the State Strategy Goal that supports this investment. 
See attached State Strategy Executive Summary: Goal 1, Goal 2, Goal 3, Goal 4, Goal 
5, Goal 6, Goal 7. 

 
GOAL #2:  Enhance Communications interoperability, especially in response to a Large-scale 
Event or Disaster. 
 

h) The State Strategy Executive Summary is attached. State which objective(s) are related 
to your project and describe how. 

 
The communications command center upgrades will enhance communications between the 
police, fire, and emergency medical services community. The communications command center 
coordinates cross-agency calls and actions, including among the Police Department, the Fire 
Department, the local hospital, and neighboring towns during mutual aid situations.  
 
The communications command center upgrades will also enhance progress toward the five 
objectives from the SCIP, specifically technology and usage/response. The upgrades will replace 
outdated, inefficient hardware and software with current technology and expand the 
communications range. 
 
Lastly, the communications command center upgrades will enhance operational communications 
capabilities. The current equipment is at least eleven years old and in poor repair. The upgrades 
will reduce emergency response times, improve communication capacities, and expand the 
communications range of the current communications command center. 
 

i) Is this project related to school security planning or analyzed measures? There is 
limited eligibility and requires school safety plan and analysis to be in place and 
applicant must be a First responder agency from that municipality. If this is a school 
related project, please refer to the following: 
 
http://www.nh.gov/safety/divisions/hsem/documents/school-security-standards.pdf 
http://www.nh.gov/safety/divisions/hsem/index.html 
http://www.nh.gov/safety/divisions/hsem/documents/school_plan.pdf 
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The communications command center upgrades will affect school security planning. Security 
video monitoring of the City’s high school, Spaulding High School, is performed at the 
communications command center. Spaulding High School is the City’s only high school, and the 
upgrades in equipment primarily will affect surveillance. However, maintaining active 
monitoring of the high school also will facilitate better access control and emergency alerting 
when such situations arise, as the security monitoring has been established at key access points in 
the building. 
 

j) Does the requested equipment replace any existing inventory? If so, list and describe. 
 
The proposed project would replace the City of Rochester Police Department’s outdated 
communications command center equipment, including computers, keyboards, monitors, 
headsets, desks, chairs, and other related necessities. Given the age and poor condition of most of 
this equipment, full replacement is the most efficient and least expensive option. 
 
Please see the attached equipment list for an itemized description of equipment to be replaced. 
 

k) Discuss how you plan to maintain and replace this equipment. Note that inventory will 
be required to be updated to the Department of Safety every two years per DHS/FEMA. 

 
This project will be sustained with local funds. The current communications command system 
equipment and infrastructure is currently maintained with local funds, and it is anticipated that 
the amount of funds needed to sustain and maintain the new communications equipment will be 
a reduced amount than that which is currently expended. The age and poor condition of the 
current equipment and infrastructure makes repair expensive. For example, many pieces of 
equipment are out of warranty, and yet other equipment is so old that it is difficult or impossible 
to locate replacement parts regardless of cost. 
 
The Police Department will ensure that all equipment updates occur at least every two years and 
meet all federally-established requirements. 
 

l) Does this project reduce State-listed critical infrastructure and soft target explosive 
attack vulnerabilities, or if communications, do you hold the frequency? If so, please 
describe. 

 
This project is a communications project, and the City of Rochester Police Department, as a 
police department of a local unit of government, holds the frequency. The command center is a 
central point of communication and coordination for the City’s Police and Fire Departments, 911 
calls, law enforcement coordination between the state and local levels, mutual aid requests from 
neighboring towns in Maine, urgent transfers from the local hospital, and state- and local-level 
disaster and emergency alerts. 
 
In addition, the communications command center provides security video monitoring of the 
City’s only high school, Spaulding High School. Schools are especially vulnerable soft targets, 
as shown by the number of tragic and deadly shootings at schools, including the nearby Sandy 
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Hook Elementary School in Newtown, Connecticut.   
 

m) Identify the NIMS-typed resource from the following link: 
https://rtlt.preptoolkit.org/Public. If none, then state NONE in the box below. 

 
NONE. 
 
SECTION III: BUDGET 

 
Provide the total estimated cost to implement this project by completing the Budget Sheet 
(attached). In addition: 
 

• Please coordinate the request with your equipment page and attach the AEL item 
description for each category of equipment requested. See: 
http://www.fema.gov/preparedness-non-disaster-grants 

• If the AEL Equipment Category requested requires an EHP approval, once your grant is 
approved by Grant Committee and DOS, you will be provided with the specifics of the 
information gathering that the process entails. This will then become part of your official 
grant file. 

• Provide the proposed funding amount that is expected to be obligated towards Law 
Enforcement. Law Enforcement Funding Amount: $455,600.00 

• Provide the proposed direct local funds that are expected to be obligated to this project. 
Additional local project dollars are greatly appreciated, but projects with local assets will 
not receive any bonus points. Local Funding Amount: $0.00 

 
  

8/27/15

116

http://www.fema.gov/preparedness-non-disaster-grants


SECTION IV: MANAGEMENT 
 
Identify up to ten milestones, with start and end dates, which will be achieved within the period 
of performance (approximate). For planning purposes all projects MUST BE completed by 
7/31/18 with all reimbursements completed within 45 days of this date. 
 
Milestone 
Number 

Milestone Name Start Date 
(mm/dd/yy) 

End Date 
(mm/dd/yy) 

1 Console and Furniture Design 06/06/2016 06/17/2016 
2 Order Motorola and Watson 06/20/2016 08/12/2016 
3 Production Time for Motorola Equipment to 

Staging 
08/15/2016 08/26/2016 

4 Staging in Motorola’s Lab 08/29/2016 09/02/2016 
5 Shipping to 2-Way/Rochester 09/05/2016 09/09/2016 
6 Furniture Shipping 09/12/2016 09/23/2016 
7 Establish Temporary Dispatch, Empty Room for 

Construction 
09/26/2016 10/07/2016 

8 Install new Dispatch Center in remodeled Dispatch 
Room 

10/10/2016 11/04/2016 

9 Establish and Address Punch-list Items 11/07/2016 12/02/2016 
10 Final Sign-off and Acceptance by City 12/05/2016 12/09/2016 
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SECTION V.B. – Attachments – Additional Supporting Documents 
 
Section II (d) of the application requests the selection of a Core Capability Mission Area 
supported by the proposed project, providing a drop-down list of options: Mitigation, Prevention, 
Protection, Recovery, and Response. “Response” was selected, as the communications command 
center clearly affects response capability, but the proposed project also relates to the other 
mission areas. Effective, timely communications impact the ability of the Police Department, 
Fire Department, and other emergency response personnel to arrive at situations in time to 
protect and prevent the loss of life and property, to mitigate any damages and casualties through 
prompt response, and to provide recovery services as soon as a disaster or event has occurred.  
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SECTION V: ATTACHMENTS 
(Use as many pages as necessary for this section) 
 
Section V.A. – Attachments – Required 
 
Signed Cover Page 
Signed Grant Terms and Conditions (see attachment). The attached conditions are for the 2014 
grant. If this project is awarded, updated 2015 Conditions will be included with your award 
letter. The Department of Safety does not currently have these.  
City or Town resolution, if required.  
Budget Sheet (See attachment) 
 AEL Information Sheet(s)  
Partnering agency letters of commitment  
Documented assessments to support request  
NIMS certification letter of compliance. See attached NIMS requirements.  
Copy of most recent financial audit to comply with 2CFR200 
 
Section V.B. – Attachments – Additional Supporting Documents 

If the uniqueness of your project has not been captured from the questions above and you would 
like to provide any additional relevant information, please insert additional narrative or labeled 
graphic attachments. 

Section V.C. – Attachments – Environmental Documents: To be supplied AFTER this project is 
approved by the Homeland Security Grant Committee and by the Department of Safety – Grants 
Management Unit. This also requires DHS/FEMA approval before beginning the project. This 
will THEN become an addendum to your official application. 

FYI: Projects involving communication towers (including the placement of equipment on an 
existing building or tower), physical security enhancements, new construction, renovation, and 
modifications to buildings and structures that are 50 years old or older require an environmental 
review. The following documents must be provided upon approval of your application by DOS: 

1. A formal written request for construction with all the essential elements and information 
mentioned in the FEMA Information Bulletin #329 and subject requirements. 

• Description of the asset or facility, asset location including latitude/longitude, whether 
the infrastructure is publicly or privately owned, and the construction or renovation 
project. 

• Certification that a facility vulnerability assessment has been conducted for the facility. 

• An outline addressing how the construction or renovation project will address the 
identified vulnerabilities from the assessment. 

• Consequences of not implementing the construction or renovation project. 

2. Completed National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Compliance checklist 
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3. Completed Environmental Historic Preservation Screening Memo (EHPSM) 
 

4. Maps indicating location(s) of proposed project 

• Topographical / Aerial view Map 

• Floodplain map - (FIRM) map 

5. Photographs of the location(s) of proposed project from all directions. 
6. For HSGP grants, Pam Urban-Morin is your NEPA/EHP contact: Pamela.Urban-

Morin@DOS.NH.GOV. 
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RESOLUTION ACCEPTING PARTICIPATION AWARDS FROM  
THE HEALTH TRUST 

TO THE CITY OF ROCHESTER, 
AND MAKING A SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION 

IN CONNECTION THEREWITH 
 
 
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAYOR AND THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
ROCHESTER, AS FOLLOWS: 
 

That  Participation Awards from the Health Trust in the amount of One Thousand Three 
Hundred Dollars ($1,300.00) to the City of Rochester is hereby accepted by the City of 
Rochester.  

 
Further, that the sum of One Thousand Three Hundred Dollars ($1,300.00) be, and 

hereby is, appropriated as a supplemental appropriation to the Fiscal Year 2016 General 
Overhead Budget for the City of Rochester. The source of the sums necessary to fund such 
appropriation shall be drawn, in their entirety, from the aforesaid Participation Awards.  

 
Furthermore, to the extent not otherwise provided for in this Resolution, the Finance 

Director is hereby authorized to designate and/or establish such accounts and/or account numbers 
as necessary to implement the transactions contemplated by this Resolution and to establish 
special revenue, non-lapsing, multi-year fund to which said sums shall be transferred. 
 
 
CC FY 16 09-01 Resolution 19 AB 29 
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City of Rochester Formal Council Meeting 

AGENDA BILL 

NOTE: Agenda Bills are due by 10 AM on the Monday the week before the City Council Meeting. 

COMMITTEE SIGN-OFF 
COMMITTEE 

NA 
CHAIR PERSON NA 

DEPARTMENT APPROVALS 
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

CITY MANAGER 

FINANCE & BUDGET INFORMATION 
DIRECTOR OF FINANCE APPROVAL 

SOURCE OF FUNDS 

ACCOUNT NUMBER 

AMOUNT 

APPROPRIATION REQUIRED     YES       NO  

LEGAL AUTHORITY 

AGENDA SUBJECT 

 Health Trust Academy Participation Award 
COUNCIL ACTION ITEM 
INFORMATION ONLY  

FUNDING REQUIRED?   YES    NO 
* IF YES ATTACH A FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM

RESOLUTION REQUIRED?   YES    NO FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM?   YES    NO 

AGENDA DATE September 1, 2015 
DEPT. HEAD SIGNATURE 

DATE SUBMITTED July 30, 2015 
ATTACHMENTS         YES   NO  * IF YES, ENTER THE  TOTAL NUMBER OF

PAGES ATTACHED 

signature on file
signatrue on file
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SUMMARY STATEMENT 
 

The City of Rochester had two participants this year at the Health Trust - 
Health & Safety Coordinator Academy. These were Done McCullough (Fire) 
and Lew Ricker (MIS).  The Health & Safety Coordinator Academy provides 
leader training and funding to support worksite health and safety 
campaigns. Don and Lew were selected by Health Trust  because of their 
expressed interest in wellness and implementing campaigns and activities 
among their co-workers here in the City of Rochester. 
 
Health Trust has awarded the City $1,100 for our participation. It is 
expected that we use these funds to initiate staff focused health & safety 
initiatives. These include - 
• Attend one annual health & safety coordinator academy workshop. 
• Complete a minimum of one health & safety campaign each year. 
• Complete the health & safety campaign summary form annually. 
• Serve as the worksite wellness advocate for the HealthTrust Slice of Life 
program. 
• Agree to promote and distribute information regarding HealthTrust 
programs to worksite employees. 
• Host a minimum of two site visits with HealthTrust staff members per 
year to discuss programming, take photographs and/or participate in an on-
site event. 
 
 

RECOMMENDED ACTION 
The City Council is requested to accept & appropriate the Award totaling 
$1,100 to the FY2016 General Overhead budget to be used for health & 
safety program initiatives.  
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City ofRochester New Hampshire‘

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
.ROCllESTER:i 45 Old Dover Road • Rochester, NH 03867

• (603) 332-4096 Fax (603) 335-4352
www rochestemh net

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Daniel Fitzpatrick, City Manager

FROM: Michael Bezanson, PE, City Engineer

DATE: July 29, 2015

SUBJECT: Ordinance Revisions for the Codes and Ordinances Committee -

Chapter 50, Stormwater Management and Erosion Control
Site Plan Regulations - Art. Ill, Sec. 13 “Stormwater Management”
Subdivision Regulations - Section 5.4 “Drainage”

CC: John Storer, PE, Director of City Services
James Campbell, Director of Planning & Development
James Grant, Director of Building, Zoning and Licensing Services
Terence O’Rourke, City Attorney

Attached are proposed ordinance and regulation changes to address stormwater
management in the City. The City of Rochester currently addresses stormwater
mitigation practices in several documents and regulations, including the Site Plan
Regulations, Subdivision Regulations, Public Works Infrastructure Design Standards,
and Chapter 50 of the City Ordinances. Staff have found these documents to be
outdated; the adopted/recommended Best Management Practices are no longer the best
options for sizing and treating stormwater runoff, which is resulting in the approval of
subpar stormwater systems that are stressing the existing public drainage systems and
degrading wetlands, rivers, and aquifers, all of which increase economic stresses and
health-related costs. Additionally, these documents were not all created or updated
simultaneously, resulting in inconsistencies and outdated references between the
documents.

The Conservation Commission and Planning Board have been involved in drafting the
revisions, and both groups support the changes proposed to Chapter 50 and the Site
Plan and Subdivision Regulations. Before the effort to revise the Ordinance and
Regulations began a year ago, the City Council supported the need and effort to make
the revisions.

Please forward the attached documents to the Codes and Ordinances Committee for
review. Thank you.

BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS . HIGHWAY . WATER SEWER . ENGINEERING
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AMENDMENTS TO CHAPTER 50 OF THE GENERAL ORDINANCES OF THE CITY OF 
ROCHESTER REGARDING STORMWATER MANAGEMENT AND EROSION CONTROL 

 

THE CITY OF ROCHESTER ORDAINS: 

That Chapter 50 of the General Ordinances of the City of Rochester regarding Stormwater Management 
and Erosion Control and currently before the Rochester City Council, be amended as follows: 

 
Revision 7-28-2015 
 

CHAPTER 50: STORMWATER MANAGEMENT AND EROSION CONTROL 
 

TABLE OF CONTENTS FOR ORGANIZATIONAL PURPOSES ONLY 

50.1 Purpose and Objectives. ............................................................................................ 3 
50.2 Application, Review, Approval and Recordation Process ........................................... 3 
50.3 Provisions and Standards for Post-Construction Stormwater Management ................ 8 
50.4 Authority, Jurisdiction, Severability, and Amendments ............................................... 8 
50.5 Applicability  Standards  Requiring  a  Stormwater  Management  and  Erosion 

Control Permit and Stormwater Management and Erosion Control Plan .................... 9 
(a) Exemptions......................................................................................................... 9 
(b) Minimum Thresholds that Trigger a Need for a Stormwater Management 

and Erosion Control Plan……………………………………………………………..10 
50.6 Erosion Control Standards During Construction .............................................. 11 
50.7 Standards for New Development .............................................................................. 12 

(a) Performance Specifications .............................................................................. 12 
(b) Water Quality Protection ................................................................................... 13 
(c) Stormwater Management Systems .................................................................. 13 

50.8 Standards for Redevelopment .................................................................................. 15 
(a) Redevelopment Criteria .................................................................................... 15 
(b) Stormwater Management Requirements for Redevelopment ........................... 15 

50.9 Stormwater Management and Erosion Control Permit Submittal Requirements ....... 15 
(a) Permit Application ............................................................................................ 15 
(b) Stormwater Management and Erosion Control Plan ......................................... 16 

50.10 Installation,  Construction,  Maintenance,  and  Inspection  Requirements  and 
Responsibility ........................................................................................................... 19 

(a) Requirements ....................................................................................................... 19 
(b) Responsibility ................................................................................................... 19 
(c) Preconstruction Meeting ................................................................................... 20 
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(d) Post-Construction Operation and Maintenance ................................................ 20 
(e) Providing Site Access for Maintenance and Inspection .................................... 21 

50.11 Regulated Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems (MS4s) ................................. 21 
50.12 Waivers .................................................................................................................... 23 

(a) Waiver Option for Small Development Projects ................................................ 23 
(b) Conditions for Granting of Waivers ................................................................... 23 
(c) Off-Site Mitigation…………………………………………………………………….23 

50.13    Enforcement and Penalties…………………………………………………………….....24 
50.14    Abbreviations and Definitions……………………………………………………….........25 
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50.1 Purpose and Objectives. 
This Ordinance provides for the health, safety, and general welfare of the citizens of the 
City of Rochester through the regulation of discharges into stormwater drainage 
systems, groundwater, waterbodies, streams, and wetlands within the City of Rochester 
in a manner compliant with the requirements of State and Federal law, including the 
provisions of the Federal Stormwater Management Legislation for Municipal Separate 
Storm Sewer Systems (MS4s), as amended.  The objectives are to: 
 

• Prohibit unpermitted discharges; 
• Set forth the legal authority and procedures to carry out all inspection, 

monitoring, and enforcement activities necessary to ensure compliance with 
this Ordinance and applicable State and Federal law; and 

• Establish new design and construction standards for stormwater drainage 
systems to improve stormwater management, minimize future costs to the 
City, protect the integrity of the City’s water resources, and be compliant with 
this Ordinance and State and Federal laws. These standards shall be 
incorporated into the existing Site Plan and Subdivision Review standards 
and review processes governing new construction, as well as building 
permits where applicable site disturbance is involved. 

 
 
 
 
50.2 Application, Review, Approval and Recordation Process 

 
(a) New construction and redevelopment projects requiring building permits where 

applicable site disturbance is involved are required to apply for a Stormwater 
Management and Erosion Control Permit (SWP) per Applicability Standards detailed in 
Section 50.5. 
 

This includes 4 categories of applications detailed in attached Figures: 
1. Major Site Plan Review conducted by the Planning Board (Figure 1) 
2. Major Subdivision Review conducted by the Planning Board (Figure 1) 
3. Minor Site Plan Review conducted by the Department of Public Works (Figure 2) 
4. Building Permits review conducted by the Department of Public Works (Figure 3) 

 
(b) Where proposed projects trigger both applicability thresholds of this Ordinance and 

require Site Plan and/or Subdivision approval by the Planning Board, the review and 
approval of the Stormwater Management and Erosion Control Plan (SMECP) shall be 
done concurrently by the Planning Board and Department of Public Works (DPW) and 
Planning Board shall consider DPW recommendations. 
 

(c) At the discretion of the Planning Board, a third party, technical review may be required 
of any SMECP prepared under these regulations. The technical review shall be 
performed by a qualified professional consultant, as determined by the Planning Board, 
such expense shall be borne by the applicant. 
 

(d) After final Planning Board approval, and as established in the Notice of Decision, the 
owner of record of the property shall record at the Registry of Deeds documentation 
sufficient to provide notice to all persons that may acquire any property subject to the 
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requirements and responsibilities described within the approved SMECP including the 
operation and maintenance requirements of all Best Management Practices (BMPs) 
(see RSA 477:3-a). The notice shall comply with the applicable requirements for 
recording contained in RSA 477 and 478. 
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Revision 7-28-2015 
 

Figure 1: Major Site Plans and Subdivisions Application Process 
 
 
 
 
 

Application / 
Pre-Application 

•Application / Pre-Application submitted to Planning Department. 
•Plans and drainage analysis (if provided with a pre-app) distributed to Department of Public Works (DPW) for review. 
•Applicant includes a Stormwater Management and Erosion Control Permit Application for any project disturbing 

more than 5,000 sf. 
•Applicant includes a copy of approved Stormwater Management and Erosion Control Plan (SMECP) for any project 

disturbing more than 20,000 sf. 
 
 
 
 

Technical 
Review Group 

•Applicant attends Technical Review Group where representatives from Planning, DPW, Economic Development, 
Building, Zoning and Licensing Services (BZLS), Fire, Police, Planning Board and Conservation Commission meet with 
applicant to discuss the proposed project including the proposed drainage design. 

 
 
 
 
 

Resubmission 
 
 
 
 
 

Planning Board 
Review 

 
•Plans are distributed to the Planning Board for review along with staff comments/recommendations. 
•Applicant attends Planning Board Meeting to discuss the project and answer any questions. 

 
 
 
 
 

Planning Board 
Approval 

•The Planning Board may approve plans with conditions and waivers. 
•The Planning Department issues a Notice of Decision, including any conditions of approval. 

 
 
 
 
 

Drainage 
Maintenance 
Agreement 

•If warranted, the applicant signs a Drainage Maintenance Agreement with specific requirements regarding the future 
maintenance and reporting of all stormwater related infrastructure. 

•If required, Drainage Maintenance Agreements shall be recorded with the property documents and documentation 
provided to DPW prior to the start of construction. 

 
 
 
 

Building 
Permit 

•Prior to beginning construction, the applicant shall modify the Stormwater Management and Erosion Control Permit 
Application previously submitted (if required due to the review process) and apply for a Building Permit. If required, 
the applicant will meet onsite with DPW to review construction phasing and erosion control measures. 

 

 
See Construction Inspections and Certificate of Occupancy requirements of Figure 3 for 
additional process after Building Permit. 

 
 

•If needed, the applicant will revise and resubmit plans and/or drainage analysis 
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Revision 7-28-2015 
 

Figure 2: Minor Site Plans Application Process 
 

 
 
See Construction Inspections and Certificate of Occupancy requirements of Figure 3 for 
additional process after Building Permit. 

 
 
 

•If needed, the applicant will revise and resubmit plans and/or drainage analysis. 

 
 

•If warranted, the applicant signs a Drainage Maintenance Agreement with specific requirements regarding the 
future maintenance and reporting of all stormwater related infrastructure. 

•If required Drainage Maintenance Agreements shall be recorded with the property documents and 
documentation provided to DPW prior to the start of construction. 

•Application / Pre-Application submitted to Planning Department 
•Plans and drainage analysis (if provided with a pre-app) distributed to Department of Public Works (DPW) for 

review. 
•Applicant includes a Stormwater Management and Erosion Control Permit Application for any project disturbing 

more than 5,000 sf 
   Application/Pre        •Applicant includes a copy of approved Stormwater Management and Erosion Control Plan (SMECP) for any project 

Application disturbing more than 20,000 sf 

•Applicant and Technical Review Group representatives including Planning, DPW, Economic Development, 
Building, Zoning and Licensing Services (BZLS)., Fire, Police, Planning Board and Conservation Commission meet 
with applicant at subject parcel discuss and approve/deny the proposal. 

•Staff provide relaxed, yet formal comments based on Technical Review Group Meeting  where comments about 
Technical Review general erosion control and drainage are provided. 

Group 

Resubmission 

Drainage 
Maintenance 
Agreement 

•Prior to beginning construction, the applicant shall modify the Stormwater Management and Erosion Control 
Permit Application previously submitted (if required due to the review process) and apply for a Building Permit. If 
required, the applicant will meet onsite with DPW to review construction phasing and erosion control measures. 

Building Permit 

8/27/15

131



Revision 7-28-2015 
 

Figure 3: Building Permit Application Process 
 
 

 

•Prior to beginning construction, the applicant submits a Building Permit Application to the Department of 
Building, Zoning and Licensing Services (BZLS). 

•Application to include a Stormwater Management and Erosion Control Permit Application for any project 
disturbing more than 5,000 sf 

•Include a Stormwater Management and Erosion Control Plan (SMECP) for any project disturbing more than 
20,000 sf 

 
•As applicable, DPW will perform site observations for proper installation and maintenance of 

stormwater components. 

 
 

•DPW performs final observation and for stormwater features and provides signs off on the CO as 
required. 

Application 

•The DPW reviews the permit application for compliance with applicable Chapter 50 Stormwater requirements 

Review 

Approval 

•The Stormwater and Erosion Control Permit is approved and returned to the applicant with a letter 
outlining any special conditions. 

•The BZLS receives a copy of approved permit for records. 

Construction 
Inspections 

Certificate of 
Occupancy 
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50.3 Provisions and Standards for Post-Construction Stormwater Management 
 

(a) The provisions and standards of this section are implemented for the purpose of: 
1. Managing stormwater runoff to protect water quality and quantity. 
2. Minimizing pollutant contributions to a water body that is or may become impaired. 
3. Improving water quality of runoff discharged to drainage systems, surface water 

bodies or wetlands. 
4. Taking preventative measures to avoid runoff volumes and peak flow rates to an 

adjacent property that are in excess of runoff volumes and peak flow rates currently 
being discharged under existing developed or undeveloped conditions. 
 

(b) All development subject to these regulations shall comply with the requirements of the 
following Critical Core Elements described below: 

1. Applicability Standards 
2. Minimum Thresholds for Applicability 
3. Best Management Practices (BMP) 
4. Applicability for Redevelopment 
5. Stormwater  Management  and  Erosion  Control  Plan  (SMECP)  Approval  and 

Recordation 
6. Maintenance Criteria 
7. Inspection of Infrastructure 

 
50.4 Authority, Jurisdiction, Severability, and Amendments. 

 
(a) Authority  is  based  on  the  following  NH  statutes  that  enable  local  regulation  of 

stormwater as a component of zoning and land use. 
• RSA 674:16 – Grant of Power 
• RSA 674:17 – Purposes of Zoning Ordinances 
• RSA:21 – Innovative Land Use Controls 
• RSA 674:36 – Subdivision Regulations 
• RSA 674:44 – Site Plan Review Regulations 

Additional Authority for Regulation of Stormwater Discharge 
• RSA 149-I: 6 provides municipal authority to regulate stormwater, independent 

of land use regulations. 
• This Ordinance is adopted pursuant to the authority vested in the following: 

o T h e  City Council pursuant to RSA 47:13, RSA 47:17, VII, VIII, and 
XVIII, RSA 149-I:3, RSA 38:26, RSA 149:I:6; 

o The Planning Board pursuant to RSA 674:35 and 36, RSA 674:44, and 
RSA 155-E:11; and 

o The Office of Code Enforcement pursuant to RSA 147:1 and 147:14.  
 
The Ordinance shall become effective upon adoption by the City of Rochester City 
Council, in accordance with the statutory sections identified above. 
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(b) Jurisdiction. 
1. This Ordinance shall pertain to all land within the boundaries of the City of 

Rochester, New Hampshire. 
2. In any case where a provision of the Ordinance is found to be in conflict 

with a provision of any other Ordinance, regulation, code, or covenant in effect 
in the City of Rochester or with any State Statute, with particular reference to 
NHRSA Chapter 676:14 and 674:16 and 674:17 and the relevant sections 
therein, the provision which is the more restrictive shall prevail. 

(c) Severability. 
1. The invalidity of any section, subsection, paragraph, sentence, clause, phrase, 

or word of this Ordinance shall not be held to invalidate any other section, 
subsection, paragraph, sentence, clause, phrase, or word of this Ordinance. 

(d) Amendments. 
1. This Ordinance may be amended by the approval of the City Council, based 

on recommendations of both the Department of Public Works and the Planning 
Board. 

 
50.5 Applicability Standards Requiring a Stormwater Management and Erosion 

Control Permit (SWP) and Stormwater Management and Erosion Control 
Plan (SMECP) 

 
This Ordinance shall apply to any action that will hinder, alter, add to, or modify 
the existing stormwater flow, drainage, and/or related infrastructure and any 
discharges into the stormwater drainage system, waterbodies, streams, and 
wetlands within the City of Rochester. 
The provisions of this Ordinance shall apply to all Major and Minor Site Plan and 
Major subdivision review and approval processes as defined within the Site 
Plan Review Regulations under the jurisdiction of the Planning Board and shall be 
subject to concurrent review with the Department of Public Works. 
Except for those activities specifically permitted by this Ordinance listed in Section 
50.5 (a) below, no person shall alter land or engage in any land disturbance 
activity within a Critical Area or cause more than 5,000 square feet of 
disturbance without first obtaining a Stormwater Management and Erosion Control 
Permit (SWP) for land proposed to be altered or which will be affected by such 
activity. The owner or owner’s agent shall be required to apply to the Department 
of Public Works (DPW) and obtain such permit from the Department prior to 
undertaking any such action. Refer to the definition of Critical Area and Land 
Disturbance in the Definitions Section at the end of this Chapter. 
Nothing in this Ordinance shall be a defense from non-compliance associated 
with a stricter standard set forth in a federal NPDES permit and/or imposed 
under the New Hampshire Department of Environmental Services programs. 
 

(a) Exemptions 
The following allowed activities listed in (1) through (7) below are exempt from 
the requirements of this Ordinance. 
 
1. Small projects that will result in less than 5,000 square feet of disturbed area 

and are located outside of Critical Areas do not require a permit providing 
minimum 
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protections and management are applied. Refer to Design Standards for Temporary 
Erosion Controls in Section 50.6 

2. Normal maintenance and improvement of land in agricultural use provided in the 
Manual of Best Management Practices for Nutrient Management as established 
by NH Dept. of Agriculture, Markets and Food dated June 2011, or as amended. 

3. Maintenance of existing landscaping, gardens, or lawn areas. 
4. The construction of any fence that will not alter existing terrain or drainage 

patterns. 
5. Construction of utilities (gas, water, sewer, electric, telephone, etc.) other than 

drainage, disturbing less than 20,000 contiguous square feet, within the limits of an 
existing paved roadway that will not increase impervious area, or permanently 
change drainage patterns, and where construction trenches are paved at the end of 
each working day. 

6. Emergency repairs to any stormwater management facility or practice t h a t  
poses a threat to public health or safety, or as deemed necessary by the 
Department of Building, Zoning and Licensing Services (BZLS) and DPW. 

7. Disturbance solely related to pavement reclamation and/or repaving of a street 
or road. 
 

(b) Minimum  Thresholds  that  Trigger  a  Need  for  a  Stormwater  Management  and 
Erosion Control Plan (SMECP) 
Proposed projects meeting one or more of the following conditions listed below must 
also, as part of the Stormwater Management and Erosion Control Permit (SWP) 
application review process, submit a Stormwater Management and Erosion Control 
Plan (SMECP), unique to the site, to the Department of Planning and Development 
for distribution to the DPW for any tract of land being developed, redeveloped, or 
subdivided within the boundaries of Rochester: 

1. A cumulative disturbed area exceeding 20,000 square feet that is not part of a 
Larger Plan of Development. 

2. A subdivision of more than three building lots (i.e., Major Subdivision). 
3. Phasing of more than three contiguous lots per year of an existing or proposed 

subdivision. 
4. Construction of utilities (gas, water, sewer, electric, telephone, etc.) requiring 

contiguous ground disturbance of greater than 20,000 square feet unless the 
disturbance is proposed within the limits of an existing paved roadway utilizing a 
contractor with no history of erosion concerns. 

5. Proposed work in or adjacent to a Critical Areas. 
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50.6 Erosion Control Standards During Construction 
 

(a) The following standards shall  be applied in project planning  and  shall  be 
implemented prior to and during construction activity (these standards are in addition 
to requirements that may be found in other sections of the Site Plan, Subdivision, and 
other Land Use Regulations or Ordinances). Measures when indicated to be used 
below shall meet at a minimum, the design standards for Best Management Practices 
as set forth in the New Hampshire Stormwater Manual Volume 3 (2008 as updated) 
a copy of which is available at:  
 
www.des.nh.gov/organizations/divisions/water/stormwater/manual.htm 
 

1. Whenever practical, natural vegetation shall be retained, protected, or 
supplemented. Stripping of vegetation shall be done in a manner that minimizes soil 
erosion. 

2. The area of disturbance shall be kept to a minimum and be limited to an area only 
large enough to accommodate construction activities for a particular construction 
phase. 

3. Measures shall be taken to control erosion within the project area. Sediment in 
runoff water shall be trapped and retained within the project area. Wetland areas 
and surface waters shall be protected from sediment. Soil disturbance shall be 
avoided within established buffer setbacks as defined and consistent with the 
provisions included in the Conservation Overlay District (Zoning Ordinance 42.12). 

4. Off-site surface water and runoff from undisturbed areas shall be diverted away from 
Disturbed Areas where feasible or measures to convey stormwater through the 
Project Area without causing erosion of sediment must be included. Integrity of 
downstream drainage systems shall be maintained. 

5. Erosion and sediment control measures shall be installed prior to any soil 
disturbance and must be reviewed and approved by DPW prior to any land 
disturbance. 

6. Perimeter site controls shall not be placed within wetland areas, stream channels or 
wetland buffers. 

7. Disturbed Areas shall be either temporarily or permanently stabilized by measures 
consistent with the NHDES Stormwater Manual guidelines. In areas where final 
grading has not occurred, temporary stabilization measures should be in place within 
7 calendar days for exposed soil areas that are within 100 feet of a surface water 
body or a wetland and no more than fourteen (14) calendar days for all other areas. 
Permanent stabilization should be in place within three (3) calendar days following 
completion of final grading of exposed soil areas. 

8. All temporary erosion and sediment control measures shall be maintained in 
functioning condition until final site stabilization is accomplished. A proposed BMP 
inspection schedule in accordance with the New Hampshire Stormwater Manual 
Volume 2 guidelines (2008 as updated) shall be included in the Stormwater 
Management and Erosion Control Plan (SMECP) submittal. 

9. For construction during the winter season an erosion and sedimentation control plan 
and timeline shall be submitted by September 1 to the DPW. 
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10. Additional temporary stabilization for the winter season consistent with NHDES 
guidelines shall be in place for disturbed areas that are not permanently stabilized by 
October 1, or at the discretion of DPW. 

11. Stabilization measures shall be provided with the submission for any disturbance on 
slopes equal to or steeper than 3:1. 

12. All temporary erosion and sediment control measures shall be removed after final 
site stabilization unless the measures are intended to be left in place and approved 
by DPW on a case by case basis. Trapped sediment and other disturbed soil 
areas resulting from the removal of temporary measures shall be permanently 
stabilized within 30 days unless conditions dictate otherwise. 

13. Sediment Basins: For projects proposing to disturb and expose soils in areas of 10 
acres or more at one time, a temporary sediment basin must be provided w i t h 
storage for a calculated volume of runoff from a drainage area from a 2-year, 24-
hour storm, or equivalent control measures, where attainable, until final 
stabilization of the site. Alternatively, the sediment basin can be sized to provide 
3,600 cubic feet of storage per acre of drainage area, until final stabilization of the 
site. In determining appropriate locations and number of sediment basin(s) needed, 
the operators may consider such factors as erodibility of site soils, slope lengths, 
available area on-site, construction period and other unique site considerations. 

14. Use of temporary sediment basins should avoid any additional vegetation clearing or 
site disturbance not otherwise needed for post-construction. Sediment basin 
locations must be reviewed by DPW prior to construction and must consider the 
potential for offsite impacts including public safety, especially as it relates to 
sediment movement and/or sediment basin failure and alternative sediment controls 
approved by DPW must be used where site limitations preclude a safe design. 

 
50.7 Standards for New Development 

 
(a) Performance Specifications 

1. All proposed stormwater practices and measures shall be installed and maintained 
in accordance with manufacturers’ specifications and performance specification in 
the New Hampshire Stormwater Manual (2008 as updated) a copy of which is 
available from the NHDES website at:  
www.des.nh.gov/organization/divisions/water/stormwater/manual.htm 

2. Alternate stormwater practice design standards may be accepted at the discretion of 
the DPW and may include techniques or practices in use and accepted by other 
jurisdictions, (i.e. state agencies, municipalities, EPA) that have been demonstrated 
to have treatment benefits in accordance with the Goals of this Ordinance. This may 
include promising innovative practices (proprietary and non-proprietary) allowing for 
the continued advancement of the practice. 

3. The DPW and/or Planning Board reserve the right to request that the applicant cover 
expenses for a third-party engineer or consultant, hired by the City, to perform 
review of alternative stormwater practice design standards in addition to  water 
quality monitoring and/or site inspections to ensure sensitive resources are 
adequately protected where proposed projects are deemed to pose a higher risk of 
potential impacts due to factors including but not limited to the project size, location, 
duration and history of the contractor’s performance. 
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4. To show that a proposed development has met a standard to the maximum extent 
practicable (MEP), the applicant must demonstrate the following: (1) all reasonable 
efforts have been made to meet the standard, (2) a complete evaluation of all 
possible management measures has been performed, and (3) if full compliance 
cannot be achieved, the highest practicable level of management is being 
implemented. 
 

(b) Water Quality Protection 
All aspects of the application shall be designed to protect the quality of groundwater, 
waterbodies, streams and wetlands within the City of Rochester as follows: 

1. Runoff from impervious surfaces shall be treated to achieve a load reduction of 80% 
Total Suspended Solids (appropriate Water Quality Volume to be provided) and at 
least 50% of both total nitrogen and total phosphorus using appropriate treatment 
measures, as specified in the NH Stormwater Manual Volumes 1 and 2, (2008 as 
updated) or other equivalent means accepted by NHDES or EPA. Where practical, 
the use of natural, vegetated filtration and/or infiltration BMPs or subsurface gravel 
wetlands for water quality treatment is preferred given its relatively high nitrogen 
removal efficiency. Alternate measures may be accepted at the discretion of the 
DPW and may include techniques or practices in use and accepted by other 
jurisdictions, (i.e. state agencies, municipalities, EPA) that have been demonstrated 
to have equivalent removal efficiencies in accordance with the Goals of this 
Ordinance. 

2. All storage facilities for fuel, chemicals, chemical or industrial wastes, and 
biodegradable raw materials shall meet the regulations of the New Hampshire 
Department of Environmental Services (NHDES) including but not limited to those 
involving Underground Storage Tanks, Above Ground Storage Tanks, hazardous 
Waste and Best Management Practices for Groundwater Protection (Env-Wq 401). 
 

(c) Stormwater Management Systems 
All proposed stormwater management and treatment systems shall meet the following 
performance standards. 

1. Existing surface waters including lakes, ponds, rivers, perennial and intermittent 
streams, and wetlands (including vernal pools) shall be protected by the minimum 
buffer setbacks as specified in the Conservation Overlay District Zoning Ordinance. 
Stormwater management BMPs shall be located outside the specified buffer zone 
unless otherwise approved by the Planning Board. Alternatives to stream and 
wetland crossings that eliminate or minimize environmental impacts shall be 
considered whenever possible. When necessary, as determined by the Planning 
Board or their representative, stream and wetland crossings shall comply with state 
stream crossing rules (Env-Wt 900), as appropriate, and, the recommended design 
standards to minimize impacts to flow and enhance animal passage (see the 
University of New Hampshire Stream Crossing Guidelines (May 2009, as updated) 
available from the UNH Environmental Research Group website at  
http://www.unh.edu/erg/stream_restoration/nh_stream_crossing_guidelines_unh_we  
b_rev_2.pdf. 

2. Low Impact Development (LID) site planning and design strategies must be used to 
the maximum extent practicable (MEP) in order to reduce the generation of the 
stormwater runoff volume for both new development and redevelopment projects. 
An applicant must document in writing why LID strategies are not appropriate if not 
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used to manage stormwater and such documentation be approved by DPW during 
review of the Stormwater Management System. 

3. All stormwater treatment areas shall be planted with native plantings appropriate for 
the site conditions: grasses, shrubs, trees and/or other native plants in sufficient 
numbers and density to prevent soil erosion and to achieve the water quality 
treatment requirements of this section. 

4. All infiltration areas that receive rainfall runoff must be designed to drain within a 
maximum of 72 hours for water quality and flooding control. 

5. Salt storage areas shall be located under cover and loading/offloading areas shall be 
designed and maintained such that untreated runoff is not discharged to receiving 
waters. Snow storage areas shall be located such that no direct untreated 
discharges to receiving waters are possible from the storage site. Runoff from snow 
and salt storage areas shall enter treatment areas as specified above before being 
discharged to receiving waters or allowed to infiltrate into the groundwater. See 
NHDES guidance fact sheet on road salt and snow disposal at  
http://des.nh.gov/organization/commissioner/pip/factsheets/wmb/index.htm. 

6. Runoff shall be directed into recessed vegetated and landscape areas designed for 
treatment and/or filtration to the MEP to minimize Effective Impervious Cover (EIC) 
and reduce the need for irrigation systems. 

7. All newly generated stormwater, whether from new development or expansion of 
existing development (redevelopment), shall be treated on the development site. 
Runoff shall not be discharged from the development site to downstream outlets 
including, but not limited to, municipal drainage systems, privately owned drainage 
systems (whether enclosed or open drainage), surface water bodies, or wetlands, in 
excess volume than currently discharges under the existing conditions (developed 
condition or undeveloped condition). 

8. Measures shall be taken to control the post-development peak rate runoff so that it 
does not exceed pre-development runoff for the 2-year, 10-year, 25-year, 50-year, 
24-hour storm events. For sites where infiltration is limited or not practicable, the 
applicant must demonstrate that the project will not create or contribute to water 
quality impairment. Infiltration structures shall be in locations with the highest 
permeability on the site. In the event that these areas are needed for other use, 
documentation must be provided to DPW detailing the reason for which the 
infiltration structures are located outside the highest permeability area and that the 
permeability of the soil is sufficient for the intended use. 

9. The physical, biological and chemical integrity of the receiving waters shall not be 
degraded by the stormwater runoff from the development site to the MEP. 

10. The design of the stormwater management systems shall take into account 
upstream and upgradient runoff that flows onto, over, or through the site to be 
developed or re-developed, and provide for this contribution of runoff. 

11. For large projects adding greater than or equal to 10 acres of impervious cover, or 
projects located in known areas of flooding concern, or specifically within the 100- 
year floodplain, the applicant shall submit a supplementary report that describes how 
the project will not increase the future flooding potential and complies with the AOT 
requirements pertaining to floodplain impacts as described in Env-Wq 1503.09, 
regardless of whether an AOT permit is required.  
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12. Access for maintenance of stormwater facilities must be included as part of the 
design, where necessary. Access easements may be required. 

13. Seasonal high water table elevations must be accounted for in all BMP designs as 
specified in the NH Stormwater Manual Volume 2, (2008 as updated). 

 
50.8 Standards for Redevelopment 

(a) Redevelopment Criteria 
Redevelopment is defined as any construction, alteration, or improvement that 
disturbs a total of 5,000 square feet or more of existing impervious area where the 
existing land use is commercial, industrial, institutional, governmental, recreational, or 
multifamily residential. The permitting authority may take into consideration prior 
projects or multiphase projects in determining if the redevelopment threshold has 
been met. Efforts to reduce the amount of existing impervious cover may not be 
subject to all parts of the ordinance. Building demolition is included as an activity 
defined as “redevelopment.,” Building renovation is not considered redevelopment 
provided the footprint of the existing building or structure to be renovated is not 
altered or expanded.. Similarly, removal of roadway materials down to the erodible 
soil surface is an activity defined as “redevelopment,” but simply resurfacing of a 
roadway surface is not. In order for a project to be considered redevelopment, no net 
increase in impervious area is permitted. 
Because redevelopment may present a wide range of constraints and limitations, 
some flexibility in meeting the minimum standards may be warranted along with an 
evaluation of options that looks to achieve the broader watershed goals and local 
resource protection initiatives. Stormwater requirements for redevelopment will vary 
based upon the amount of site surface area that is covered by existing impervious 
surfaces. 

(b) Stormwater Management Requirements for Redevelopment 
1. For sites meeting the definition of a redevelopment project and having less than 40% 

existing impervious surface coverage, it is generally considered that adequate space 
exists to apply the same stormwater management standards as  new development 
projects. The applicant must satisfactorily demonstrate that impervious area 
reduction, LID strategies and BMPs have been implemented on-site to the 
maximum extent practicable. 

2. For sites meeting the definition of a redevelopment project and having more than 
40% existing impervious surface coverage, it is recognized that the available space 
for BMPs will be limited and thus greater flexibility in meeting the stormwater 
management standards will be needed as to not prevent redevelopment. Therefore, 
stormwater design shall implement measures that result in disconnection or 
treatment of at least 30% of the existing impervious cover as well as 100% of the 
proposed impervious surfaces and pavement areas through the application of LID. 

 
50.9 Stormwater Management and Erosion Control Permit Submittal Requirements 

(a) Permit Application 
Projects proposing at least 5,000 square feet of disturbance that are not otherwise an 
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exemption as listed in Section 50.5(a), applicants must submit a completed 
Stormwater and Erosion Control Permit (SWP) application to the DPW. In addition a 
Stormwater Management and Erosion Control Plan (SMECP) is required in 
accordance with 50.5(b).   The SMECP shall contain the information as outlined in 
50.9 (b) below. 

(b) Stormwater Management and Erosion Control Plan (SMECP) 
At a minimum, the following items should be included in a Stormwater Management 
and Erosion Control Plan (SMECP). Additional requirements may be found in this 
and other sections of the Site Plan, Subdivision, or Other Land Use Regulations. If 
the project is part of a formal Planning Board Approval process, documents must be 
submitted for consideration as part of the initial application process. 

1. Narrative Stormwater Management and Erosion Control Report that contains the 
following items: 

A. Description of construction period and earth movement schedule including 
anticipated project start and completion dates, sequence and duration of 
grading and construction activities, sequence and timing of installation and/or 
application of soil erosion and sediment control measures as well as 
sequence for final stabilization of the project site. 
 

B. Description of the onsite and adjacent wetlands, streams, water bodies or 
other natural resources including methods used to identify these resources 
and a description of any buffer setbacks that may apply, steep slopes, critical 
habitat, existing vegetation, 100-year floodplain limits and whether any 
downstream water bodies are listed as impaired and their impairment 
according to DES’ most recent 303(d) list. 
 

C. Description of existing drainage patterns, receiving water bodies or drainage 
infrastructure and soil types for recharge potential. 

 
D. Subwatershed area limits including any offsite and upstream areas 

contributing flow to shared drainage channels and/or infrastructure. 
 

E. Description of proposed changes in impervious cover areas and any 
changes in pre and post-development drainage patterns. 
 

F. Methods and assumptions used to calculate pre-and post-development 
runoff volume, peak discharge, and discharge velocity for the specified 
design storm events. 
 

G. Description of Low Impact Development (LID) measures that were 
considered and are proposed to limit the development footprint, preserve 
existing vegetation and mimic existing hydrology to the extent feasible. 
Describe LID measures that were considered but determined not to be 
feasible. 
 

H. Describe measures and calculations for proposed measures used to achieve 
no net increase in runoff volumes leaving the site. 
 

I. If an increase in post-development runoff volume is anticipated due to limited 
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applicability for LID measures and site constraints, provide an assessment 
and supporting calculations to demonstrate no adverse impacts to 
downstream infrastructure, adjacent properties or aquatic habitat. 
 

J. Descriptions, details, and design criteria and calculations for all structural, non-
structural, permanent, and temporary erosion and s e d i m e n t a t i o n  
control measures and BMPs. This information should include seeding 
mixtures and rates, types of sod, methods of seedbed preparation, 
expected seeding dates (or limitations on seeding timeframes), type and rate 
of lime and fertilizer application, and type and quantity of mulching for 
temporary and permanent control facilities. 

 
K. Where proposed changes are anticipated within mapped limits of the 100- 

year floodplain, provide hydrologic and hydraulic analysis to show no net 
increase in flood elevations for the 100-year flood. 

 
L. Proposed schedule for the inspection and maintenance of all erosion 

control measures onsite prior to achieving final site stabilization. 
Inspections must be conducted by a 3rd party, qualified professional such as 
a PE, CPESC, CPSWQ at least once every 7 calendar days, or once every 
14 calendar days and within 24 hours after a storm event of 0.25 inches or 
greater. 

 
M. Describe procedures for removing temporary erosion control measures and 

removal of accumulated sediment captured by such measures. 
 
N. Calculations for the infiltration or exfiltration system. These calculations 

should also account for frozen ground conditions, when the devices may 
not function at their optimal design. 

 
O. Any other specific study, calculation, or investigation as requested by the 

City 
 
P. Describe procedures to limit and/or optimize the use of deicing materials and 

minimize offsite increases in chloride levels in adjacent surface and ground 
water. 

 
Q. Describe the procedures that will be implemented to control waste such as 

discarded building materials, concrete truck washout, chemicals, litter and 
sanitary waste during the construction process that may cause adverse 
impacts to water quality. 

 
R. Provide a Maintenance and Inspection Plan for post-construction monitoring 

of stormwater BMPs to ensure long-term performance and functionality 
including details of each BMP, who will be responsible for inspections and 
maintenance, proposed schedule of maintenance, documentation of how 
reports will be complete, submittal procedures and contingency plans  if 
future maintenance is required. 

 
S. Copies of pertinent State and Federal Permits 
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2. Site Plan Drawings and Supporting Details containing the following items: 
A. Locus map showing property boundaries. 
B. North arrow, scale, date. 
C. Property lines. 
D. Easements. 
E. Structures, roads, and utilities. 
F. Topographic contours at two-foot (2’) intervals. 
G. Critical areas 
H. Within the project area and 200 feet outside of project boundary, limits of 

surface waters, wetlands, and drainage patterns and watershed boundaries. 
I. Existing Vegetation. 
J. Extent of 100-year floodplain boundaries if published or determined. 
K. Soils information for proposed disturbed areas from a National Cooperative Soil 

Survey (NCSS) soil series map (web based or hard copy) or a High Intensity 
Soil Map of the site, prepared in accordance with Society of Soil Scientists of 
Northern New England (SSSNNE) Special Publication No. 1. Highly erodible 
soils shall be determined by soil series. 

L. Areas of soil disturbance. 
M. Areas of cut and fill. 
N. Locations of earth stockpiles. 
O. Locations of equipment storage and staging. 
P. Locations of proposed construction and/or vehicle or equipment fueling 

areas. 
Q. Stump disposal plan. 
R. Highlighted areas of poorly and very poorly drained soils. 
S. Highlighted areas of poorly and/or very poorly drained soils proposed to be 

filled. 
T. Locations of all permanent control measures. 
U. Identification of permanent snow storage areas. 
V. Identification of snow management measures during construction. 
W. Identification of all permanent control measures and responsibility for continued 

maintenance.  
X. Plans showing the entire drainage area affecting or being affected by the 

development of the site. Proposed lot boundaries and drainage areas shall be 
clearly shown on the Plan. 

Y. The direction of flow of runoff through the use of arrows shall clearly be 
shown on the Plan. 

Z. The location, elevation, and size of all existing and proposed catch basins, 
drywells, drainage ditches, swales, retention basins, and storm sewers shall be 
shown on the Plan. 
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50.10  Installation, Construction, Maintenance, and Inspection Requirements and 

Responsibility 

(a) Requirements 

1. Site development shall not begin before the SMECP has been reviewed and 
approved by the City. Best Management Practices shall be installed as designed and 

1. scheduled as a condition of final approval of the SMEP in cases where a SWPPP is 
provided (and likely prepared for the NPDES NOI and contains the majority of the 
information required in the SMECP) the SWPPP shall be implemented as a condition 
of final approval of the SMECP. In addition, site development shall begin until a NOI 
has been acknowledged by the EPA (if applicable), and NHDES has been contacted 
regarding impaired waters in accordance with a NOI (if applicable).   

2. The Department of  Planning an d Development, Department of  Pu blic  Works, 
and/or Office of Code Enforcement may require the owner or his/her authorized 
agent to deposit in escrow with the City an amount of money sufficient to cover the 
City’s cost for inspection and any professional assistance required for site 
compliance and monitoring. 

3. The owner of record of the property shall record the Notice of Decision and a 
Stormwater Maintenance Agreement at the Registry of Deeds. The Stormwater 
Maintenance Agreement shall include the Maintenance and Inspection Plan for post- 
construction monitoring of stormwater BMPs to ensure long-term performance and 
functionality including details of each BMP, who will be responsible for inspections 
and maintenance, proposed schedule of maintenance, documentation of how 
reports will be complete, submittal procedures and contingency plans if future 
maintenance is required. The Notice of Decision and Stormwater Maintenance 
Agreement shall be attached to the property deed and apply to all persons that may 
acquire any property subject to the Notice of Decision. 

(b) Responsibility 
1. Commercial and Industrial Development and/or Redevelopment.  The 

applicant, owner, and owner’s legally designated representative (if any) shall all 
hold responsibility for implementing the SMECP). This includes but is not limited to 
the installation, construction inspection and maintenance of all stormwater 
management and erosion control measures required by the provisions of this 
Ordinance. 

2. Residential Development and Redevelopment. The applicant is responsible for 
implementing the SMECP. Excluding any post-development requirements of plan 
implementation, there are two ways for the City to consider an applicant to be 
removed as the responsible party (the applicant may also be required to comply 
with other regulating entities’ additional requirements): 

A. The applicant completes the project in a manner satisfactory to the City 
and if a NOI has been filed for the project, the NOI permittee files a Notice of 
Termination (NOT) with the EPA in accordance with the terms of the Federal 
requirements. 

B. The applicant passes legal responsibility for the P lan  to another 
competent party. In the case of a new subdivision where lots may be 
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transferred to a different entity for construction of the buildings, it is the 
applicant’s responsibility to ensure that the applicant has a legal basis to 
require compliance by the new entity. 

3. Individual Homeowner Development. The homeowner or a homeowner who has 
taken  control  of  a  subdivided  property  bears  responsibility  for  compliance  with 
the approved SMECP. If the homeowner is contract ing building servi ces to 
another person or entity, the homeowner may choose to pass legal responsibility of 

compliance to the contracted entity. If the responsibility is not passed, the 
homeowner remains the responsible party and must comply with the terms of the 
original Plan. 

(c) Preconstruction Meeting 
1. The applicant and the applicant’s engineer (or technical representative) may be 

required to schedule and attend a mandatory preconstruction m e e t i n g  w i t h  
DPW at least one week prior to commencement of construction. All required 
documents to be recorded, escrow deposits and bonding must be in place prior to 
the scheduled meeting. Three copies of the SMECP (including the SWPPP and NOI 
if required), up-to-date construction schedule, and associated construction 
documents must be provided at that time. The SMECP must bear the seal and 
signature of the New Hampshire Registered Professional Engineer preparing the 
documents. The SMECP may be combined with the SWPPP if labeled as both and 
meeting the requirements of both. Prior to commencement of construction, the 
Department of Planning and Development will confirm that the documents 
submitted meet the conditions of Planning Board a p p r o v a l .  An appropr ia te  
notation will be made on the “official” construction set used by the Code 
Enforcement and Public Works Departments. (Note: Preconstruction conferences 
will typically not be required for construction of one single-family home or one 
residential duplex, not part of a larger plan of construction.) 

2. The Department of Planning and Development and/or Department of Public Works 
reserve the right to prepare and request the applicant’s acknowledgement of a 
preconstruction checklist. 

(d) Post-Construction Operation and Maintenance 
1. Stormwater Discharges Associated with Commercial/Industrial Activities. 

Each commercial and industrial facility approved under this Ordinance is required to 
perform annual site inspections (at a minimum). Such site inspections must be 
documented and at a minimum should include: review of stormwater flow paths; 
condition of any sediment or contaminant control devices; water quality; corrective 
actions and time frames if unacceptable water quality runoff is noted; and the name 
and position of the inspector. Results of each inspection must be submitted to the 
Department of Public Works by the end of each calendar year. 

 
2. Notification for Spills or Other Non-Stormwater Discharges. As soon as any 

applicant, owner, owner’s agent, or designated person responsible for a facility, site, 
activity, or operation has information of any known or suspected release of pollutants 
or non-stormwater discharges which are resulting or may result in illicit discharges or 
pollutants discharging into stormwater, the municipal storm drain system, State 
waters, or waters of the United States, said person shall take all necessary steps to 
ensure the discovery, containment, and cleanup of such release to minimize the 
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effects of the discharge. If said individual is not competent to assess, contain, or 
clean-up, that person shall immediately notify another competent individual or firm. If 
the substance poses an immediate health or safety concern (emergency situation), 
the City of Rochester Emergency Services must immediately be notified and then 
notification shall be made to the City of Rochester Office of Building, Zoning and 
Licensing Services and the Department of Public Works.   Notifying the City of 
Rochester do es n ot prec lud e, supersede, or provi de any liabilit y covera ge f o r  any 
Federal or State required notifications related to material spills. In non-emerge ncy 
situations notification should be made as soon as possible; however, no later than the 
next business day post event. 

(e) Providing Site Access for Maintenance and Inspection 
1. Municipal staff or their  designated agent shall have site access to complete 

rout ine inspections to ensure compliance with the approved stormwater 
management and sedim ent and  ero sion contro l plans. Such  access shall be 
implied with the issuance of a Stormwater and Erosion  Co ntrol  Permit and /or  as 
indicated in development approvals. Such inspections shall be performed at a time 
agreed upon with the landowner. If perm ission to inspect is denied by the 
landowner it shall be deemed a violation of th e approva l. In addition, municipal 
staff or their designated agent sha ll secure  an administr ative inspecti on 
warr ant f rom  the distr ict or sup erior cour t under  RSA  595-B Adm inistrati ve 
I nspe ction Warra nts . Expen ses assoc iated with  ins pecti ons shall be the 
responsibility of the applicant/property owner. 

 
50.11   Regulated Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems (MS4s) 
 
 Illicit Discharge, Connections and Protection 

Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems (MS4s) within “urbanized areas” (UA), 
as defined by the Bureau of Census, fall under mandatory regulation under EPA 
Phase II Stormwater Management Regulations. Within the UA, all roads and streets 
and associated drainage systems, both open and closed, fall under regulation. 
Map 1 depicts the two urbanized areas in Rochester. However, all land in 
Rochester shall comply with this section. 

Prohibition of Illegal Discharges 
1. No person shall discharge or cause to be discharged into the municipal storm 

drain system or watercourses any materials, including but not limited to, 
pollutants or waters containing any pollutants that cause or contribute to a 
violation of applicable water quality standards. The commencement, conduct, or 
continuance of any illegal discharge to the storm drain system is prohibited except 
as follows: 

A. Water line flushing or other potable water sources, landscape irrigation 
or lawn watering, diverted stream flows, rising groundwater, 
uncontaminated groundwater infiltration to storm drains, uncontaminated 
pumped groundwater, foundation or footing drains (not including active 
groundwater dewatering systems), crawl space pumps, air conditioner 
condensate, springs, non- commercial washing of vehicles, material 
riparian habitat or wetland flows, dechlorinated swimming pool water (less 
than one ppm chlorine), fire- fighting activities, street wash waters and 
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residential building wash waters without detergents and any other water 
source not containing pollutants. 

i. Discharges specified in writing by the City and other governing 
bodies as being necessary to protect public health and safety. 

ii. Dye testing is an allowable discharge, but requires written and 
verbal notification to the Department of Public Works at least ten 
(10) days prior to testing. The Department of Public Works 
reserves the right to require additional information prior to testing and 
such information shall be provided at least two (2) business days prior 
to testing. 

2. Any non-stormwater discharge permitted u n d e r  an  NP DE S  s t o r m wa t e r  
discharge, waiver, or Consent Order issued to the discharger and administered 
under the authority of the EPA, provided that the discharger is in full compliance 
with all requirements of the permit, waiver or order and other applicable laws 
and regulations, and, provided that written approval has been granted for any 
discharge to the storm sewer system. 

(b) Prohibition of Illicit Connections 
1. The construction, use, maintenance, or continued existence of illicit connections 

to the storm drain system is prohibited. This prohibition expressly includes, 
without limitation, illicit connections made in the past, regardless of whether the 
connection was permissible under law or practices applicable or prevailing at the 
time of connection. 

2. A person is considered t o  be in v i o l ation of this Ordinance if t h e  person 
connects a line conveying sewage to the MS4 or allows such a connection to 
continue. 

(c) Watercourse Protection. 
1. Requirements and Compliance 

A. Every person owning property through which a watercourse passes, or such 
person’s lessee, shall keep and maintain that part of the watercourse within 
the property free of trash, debris, excessive vegetation, and other obstacles 
that would pollute, contaminate, or significantly retard the flow of water 
through the watercourse. In addition, the owner or lessee shall maintain 
existing privately owned structures within or adjacent to a watercourse so 
that such structures will not become a hazard to the use, function, or physical 
integrity of the watercourseMS4 permit compliance may require additional 
BMP’s to enhance control of increased discharges to impaired water. 

B. As all land within the City of Rochester is to comply with this section 
additional BMPs or enhanced control of an existing discharge may be 
required. The applicant must demonstrate that there is no net increase in 
loading from the drainage system to the impaired water of the pollutants(s) for 
which the waterbody is impaired. 

C. Documenting that the pollutant(s) for which the waterbody is impaired is not 
present in the discharge and retain documentation of this finding and submit 
it with the Stormwater Management and Erosion Control Permit Application 
and SMECP (if required). 
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D. All projects requiring a Stormwater Management and Erosion Control Permit 
(SWP) must submit specific site information as requested on the Chapter 50 
Checklist. The Chapter 50 Checklist may be obtained from the Department 
of Public Works and may be amended from time to time by the Department 
of Public Works to correlate to changes in local, state and federal 
requirements. 

50.12     Waivers 
(a) Waiver Option for Small Development Projects 

At the request of an applicant, the Planning Board may grant a waiver to any or 
all stormwater standards for projects that: disturb less than 5,000 square feet; create 
less than 5,000 square feet of new impervious surface; and do not disturb land 
within 100 feet of a surface water body or wetland. 

(b) Conditions for Granting of Waivers 
The Planning Board shall have the authority to grant or deny a request for a 
Waiver pursuant to the provisions of Site Plan and Subdivision Regulations. In 
order for the Planning Board to issue a waiver, the applicant must demonstrate and 
the Board must find that the application meets the minimum criteria listed below and, 
if granted, will be considered conditions of approval: 

1. An applicant must demonstrate by submitting an analysis and/or written 
rationale, with supporting calculations and site plan, that any relief or divergence 
from Chapter 
50  requirements,  through  the  Waiver  process,  is  based  on  no  other  
feasible alternative. 

2. A decision to grant a Waiver and relieve the applicant from, or reduction in, 
a specific requirement or standard of Chapter 50 must ensure that the 
proposed outcome will be consistent with the goals, purpose and provisions of this 
Ordinance. 

3. The grant or denial of a Waiver by the Planning Board may be appealed to 
the Superior Court, as provided for in RSA 677:15. 

(c) Off-Site Mitigation 
1. In cases where the applicant demonstrates, to the satisfaction of the Planning 

Board, that on-site treatment has been implemented to the maximum extent 
possible or is not feasible, off-site mitigation will be an acceptable alternative if 
implemented within the same subwatershed, within the project’s drainage area 
or within the drainage area of the receiving water body. To comply with local 
watershed objectives the mitigation site should be situated in the same 
subwatershed as the development and impact/benefit the same receiving water. 

2. Off-site mitigation shall be equivalent to no less than the total area of 
impervious cover NOT treated on-site. 

3. An approved off-site location must be identified, the specific management 
measures identified, and an implementation schedule developed in accordance 
with Planning Board review. The applicant must also demonstrate that there are 
no downstream drainage or flooding impacts as a result of not providing on-site 
management for large storm events. 
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50.13  Enforcement and Penalties 

(a) The Department of Building, Zoning and Licensing Services, DPW Director, 
City Engineer, or their designee, as the case may be and subject to the provisions 
below, shall be able to enforce all aspects of this Ordinance. In that regard, said 
official(s) shall be empowered hereby to invoke any and all s ta tu tory  
enforcement prerogatives that may be applicable to the purported violation as 
it relates to the Plan submitted hereunder or activity regulated hereby. By  way  of  
illustration  and not  by  way  of  limitation,  it  is contemplated that the following 
statutory enforcement prerogatives would apply: 

 
 

Type of  Pro posal Appl icable  Bo ard  
or Author ity 

A pplicable 
Enforceme nt 

 
Site Plan/Subdivision Proposals Planning Board RSA 676 :15, 

16, 17, 17-a, &17-b 

Proposals affecting 
single exi sting tracts 

Bui lding, Zoning 
and  Licensing/ 
Planning Board  

RSA 147:9RSA 
676:17, RSA 
673:1(V), 

   Proposals  a f fect ing 
ex isting public road s or 
pu blic stormw ate r sy stems 

  

 
City  Co unc il/DPW R SA 47:1 7, 

RS A 25:9-V-a . 
Proposa ls affecting any 
water/sewer infrastructure 
in place 

 
City Co uncil/DPW RSA 38:26, II, 

and RSA 149-I :6,III 
Proposals involving Earth 
Material Removal Permits or 
other mining activities regulated 
by RSA 1 55-E 

 
Planning Board 

 
RSA 155-E:10 

 
(b) The Department of Building, Zoning and Licensing Services, DPW Director, Health 

Officer, or their designee is authorized by means of this Ordinance to take any action 
to enforce the condition hereof and to act on behalf of the various boards or agencies 
identified above, depending on the nature or form of the conduct constituting the 
alleged violation. It is intended that said Office Department of Building, Zoning and 
Licensing Services, DPW Director, Health Officer, or their designee shall have the 
authority to seek individual specific remedies, including, where appropriate, injunctive 
relief, the issuance of Notices of Violation, the pursuit of civil and/or criminal 
sanctions, or, without limitation, any other  sanction  as  authorized  by  applicable 
law, regulation or statute, and said Officer(s) are hereby designated as the 
appropriate designee  of any board  or  agency having jurisdiction,  whenever  there 
is reason to believe that a violation of any of the provisions of this Ordinance or any 
permit issued hereunder has taken place. Nothing herein shall be interpreted to limit 
or otherwise curtail any statutory authority which such board or agency is entitled to 
exercise independent of this Ordinance. 

(c) Nothing in this section is intended to limit, in any way, the Department of Building, 
Zoning and Licensing Services, DPW Director, Health Officer, or their designee from 
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exercising any authority that State law allows them to exercise on behalf of any 
State agency which has preemptive or concurrent jurisdiction over any conduct that 
would be considered a violation of this Ordinance. Notwithstanding anything to the 
contrary, nothing herein is deemed to require the City to undertake any action beyond 
the minimum required by federal and state stormwater regulations and the City’s 
NPDES Permit, as applicable. Nevertheless, the City maintains its rights to undertake 
any requirements beyond the federal and state minimums subject to the City’s sole 
discretion. 

 
50.14  Abbreviations and Definitions (all definitions apply to the singular and 

plural form) 

(a) Best Management Practice (BMP) - A proven or accepted structural, non- 
structural, or vegetative measure; the application of which reduces erosion, 
sediment, or peak storm discharge, or improves the quality of stormwater runoff. 

(b) Bioretention - A water quality practice that utilizes vegetation and soils to treat 
urban stormwater runoff by collecting it in shallow depressions, before filtering 
through an engineered bioretention planting soil media. 

(c) Buffer - A designated protected area along a watercourse or wetland where 
development is restricted or prohibited. See the City’s Conservation Overlay 
District Ordinance for specific details on buffer setbacks and permitted uses 
adjacent to various water and wetland resources. Buffers protect and physically 
separate a resource from development. Buffers also provide stormwater control flood 
storage and habitat values. 

(d) Cease and Desist - Document issued related to a parcel or activity in violation of 
the City of Rochester Stormwater Management and Erosion Control Ordinance 
and/or the City of Rochester Site Plan, Subdivision, other Land Use Regulations 
or Ordinances, or plans approved there under. 

(e) Certified Soil Scientist - A qualified professional in soil classification and 
mapping who is certified by the State of New Hampshire Board of Natural Scientists. 

(f) City Inspector - A City representative from the Department of Public Works, 
Code Enforcement, Community Development, or their designee. 

(g) Contiguous - Any actual or proposed terrain disturbance within 5 years before 
the terrain alteration activity for which a permit is sought begins or within 5 years 
after the terrain alteration activity covered by a site specific permit ends shall be 
deemed part of the total project and included in the calculation of the amount of 
contiguous area disturbed. 

(h) Critical Areas - Disturbances of any size meeting any one of the following criteria: 
1. Within the limits of buffer areas as defined by the Conservation Overlay 

District Ordinance for the protection of permanent or intermittent vernal pools, 
streams, bog, other water bodies and jurisdictional  wetland  areas  as  
determined by poorly or very poorly drained soils ; or 

2. Disturbed areas exceeding 2,000 square feet in highly erodible soils; or 
3. Disturbed areas with a slope length exceeding 25 feet on slopes greater than 

15 percent. 
(i) Development - Any construction or land disturbance or grading activities other 

than for agricultural and silvicultural practices. 
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(j) Department of Public Works (DPW) - The term “DPW” when contained in this 
Ordinance, is intended to refer to and identify the City Engineer or any qualified 
professional engineering consultant which the City Council, City Administrator, 
Planning Board, Department of Building, Zoning and Licensing Services, DPW 
Director, or designees engage(s) for the purpose of reviewing any application or 
plan submitted in accordance with this Ordinance or determining compliance 
herewith, when, in their judgment, such review is appropriate or necessary in 
order to ensure compliance with this Ordinance or determine if the provisions hereof 
have been violated. 

(k) Disconnect ed Impervi ous Area – The  portion of Imp ervio us Cover a rea  that  is 
not hyd rau lically c onn ected to a re ceiving b ody of su rface wat er by m eans of 
co ntinuous pave d surfaces, gutters, dr ain pi pes or ot her conve ntion al 
conveyance. 

(l) Disturbed  Area o r Land Disturbance- An a rea whe re the natural  vegetation ha s 
been removed exposing the underlying soil or where vegetation has been covered. 

(m)Effective Impervious Cover ( EIC) – The  portion o f I mpervious Co ver area th at is 
hydr aulica lly  connected to the receiving body of surface  wa ter by means of 
con tinuous pa ved surfaces, gutters, drain pipes or other conventional conveyance. 
IC that is  treated by LID as per Chapter 50 is considered to be disconnected. EIC 
is the area resulting from Impervious Cover area minus Disconnected Impervious 
Area minus Treated Area. 

(n) Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) - The Federal agency of the United States 
responsible for implementing the Clean Water Act, including the National 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) program. 

(o) Erosion -The detachment and movement of soil or rock fragments by water, wind, ice, 
or gravity. 

(p) Filtration - The process of physically or chemically removing pollutants from runoff. 
Practices that capture and store stormwater runoff and pass it through a filtering 
media such as sand, organic material, or the native soil for pollutant removal. 
Stormwater filters are primarily water quality control devices designed to remove 
particulate pollutants and, to a lesser degree, bacteria and nutrients. 

(q) Groundwater Recharge - The process by which water seeps into the ground and 
eventually replenishes groundwater aquifers and surface waters such as lakes, 
streams, and the oceans. Groundwater recharge maintains flow in streams and 
wetlands and preserves water table levels that support drinking water supplies. 

(r) Groundwater Recharge Volume (Rev) - The post-development design recharge 
volume (i.e., on a storm event basis) required to minimize the loss of annual 
pre- development groundwater recharge. The Rev is determined as a function of 
annual pre-development recharge for site-specific soils or surficial materials, 
average annual rainfall volume, and amount of impervious cover on a site. 

(s) Highly Erodible Soil - Any soil with an erodibility class (K factor) greater than 
or equal to 0.43 in any layer as identified in the Strafford County Soil Survey. 

(t) Impaired Water - Those water bodies not meeting water quality standards as 
identified by NHDES and listed as impaired and as Category 5 waters on their 
303(d) list which is periodically updated. 

(u) Impervious Cover (IC) - Those surfaces that cannot effectively infiltrate rainfall 
consisting of surfaces such as building rooftops, pavement, sidewalks, 
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driveways, compacted gravel (e.g., driveways and parking lots). 
(v) Infiltration - the process of runoff percolating into the ground (subsurface 

materials). Stormwater treatment practices designed to capture stormwater runoff 
and infiltrate it into the ground over a period of days. 

(w) Larger Plan of Development – A project in which different parts of the property 
of properties are planned to be developed, or actually are developed, in 
geographical or time-base phases. 

(x) Low Impact Development (LID) - Low impact development is a site planning and 
design strategy intended to maintain or replicate predevelopment hydrology through 
the use  of  site  planning,  source  control,  and  small-scale  practices  integrated       
throughout the site to prevent, infiltrate and manage runoff as close to its source as 
possible. Examples of LID strategies are pervious pavement, rain gardens, green 
roofs, bioretention basins and swales, filtration trenches, and other functionally similar 
BMPs located near the runoff source. 

(y) Mitigation - Activities, strategies, policies, programs, actions that, over time, will serve 
to avoid, minimize, or compensate for (by treating or removing pollution sources) the 
impacts to or disruption of water quality and water resources. 

(z) National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) - An EPA Clean Water 
Act Permit program. 

(aa) Native Vegetation and Plantings - Plants that are indigenous to the region, adapted 
to the local soil and rainfall conditions, and require minimal supplemental watering, 
fertilizer, and pesticide application. 

(bb) Notice of Intent (NOI) - Document to apply for coverage under the EPA’s Construction 
General Permit for stormwater discharges from construction activities. 

(cc) Notice of Termination (NOT) - Document to end coverage of a construction activity 
under EPA’s Construction General Permit. 

(dd) Pollutant - Sediments, total suspended solids (TSS), phosphorus, nitrogen, metals, 
pathogens, floatable debris, thermal impacts, and oil and other petroleum products. 
Pollutant also means dredged spoil, solid waste, incinerator residue, sewage, garbage, 
sewage sludge, munitions, chemical wastes, biological materials, radioactive materials, 
heat, wrecked or discarded equipment, rock, sand, cellar dirt and industrial, municipal, 
and agricultural waste discharged into water. This term does not mean water, gas, 
other material which is injected into a well to facilitate production of oil or gas, or water 
derived in association with oil or gas production and disposed of in a well, if the well 
used either to facilitate production or for disposal purposes is approved by authority of 
the State of New Hampshire and if the State determines that such injection or disposal 
will not result in the degradation of ground or surface water resources. 

(ee) Pollutant Load - An amount of pollutants that is introduced into a receiving water 
body. 

(ff) Project Area - The area within the subdivision or site plan boundaries plus any areas 
with associated off-site improvements. 

(gg) Qualified Professional - A person knowledgeable in the principles and practice of 
stormwater management and erosion and sedimentation control, including Certified 
Professional in Erosion and Sediment Control (CPESC), Certified Professional in 
Storm Water Quality (CPSWQ) or licensed Professional Engineer. 

(hh) Retention - The amount of precipitation on a drainage area that does not escape as 
runoff. It can be expressed as the difference between total precipitation and total runoff 
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from an area. 
(ii) Sediment - Solid material, either mineral or organic, that is in suspension, is 

transported, or has been moved from its site of origin by erosion. 
(jj)  Stabilized - When the soil erosion rate approaches that of undisturbed soils. 
(kk) Stormwater Management and Erosion Control Plan (SMECP) - A plan which may 

be required by the City which outlines project features, proposed temporary and 
permanent erosion control features, maintenance schedules and practices, and design 
basis used to establish temporary and permanent stormwater design features. 

(ll)  Stormwater Management and Erosion Control Permit (SWP) - A permit issued by 
the City of Rochester per the requirements outlined in this Ordinance. 

(mm) Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) - A plan required by a federal 
NPDES permit or otherwise required by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
that clearly describes appropriate pollution control measures that include a description 
of all pollution control measures (i.e., BMPs) that will be implemented as part of the 
construction activity to control pollutants in stormwater discharges and describes the 
interim and permanent stabilization practices for the site. 

(nn) Stormwater Runoff - The water from precipitation that is not absorbed, evaporated, 
or otherwise stored within the contributing drainage area. 

(oo) Stream - Channelized areas of flowing water occurring for sufficient time to develop 
and maintain defined channels but may not flow at all times of the year. Includes, but is 
not limited to, all perennial and intermittent streams located on U.S. Geological Survey 
Maps. 

(pp) Total Suspended Solids (TSS) - The total amount of soils particulate matter which is 
suspended in the water column. 

(qq) Treated Area - The area of Impervious Cover from which stormwater runoff is treated 
by a stormwater BMP as per the requirements of Chapter 50. 

(rr) Water Quality Volume - The storage needed to capture and treat 90% of the average 
annual stormwater runoff volume. In New Hampshire, this equates to 1-inch of runoff 
from impervious surfaces. 

(ss) Watershed - All land and water area from which runoff may run to a common (design) 
discharge point. 
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Map 1:  City of Rochester “Urbanized Areas” 11/19/12 
 
The effective date of these amendments shall be upon passage. 
 
CC FY 16 AMENDMENT 1 09/01 AB 31 
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City of Rochester Formal Council Meeting 

AGENDA BILL 

NOTE: Agenda Bills are due by 10 AM on the Monday the week before the City Council Meeting. 

COMMITTEE SIGN-OFF 
COMMITTEE  

 
CHAIR PERSON 

DEPARTMENT APPROVALS 
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

CITY MANAGER 

FINANCE & BUDGET INFORMATION 
FINANCE OFFICE APPROVAL 

SOURCE OF FUNDS 

ACCOUNT NUMBER 

AMOUNT 

APPROPRIATION REQUIRED     YES       NO  

LEGAL AUTHORITY 
 

AGENDA SUBJECT  

COUNCIL ACTION ITEM 
INFORMATION ONLY  

FUNDING REQUIRED?   YES    NO 
* IF YES ATTACH A FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM

RESOLUTION REQUIRED?   YES    NO FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM?   YES    NO 

AGENDA DATE  

DEPT. HEAD SIGNATURE  
 

DATE SUBMITTED 

ATTACHMENTS         YES   NO  * IF YES, ENTER THE  TOTAL NUMBER OF
PAGES ATTACHED 

Stormwater Ordinance & Regulation Revisions

9/1/15

John B. Storer, PE (signature on file)

Codes & Ordinances

Section 4 of the City Charter.

16

Signature on file

Signature on file 

n/a

Signature on file
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SUMMARY STATEMENT 

 
 

 

 RECOMMENDED ACTION 
 
 

The City of Rochester currently addresses stormwater mitigation practices in 
several documents and regulations, including the Site Plan Regulations, 
Subdivision Regulations, Public Works Infrastructure Design Standards, and 
Chapter 50 of the City Ordinances.  Staff have found these documents to be 
outdated; the adopted/recommended Best Management Practices are no longer 
the best options for sizing and treating stormwater runoff, which is resulting in the 
approval of subpar stormwater systems that are stressing the existing public 
drainage systems and degrading wetlands, rivers, and aquifers, all of which 
increase economic stresses and health-related costs.  Additionally, these 
documents were not created or updated simultaneously, resulting in 
inconsistencies and outdated references between the documents. 
 
The Conservation Commission and Planning Board have been involved in drafting 
the revisions, and both groups support the changes proposed to Chapter 50 and 
the Site Plan and Subdivision Regulations.  Before the effort to revise the 
Ordinance and Regulations began a year ago, the City Council supported the 
need and effort to make the revisions. 
 
Attached is a complete re-write of the Chapter 50: Stormwater Management and 
Erosion Control Ordinance, as well as revisions to the Site Plan and Subdivision 
Regulations.

First Reading of Resolution and refer to Public Hearing.
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Chapter 50 CHECKLIST    

Page 1 of 5 
 

Project Name:  _____________ Map: _____Lot: _____Date of Submittal:_______ 

Applicant/Agent:  __________________Signature:  ________________________ 

Staff review by: ___________________ Date:________ 

□ Engineer ___________________________ Architect ____________________________ 

□ New Development □ Re-Development 

□ Total Area of Disturbance ________________________ Square Feet (SF) 

□ 

COMPLETED STORMWATER PERMIT APPLICATION SUBMITTED  
Note:  A Stormwater Permit Application is NOT required if the project (See 50.5 Applicability Standards): 

 Has an area of disturbance less than 5,000 SF and is located outside of a critical area (see 
Definitions) 

 Is normal maintenance and improvement of land in agricultural use provided in the Manual of Best 
Management Practices for Nutrient Management as established by NH Dept. of Agriculture, 
Markets and Food dated June 2011, or as amended 

 Is maintenance of existing landscaping, gardens, or lawn areas 

 Is construction of any fence that will not alter existing terrain or drainage patterns 

 Is construction of utilities (gas, water, sewer, electric, telephone, etc.) other than drainage, 
disturbing less than 20,000 contiguous square feet, within the limits of an existing paved roadway 
will not permanently alter terrain, groundcover, or drainage patterns, and trenches are paved at 
the end of each working day 

 Is emergency repairs to any stormwater management facility or practice that poses a threat to 
public health or safety, or as deemed necessary by the Office of Code Enforcement or DPW 

 Is a disturbance solely related to pavement reclamation and repaving of a street or road 
 

□ 

STORMWATER MANAGEMENT AND EROSION CONTROL PLAN (See 50.6-50.9): 
Note:  A Stormwater Management and Erosion Control Plan is required if one of the following applies: 

 The project has an area of disturbance greater than 20,000 SF 

 The project is a subdivision of more than three building lots (i.e., Major Subdivision) 

 The project involves phasing of more than three contiguous lots per year of an existing or 
proposed subdivision 

 The project involves construction of utilities (gas, water, sewer, electric, telephone, etc.) requiring 
contiguous ground disturbance of greater than 20,000 SF unless the disturbance is proposed within 
the limits of an existing paved roadway utilizing a contractor with no history of erosion concerns.  

 The proposed work is in or adjacent to a critical area (see Definitions) 
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Chapter 50 CHECKLIST    

Page 2 of 5 
 

 

□ DRAINAGE ANALYSIS 

 24-Hour Storm Event Runoff Pre-Development Post-Development 

 □ 1-inch Rate __________Feet3/Sec (CFS) _________________ CFS 

 □ 1-inch Volume __________Feet
3
 (CF) _________________ CF 

 □ 2-Year Rate __________CFS _________________ CFS 

 □ 2-Year Volume __________CF _________________ CF 

 □ 10-Year Rate __________CFS _________________ CFS 

 □ 10-Year Volume __________CF _________________ CF 

 □ 25-Year Rate __________CFS _________________ CFS 

 □ 25-Year Volume __________CF _________________ CF 

 □ 100-Year Rate __________CFS _________________ CFS 

□ NARRATIVE STORMWATER MANAGEMENT AND EROSION CONTROL REPORT 

 □ Description of construction period and earth movement schedule including: 

  □ Anticipated project start and completion dates 

  □ Sequence and duration of grading and construction activities 

  □ 
Sequence and timing of installation and/or application of soil erosion and sediment 
control measures as well as sequence for final stabilization of the project site. 

 □ 

Description of the onsite and adjacent wetlands, streams and other water bodies or 
resources including methods used to identify these resources and a description of any buffer 
setbacks that may apply, steep slopes, critical habitat, existing vegetation, 100-year 
floodplain limits and whether any downstream water bodies are listed as impaired according 
to DES’ most recent 303(d) list 

 □ 
Description of existing drainage patterns, receiving water bodies or drainage infrastructure 
and soil types for recharge potential 

 □ 
Description of subwatershed area limits including any offsite and upstream areas 
contributing flow to shared drainage channels and/or infrastructure 

 □ 
Description of proposed changes in impervious cover areas and any changes in pre- and 
post-development drainage patterns 

 □ 
Methods and assumptions used to calculate pre-and post-development runoff volume, peak 
discharge, and discharge velocity for the specified design storm events 

 □ 

Description of Low Impact Development (LID) measures that were considered and are 
proposed to limit the development footprint, preserve existing vegetation and mimic existing 
hydrology to the extent feasible. Describe LID measures that were considered but 
determined not to be feasible. 

 □ 
Description of measures and calculations for proposed measures used to achieve no net 
increase in runoff volumes leaving the site 

 □ 
If an increase in post-development runoff volume is anticipated due to limited applicability 
for LID measures and site constraints, provide an assessment and supporting calculations to 
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Chapter 50 CHECKLIST    

Page 3 of 5 
 

demonstrate no adverse impacts to downstream infrastructure, adjacent properties or 
aquatic habitat 

 □ 

Descriptions, details, and design criteria and calculations for all structural, non-structural, 
permanent, and temporary erosion and sedimentation control measures and BMPs. This 
information should include seeding mixtures and rates, types of sod, methods of seedbed 
preparation, expected seeding dates (or limitations on seeding timeframes), type and rate of 
lime and fertilizer application, and type and quantity of mulching for temporary and 
permanent control facilities 

 □ 
Where proposed changes are anticipated within mapped limits of the 100-year floodplain, 
provide hydrologic and hydraulic analysis to show no net increase in flood elevations for the 
100-year flood 

 □ 

Proposed schedule for the inspection and maintenance of all erosion control measures 
onsite prior to achieving final site stabilization. Inspections must be conducted by a 3rd 
party, qualified professional such as a PE, CPESC, CPSWQ at least once every 7 calendar days, 
or once every 14 calendar days and within 24 hours after a storm event of 0.25 inches or 
greater 

 □ 
Description of procedures for removing temporary erosion control measures and removal of 
accumulated sediment captured by such measures 

 □ 
Calculations for the infiltration or exfiltration system. These calculations should also account 
for frozen ground conditions, when the devices may not function at their optimal design 

 □ Any other specific study, calculation, or investigation as requested by the City 

 □ 
Description of procedures to limit and/or optimize the use of deicing materials and minimize 
offsite increases in chloride levels in adjacent surface and ground water 

 □ 
Describe the procedures that will be implemented to control waste such as discarded 
building materials, concrete truck washout, chemicals, litter and sanitary waste during the 
construction process that may cause adverse impacts to water quality 

 □ 

Maintenance and inspection plan for post-construction monitoring of stormwater BMPs to 
ensure long-term performance and functionality including details of who will be responsible 
for inspections and maintenance, proposed schedule, documentation, submittal procedures 
and contingency plans if future maintenance is required 

 □ Copies of pertinent State and Federal Permits 

□ SITE PLAN DRAWINGS AND SUPPORTING DETAILS CONTAINING THE FOLLOWING: 

 □ Locus map showing property boundaries 

 □ North arrow, scale, date 

 □ Property lines, easements, structures, roads and utilities 

 □ Topographic contours at two-foot (2’) intervals 

 □ Critical areas  

 □ 
Within the project area and 200 feet outside of project boundary, limits of surface waters, 
wetlands, and drainage patterns and watershed boundaries 

 □ Existing Vegetation 

 □ Extent of 100-year floodplain boundaries if published or determined 
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 □ 

Soils information for proposed disturbed areas from a National Cooperative Soil Survey 
(NCSS) soil series map (web based or hard copy) or a High Intensity Soil Map of the site, 
prepared in accordance with Society of Soil Scientists of Northern New England (SSSNNE) 
Special Publication No. 1. Highly erodible soils shall be determined by soil series 

 □ Areas of soil disturbance 

 □ Areas of cut and fill 

 □ Locations of earth stockpiles 

 □ Locations of equipment storage and staging 

 □ Locations of proposed construction and/or vehicle or equipment fueling areas 

 □ Stump disposal plan 

 □ Highlighted areas of poorly and very poorly drained soils 

 □ Highlighted areas of poorly and/or very poorly drained soils proposed to be filled 

 □ Locations of all permanent control measures 

 □ Identification of permanent snow storage areas 

 □ Identification of snow management measures during construction 

 □ 
Identification of all permanent control measures and responsibility for continued 
maintenance 

 □ 
Plans showing the entire drainage area affecting or being affected by the development of the 
site. Proposed lot boundaries and drainage areas shall be clearly shown on the Plan 

 □ The direction of flow of runoff through the use of arrows shall clearly be shown on the Plan. 

 □ 
The location, elevation, and size of all existing and proposed catch basins, drywells, drainage 
ditches, swales, retention basins, and storm sewers shall be shown on the Plan 

□ TRACKING AND ACCOUNTING FOR MS4 AND NPDES REPORTING 

 □ Property Use Information                                           Tracking Item (Entry Required) 

  □ Existing Use  

  □ Proposed Use  

  □ 
Is the existing land use being converted to 
another type of land use (Y/N)? If yes, 
describe 

 

  □ 
% of current Land use being converted to 
another type of land use 

 

  □ Parcel Area (acres)  

  □ Existing Total Impervious Cover (acres)  

  □ 
Existing Total Disconnected Impervious 
Area (acres) 

 

  □ Proposed Total Impervious Area (acres)  

  □ 
Proposed Total Disconnected or Treated 
Impervious Area (acres) 
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Chapter 50 CHECKLIST    

Page 5 of 5 
 

 □ Environmental Sensitivity                                            Tracking Item (Entry Required) 

  □ 
Is the property in the Shoreland Protection 
District? (Y/N) 

 

  □ 
Name of Receiving Water(s) where 
stormwater runoff from the property 
discharges too 

 

  □ Distance from Receiving Water (feet)  

  □ Buffer Size  

  □ 
Public or Private waste water. Does the 
property have a septic system ? (Y/N) 

 

  □ Percent runoff to outfall  

 □ Septic System Information (if applicable)                Tracking Item (Entry Required) 

  □ Septic System Type  

  □ Septic System Size (gallons)  

  □ New or Replacement  

  □ Date of Installation  

  □ 

Distance of septic system from closest 
down-gradient or cross-gradient water 
body 

 

  □ 
Name of closest down-gradient or cross-
gradient water body 

 

  □ Maintenance Requirements  

  □ Maintenance Schedule  

 □ Proposed BMP Information - Treatment for Nitrogen*   Tracking Item (Entry Required) 

  □ 
Calculated Annual Nitrogen Load for entire 
Parcel (lbs N/year) 

 

  □ 
Calculated Annual Nitrogen Load to BMP 
(lbs N/year) 

 

  □ Best Management Practices Type   

  □ 
Assumed BMP Efficiency (% Removal 
Efficiency) 

 

  □ 
Calculated Annual Nitrogen Load 
Reduction (lbs N/year) 

 

  □ Operations and Maintenance Plan (Y/N)  

  □ Suggested Maintenance Schedule  

*See DES Pollutant Load Calculations at 

http://des.nh.gov/organization/divisions/water/stormwater/documents/wd-08-20a_ch8.pdf or DPW approved 

alternate  
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Proposed Changes to Site Plan 

Regulation -

Section 13 ''Stormwater 

Management" 

These changes are proposed in order to make the Site Plan Regulations consistent 

with the proposed changes being made to Chapter 50 of the City Ordinances. 
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SECTION 13 - STORMWATER MANAGEMENT 

(A) References. 
The design and implementation of stormwater management systems shall be guided by the 
following documents, as appropriate. The requirements of the New Hampshire Stormwater 
Manual apply to all sites regardless of area of disturbance (alteration of terrain permits are 
required only for sites with at least 100,000 square feet of disturbance). 

(1) Chapter 50 Stormwater Management and Erosion Control of the City of Rochester Code of 
Ordinances, most recent version. 

(2) New Hampshire Department of Environmental Services, Alteration of Terrain Program, 
New Hampshire Stormwater Manual, Volume 2 Post Construction Best Management 
Practices Selection and Design, fates.tor most recent version:. 
(http://des.nh.gov/organization/divisions/water/stormwater/manual.htm.) 

(3) New Hampshire Department of Environmental Services, Alteration of Terrain Program, 
New Hampshire Stormwater Manual, Volume 3 Construction Phase Erosion and Sediment 
Controls, kHestor most recent version. 

(4) New Hampshire Department of Environmental Services. Env-Wt 900 Stream Crossing 
Guidelines, or most recent version. 
(http://des.nh.gov/organization/commissioner/legal/rules/documentslenv-wt900.g__df) 

(8) Miscellaneous provisions 
(I) Where a de,•elopment is traYersed by a watereourse or drainage way, the Planning Board 

may requiF&-tHitefm water easement-eHlminage right of wey, meesijriAg aHeast 2§ feet-f..n· 
wte#t: 

(i) It is the polisy ot:the Gity ot:-ReshesteF to ROt requiF& feRses-aFeuREI dFaieage l.:JesiR:S. 

f)) l:B order to ereate e StTieoth arul safe traASition betr,•;ee~nd edjoiftffi# 
J'feJleRtes, theFe shall l:ie A&sigRifieant g:FatiiRgwithht S feet efany-side-orreaF pmperty 
~ 

(4) The use of 
{1) Refer to Chapter 50. Section 50.2. Figure I for the agplication and review process for 

Ma;or Site Plan Review , and to Figure 2 for Minor Site Plan Review. 

aL_Low Impact Development (LID) site planning and design strategies feF-must be used to the 
maximum extent practicable (MEP) in order to reduce the generation of the storm water 
managemeat is eneouraged. LIO is aR altemati~esigR approaeh that FAiaimizes 
dtstHRIM:ee te tfle-MM'al EIFaiaage 19attePAs eA the-laAElseape; provides fop-high-water 
quality diseharge;-aRd results in signifieant groundr,.vateF resha:Fg&. It reduees the am01mt ef 
runoff volume for both new development and Ums t:k&need ier irrigatioe. The teehRiEtl:H!s 

City of Rochester Site Plan Regulations 
Page 72 
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ineh.-i~e eiefflters, raiRgafdeAS, Shallow· swale&, Sl::li:Jsyrface iR~)tFatl08 eevieeslaryNells, RRd 
otfiers. 

(§) ~o adeitietHll b1.uden may he placed-es eeighhorieg pro13erties \mless en easement is 
obtained from tfiose property owaers. 

~6) lf.dowR gi:ae•eat 13ublic eminage sh1:1cR1r-es are net e8f3a9le ef haAdHng-theredevelopment 
2roiects. An applicant must document in writing why LID strategies are not appropriate if 
not used to manage stonnwater runoff~ the applisant FRay he-Teql:lireel to 1:1pgrade s1:1ch 
.. ~ • 1• • 1 • /1. iae111hes ah11smef'"O'NR expense. 

(3) Where there is a conflict in the Site Plan Regulations and Chapter 50, the latter holds 
precedent. 

City of Rochester Site Plan Regulations 
Page 73 
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Proposed Changes to 

Subdivision Regulation -

Section 5.4 "Drainage,, 

These changes are proposed in order to make the Subdivision Regulations 

consistent with the proposed changes being made to Chapter 50 of the City 

Ordinances. 
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5.4 0FaiA§QEt5tormwater Management 
6.4.1 The dFainago systems-ef tt:ie pro~l:ibaivi&ion e~revido a poFmaAeAt 
relentieR amiiler temporary detefftion to cause no FROFO than care 13eFeeR~iAsr"0ase ln 
A:Hl0# eitf.1er Eli:tring eeAstrustieA---flF ense sonstruction is· completed feF: a) all 
subdivisions that iRvolv-e--a Ae\·v street; aAd b) any froAtago. subdivision 'A'h&R 
sapulatee by tho PlanRiAg Board based upon topography, soils, sumutative impact 
from multiple frontage lets an~elher eoneiEfemlieRs. Tho ~lanning BoaFd may modiJy 
tflis r=eqwirement fer swt:Jai-visions ,. •• ,ith a new street in urban er ottler apprepriate 
situations 'A'here:- a) there 1o•.4rl be a zero pereeRt insrease iA peak-flow FYRoff oRte 
Reigl::i~oFiAg-lets; aAd b) the City iAgineer states lhat the e*isting City draiRa8e 
system is si.Micient te handle tl:le runoff. [18) 

5.4 .2 A storm'NateF analysis -report -describing the impasteEt w-atersl:les, prejestes 
FYAE>ff aAe ar:.y -Gowt=1stFeaFR i~pasts shall be submitted along witt:i engineering plans. 
aRdmust inch~ete sample salsYlations fer sering pi~e: 

9.4;3 The stemv.\lateF drainage system shall be separate from the sanltar:y se•NeF 
system. 

5.4.4 Adequate drainage systems shall be designed to take oare of tho surface and 
~~s1;1Rase ~Naler-ef tt:\o street anet .adjaaem laAEI. 

(a) Street drainage design on minor streets in the Agrioultural Zoning Distriot 
shall be of the type known as an open system consisting of ditohos, swales and 
culverts. A closed drainage system may be Fequired by the Planning Board 
after Feoeiving somments from the City Engineer based upon such faeteFS-aS 
intensity of use, drainage characteristies of the area, and adjacent construction. 
~ 

(b) Street drainage design in all kmatioRs e~mept (a) abo•1e shall be a closed 
&yetem of tho type knowA as a ''maAhok! system."/\ manhole system is one in 
'N-AieA \•Jaler is seHesteet iA-eatGh basins at the GlAfB line and emi)ties Into an 
intermediate mantlole in a maiR dmln laid in tt1o street, 

6.4 .6 At lhe FequiremeRt of the City liRgiAeer. a drainage design shaH be permitted to 
f-wfl aeross-a-stf.eet en the swFfaoe. etd-shall be dii:eotod into oatsh-basins and-piped 
t.1Aaerfjf9UR<:ir--er in the ease of minor. streets in the i\griculture ·Zone, into ditches Of 
s•.vales. 

5.4.7 Lats shall be laid out and gFaded to eliminate ftood or slagnant wa~or peels. No 
water sRaH be permitted to Am aoFOss a str:ee~n the sttrfaoe, b1.::1t shalr be direeted into 
sateh basins and piped underground,·OF tn the case minoF streets iR the /\gricuJturar 
District, into ditches or swales. 

5.4 .S Stsrm~~r ehatl-be piped or directed to enter the nearest adequate natural 
water course or drainage system. If neeossary, proper easements must be secured by 
tho Applicant in tho name of the City of Rochester. 
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5.4 .Q The quantity of storm water carried by the system shall be determined by the TR 
20/TR 65 Method. The Ratlonal Method may bo 1:o1sod when appFOved by the City 
Engineer; +tie design of storm drainage shall bo based 1:o1pon the 25 year, 10 year, and 
2 year storm events, and for bridges a fifty year storm. The following formula shall be 
used in the design of storm water systems: [16] 

FORMULA: Q - ica 
Q-= runoff, cubic feet per second 

~ intensity of rainfall , in inches per hour for 
duration equal to time of concentration 

c-= runoff coefficient expressing the ratio of 
rate of runoff to rate of rainfall 

~ area of watershed in acres 

5.4 .10 The average rainfall intensi~ in inches per hour shall ee obtained from6*Ri0it 
E: (See Appendix). 

6.4.11 The percentages of roofs and pai.ioments sl:tall ee based upon the following: 

Residenijal lot sii:o ao,ooo ft2 or less 
Residential 1 acre 

Roof and Pavement (percent) 
~ 
u 

Residential 2 acres 49 
Business 7Q 

Industrial ea 

5.4 .12 Tl:le r:wno# ooe#icients me: 

Roof and pa¥ement areas Q.;QO 
Park, lawn and meadows ~ 
Wooded areas ~ 
Urban built up areas ~ 

*land has over 10% slope, thesevalues shall be increased by 0.10. 

5. 4 .1 a Inlet lime sR011 be 20 minutes excef)t aloAg existing brook courses, ·.-.ihere 
periods of 30 mint:.rtes or longer shall ee i:.seet. The Ume of ftow is estimatoe ey 
staneard hydraulic flow formulae. 

5.4.1 4 All-dFaiRago pipes shall: a) be either Class IV reinforced concrete pipe or 
smoothwalled corrugated plastic pipe (CPP)~ b) have a minimum diameter of 12 
inches; ans s) t:la¥e at least 2 feet of appropriate cover, For drainage pipe& located 
under roadv1ays, there sflall be at least 2 feet of appFOpfiate co¥er below sblegrade for 
Class IV roinfoF<Sed ooncrete pipe aRd at least 2.5 feet (but a foot is encouraged and 
may be required under certain circumstances) of appropriate co¥or below subgraae fer 
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CPP. In general, they shall lae desigRed to Jlew full with the hydraulic gradiom at Um 
SfO'Nfl . IA aeteFf'AiAing tl:ie 00Ja3Gity of GORGFOtO di:ainage pipes. the Manning formula 
shall ee used, ,Nlttl-the eeeffislent ef ffistien ''n'4 Of:iWal to 0.013. The minimt:1m velooi~ 
at dosigA flov.f...sJ.lall be 2£ fps-and the.maximum t 2 f-ps, unless otherwlse approved by 
tRo Board. Manhole inveFI: "in" RUJst be higheF thaR iR>ttert "out0 (0.10' miRiFAu~ drop~ . 
(4eJ 

S.4A 5 In a subdMsion 'lJith a closed drainage system, storm ~Nater runoff shall-ilot 
ee peffflitted k> ftev« 1:1pen the s'=IFfase ...fGF- a longeF dist.aRso tMR 300 feet before it 
entei:e lho underground s;qstem. Catsh basins shall be localed on both sides of tho 
roael'Alay eA ceAtiRwews grndos at interwls of not more than 300 feet, at all low poin\s 
in the read•Nay, and near the oemOFs ofthe road'Nay-at intersesting-slFeets. 

5.4 .16 lft/heFe pubric drainage systeR1s exist with adequate Fe&erve sapaeity., 
eonnoction thoFOlo m~ be made, subjeot to the approval efU1e City EngineeF-: 

5.4 .17 \•\there aSjaseAt propeFty is not subdivldedi prov-ision shall be made fer 
extension of the drainage system. 

§ . 4 .18 \A/he Fe exisli A§ a ratnago syst.ems el iseha rge a Ate the 13roporty being 
subdivided, pro>Asion shall ·be· made ftlF aooepting t~at drainage into the pmposed 
drainage system. 

aA .19 In a etoseel system, all eat-sh llastns sJ:taH be oonReotod to the drainage system 
through manholes. Manholes shalr be pravfded at-all ehanges in-alignment, gr:ado or 
~Fain pipe.si~e. The maximYm gistanoo bet\veen manholes stlaH not exceed 300 feet. 

5.4 .20 Private drains R=tay be oonneoted te the public storm 't,,<alOF system if 
construction and materials are approved by the City enginom. A plan of private 
drains shall be furnished to the City engineer. 

6.4 .21 Pri•,cate dr:aFAS sl=tatl &.so located OR lRe lot and so construotee st:1Gh that Ao 

seepage from any on lot sewage disposal system shall ontOF the private drain. 

a.4.aa IA sases '+-~eFe-eai:&h , grass-liRe~ and stone paved open chanRels are usea feF 
minor roaas in the AgriG!:Mtural Distr:ist, side slopes shall bCYdesigF!ed to eRsuro soil 
staemty and to pi:ovide for the safe~ of children. A typioat channel section shall have a 
flat eettem-aAEl-siete slopes ef oAe vertiool oA t\•to horicontal with the top of the slope at 
least oRe root hfgl=loF than the design v.iateF surfaGe. The maxlmt:Jm allGwable design 
\tefooity shall be a fps in oartR or grass HAed chaRRels, aAd 8--fps. in stoRe lined 
6Raffnels. A ooetfi6fent of friction ;;n•• equal to 0.030 shall be- used fOF bo#I IRe earth 
and stone paved shannols. 

5.4.23 MeadwaHs, at least ene foot largeF at all points th.an the pipe, sRafl be ~laced 
oR the up&tFeaffl siele \'JheF&- any open sham~ol-erossos uFldeF a straot OF proposed 
st Feet. 

S-:4 .2:4 Sod aF-Stene er r:ipFap s~atl ee preYKted in tA<l ailehes where eeil oF velooit¥ 
oondition 'l.iarrant protection from erosian. Enef§ly dissii**GFS er cheek ElaFRs sl=laU be 
plase8 e¥eF}' fifty feet in dltot:le&)ovhere gFade exceeds 5 percent. 
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5.4 .25 Dri'Jev.<ay culverts (12 inch minimum diameter) along streets shall extend 5 feet 
beyond both sides of dri'Jeway unless concrete headwalls are provided. It is the 
property owner's responsibility to provide stormwater ditches along drivm·.iays to 
protest · roadways fr:om water runoff. The 13FOperty ov.iner is responsi91e fer 
maintenance aAd fiJtuFo replasement of a cwlvert tmder a drive1Nay. 

5.4.1 References 
The design and implementation of stormwater management systems shalLbe guided 
by the following documents. as appropriate. The requirements of the New Hampshire 
Stormwater Manual apply to all sites regardless of area of disturbance (alteration of 
terrain permits are required only for sites with at least 100.000 square feet of 
disturbance). 

a) Chaoter 50 Stormwater Management and Erosion Control of the City of 
Rochester Code of Ordinances. most recent version. 

b} New Hampshire Department of Environmental Services. Alteration of Terrain 
Program. New Hampshire Stormwater Manual. Volume 2 Post Construction 
Best Management Practices Selection and Design. or most recent version. 
Chttp://des.nh.gov/organization/divisions/water/stormwater/manual.htm.) 

c} New Hampshire Department of Environmental Services. Alteration of Terrain 
Program. New. Hampshire Stormwater Manual, Volume 3 Construction Phase 
Erosion and Sediment Controls, or most recent version. 

d) New Hampshire Department of Environmental Services, Env-Wt 900 Stream 
Crossing Guidelines. or most recent version. 
(http://des.nh.gov/organization/commissioner/legal/rules/documents/env
wt900.pdf) 

5.4.2 Miscellaneous Provisions 

(1) Refer to Chapter 50, Section 50.2. Figure 1 for the application and review 
process for Major Subdivision Review. 

(2) Low Impact Development (LID) site planning and design strategies must be 
used to the maximum extent practicable (MEP) in order to reduce the generation of the 
stormwater runoff volume for both new development and redevelopment projects. An 
applicant must document in writing why LID strategies are not appropriate Jtnot used 
to manage stormwater. 

(3) Where there is a conflict in the Site Plan Regulations and Chapter 50. the latter 
holds precedent. 

5.5 Water 
5.5.1 Public water mains shall be not less than 12 inches in nonresidential 
subdivisions and not less than eight inches in residential subdivisions except on short 
cross-connections of 500 feet or less, in which case they may be reduced to 6 inches. 
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City of Rochester Formal Council Meeting   

AGENDA BILL 

NOTE: Agenda Bills are due by 10 AM on the Monday the week before the City Council Meeting.  

COMMITTEE SIGN‐OFF 
COMMITTEE  PERSONNEL ADVISORY BOARD 

CHAIR PERSON  NA 

DEPARTMENT APPROVALS 
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

CITY MANAGER 

FINANCE & BUDGET INFORMATION 
FINANCE DEPARTMENT APPROVAL 

SOURCE OF FUNDS  FUNDING WAS APPROVED THRU THE FY16 
COUNCIL ADOPTED BUDGET PROCESS 

ACCOUNT NUMBER  11060051-VARIOUS, 51601057-VARIOUS, 
52602057-VARIOUS

AMOUNT  NA 

APPROPRIATION REQUIRED     YES        NO

LEGAL AUTHORITY 
CITY COUNCIL 

AGENDA SUBJECT   ACCOUNTANT  I  NON-UNION JOB CREATION

COUNCIL ACTION ITEM  
INFORMATION ONLY  

FUNDING REQUIRED?  YES   NO 
* IF YES ATTACH A FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM

RESOLUTION REQUIRED?   YES     NO  FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM?   YES     NO 

AGENDA DATE  09/01/2015 

DEPT. HEAD SIGNATURE 

DATE SUBMITTED  08/20/2015 

ATTACHMENTS  3     YES   NO   * IF YES, ENTER THE  TOTAL NUMBER OF
PAGES ATTACHED 

10 PAGES 

signature on file

signature on file

signature on file
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SUMMARY STATEMENT 
 
THIS REQUEST IS FOR THE COUNCIL TO APPROVE THE CREATION OF AN ACCOUNTANT I POSITION 
UNDER NON-UNION PAY GRADE 9   

 

RECOMMENDED ACTION 
RECOMMEND APPROVAL 
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CITY of ROCHESTER 
 

FINANCE OFFICE ROLAND CONNORS 
31 WAKEFIELD STREET  VOICE 603.335.7504 
ROCHESTER NH 03867  E-MAIL: roland.connors@rochesternh.net 

LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL 
TO:  City of Rochester Mayor and City Council 

FROM:   Roland Connors, Deputy Finance Director 

DATE:  September 1, 2015 

I am sending you:  _x_  Attached  ___  Under Separate Cover 

The following items: 

1. Agenda Bill for Regular Council Meeting of September 1, 2015 

2. Accountant I Job Description 

3. Personnel Advisory Board Meeting Minutes of August 12, 2015 

4. Classification, Compensation, Merit and Evaluation Plan as of May 2015 

    

These are transmitted as checked below: 

 __________ For Approval   __________ For Your Use/Information 

 __________ As Requested   __________ For Review & Reply 

 __________ Approved as Submitted __________ Approved as Noted 

 __________ Returned for Corrections  

__________ Re-submit _______ Copies for approval 

 __________ Submit ________ Copies for distribution 

 ____x_____ Recommendation to the Mayor and City Council 

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION:  

The City Manager is proposing: 

1. The new Accountant I position be a non-union position with a pay grade 9 

2. Pay range $45,864.00 - $61,609.60 
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Personnel Advisory Board 
August 12, 2015, 4:30 

City Hall Conference Room 
 

 
Members present:      
David Dubois  
David Stevens 
 
Members absent: 
Joanne Sylvain      
     
 
Others Present: 
Diane Hoyt, Human Resource Manager 
Blaine Cox, Deputy City Manager 
Roland Connors, Deputy Finance Director 
 

 
Review of new/amended classifications 

1. Accountant I; David Dubois moved to recommend pay grade 9.  David Stevens to 
seconded the motion.  The motion carried by a unanimous vote. 

 
 
The meeting adjourned at 4:50PM. 
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DRAFT 
City of Rochester, NH 
Accountant I - Grade 9 

Approved xxxxxxx 
1 

 
ACCOUNTANT I 

 
 
Statement of Duties 
 
Performs technical accounting, financial recording, internal auditing and analysis duties; performs 
directly related work as required and assigned. 
 
Supervision 
 
Works under the general supervision of the Deputy Finance Director.  Incumbent generally 
establishes own work plan and priorities in accordance with established policies and guidelines; only 
unusual issues are referred to supervisor. 
 
Performs varied, responsible duties requiring comprehensive knowledge of the City and School's 
Financial Management System, financial statements,  accounting principles, auditing principles, 
purchasing methods, database management and citywide operations. 
 
Must exercise judgment and initiative in carrying out an entire operation with limited guidance and 
direction from supervisor, including adjusting work schedules to accommodate fluctuating work 
loads. 
 
Job Environment 
 
Work at this level requires extensive breadth and intensity of effort to be exerted, usually 
interconnecting highly technical factors requiring a high level of technical expertise and 
organizational skills and extensive knowledge of accounting principals, auditing standards, computer 
hardware and software platforms, and solutions. Financial Management System changes identified 
by departmental official’s needs to be evaluated and prioritized.  Work also consists of varied work 
assignments, some of which involve non-standardized tasks, procedures and techniques, requiring 
evaluation and analysis on the part of the incumbent.  Problem solving may require considerable 
effort on occasion.  The incumbent’s ability to perform work effectively significantly impacts the 
work performance of all City and School users. 
 
The incumbent has frequent contacts with City and School financial system users and financial 
system  provider employees.  Other contacts are with hardware and software vendors, other city 
employees, other government agencies, universities, schools, and other organizations.  Contacts are 
in person, by phone, in writing, email or facsimile. 
 
The incumbent has access to an extensive amount of highly confidential financial data, personnel 
records and bid documents. 
 
Errors in administration could result in monetary loss, reduced levels of service, confusion and delay 
on the provision of services and could have legal and/or financial repercussions. 
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DRAFT 
City of Rochester, NH 
Accountant I - Grade 9 

Approved xxxxxxx 
2 

 
Work is generally performed under typical office conditions. 
 
Operates a computer and general office equipment, such as a calculator, copier, facsimile machine 
and telephone. 
 
Essential Functions 
 
The essential functions or duties listed below are intended only as illustrations of the various types of work that may be 
performed.  The omission of specific statements of duties does not exclude them from the position if the work is similar, 
related, or a logical assignment to the position. 
 

• Prepares specialized technical accounting reports, including Balance Sheets, Income 
Statements, Statement of Cash Flows and related; 

• Reviews and audits postings to the general ledger, balancing and proofing monthly; 
• Performs account reconciliation's and related analysis; 
• Prepares monthly journal entries, posting and reviewing entries; 
• Reviews and verifies the accuracy of transactions and accounting classifications assigned to 

various records; 
• Interfaces with outside auditors to obtain and compile the information needed to expedite 

the annual audit process; 
• Makes yearend audit adjustment entries; 
• Maintains and implements internal controls on computer-based general ledger; 
• Ensures that accounting systems are operating correctly, correcting wrong entries and 

investigating and resolving system problems as they occur; 
• Assists in preparation of the City’s operating and capital budgets including analyzing and 

developing supporting documentation. 
• Participates in Department, City Manager and City Council operating and capital 

improvement plan budget meetings; 
• Monitors budgets, spending practices, purchasing controls, and revenues collected; 
• Balances grants and other special revenue fund expenditures, reporting compliance to state 

and federal agencies; 
• Audits account receivable processes and collected amounts; 
• Develops appropriate financial control reports for Departments as assigned; 
• Provides needed information and demonstrations concerning how to perform certain work 

tasks to new employees in the same or similar class of positions; 
• Keeps immediate supervisor and designated others fully and accurately informed concerning 

work progress, including present and potential work problems and suggestions for new or 
improved ways of addressing such problems; 

• Attends meetings, conferences, workshops and training sessions and reviews publications 
and audio-visual materials to become and remain current on the principles, practices and 
new developments in assigned work areas; 

• Responds to right to know requests as assigned by management; 
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DRAFT 
City of Rochester, NH 
Accountant I - Grade 9 

Approved xxxxxxx 
3 

• Analyzes business processes, communicates and coordinates regularly with appropriate 
others to maximize the effectiveness and efficiency of interdepartmental operations and 
activities; 

• Assists in the production of property tax bills twice annually including reconciliation to the 
Assessing database export file; 

• Participates in the fiscal year end close process; 
• Attends staff meetings and meetings with other agencies and represents the Finance 

department when assigned; 
• Performs other directly related duties consistent with the role and function of the 

classification. 
 

 
Recommended Minimum Qualifications 
 
Education and Experience 
 

• Graduation from an accredited college or university with a Bachelor's Degree in Accounting; 
and 

• Three to five years of professional level governmental accounting, budgeting, or finance 
experience; or 

• Any equivalent combination of experience and training which provides the knowledge, 
abilities and skills necessary to perform the work. 

 
Knowledge, Ability and Skills 
 

• Thorough knowledge of Generally Accepted Accounting Principles; 
• Thorough knowledge of Governmental Accountings Standards Board pronouncements; 
• Thorough knowledge of financial office procedures and practices; 
• Thorough knowledge of the function of municipal government; 
• Thorough knowledge of purchasing and accounts payable processes; 
• Thorough knowledge of municipal budget preparation; 
• Ability to interpret accounting reports and records and to analyze accounting data for 

control and reporting purposes; 
• Ability to handle confidential and administrative information with tact and discretion; 
• Ability to train and evaluate the work of others; 
• Ability to communicate effectively with others, both orally and in writing, using both 

technical and non-technical language on municipal fiscal operations; 
• Ability to understand and follow oral and/or written policies, procedures and instructions; 
• Ability to prepare and present accurate and reliable reports containing findings and 

recommendations; 
• Ability to operate or quickly learn to operate a personal computer using standard or 

customized software applications appropriate to assigned tasks; 
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DRAFT 
City of Rochester, NH 
Accountant I - Grade 9 

Approved xxxxxxx 
4 

• Ability to use logical and creative thought processes to develop solutions according to 
written specifications and /or oral instructions; 

• Ability to perform a wide variety of duties and responsibilities with accuracy and speed 
under the pressure of time-sensitive deadlines; 

• Ability and willingness to quickly learn and put to use new skills and knowledge brought 
about by rapidly changing information and/or technology; 

• Integrity, ingenuity and inventiveness in the performance of assigned tasks. 
 
 
Physical and Mental Requirements 
 
Work is performed indoors. Position requires the ability to operate computer keyboard and standard 
office equipment at efficient speed.  Noise exposure is moderate at times.  Physical demands 
generally involve standing, sitting, talking or listening, use of hands to finger, handle or feel objects, 
stooping, or reaching with hands and arms up on occasion.  When the need arises, the incumbent 
will lift up to 30 pounds, occasional lifting is required up to 50 pounds.  Specific vision abilities 
include close vision, distance vision, and ability to adjust focus.  The compactness of space and 
accessibility could cause inconveniences and stress at times.  Equipment used includes servers, 
personal computers and peripheral devices, office machines, telephones, microfilm/reader printers. 
 
 
This job description does not constitute an employment agreement between the employer and the employee, and is subject 
to change by the employer, as the needs of the employer and requirements of the job change. 
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Classification, Compensation, Merit And 
Evaluation Plan 

Section I: 

Section 2: 

Sccrion 3: 

Section 4: 

Section 5: 

Amended 0311912013. 711120 I 3 
I 11412014 

For The City of Rochester, NH 

Description Page 2 

Classi fication Schcduh; Jluge 3 

Pay PJ,111 Page 4 

Merit Plan Page 5 

Evnl umion Forms Page 5 
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Section I - Description 

I h~ Ci1y of Roches1er Compc11sa1ion nnd Cl<lssilica1ion plan is 10 be us.,-d in 
conJuncuon with 1hc Ci1y's Non-Union l!rnploymcnl Policy Handbook. All 
n:fcrcnces 101hc Cla:;,;ification Plun. C'ompcnsutinn or Pay Pinn and the Merit Pinn. 
und c\'aluu1ions shall be fount! in 1his tlo~umc111. 

E11aluntion fom1s found in this documclll slmll 1)1) siandartl for all dcpnr1111cn1s nflhc 
Ci1y. 

2 
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Classification Schedule 

Grade Pos ition Title 
1 Librarv Page 
2 No positions in this arade. 
3 Custodian (part-time) 
4 Leaal Assistant I 
5 Lead Custodian (inactive position) 
6 Leaal Assistant II 
7 Financial Analvst (inactive position) 
7 Pavroll/Human Resource Soecialist 
8 Executive Secretarv 
9 Executive Assistant 
10 Deputv Assessor {inactive oosition) 
11 DPW Operations Manaaer (inactive position) 
11 Assistant City Enaineer 
12 No oositions in this grade. 
13 Human Resource Manager 
13 Lieutenant Prosecutor 
13 Police Lieutenant 
13 Police Prosecutina Attornev 
14 Deputv Finance Director/Deouty Treasurer 
14 Police Captain 
15 No nnsitions in this grade. 
16 Denutv Police Chief 
17 Director of Finance (inactive aosition) 
18 Chief of Police 
18 Citv Attorney 
18 Deputv Citv Manaoer - Community Development {inactive) 
18 Deputv City Manaaer - Finance & Administration 
18 Director of Crty Services 
19 !No positions in this grade 

8113/2015 
Classificalion Schedule (non-union) May 2015.xlsx 
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Non-Union Pay Plan 
Full and Part-time reaular emplovees 

FY14 FY14 Annual 

Grade Min Max Min Max 

1 990 13.31 20,592.00 27,684.80 

2 12.87 17.29 26.769.60 35,963.20 

3 13.90 18.68 28,912.00 38,854.40 
4 15.01 20.17 31.220.80 41,953.60 
5 16.21 21 .79 33,716.80 45,323.20 

6 17.51 23.55 36,420.80 48.984.00 
7 18.91 25.42 39,332.80 52.873.60 

8 20.42 27.44 42,473.60 57.075.20 
9 22.05 29.62 45,864.00 61 .609.60 
10 23.81 31.99 49,524 .80 66.539.20 
11 25.71 34.55 53,476.80 71 ,864.00 

12 27.77 37.32 57.761.60 77.625.60 
13 29.99 40.29 62.379.20 83,803.20 
14 32.39 43.52 67.371.20 90.521.60 
15 34.98 47.01 72.758.40 97,780.80 
16 37.78 50.77 78.581.40 105.601.60 
17 40.80 54.84 84,864.00 114,067.20 

18 44.06 59.20 9 1,644.80 123.136.00 
19 47.55 63.94 98,966.40 132.995.20 

11/412014 
Classification Schedule (non-union) 11-1-2014.xlsx 
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Section 4 - Merit Ph10 

In conjunction with the City's Compensation Plan the merit plan is designed to 
reward employees tlrnt excel in their employment within the City. Meri torious wage 
increases shall be a direct result or perfonnancc using the enclosed evalutllion forms. 

II is the in1ent of the City to eliminate Cost of Living Increases (COLA). In lieu or 
providing. annually, COLA o n July I, and Meri t on an employee 's anniversary or 
promotion date, one meri t increase wil l be provided for annual ly. ctli.:ctivc July I of 
each fiscal year. This increase will be Merit based and shall not exceed 5% of the 
employee's current base wages. In addition, the net aggregate of imy nnd nll changes 
in non-union s taff salari es as a result of Merit increases shall not exceed the total 
amount of funds specifically approved by the City Council for slll:h salary 
adjustments. and relevant increases. as set fonh in the then applicable budget . 

Once an employee t·cachcs the top of the pay sculc. they may be e ligible for a 2.5% 
top of scale, lump sum adjustment. annually. I lowcvcr. the maximum increase 11ny 
employee muy r~-ccive under this Merit Plan in any ti seal year is 5% of current base 
\vages. 

Secrion S - Evaluations 

Sa - Employee sel f evaluat ion form 

5b - Evaluat ion form for supervisory employees 

Sc - Evaluation fom1 for all non-supervisory employees 

Sulary review recommendation (sec Sh and Sc) 

5 
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RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING POLLING PLACES AND TIMES 

FOR THE NOVEMBER 3, 2015, MUNICIPAL ELECTION 
 

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAYOR AND THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
ROCHESTER: 
 
That the following polling places are hereby established for the City of Rochester 
Municipal Election to be held on November 3, 2015. 
 
   WARD 1:  Tara Estates/Club House 
                 53 Eagle Drive, East Rochester 
      
   WARD 2: St. Mary's Parish Center 
      71 Lowell Street, Rochester 
 
   WARD 3: Briar Ridge Estates/Club House 
     2 Roseberry Lane/Briar Ridge Estates, Rochester 
     Located behind Park Office located at 40 Lilac Drive 
 
   WARD 4: Rochester Home Depot 
     280 North Main Street, Rochester 
 
   WARD 5: Rochester Community Center 
     150 Wakefield Street/Community Way, Rochester 
     Located on the Chestnut Hill Road Side of Building 
 
   WARD 6: Elks Lodge #1393 
     295 Columbus Avenue, Rochester   
 
Further, that in accordance with RSA 659:4, and Section 47 of the City Charter – 
All polling places shall be open from 8:00 A.M. to 7:00 P.M., on said Election Day.   
 

Kelly Walters 
City Clerk 
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https://www.google.com/maps/place/53+Eagle+Dr,+Rochester,+NH+03868/@43.314816,-70.928464,14z/data=!4m2!3m1!1s0x89e29c0c579b5ec5:0xe9b4650d28e0e694?hl=en-US
https://search.yahoo.com/local/s;_ylt=A0LEVoADPLZVOyMALG4nnIlQ;_ylu=X3oDMTByMjB0aG5zBGNvbG8DYmYxBHBvcwMxBHZ0aWQDBHNlYwNzYw--?p=st.+mary&addr=Rochester%2C+NH&hspart=mozilla&hsimp=yhs-001&fr=yhs-mozilla-001
http://briarridgemhc.com/contact/
http://www.yelp.com/biz/the-home-depot-rochester-12
https://www.google.com/maps/place/150+Wakefield+St,+Rochester,+NH+03867/@43.315936,-70.979104,3035m/data=!3m1!1e3!4m2!3m1!1s0x89e29b5fd048228d:0x328b8650df5ea1ee?hl=en
http://www.elks.org/lodges/contactus.cfm?LodgeNumber=1393
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City of Rochester Formal Council Meeting 

AGENDA BILL 

NOTE: Agenda Bills are due by 10 AM on the Monday the week before the City Council Meeting. 

COMMITTEE SIGN-OFF 
COMMITTEE 

CHAIR PERSON 

DEPARTMENT APPROVALS 
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

CITY MANAGER 

FINANCE & BUDGET INFORMATION 
FINANCE OFFICE APPROVAL 

SOURCE OF FUNDS 

ACCOUNT NUMBER 

AMOUNT 

APPROPRIATION REQUIRED     YES       NO  

LEGAL AUTHORITY 

AGENDA SUBJECT 

COUNCIL ACTION ITEM 
INFORMATION ONLY  

FUNDING REQUIRED?   YES    NO 
* IF YES ATTACH A FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM

RESOLUTION REQUIRED?   YES    NO FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM?   YES    NO 

AGENDA DATE 

DEPT. HEAD SIGNATURE 

DATE SUBMITTED 

ATTACHMENTS         YES   NO  * IF YES, ENTER THE  TOTAL NUMBER OF
PAGES ATTACHED 

Polling Locations and Times for the November 3, 2015, Municipal Election

September 1, 2015

Kelly Walters, City Clerk

August 21, 2015

n/a

n/a

Section 49 of the City Charter: Approval of City Council.

signature on file
signature on file

n/a
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SUMMARY STATEMENT 

RECOMMENDED ACTION 

 
All polling locations have stayed the same except for Ward 1. The City Council 
approved Tara Estates as a polling location for Ward 1 on June 2, 2015.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 

Approve resolution establishing polling places and times for the November 3, 
2015, Municipal Election. 
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AMENDMENT TO CHAPTER 63 OF THE GENERAL ORDINANCES OF THE CITY OF 
ROCHESTER REGARDING RIGHTS AND DUTIES OF PEDESTRIANS 

 

THE CITY OF ROCHESTER ORDAINS: 

That, in order facilitate the safe and free flow of motor vehicle traffic on the ways within the City, 
Chapter 63 of the General Ordinances of the City of Rochester regarding Rights and Duties of 
Pedestrians and currently before the Rochester City Council, be amended  as follows: 

 
63.2  The Passing of Items to or from the Occupant of a Motor Vehicle on a Roadway. 
 
(a) Definitions.  For the purpose of this Section, the following definitions apply: 

 (1) Pass/Passing.  Distributing any item to, receiving any item from, or exchanging any item with 

the occupant of a motor vehicle that is located in the roadway. 

 (2) Roadway.  All ways within the City as that term is defined in RSA 259:125, II.  This 

definition excludes privately owned property not open for public use or generally maintained for the 

benefit of the public, areas in which parking is permitted in the City, and property maintained specifically 

for drive-thru or drive-up transactions. 

 (3) Item. Any physical object. 

(b) Prohibitions on Roadways.  It shall be unlawful to violate any of the prohibitions set forth below in 

the City. 

 (1) No person shall knowingly distribute any item to, receive any item from, or exchange any 

item with the occupant of any motor vehicle when the vehicle is located in the roadway. 

 (2) This Section shall not apply to the distribution, receipt or exchange of any item with the 

occupant of a motor vehicle on privately owned property not open for public use or generally maintained 

for the benefit of the public, areas in which parking is permitted in the City, and  property maintained 

specifically for drive-thru or drive-up transactions. 

 (3) This Section shall not apply to any law enforcement officer acting in the scope of his official 
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duty. 

 (4) This Section shall not apply to the distribution, receipt or exchange of any item with the 

occupant of a motor vehicle located in the roadway in order to assist the occupant after a motor vehicle 

accident, with a disabled motor vehicle or where the occupant is experiencing a medical emergency. 

(c) Penalty.  A person found in violation of this Section shall be fined as follows: 

 (1) 1st Offense: Not less than $500.00. 

 (2) 2nd Offense: Not less than $750.00. 

 (3) 3rd and subsequent Offenses: Not less than $1,000.00. 

(d)  Severability. If any provision of this section is declared invalid or unconstitutional by any Court of 

competent jurisdiction, the remaining provisions shall be severable and shall continue in full force and 

effect. 

 
The effective date of this amendment shall be upon passage.  
 
 
CC FY16 Amendment 5 AB 24 
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City of Rochester Formal Council Meeting 

AGENDA BILL 

NOTE: Agenda Bills are due by 10 AM on the Monday the week before the City Council Meeting. 

COMMITTEE SIGN-OFF 
COMMITTEE 

CHAIR PERSON 

DEPARTMENT APPROVALS 
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

CITY MANAGER 

FINANCE & BUDGET INFORMATION 
DIRECTOR OF FINANCE APPROVAL 

SOURCE OF FUNDS 

ACCOUNT NUMBER 

AMOUNT 

APPROPRIATION REQUIRED     YES       NO  

LEGAL AUTHORITY 

City Charter 

AGENDA SUBJECT  
Addition of Section 63.2 to Chapter 63 of the Ordinance, Rights and Duties of Pedestrians 

COUNCIL ACTION ITEM 
INFORMATION ONLY  

FUNDING REQUIRED?   YES    NO 
* IF YES ATTACH A FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM

RESOLUTION REQUIRED?   YES    NO FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM?   YES    NO 

AGENDA DATE 
September 1, 2015 

DEPT. HEAD SIGNATURE 
Terence O'Rourke, City Attorney (signature on file) 

DATE SUBMITTED 
8/24/2015 

ATTACHMENTS         YES   NO  * IF YES, ENTER THE  TOTAL NUMBER OF
PAGES ATTACHED 

signature on file
signature on file

n/a
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SUMMARY STATEMENT 
 
This is an amendment to Chapter 63 of the Ordinance intended to ensure the safety of pedestrians and 
motorists and to facilitate the free flow of traffic.  

 

RECOMMENDED ACTION 
 
Approval 
 

8/27/15

192



RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION 
TO THE DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS FUND 

FOR EMERGENCY REPAIRS TO THE ROUTE 125 PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE 
 

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ROCHESTER, 
AS FOLLOWS: 

 
That a sum not to exceed Two Hundred Fifty Thousand Dollars ($250,000.00) be, and 

hereby is, appropriated as a supplemental appropriation to the City of Rochester Department 
of Public Works Capital Improvements Fund, for the purpose of providing funds necessary to 
pay costs and/or expenditures associated with the emergency repairs to the Route 125 
pedestrian bridge required by the bridge's placement on the New Hampshire Department of 
Transportation's Municipal Red List, which demands closure of said bridge, and provided 
further that funds for such supplemental appropriation shall be derived in their entirety from 
the General Fund unassigned fund balance. 

 
To the extent not otherwise provided for in this Resolution, the Finance Director is 

hereby authorized to designate and/or establish such accounts and/or account numbers as 
necessary to implement the transactions contemplated by this Resolution. 

 
 
CC FY16 09-01 Resolution 22 AB 35  
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City of Rochester Formal Council Meeting  

AGENDA BILL 

NOTE: Agenda Bills are due by 10 AM on the Monday the week before the City Council Meeting.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

COMMITTEE SIGN-OFF 
COMMITTEE  

 
CHAIR PERSON 
 

 

DEPARTMENT APPROVALS 
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER  

 
CITY MANAGER  

FINANCE & BUDGET INFORMATION 
FINANCE OFFICE APPROVAL  

 
SOURCE OF FUNDS 
 

 

ACCOUNT NUMBER  
 

AMOUNT  
 

APPROPRIATION REQUIRED     YES       NO   
 

 

 
LEGAL AUTHORITY 

 
 

 

AGENDA SUBJECT   
 

COUNCIL ACTION ITEM    
INFORMATION ONLY   

FUNDING REQUIRED?   YES    NO  
* IF YES ATTACH A FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM 

RESOLUTION REQUIRED?   YES    NO  
 

FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM?   YES    NO  
 

AGENDA DATE 
 

 

DEPT. HEAD SIGNATURE  
 

DATE SUBMITTED 
 

 

ATTACHMENTS         YES   NO   
  

* IF YES, ENTER THE  TOTAL NUMBER OF 
PAGES ATTACHED 

 

Emergency repair or replacement of Rt 125 Pedestrian Bridge.

September 1, 2015
John B. Storer, P.E. (original on file with City Clerk)

August 27, 2015

General Fund Unassigned Fund Balance

15013010-771000-16xxx

$250,000

City Council Resolution
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SUMMARY STATEMENT 

 
 

 

 RECOMMENDED ACTION 
 
 

A recent inspection of the Route 125 Pedestrian Bridge crossing the Cocheco River 
found that the bridge superstructure was severely corroded and unsafe for 
pedestrian traffic.  Emergency repair or replacement is required in order to maintain 
foot traffic across the bridge. 
 
NHDOT conducts biennial bridge inspections.  In 2013 their Condition Assessment 
found that the deck was fair, the superstructure was fair, and the substructure was 
good.  In their recent round of 2015 inspections the steel truss was severely 
corroded, with rust holes in many floorbeams and joists.  They stated that there is 
no remaining safe calculated live load capacity resulting in a mandate to close the 
bridge. 
 
The City conducted its own structural assessment and concurred with the NHDOT 
findings.  The corroded supports are 6 x 6 inch square hollow structural members.  
The hollow openings were exposed to road salt from the adjacent highway, likely 
accelerating corrosion of the members. 
 
The consulting firm of Hoyle Tanner is exploring both repair and replacement 
options.  Due to the extensive superstructure corrosion, we are leaning towards full 
replacement.  The existing bridge is a single, modular span (76 foot width), dating 
back to 1991.  The engineers think a crane could remove the existing bridge and 
install a new prefabricated bridge.  A problem with repair work is having an engineer 
certify the repairs such that a comprehensive load rating assessment could be 
performed.  A "not-to-exceed" allocation of $250,000 is requested.  That is based on 
$150,000 for modular bridge w/ installation; $50,000 for engineering assistance and 
abutment modifications; and $50,000 reserved for contingency.

Resolution for Emergency Supplemental Appropriation not to exceed $250,000.
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Project Name:

Date:

Fiscal Year:

Fund (select):

GF Water Sewer Arena 

CIP Water CIP Sewer CIP Arena CIP 

Special Revenue 

Fund Type: Lapsing Non-Lapsing 

Deauthorization

Object #

1
2
3
4

Appropriation

Object #

1
2
3
4

Revenue

Object #

1
2
3
4

DUNS # CFDA # 

Grant # Grant Period: From 
To 

If de-authorizing Grant Funding appropriations: (select one)

Reimbursement Request will be reduced Funds will be returned 

- - - 

AGENDA BILL - FUNDING RESOLUTION

EXHIBIT

Fed State Local

- - - 

Org # Project # Amount $ Amount $ Amount $

Fed State Local

- - - 

- - - 

- - - 

- - - 

Org # Project # Amount $ Amount $ Amount $

Fed State Local

- - - 

- - - 

- - - 

- - - 

Org # Project # Amount $ Amount $ Amount $

- 

- - - 

- - 

Rt125 Pedestrian Bridge

08/27/15

2016

XX

XX

15013010 771000 16XXX $250,000.00
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City of Rochester 
Dept of Public Works 

45 Old Dover Road 
Rochester, NH 03867 
Phone: (603) 332-4096 
Fax: {603) 335-4352 

Memo 
To: 

From: 

CC: 

Date: 

Re: 

Mayor Jean & City Council 

John B. Storer, P.E. Director of City Se 

Dan Fitzpatrick, City Manager 

August 27, 2015 

Route 125 Pedestrian Bridge - Emergency Repairs 

The Route 125 Pedestrian Bridge crossing the Cocheco River has been closed based on the 
results of recent inspections. Foot traffic is being detoured along the southbound Route 125 
travel lane. Vehicle traffic is being shifted to accommodate a temporary pedestrian walkway. 
The walkway will be isolated from vehicle traffic by concrete jersey barriers. 
Repair/replacement options are being reviewed, with full replacement estimated at $250,000. 

Emergency Funding is requested from the General Fund Unassigned Fund Balance in order 
to expedite repairs. Presumably, funding could be modified in the future to bonding. The 
emergency request is for an amount not-to-exceed $250,000. 

The New Hampshire Department of Transportation issued a Critical Bridge Deficiency letter 
(copy attached) that mandated the bridge be closed. NHDOT determined that there is no 
remaining safe calculated live load capacity on the bridge. Public Works had the structural 
engineering firm of Hoyle Tanner Associates (HTA) perform an independent analysis of the 
bridge. HTA concurred with NHDOT. 

NHDOT conducts biennial bridge inspections. In 2013 their report noted that no posting 
restrictions were required. Individual assessment of the bridge components noted the 
following: Deck - Good; Superstructure - Fair; and Substructure - Good. Corresponding 
inspection photos noted several areas of light to moderate rust, with one localized area 
heavily rusted. 

Attached are the 2013 Inspection photos, along with some that were taken today (8/27/15). 
Severe corrosion is evident in several areas. The problem is due to the underside structural 
supports which are 6x6x3/16 HSS (6 inch x 6 inch square hollow steel structural members 
with a 3/16-inch wall thickness). These hollow members had opened ends exposed to the 

8/27/15

198



adjacent travel lanes of Route 125. It appears that road salt probably splashed up in the 
hollow sections, severely accelerating corrosion. 

HTA provided an initial order-of-magnitude estimate of $250,000 to replace the entire bridge. 
The current bridge was installed in 1991 and has a span of about 76 feet. A crane could 
remove the existing single-span bridge and replace it with a prefabricated span. HT A 
estimates $150,000 for bridge materials and installation; $50,000 for engineering assistance 
and abutment modifications; and $50,000 for a conservative contingency. The objective 
would be to install the bridge prior to winter weather setting in. 

Repair options are also being considered. There are concerns with a repair option. 
Logistically, there is a substantial vertical drop down to the Cocheco River. Temporary 
staging would be required. The underside corrosion is substantial. Significant engineering 
work would be required to develop a suitable repair strategy, and also to validate a safe-load 
estimate once the repairs were completed. In addition to the underside corrosion issues, 
there are deck-related concerns with some of the strapping that secures the timber decking. 
Estimates are still being developed, but based on an overall life-cycle cost, replacement is 
recommended. 

In the short term, Public Works will be installing concrete jersey barriers to isolated pedestrian 
traffic from the vehicle travel lanes. We were able to secure 14 jersey barriers from SUR 
Construction. Placement of the barriers should still provide for 13-foot wide travel lanes in 
both directions, while accommodating about a 3.5 to 4 foot wide pedestrian path. A couple of 
photos are attached. The sidewalk curbing on the north side of the bridge has been removed 
and repaved to allow for a gradual transition. The traffic cones in the photo will be replaced 
with the jersey barriers on Friday (8/28/15). 
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THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Deponment of Tnmaponatlon 

WILLIAM CASS, P.E. 
ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER 

Daniel Fitzpatrick, City Manager 
City of Rochester 
31 Wakefield Street 
Rochester, NH 03867-1917 

August 20, 2015 

REC E IVED 

AUG 25 2015 

CITY OF ROCHEST~ 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORllS 

Re: CRITICAL BRIDGE DEFICIENCY 
Rochester Bridge# -148/113 - Recreation Trail over Cocheco River 
Adjacent to NH125 

Dear Mr. Fitzpatrick: 

During a recent municipal bridge inspection, the following critical bridge deficiency was noted: 

This steel truss is severely corroded, with rust holes in many floorbeams and joists. 

There is no remaining safe calculated live load capacity for this bridge, resulting in a 
required posting of "BRIDGE CLOSED". This posting shall be accompanied by suitable 
barricades at each end of the bridge to prevent pedestrian usage. 

This bridge is currently not posted. 

Due to this structural deficiency this bridge is included on the Department's Municipal Red List of 
deficient bridge structures. It is in need of complete replacement or extensive rehabilitation to continue 
to carrv all legal loads. 

A copy of the inspection report and photos will be forwarded after processing. Please keep us 
informed of any actions taken by the City so we can keep our records current. If you have any 
questions or comments, please contact us. 

Sincerely, 

Yf,rn!ltfl~ 
-----~------------Nancy-Jr Mayville, P- E.-. ---~-----------

Municipal Highways Engineer 

NJM/sa 
Encl~re 

Bureau of Planning and Community Assistance 
Tel. : (603) 271-3344 I Fax: (603) 271-8093 

cwRochester Public Works Director 
Commissioner, Department of Education 
Risk Management Representative, Local Government Center 

s:\planning\community assistance\1-munlcipalities\rochester\bridge insp\critical 14S.113 8·20-15.ctoc 

JOHN 0 . MORTON BUILDING • 7 HAZEN DRIVE • P.O. BOX 483 • CONCORD, NEW HAMPSHIRE 03302·0483 
TELEPHONE: 603·271-3734 • FAX.: 603·271-3914 • TDD: RELAY NH 1·800·735·2964 •INTERNET: WWW.NHOOT.COM 
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New Hampshire Department of Transportation 

Bridge Inspection Report 

Date of Inspection: 07/22/2013 
Date Report Sent: 9/5/2013 

0 Picture taken during inspection 
Owner: Municipality 

Recommended Postings: 
Weight: No Posting Required 

Width: Not Required 

Primary Height Sign Recommendation: None 
Optional Centerline Height Sign Rec: None 

Condition: Not on the Redlist 
Deck: 7 Good 

Superstructure: 5 Fair 
Substructure: 7 Good 

Culvert: N NIA (NBI) 

Sufficiency Rating: N. A. 
NBI Status: Not Applicable 

Bridge Rail: Substandard 
Rail Transition: Substandard 

Bridge Approach Rail: Substandard 
Approach Rail Ends: Substandard 

Bridge Dimensions: 

Existing Bridge Section 
Bureau of Bridge Design 

Rochester 148/113 

RECREATION TRAIL 
Over 

COCHECO RIVER 

Clearances: Over: 
(Feet) Under: 0.00 

Route: 

0 Weight Sign OK 

0 Width Sign OK 

0 Height Signs OK 

Structure Type and Materials: 
Number of Spans Main Unit: 1 
Number of Approach Spans: O 

Main Span Material and Design Type 

Steel Through Truss 

NH Bridge Type: Low Truss 
Deck Type: Timber 

Wearing Surface: Timber 
Membrane: None 

Deck Protection: 
Pavement thickness : 

Curb Reveal: 
Plan Location: 

Total Bridge Length: 

None 
Not Applicable 
Not Applicable 
Unknown 

Length Maximum Span: 76.0 ft 
Left Curb/Sidewalk Width: 0.0 ft Right Curb/Sidewalk Width: 

77.0 ft 
0.0 ft 
6.5 ft Width Curb to Curb: 5.0 ft 

Approach Roadway Width (W/ Shoulders): 5.0 ft 

Bridge Service: 
Type of Service on Bridge: 

Type of Service under: 
Lanes on bridge: 

Pedestrian-bicycle 
Waterway 
0 

Total Bridge Width: 
Median: 

Bridge Skew: 
No median 
45.00 ° 

Year Built: 1991 
Year Rebuilt: Not Rebuilt 

Detour Length: o.o mi 
Lanes Under: NA 

AADT: 0 Percent Trucks: 0 % Year of AADT: 2000 
Future AADT: O 

NHDOT 008 Inspection 

Year of Future AADT: 2035 

Rochester 148/113 
Fri 7/1012015 13:01 :41 

Page 1of5 
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N~OOT 

Monday, July 22, 2013 

SOUTH APPROACH. 

C485 18 

Monday, July 22, 2013 

WEST ELEVATION. 

C485 22 

Monday, July 22, 2013 

END FLOOR BEAM (#18) AT 
NORTH HEAVILY RUSTED 
AND HOLED. 

C485 19 

ROCHESTER 148/113 
RECREATION TRAIL over COCHECO RIVER 
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NH~ OT 

Monday, July 22, 2013 

LIGHT TO MODERATE RUST 
AND SCALE AT UNDERSIDE. 

C485 20 

Monday, July 22, 2013 

LIGHT RUST AND SCALE AT 
END FLOOR BEAM (#1) AT 
SOUTH. 

C485 21 

ROCHESTER 148/113 
RECREATION TRAIL over COCHECO RIVER 
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Route 125 Pedestrian Bridge - DPW Photos - 8/27 /15 

6 x 6 Hollow Structural Supports - open ends exposed to roadside salt 

Severe corrosion of hollow structural supports 
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Route 125 Pedestrian Bridge - DPW Photos - 8/27 /15 

Hollow support - corroded and missing 

Excessive corrosion and deterioration at abutment 
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Route 125 Pedestrian Bridge - DPW Photos - 8/27 /15 

Heading south toward the bridge 

Sidewalk curb removed to allow for transition - jersey barriers will replace traffic cones 
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