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City Council Public Hearing
September 2. 2014
COUNCIL CHAMBERS
7:00 PM

AGENDA

. Call to Order

. Presentation of Colors by the AMVETS

2.1. Proclamation: POW/MIA Recognition Day P. 7

. AB 29 Resolution Authorizing Supplemental Appropriation to the

2014-2015 Capital Improvements Budget of the City of Rochester,
Department of Public Works, for the So-Called Forest Park Drive
and Plante Street Drainage Project P. 9

. AB 30 Resolution Authorizing Supplemental Appropriation to the

City of Rochester, for the So-Called Granite Ridge Development
District in the Amount of $5,000,000 P. 15

. Adjournment

6.

Regular City Council Meeting
September 2, 2014
COUNCIL CHAMBERS
(Immediately following the Public Hearing)

AGENDA

Call to Order

Pledge of Allegiance — Scheduled to Take Place During Public Hearing
Opening Prayer

Roll Call

Acceptance of Minutes

5.1. Auqust 5, 2014, Reqular City Council Meeting minutes

5.2. August 19, 2014, Special City Council Meeting Minutes

Communications from the City Manager


http://www.rochesternh.net/sites/rochesternh/files/minutes/minutes-file/cc20140805regmin.pdf
http://www.rochesternh.net/sites/rochesternh/files/minutes/minutes-file/cc20140819spcmin.pdf
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6.1. Employee of the Month Award P. 20

6.2. City Manager’s Report P. 21

7. Communications from the Mayor

8. Presentations of Petitions and Council Correspondence

9. Nominations, Appointments, Resignations, and Elections

9.1. Statement of Interest [School Board, Ward 6, Seat A]

e Thomas O’Connor, MSW P. 43

9.2. Appointment: Voting Delegate to the NHMA Legislative

Policy Conference

10.Reports of Committee

11.

12.

10.1.

10.2.

10.3.

10.4.

10.5.

10.6.

Appointments Committee P. 51

Codes and Ordinances Committee P. 53
Community Development — Forthcoming P. 65
Joint Building Committee — Forthcoming P. 67
Public Safety Committee P. 69

Public Works Committee P. 71

Old Business

New Business

12.1.

12.2.

AB 29 Resolution Authorizing Supplemental
Appropriation to the 2014-2015 Capital Improvements
Budget of the City of Rochester, Department of Public
Works, for the So-Called Forest Park Drive and Plante
Street Drainage Project — Second Reading and Adoption
P.9

AB 30 Resolution Authorizing Supplemental
Appropriation to the City of Rochester, for the So-Called
Granite Ridge Development District in the Amount of
$5,000,000 - Second Reading and Adoption P. 15
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13.

14.

15.

12.3.

12.4.

12.5.

12.6.

12.7.

12.8.

Other

8/28/14

AB 34 Amendment to Ordinances Repealing the
Provisions of Section 17.4 of the General Ordinances of
the City of Rochester, Entilted “Water Service
Connection Required” P. 83

AB 31 Resolution Accepting Federal Emergency
Management Grant and Making a Supplemental
Appropritaion in Connection Therewith - First Reading,
Second Reading, and Adoption P. 105

AB 33 Resolution Accepting Grant for Purchase of
Bulletproof Vests for the Rochester Police Department
and Making a Supplemental Appropriation in Connection
Therewith P. 113

AB 37 Amenment to Ordinances Relative to Chapter 17

12.6.1. CC FY14 AB 41 Amendment to Ordinances
Regarding Water Leakage Prevention and
Mitigation Procedures and Responsibilities
First Reading took place on April 1, 2014.
Public Hearing took place at the Codes and
Ordinance Committee on May 1, 2014. Second
Reading and Further Amended [But not
adopted] took place on June 3, 2014, by the
City Council. The City Council Sent the
Ordinance back to the Codes and Ordinances
Committee for further revie. TABLED ? P. 121

12.6.2. CC FY15 AB 37 AMENDMENT TO THE
Amendment to Ordinances Regarding Water
Leakage Prevention and Mitigation Procedures
and Responsibilities — Reading and Adoption
P. 125

AB 36 Discussion: Legislative Policy Recommendations P.

AB 35 Discussion: EDA Grant, Salmon Falls Road
Infrastructure Extensions Project P. 167

Non-Meeting/Non-Public Sessions:

135

14.1. Non-Meeting, Consulation with Legal Councel, Land, RSA, 91-A

14.2. Non-Public Session, Personell, RSA 91-A:3 11 (a)

Adjournment 5
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WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,
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Proclamation
POW/MIA RECOGNITION DAY

throughout American history members America’s armed forces
have made uncommon sacrifices as Prisoners of War (POW),
serving their country under conditions of extreme hardship, while
remaining steadfast even when their treatment violated
fundamental standards of morality an international code of
conduct; and

Americans held as POW and Americans Missing in Action (MIA)
have earned our respect for their courage and devotion to the
United States; and

we honor our POW who, in the act of serving our great nation,
relinquished their freedom to protect the liberty we enjoy; and

we also honor those MIA, and should not forget the pain and
suffering of war that continues for their families and friends and
for all of us;

because we must not neglect to honor the men and women who
have served their country so faithfully, the United States Congress
established the third Friday in the month of September as
America’s Annual National POW/MIA Recognition Day.

NOW, THEREFORE, I Thomas J. Jean, Mayor of the City of Rochester, New

Hampshire do hereby proclaim September 19, 2014 to be
POW/MIA Recognition Day in the City of Rochester, New
Hampshire and call upon our citizens to join with Americans
across the Nation in honoring all present and former American
POW and MIA, and their families

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have
hereunto set my hand and caused to be
affixed the Great Seal of the City of
Rochester, New Hampshire on this second
day of September in the year of our Lord
two thousand fourteen.

Thomas J. Jean
Mayor
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RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION
T0O THE 2014-2015 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS BUDGET OF THE
CITY OF ROCHESTER, DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS,
FOR THE SO-CALLED FOREST PARK DRIVE & PLANTE STREET
DRAINAGE PROJECT

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

That the sum of Two Hundred Thousand Dollars ($200,000.00) be, and hereby is,
appropriated as a supplemental appropriation to the 2014-2015 capital improvements budget of the
City of Rochester, Department of Public Works, for the purpose of providing sums necessary to
pay costs and/or expenditures with respect to drainage work and/or repairs needed in the vicinity of
24 and 30 Forest Park Drive and 8 Plante Street (the “Project”).

Further, that the Mayor and City Council of the City of Rochester hereby resolve that, in
accordance with the provisions of RSA 33:9, the City Treasurer, with the approval of the City
Manager, be, and hereby are authorized to borrow the sum of up to Two Hundred Thousand
Dollars ($200,000), through the issuance of bonds and/or notes, and/or through other legal form(s),
for the purposes of funding the expenditures incident to the implementation of the Project outlined,
and referred to, in the preceding paragraph, such borrowing to be on such terms and conditions as
the said Treasurer and City Manager may deem to be in the best interest of the City of Rochester.
Such borrowing is authorized subject to compliance with the provisions of RSA 33:9 and Section
45 of the Rochester City Charter to the extent required, necessary and/or appropriate. The useful
life for the aforesaid Project is 20 years.

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.

CCFY1508-19 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.

AGENDA SUBIJECT: Supplemental Highway Funding for Drainage Improvements

COUNCIL ACTION ITEM [_] FUNDING REQUIRED? YES[X] NO[ ]
INFORMATION ONLY [ ] * IF YES ATTACH A FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM
RESOLUTION REQUIRED? YES[X] NO[_] FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM? YES[X] NO[_]
AGENDA DATE 8/19/14
DEPT. HEAD SIGNATURE Peter Nourse

Signature on file
DATE SUBMITTED 8/11/14

ATTACHMENTS YES[ ] NO X | *|f YES, ENTER THE TOTAL NUMBER OF
PAGES ATTACHED

COMMITTEE SIGN-OFF

COMMITTEE

CHAIR PERSON

DEPARTMENT APPROVALS
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER Blaine Cox,
Signature on file with City Clerk
CITY MANAGER Dan Fitzpatrick,

Signature on file with City Clerk

FINANCE & BUDGET INFORMATION

FINANCE OFFICE APPROVAL
Signature on file with City Clerk

SOURCE OF FUNDS

ACCOUNT NUMBER

AMOUNT

APPROPRIATION REQUIRED YES [ | NO []

LEGAL AUTHORITY

RSA 658:18 Special Provisions for Cities
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SUMMARY STATEMENT
Additional funding is required to address several areas in the City with
inadequate drainage. They include No. 24 Forest Park, No. 30 Forest Park
and 8 Plante St. The estimated cost to implement drainage improvements
at Forest Park is S90K. We do not have an estimate for Plante St. but it is
likely to cost S100K. This request is for S200K.

Existing remaining highway funds designated for drainage will be used up
on Chamberlain St. and Ryan Circle.

RECOMMENDED ACTION
Recommend supplemental appropriation of $200K.

12
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AGENDA BILL FUNDING RESOLUTION

E HIBIT
Project Name: [Drainage Improvements
Date: [08/19/2014 |
Fiscal Year: [FY2015 |
Fund (select):
GF[ ] Water [ | Sewer [ | Arena [ |
CIP Water CIP [__| Sewer CIP [__] Arena CIP [ ]
Special Revenue [ |
Fund Type: Annual Lapsing |:| Multi-year Non-Lapsing
De (o) (o)
Fe S e Lo |
O # O e # Poe # Amo Amo Amo
1 - - -
2 - B B
3 - - -
4 - - B
App op o
Fe S e Lo |
O # O e # Poe # Amo Amo Amo
1 15013010 771000 15xxx - - 200,000.00
2 - B B
3 - - -
4 - - B
Re e e
Fe S e Lo |
O # O e # Poe # Amo Amo Amo
1 - - -
2 - - B
3 - - -
4 - - B
DUNS # | | CFDA # |
Grant# | | Grant Period: From
To

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

Reimbursement Request will be reduced |:| Funds will be returned |:|

Drainage Supplemental 19AUG14 Revised 8/14/2014 2:49 PM
13
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SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION IN CONNECTION WITH
PUBLIC INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENTS
TO BE MADE WITHIN THE SO-CALLED
GRANITE RIDGE DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT
AND AUTHORIZING BONDING AND/OR BORROWING
IN CONNECTION THEREWITH

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

That the sum of Five Million Dollars ($5,000,000.00) be, and hereby is, appropriated as a
supplemental appropriation to the 2014-2015 fiscal year capital budget for the City of Rochester
for Economic Development, such funds to be used for the purpose of paying for costs and
expenses incurred with respect to the planning, design, construction, administration,
implementation and related actions and activities incident to the construction/reconstruction and
extension of certain Public Infrastructure Improvements, including within such undertaking the
construction/extension/accommodation of accompanying public and private utilities, including,
but not limited to, roads, sidewalks, water and sewer services, drainage and other related
infrastructure improvements (the “Project”), the same to be located on the Easterly and Westerly
sides of, as well as within, NH Rte. 11, both north and south of its intersection with the so-called
Little Falls Bridge Road, within the so-called Granite Ridge Development District, so as to
promote economic development, including particularly commercial economic development, for
the purposes of furthering the goals and objectives of the so-called “Granite Ridge Development
District: Tax Increment Development Program & Financing Plan”, and the implementation of the
goals set forth therein, as well as to promote the creation and availability of developable land,
within the Granite Ridge Development District, for commercial and other economic development
purposes.

Further, that the Mayor and City Council of the City of Rochester hereby resolve that, in
accordance with the provisions of RSA 33:9, the City Treasurer, with the approval of the City
Manager, be, and hereby are authorized to borrow the sum of up to Five Million Dollars
($5,000,000.00), through the issuance of bonds and/or notes, and/or through other legal form(s),
for the purposes of funding the expenditures incident to the implementation of the Project outlined,
and referred to, in the preceding paragraph, such borrowing to be on such terms and conditions as
the said Treasurer and City Manager may deem to be in the best interest of the City of Rochester.
Such borrowing is authorized subject to compliance with the provisions of RSA 33:9 and Section
45 of the Rochester City Charter to the extent required, necessary and/or appropriate. The useful
life for the aforesaid Project is 30 years.

Additionally, the above borrowing and repayment of the sums expended in furtherance of
the Project described in the first paragraph of this resolution, is authorized in, and is to be repaid by
utilizing the, tax increment financing mechanism authorized and set forth in Chapter 162-K of the
New Hampshire Revised Statutes Annotated (including specifically, but not limited to RSA
162-K:8 through RSA 162-K:10.

Further, to the extent not otherwise provided for in this Resolution the City Manager and/or
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his designee(s) is authorized to sign all documents necessary to implement the purposes of this
resolution, including the signing of any engineering and/or services, materials, construction and or
similar or related type contract(s) necessary to carry out the purposes of this resolution.

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.

The City reasonably expects to issue tax exempt bonds in the future to finance certain
expenses related to this Project, the proceeds of which may be used, in part, to reimburse the City
for Project expenses paid prior to the issuance of such bonds, including those authorized above. To
that end, without in any way committing the City to issue such bonds, and/or notes, and/or other
legal forms of borrowing, this Resolution shall be deemed to constitute the City’s “official intent”
with respect to such plans within the meaning of IRS Reg. 1.150-2.

CC FY1508-19 AB 30

16
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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.

AGENDA SUBJECT : SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION
Granite Ridge Development District — Public Infrastructure Improvements

COUNCIL ACTION ITEM [X] FUNDING REQUIRED? YES[ | NoO [X]
INFORMATION ONLY [ ] * |F YES ATTACH A FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM
RESOLUTION REQUIRED? YES[X] NO[_] FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM? YES[ | NO[X]
AGENDA DATE August 19, 2014
DEPT. HEAD SIGNATURE Peter C. Nourse, PE — DPW Director

Original with Signature is on File at City Clerk
DATE SUBMITTED 08/11/14

ATTACHMENTS YES[ ] NO [X] | *|F YES, ENTER THE TOTAL NUMBER OF
PAGES ATTACHED

COMMITTEE SIGN-OFF

COMMITTEE

CHAIR PERSON

DEPARTMENT APPROVALS
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER Blaine Cox
Original with Signature is on File at City Clerk
CITY MANAGER Dan Fitzpatrick

Original with Signature is on File at City Clerk

FINANCE & BUDGET INFORMATION

FINANCE OFFICE APPROVAL Original with Signature is on File at City Clerk
SOURCE OF FUNDS Granite Ridge TIF District

ACCOUNT NUMBER

AMOUNT

APPROPRIATION REQUIRED  YES |Z| NO |:| $5,000,000.00

CCFY15 AB 30 - GRD
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LEGAL AUTHORITY

A Resolution for a supplemental appropriation of $5,000,000.00 to be Granite Ridge Development TIF
funded

SUMMARY STATEMENT

On August 6", 2014 the City of Rochester entered into an agreement with Waterstone Rochester, LLC and
Waterstone Retail, INC. for the purposes of developing a project in the Granite Ridge Development District.
The City agreed to pay for up to a maximum of $5,000,000.00 of public infrastructure improvements
associated with the project through Tax Increment Financing.

RECOMMENDED ACTION
Resolution for a supplemental appropriation in the amount of $5,000,000.00

18
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City of Rochester, New Hampshire

OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER
31 Wakefield Street ¢ Rochester, NH 03867
(603) 332-1167
www.RochesterNH.net

CITY MANAGER'S REPORT
September 2, 2014

The Employee of the Month is Dennis Strattin of Public Buildings & Grounds. P. 20

Please congratulate Marcia Roddy, Deputy City Clerk. She received her Deputy City Clerk
Certification on August 15, 2014. P. 21

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

o July 28,2014 P. 22
e August 11, 2014 P. 25

Contracts and documents executed since last month:

Engineering Consultant Master Service Agreements P. 28

Water Treatment Plant upgrade project — contract amendment #1 P. 29
Payment in Lieu of Taxes (PILOT) Agreement — Marshview Housing P. 30
Green Infrastructure Grant Sub-Agreement — updated key personnel P. 32

US Geological Survey Joint Funding Agreement — Cocheco River Stream Gage
Station P. 33

e Northeast Earth Sidewalk contract 13-4 — Change order #2 P. 34

Other items received (for your information):

Resident letter — regarding Metrocast rate increases P. 35
Metrocast channel realignment transition P. 37

Families First — thank you letter P. 38

PSNH letter — regarding charge for relocation of streetlight P. 39

The following standard reports have been enclosed:

e Personnel Action Report Summary P. 40
e Permission & Permits Issued P. 41
e City Council Request & Inquiry Report P. 42

19
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EMPLOYEE OF THE MONTH NOMINATION FORM

EMPLOYEE’S NAME Dennis Strattin

DEPARTMENT Public Buildings

Provide examples of how the employee has performed actions that were above and
beyond those normally expected for the employee’s position. The more examples
you can give adds to the strength of the nomination. If more room is needed, please
use reverse side.

SERVICE TO THE COMMUNITY

(Example: Volunteering at a blood drive, actively participating in the Adopt-a-Spot
Program, chairing or sponsoring programs such as Toys For Tots or the Summer
Fun Festival.)

Dennis provides a valuable service to the community by working tirelessly to
keep the police facility impeccably clean.

QUALITY CUSTOMER SERVICE (EXTERNAL/INTERNAL)

(Example: A City employee helping the elderly to their car in bad weather, creating
special events for staff such as the Christmas party or the Chili-Cook-Off.)

Dennis is tasked with keeping the police department clean which is a never
ending task. The police facility is open 24 hrs. so his job never ends. As soon
as Dennis cleans the building he has to start all over again because the
activity in the police department never ceases. Most people would become
discouraged over this, but not Dennis. You would be hard pressed to find
anyone who could recall a negative interaction with Dennis.

PROFESSIONALISM AND COMMITMENT BEYOND WHAT IS EXPECTED
FOR THE EMPLOYEE’S POSITION
{Example: He/she gives extra hours to the job when necessary to get the job done.)

Dennis maintains a positive attitude at all times in spite of the never ending
work load he faces. He routinely goes above and beyond to keep this facility
clean. It is not uncommon to find Dennis cleaning the holding cell of blood,
urine or feces. This demoralizing task would be hated by anyone, but Dennis
tackles his job without question. If Dennis is approached with a request he

\(& does not hesitate to stop what he is doing to help out.

YOUR NAME: Rochester Police Department 4-12 shift_ DATE: 03-11-14
PLEASE NOTE: You may use either this form or a letter, whichever is more

convenient for you. Thank you for your time and interest in the Employee of the
Month Program!

20
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PRESENTED TO: MARCIA RODDY, CERTIFIED DEPUTY CITY CLERK

%J:AH.ULMA_, 3 /st

Chairman, Certification Committee Date

21
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City of Rochester

OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER
MANAGEMENT TEAM
31 Wakefield Street @ Rochester, NH 03867
(603) 332-1167
www.RochesterNH.net

MANAGEMENT TEAM MEETING

July 28, 2014
9:00 A.M.
PRESENT:
Daniel Fitzpatrick, City Manager Norm Sanborn, Jr., Chief - Fire
Blaine Cox, Deputy City Manager Brian Sylvester, Library Director
Peter Nourse, Director DPW Jim Campbell, Chief Planner
Danford Wensley, City Attorney Karen Pollard, Economic Development Mgr
Jim Grant, Director BZLS Michael Allen, Chief - Police
Samantha Rodgerson, Executive Asst. Chris Bowlen, Director RAYS
MINUTES

City Manager Fitzpatrick called the Management Team meeting to order at 9:05 A.M.
1. Management Team Minutes — July 21, 2014
e Director Grant provided some follow-up to the cat issue on Prospect Street. Still
looking into as only one cat was observed at the property at the time of the visit.
e Attorney Wensley is to provide a letter in regards to whether the city has the authority
to waive permit fees.
There was no further discussion, minutes were approved by consensus.
2. City Council Inquiry Report
e There were no new items, no discussion.
3. City Calendar for Week
¢ Reviewed the upcoming City meetings.
4. Right to Know Requests
e Requests on Lots 88 & 89 — South Main Street had been completed.

e New request on 58 Summer Street — Building, Zoning & Licensing Services is
working on getting information about complaint.

22


http://www.rochesternh.net/

8/28/14

5. Handicap Accessibility

o City Manager Fitzpatrick brought up a concern that occurred with a wheelchair
bound user of the public restroom on the 1% floor of City Hall. Discussed the
accessibility of door and if it meets ADA guidelines. Staff will review to see if
modifications are necessary.

6. Common approvals

e There was some brief discussion about the approval process that is followed and
if there was need to have further review of the process.

7. Other
City Manager Fitzpatrick

e Advised that a letter was received by T-Mobile about updating their equipment at
155 Rochester Hill Road. Mr. Nourse advised that they have been in contact with
them.

Director Sylvester

e Advised that he has been working with Celeste to do several small videos of the
Library.

¢ Informed the committee about odd letters that the Library has received by the
same gentleman in Wisconsin. Several other libraries have also been getting
similar letters. Passed along to Chief Allen.

Deputy City Manager Cox

e Informed the committee that Finance has filed 2 of the 3 forms with the DRA and
that Tom Mullin was completing the final form (MS-1 Form) for the tax rates.

e Advised that they have been talking with the high school about a possible intern
in the department.

e Advised that the first cost containment meeting was held last week.

Manager Pollard
e Advised that they are working on the Route 11 Developers Agreement.
e Advised that she would be attending the Boston retail trade show beginning

tomorrow.

Chief Sanborn

23
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e Advised that the new firefighter started today.

Director Bowlen

e Advised that they have 4 weeks left of the Summer programs

e Advised that the Arena bathroom project was on schedule.

e Advised that they toured the Hussey Seating plant in Berwick, Maine. This
company is supplying the new bleachers.

Chief Allen

e Advised that it was a busy weekend, there was a knifepoint robbery at service
station in East Rochester.

e Advised that there was a foot pursuit with the use of a taser and that the suspect
was caught.

e Advised will be conducting promotional interviews.

e Advised that will be conducting IT interviews on Friday.

e Briefly discussed witness fees and how to handle when a former employee that is
retired is subpoenaed to testify.

Chief Planner Campbell
e Advised of the items that will be going before the Planning Board.
Director Grant

e Advised that the Zoning Board of Appeals has 2 appeals from AT&T in regards to
the denial of new towers.

Director Sylvester had asked to discuss the Poet Laureate program and how to handle the
program going forward. After some discussion, it was decided that he should have it put on the
next Community Development Committee agenda for discussion.

The Management Team meeting adjourned at 9:47 A.M.

Respectfully submitted,

Samantha Rodgerson
Executive Assistant
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City of Rochester

OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER
MANAGEMENT TEAM
31 Wakefield Street @ Rochester, NH 03867
(603) 332-1167
www.RochesterNH.net

MANAGEMENT TEAM MEETING
August 11, 2014

9:00 A.M.
PRESENT:
Daniel Fitzpatrick, City Manager Jim Campbell, Chief Planner
Blaine Cox, Deputy City Manager Brian Sylvester, Library Director
Peter Nourse, Director DPW Scott Dumas, Deputy Chief - Police
Karen Pollard, Economic Development Mgr Lauren Colanto, Asst. Director - RAYS
Jim Grant, Director BZLS
Norm Sanborn, Jr., Chief - Fire EXCUSED:
Samantha Rodgerson, Executive Asst. Danford Wensley, City Attorney
MINUTES

City Manager Fitzpatrick called the Management Team meeting to order at 9:03 A.M.
1. Management Team Minutes — July 28, 2014
There was no discussion, minutes were approved by consensus.
2. City Council Inquiry Report
e Item # 3 has been completed, issue is closed
e Item # 4 updated, Trustees of the Trust Fund invited to September Finance
Committee meeting

3. City Calendar for Week

e Reviewed the upcoming City meetings. City Manager Fitzpatrick will be on vacation
next week; Deputy Manager Cox will act on his behalf.

4. Right to Know Requests

e Hanson Street request — file has been pulled for review.
e Police Department information has been forwarded to the requestor.

5. Council Action Items
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There was no discussion.
Legal Opinion

There was some brief discussion that the waiver of permit fees by the City Council is not
permitted. This topic had been held in the Finance Committee.

Minutes correction

It was brought up that minutes from the 7/11/2014 Management Team appeared
incomplete. Section 7 - under Director Grant was corrected to the following:
e Due to the recent robberies, the Shell station on Milton Road was looking into
locking most of their doors. The Building, Zoning & Licensing Services office
was looking into the matter, as doing this might cause additional concerns.

NH DOT letter

This letter was for informational purposes and specified the amount given for State
Highway Block Grant Aid received in 2014 and the amount available for 2015.

Other
Director Sylvester

e Advised that the Summer Reading Program has completed. There were over 410
children registered.

Deputy City Manager Cox

e Informed the committee that the City will be using a new audit firm. They had 4
responses to the RFP and the current firm came in 3 highest. The City has
chosen Melanson & Heath.

Assistant Director Colanto

e Advised that they have been notified of a situation with a renter of the community
room as they were informed that a Level 3 registered sex offender was employed
by that organization. She will further discuss the situation with the Police
Department and keep the City Manager in the loop as to how they handle this so
that they are within the law but mindful protecting the citizens and children that
occupy the building as well.

Manager Pollard
e Advised that the Ms. Engle gave her notice last week and that they will be
advertising for that position within the week.

e Discussed a memo about a downtown business resource center that she has
circulated, advised that there have been some changes as to the structure of
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building ownership. Her department is working on a new downtown attraction
strategy.

Deputy Chief Dumas

e Advised that they had a quiet weekend.
e Discussed that they are looking at further options for tablets for the cruisers.

Chief Sanborn

e Advised that they held a successful tabletop drill in conjunction with the school
department at Frisbie Conference Center. The drill tested the Emergency
Operations Plan for the schools.

e Advised that they have tentatively hired for an open position. The candidate is a
fireman for the Seabrook Power Plant and a former fireman for the town of
Milton. They hope for him to start next week.

Chief Planner Campbell

e Advised of the items that went before the Planning Board and received approval,
such as:
o Highfields Common
o Forest Pump & Filter
0 Rides of Rochester (99 Milton Road)
0 Textile Tapes (amendment)

Director Nourse

e Advised that there is a lot of construction to be starting up with a lot on the
schedule for next year as well.

Director Grant
e Advised that the bid for the code software has come down to 2 bidders that they

hope to meet with next week. Informed that one of the programs is entirely cloud
based, reducing costs.

The Management Team meeting adjourned at 9:34 A.M.

Respectfully submitted,

Samantha Rodgerson
Executive Assistant
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City of Rochester
Dept of Public Works
45 Qld Dover Road
Rochester, NH 03867
Phone: (603) 332-4096 G\TY Or
Fax  (603)335-4352 Received
AUG 6 2014
City Manager
RocHEs™E
To: Daniel Fitzpatrick, City Manager @
i m
From: Peter Nourse, Director of Public Works
CC: Blaine Cox, Deputy City Manager
Date: 5 August 2014
Re: Engineering Consultant Master Service Agreements

1. Contained herein are several master service agreements between
engineering consultants and the City. These agreements will run the standard
3 year term. Some of the consultants herein are new to Rochester while
others have worked with us.

2. The consultants were selected by a DPW panel which conducted extensive
review of their experience and qualifications with methods and procedures in
accordance with the accepted practices of the New Hampshire Qualifications
Based Selection Coalition. Our selections will enable the City's use of these
consultants on projects that involve Federal and State funding streams.

3. We reviewed each contract carefully, negotiated changes in language with the
consultants, and ensured that the City's best interests are not adversely
affected. The language contained within the contracts is largely uniform from
consultant to consultant and represents standard their standard contracts with
municipalities.

4. | request your signature on each service agreement. We have many
upcoming assignments for these consultants and look forward to working with
them very soon.
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City of Rochester
w3183y, Dept of Public Works
JQSEUEW /(‘Hg
W1z 1 | g, 45 Old Dover Road
P ny Rochester, NH 03867
W0gy, Phone: (603) 332-4096
V6 AHy Fax;. (603) 3354352
To: Dan Fitzpatrick.
City Manager
From: Lisa J. Clark JNBL/
Date: 8/11/2014
Re: DW SRF Contract Amendment #1

WTP Upgrade Project

Attached please find two (2) copies of DIWVSRF Contract Amendment #1 for the
Water Treatment Upgrade Project. The City Council held a public hearing and
approved the supplemental appropriation at the 8/6/14 meeting and these executed
documents are required by the SRF program.

| ask that you sign the attached and retumn to DPW for distribution.

Cc: Peter Nourse, PE, City Engineer

® Page 1
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City of Rochester, New Hampshire

Telephone
Assessor’s Office (603) 332-5109
19 Wakefield Street Fax
Rochester, New Hampshire 03867-1915 (603) 335-7591
Gy
0)
R@ce. G
ey
Al , i
» Man
OO,L/ age
£STER

Memo

To: Dan Fitzpatrick
From: Tom Mullin
Date: August 15, 2014

Re: Payment In Lieu annual agreement

Attached is an agreement for a PILOT with Marsh View Housing for the elderly. This type of
charitable housing pay the lower of either the Assessment times the Non-School Portion of the tax
rate or 8% (normally 10%) of the sheltered rent. I have determined that will be 8% of the
sheltered rent. The eight % was seven % last year and a verbal agreement has been made that this
will increase by 1% every year until it hits 10%.
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City of Rochester, New Hampshire

Telephone
Assessor’s Office (603) 332-5109
19 Wakefield Street Fax
Rochester, New Hampshire 03867-1915 (603) 335-7591

August 14, 2014

Stacy Price

Marsh View Housing LP

77 Olde Farm Ln

Rochester, NH 03867

Subject: Payment In Lieu of Tax or Assessment billed at the Non School Portion of the tax rate.

Ref: 194 Brock Street / Map 131 Lot 62-2

Dear Ms. Price:

Based on the analysis below, It appears that a Payment in Lieu of Taxes based on 8% of the
shelter rent will be in your clients best interest.

| have provided the following estimates for your review:
At the estimated non-school portion of tax rate:
Marsh View Housing 1,055,600 X .01211 (non-school portion) = $12,783.00
Based on 8% of shelter rent:
Marsh View Housing 30,768 X 8% = $2,461
| took the liberty of preparing the Payment In Lieu of Tax Agreements for both properties.

Please endorse all three copies for each property and return two copies of each property to my
office.

Respectfully Submitted,

vrﬁ;ﬁ.m%

City Assessor
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o\.ﬁ OF "
Date: 8-18-14 p.eGewe
o XY
To: Dan Fitzpatrick .
City Manager g waneSa
oy -‘QJ
ROCHE®
From: Elena V. Engle

Community Development Specialist
Re: Sub-Agreement for Green Infrastructure Grant — Updated Key Personnel
Attached is a form changing the key personnel on this grant from Elena Engle to
Seth Creighton. Seth has been working with the consultants on this grant and is
familiar with the reporting and will be the main point of contact going forward.
Invoices will be handled by Jennifer Murphy Aubin. Please sign approving this
change.

Thank you.
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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 Clryol‘\

Memorandum:

To: Dan Fitzpatrick
From: Lisa J. Clark ‘ﬂ
Date: August 22, 2014

Subject: USGS - Joint Funding Agreement
Cocheco River Stream Gage Station

Attached please find three copies (3) of the United States Department of the Interior Geological
Survey Joint funding Agreement regarding the Stream Gage Station on the Cocheco River.
This station is used to supply data in regards to WWTP permit negotiations and is budgeted
annually in the O&M Sewer fund account # 52602074-559000.

Please sign all 3 copies and return to the DPW for Distribution.

® Page 1
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City of Rochester, New Hampshire O
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 2 \»5@?,
45 Old Dover Road * Rochester, NH 03867 %,
(603) 332-4096 Fax (603) 335- A
www.rochesternh.net ‘\k\f\)% ?’0??\6;16?‘
o
WP
N (o)1 Ciry,
— S e SRR ——— . o o
e ———— e
INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM 4@2 o
i — e —— ——— 5@14
TO: Dani : i ; '90 af?ag
g aniel Fitzpatrick, City Manager ”’ESTERE
THRU: Blaine Cox, Finance Director/Deputy City Manager
FROM: Michael Bezanson, PE, City Enginee%%d
DATE: August 22, 2014
SUBJECT: Sidewalk Contract 13-4 - Change Order No. 2
CC: Peter Nourse, PE, Director of Public Works

Attached please find one (1) original of Change Order No. 2 between Northeast Earth,
Inc. and the City of Rochester for the Concrete Sidewalk Replacement Contract 13-4.
This change order increases the contract price by $149,800.00 for FY15 work; contract
time is extended to June 30, 2015.

Northeast Earth has agreed to hold or decrease the unit prices as noted in the attached
summary of items. The new item for flaggers is a result of a new approach to
compensating the contractor for maintenance and protection of vehicular and pedestrian
traffic, which we believe will reduce costs to the City.

If you have any questions, please let me know.

Once signed by the City Manager, please return to DPW for distribution.

Thank you.

ﬁ._Qw.Mﬂ-L——\

Approved: KB—Q/x ) / = 525 / 1y

(Blaine Cox, Finance Director/Deputy City Manager)

BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS - HIGHWAO’Y4- WATER - SEWER - ENGINEERING
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July 23, 2014 o\ TY O
Received
MG 4 2004

City of Rochester

Franchise Authority for Metrocast Cablevision City Manager

31 Wakefield Street *S’OCHE.S-{??‘

Rochester NH 03867
To Whom It May Concern:

[ received this notice anline from Metrocast Cablevision. Seem that as of July 1, 2014, they feel that they aren’t making
enough money and have to charge us $1.50 monthly for having the local channels on my cable. | just can’t feel sorry for
them.

Every year around October we get virtually the same letter...l have it nearly memorized now...the gist of which is, “we
work hard for you and for that we need oodles more money”. Usually there is also something about how they are
bringing us yet another channel that we don’t give a fig about, but now they are crying that they are starving and need
to charge us for local channels that we used to get with rabbit ears, for gosh sake!

We are a captive audience. There isn’t really a competitive market in television cable up here in the hinterlands, and
some of us live in deed-restricted communities that don’t allow those attractive dishes and discs to be attached to our
homes. SO...we look to you, our elected representatives, to keep these money- grubbing folks under control.

We already pay more in Rochester for less than we receive from Comcast while wintering in Florida. That's correct; |
get a zillion more stations in Florida and pay less. True enough, Comcast is also charging us the $1.50 but | have
complained to them also. It's a colossal rip-off that the cable industry just thought of. Doesn’t make it right just
because others are doing it, or least that's what my parents always told me.

There are other ways that Metrocast makes money that should more than cover the cost of carrying all three local
channels we have in NH. For example, they charge a 599 service call for a tech to visit to change to a wireless modem
from a wired modem. This ridiculous fee must cover the cost of bringing Channe! 9 to Rochester cable subscribers!

By contrast, in Florida, Comcast sent me a box with DTAs, wireless modem, and HD converter box via UPS. They
effectively said, “Your home is cable-ready. Plug these items in, attach the coaxial cables, program the remotes for your
TVs, and go online to confirm the serial numbers for your account.” No service charge! No service tech! No hanging
around all day! We were watching TV in two shakes of a lamb’s tail. Pretty insulting for Metrocast to tell us that up
here, we need a 599 tech to move a coaxial cable from one modem to another.

What I'd like to know is: when does their current contract expire? | would like to volunteer to be one of the plain ol
citizens on the next committee that reviews their contract, assuming that it ends before my lifetime draws to a close.
In the meantime, please question carefully all their requests for more fees!

Sincerely

(s T S

Clara Ellen Yeaton
25 Meadowhbrook Village
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For Your Information

Starting July 1, 2014, or with your next billing statemenl thereafter, all billing statements for customers who subscribe {o video services (whether alone or as
past of a bundle of services) will include a Broadcast TV Fee of $1.50 per month

This fee will defray the rising cost of retransmission consent fees that your local broadcasters have chosen to charge us. If you are receiving video services
on a promotional or contract basis as of June 1, 2014, the Broadcast TV Fee will be applied to your bill at the end of the applicable period at the then-current
rate

Your Franchise Authority s City Of Rochester 31 Wakefield St Rochester, NH 03867 Community ld# Nh0069
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Fl'eceived

SMelrolast ..

Ocrpste®

August 13, 2014

City of Rochester

Daniel Fitzpatrick, City Manager
31 Wakefield Street

Rochester, NH 03867

Dear Mr. Fitzpatrick,

On September 17, 2014 MetroCast will realign channels for our customers with digital ready
QAM-tuner TVs. This is the final step of our all digital transition. Enclosed is the customer notification
that was mailed out August 12, 2014 explaining in more detail.

Should you have any further questions please don't hesitate to contact me at
mcampbell@metrocast.com or | can be reached at 606.527.3634

Sincerely,
Moira Campbell
Regional Manager

21 Jarvis Avenue
Rochester NH 03868
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Families First

support for families...health care for all

CITy 0
August 7, 2014 Receiyey
4
City of Rochester _ b ' 14
31 Wakefield Street S May,
Rochester, NH 03867 s Qer
HESTER

To Whom it May Concern,

Thank you for your gift of $200 to Families First Health & Support Center. As the community health center
for the Seacoast, our work to provide prenatal care, primary care, dental care, health care for the homeless,
and family and parenting support is essential in creating a healthy Seacoast community for everyone.

Families First provides a safety net for our neighborhoods — treating and educating individuals and families
and helping people to navigate the health care system at a time when they may not be at their physical,
emotional, or financial best. Care is provided in a respectful, personalized, and high-quality manner. Last
year, Families First served over 6,000 men, women, and children. Your support will make it possible for us
to continue to help people get the care they deserve, regardless of ability to pay.

Your contribution goes beyond the immediate effect it will have on individuals and families. It is an
investment in the enduring wellness and financial health of the Seacoast. Families First gives uninsured
patients an effective alternative to making costly visits to hospital emergency departments. Additionally, our
treatment of the person as a whole promotes long-term healthy habits like addressing behavioral issues,
seeking timely treatment for chronic disease, embracing a nutritious diet, and obtaining preventative dental
care, all of which translate into cost savings for local taxpayers and institutions.

We invite you to visit our website at www.FamiliesFirstSeacoast.org, where you can learn more about our
programs and sign up for our e-newsletters. Families First is a vital part of the area’s social and physical
infrastructure but, like all health care providers, we are challenged by great uncertainties in the evolving
health care landscape. The work we do would not be possible without your ongoing support. Thank you.

Sincerely,
’_,.-ﬂ_
19— {

Helen B. Taft
Executive Director

RECEIPT

Contribution Amount: $200
Check #: 138020
Date: July 17, 2014

Please retain this information for your tax files. IRS regulations require us to inform you that Families First
of the Greater Seacoast did not provide any goods or services in consideration, in whole or in part, for your
contribution.

Families First Health & Support Center - 100 Campus,Qrive, Suite 12 - Portsmouth, NH 03801 - 603.422.8208
FamiliesFirstSeacoast.org - info@FamiliesFirstSeacoast.org - Facebook.com/Families1st - Twitter.com/Fam1stNH
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%“ § Public¢ Serviee Public Service Company of New 1 lumpshire
¥ s New lE N P.0. Box 330

////m\\ of New Hampshire Munchester, NH 03105-0380

(603) 669-4000
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: www.psnh.com

August 21, 2014

Daniel Fitzpatrick, City Manager
City of Rochester

31 Wakefield St.

Rochester, NH 03867

ACCOUNT #: 8001059018

SERVICE ADDRESS:
Pole 3/89 to 3/88
Milton Rd, Rochester
WR# 2382

Dear Mr. Fitzpatrick,

We have received a request from Gretchen Young on August 21, 2014 to remove the street
light on pole 3/89 and to relocate it onto pole 3/88 which will put it closer to the
intersection of Milton Rd and Cross Rd for illumination of the intersection at the above-
noted service address.

Your city/town is currently billed under rate EOL - Energy Efficient Outdoor Lighting.
According to the service agreement there will be a charge to the city/town for the relocating
any of these streetlights. The cost will be reviewed with you once a field technician visits
the location. In addition, the service charges and rates under which you are billed are
available upon request.

If you have any questions about this matter, please contact our office immediately at
1-800-362-7764. Our representatives are available 7:00 am — 5:00 pm, Monday through
Friday.

i I ] X
_,{J_/u&f/( %Aw/\
Sean G O'Brien
PSNH Construction Services Support Center
60 W. Pennacook St.

PO Box 330
Manchester, NH 03105-9989

i 114
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AUGUST 2014
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DEPT NAME POSITION * E |c|__ nlZzlele|ln|ln |O|= |2 |a |0 |[MISC.INFO
COMMUNICATIONS __ |KERI DEVINE COMMUNICATIONS SPECIALIST | 1 | X X
COMMUNICATIONS _|KERI DEVINE COMMUNICATIONS SPECIALIST | 1 X X_|PER DIEM
COMMUNICATIONS __ |JOHN LAVALLEE COMMUNICATIONS SPECIALIST | 1 | X X
ECON DEVELOPMENT |ELENA ENGLE CD COORDINATOR 1| X X
FINANCE BLAINE COX DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 1| X X REVISED MERIT PLAN
FIRE DONALD PENNEY FIRE LT 1| X X
FIRE RICK DUNTON FIREFIGHTER 1| X X
HUMAN RESOURCES |KAY SNYDER HR/PR SPECIALIST 1| X X_|REVISED MERIT PLAN
HUMAN RESOURCES |DIANE HOYT HR MANAGER 1| X X X _|REVISED MERIT PLAN
LIBRARY SHANNON PERRY LIBRARY PAGE 1 X X X_|REVISED MERIT PLAN
LIBRARY ABIGAIL CHRETIEN LIBRARY PAGE 1 X X X _|REVISED MERIT PLAN
LIBRARY ALAN LAGACE LIBRARY PAGE 1 X X X_|REVISED MERIT PLAN
MIS GEORGE MURRAY IS TECHNICIAN 1| X X
POLICE PAUL TOUSSAINT CAPTAIN 1| X X_|REVISED MERIT PLAN
POLICE GARY BOUDREAU CAPTAIN 1| X X _|REVISED MERIT PLAN
POLICE JASON THOMAS LIEUTENANT 1| X X_|REVISED MERIT PLAN
POLICE ANNE GOULD LIEUTENANT 1 X X _|REVISED MERIT PLAN
POLICE ANTHONY BOSSI LIEUTENANT 1| X X_|REVISED MERIT PLAN
POLICE TODD PINKHAM LIEUTENANT 1| X X _|REVISED MERIT PLAN
POLICE MICHAEL ALLEN POLICE CHIEF 1| X X REVISED MERIT PLAN
POLICE SCOTT DUMAS DEPUTY POLICE CHIEF 1| X X X _|REVISED MERIT PLAN
POLICE KENNETH TAPSCOTT __|PATROL OFFICER 1| X X
POLICE ANDREW SWANBERRY _|SERGEANT 1| X X
POLICE AARON GARNEAU PATROL OFFICER 1| X X
POLICE BRITTNEY MARVIN PATROL OFFICER 1| X X
POLICE THOMAS BLAIR PT HUD OFFICER 1 X X
POLICE STEPHEN KERLEE EVIDENCE TECHNICIAN 1 X X
POLICE FRANK PORFIDO PATROL OFFICER 1| X X
PUBLIC WORKS STEPHANIE SIMON CUSTODIAN 1 X X
PUBLIC WORKS STEPHANIE SIMON CUSTODIAN/GROUNDS 1 X X X_|REVISED MERIT PLAN
PUBLIC WORKS TYLER BEAUDET CUSTODIAN/GROUNDS 1 X X X _|REVISED MERIT PLAN
PUBLIC WORKS GARY GUPPY CUSTODIAN/GROUNDS 1 X X X_|REVISED MERIT PLAN
PUBLIC WORKS DON TIBBETTS CUSTODIAN/GROUNDS 1 X X _|REVISED MERIT PLAN
PUBLIC WORKS TOBEY MAGOON CUSTODIAN/GROUNDS 1 X X_|REVISED MERIT PLAN
RECREATION QUINN CONNELLEY JR COUNSELOR 1 X | X

PERSONNEL ACTIONS xIs

B»1/2014
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PERMITS ISSUED Sept 2014

DATE DEPARTMENT PERMISSION PERMITS MISCELLANEOUS
8/5/2014 City Manager's Office |EVENT Somersworth Festival Association - Lilac Mall Carnival
8/5/2014 City Manager's Office |EVENT Crosspoint Church - backpack giveaway
8/7/2014 City Manager's Office |EVENT Quilter's Guild show
8/12/2014 City Manager's Office |EVENT Groupe Esprit de Corps - Montreal to Boston running challenge
8/13/2014 City Manager's Office |EVENT Rochester Main Street - Zoo Encounter exhibit
8/14/2014 City Manager's Office |EVENT Abnaki District - Daniel Webster Boy Scout -community outreach
8/20/2014 City Manager's Office |EVENT Angels of Hope - American Cancer Society - toll booth
8/22/2014 City Manager's Office |EVENT NuDay Sytia - James Foley vigil
8/26/2014 City Manager's Office |EVENT Rosary Rally
7/29/2014 City Manager's Office |TAGGING Spaulding Football
8/26/2014 City Managet's Office  |Permit of Assembly American Legion Post 7
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Council Inquiry report 20140902

8/28/14

COUNCIL
NUMBER MEMBER FORUM REQUEST/INQUIRY ACTION
5/15/2014 Public  [meet with supplier of infrared machine and discuss resolving Met with supplier. Discussed at
1 Committee Works Committee |issues. committee meeting. Item closed.
Suggested getting budgetary number for basic repairs for
inspection and evaluation of Dewey St./Hanson Pines pedestrian
5/15/2014 Public  |bridge. Suggested completing CIP Project Sheet and agenda bill [Discussed at committee meeting.
2 Varney Works Committee  |for to get on Council agenda to add to FY2015 CIP budget. Item closed. Item closed.
7/17/2014 Public Item has been completed. Issue
3 Keans Works Committee  |Information regarding the level of flouride added to the system. |closed.
7/8/2014 Finance |would like more information about the Trustees of the Trust have been invited to October Finance
4 Committee Committee Fund Committee meeting.
1
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City of Rochester, New Hampshire o, 3&/;‘,
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK |
31 Wakefield Street » Rochester, NH 03867 :
FAX (603) 509-1915 PHONE (603) 332-2130

STATEMENT OF INTEREST
BOARD AND COMMISSION MEMBERSHIP

POSITION DESIRED: Ward 6 - School Board Representative

NEW X RE-APPOINTMENT __ REGULAR_____ ALTERNATE
NAME: Thomas O'Connor, MSW

STREET ADDRESS: 2/ _Prospect Street, Rochester NH

zip 03867

TELEPHONE:(H) (W) EMAIL tmoc14@gmail.com
REGISTERED VOTER: (CIRCLE ONE) YES X NO WARD 6

Staternent of Interest/Experience/Background/Qualifications, Etc. (This section need not be completed,
but any information provided will be given to all City Councilors and will be available for
public inspection). FA_ddlthl‘la| sheets/information may be attached, if desired; please do not
write on the back of this form.)

| am interested in filling the vacancy on the Rochester School Board

for the Ward 6 representative. | have been a resident of Rochester

11 years. | have 3 school age children who attend Chamberlain Street

School. | have worked with DCYF for 11+ years, and was a Early
Childhood Educator and an Afterschool Program Director for 6 years.

If this is an application for reappointment to a position, please list all training sessions you
have attended relative to your appointed position.

I understand that: (1) this application will be presented to the Rochester City Council only
for the position specified above and not for subsequent vacancies on the same board; (2) the
Mayor and/or City Council may nominate someone who has not filed a similar application;
and (3) this application will be available for public inspegti

I certify that | am 18 years of age or older:

"
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THOMAS O’CONNOR
27 Prospect Street
Rochester, NH 03867
Home-(603) 332-1179/Cell-(603) 661-4924/Work-(603) 332-9120 ext. 119
000000004

SKILLS/ABILITIES
® Supervisory Skills ®  Quick Leamer
® Team Oriented ®  Goal Oriented
®  Strong Communication Skills ® Motivated
® Organized ® Experience with Microsoft Products
e Resourceful ® SBC Certified
EXPERIENCE
2013 - Present Deputy Compact Administrator, Manager of the Central Registry and

Policy writer for the Division for Children, Youth and Families

Deputy Compact Administrator:

Compact mission and purposes are promoted
Appointment is compliant with Statute
State Council is functioning

Compact Office has adequate resources
Develop and maintain working relationships with:

National Office
Judiciary

State Council Members
Other Commissioners

L]

®

®

e Dues are paid

L ]

L ]
[s]
o
o
o
o

Compact Office & Deputy Compact Administrators

Manager of the Central Registry:
e Manage data entry into the Central Registry for accuracy
o Ensure all court, DCYF forms and certificate are properly signed and dated and are determined
appropriate per the outcome of DCYF Assessments and court hearing.
e Input perpetrators of abuse and neglect into the Statewide Central Registry System.
e Support and Collaborate with local District Offices and Courts to help facilitate the Central Registry

process.

Policy Writer:

* Facilitate Policy meeting for appropriate revisions with subject matter experts to ensure that policy
meets the criteria set forth from legislative and administrative rule changes.

e Review policies to ensure that they are meeting DCYF standards of practice and are aligned with RSA’s
that govern the Division for Children, Youth and Families.

Thomas O'Connor

Page |
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o Attend Administrative Rule Public Hearings in order to advocate for DCYF when appropriate and
necessary.
2005 -2013 Assistant (Permanency) Supervisor; Rochester District Office

Assistant Supervisor:

Provide supervision/training to assigned staff to assure the provision of quality mandated services to children in
out-of-home placement

Evaluated and certified staff in development of Solution Based Casework (SBC) skills

Continually observe and evaluate staff in the on-going development of their SBC practice

Evaluate the work performance of staff to determine compliance with their job description

Assure that each assigned staff member has an individualized training plan

Assign work to the staff to coordinate the equal distribution of workload

Attend scheduled supervisory meetings to receive/disseminate information and to participate in program
development

Makes important contact with district courts, law enforcement, agencies, and community involved with Child
Protective Service Families.

Prepare and oversee the preparation of required reports of staff to assure their appropriateness and accuracy
Screen, interview and approve applicants for CPSW positions to ensure hiring of capable staff

Use the Bridges System and related software to prepare requested reports and statistics

Approve requests for leave from subordinate staff to assure adequate case coverage

Conducts unit staff meetings to inform the staff of agency decisions, to explain new policy and to problem solve
unit issues

Initiates interagency/community development activities to enhance provisions of child welfare services to children
of families.

| have also done trainings for the Training Bureau (Core Module VI: Case Planning & Case Work Process (2006-
2011), and Independent Living Training (now call the Adolescent Tool Box training; 2005-2006).

2004 -2005  Assistant (Permanency) Supervisor; Portmouth District Office

Assistant Supervisor:

®

a @& ® e @

Provide supervision/training to assigned staff to assure the provision of quality mandated services to children in
out-of-home placement

Evaluate the work performance of staff to determine compliance with their job description
Assure that each assigned staff member has an individualized training plan
Assign work to the staff to coordinate the equal distribution of workload

Attend scheduled supervisory meetings to receive/disseminate information and to participate in program
development

Makes important contact with district courts, law enforcement, agencies, and community involved with Child
Protective Service Families.

Prepare and oversee the preparation of required reporis of staff to assure their appropriateness and accuracy
Screen, interview and approve applicants for CPSW positions to ensure hiring of capable staff

Use the Bridges System and related software to prepare requested reports and statistics

Approve requests for leave from subordinate staff to assure adequate case coverage

Conducts unit staff meetings to inform the staff of agency decisions, to explain new policy and to problem solve
unit issues

Initiates interagency/community development activities to enhance provisions of child welfare services to children
of families.

Thomas O'Connor Page 2
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2003 - 2004 Child Protective Service Worker III; Portmouth, NH

Adolescent Service Worker:

Supervised an Assessment Worker

Supported the District Office in the absence of Supervisor/Coordinator

Provided primary and secondary case management with the implementation of the Independent Living Program
Wrote court reports, case plans and adult living preparation plans

Completed needs assessments, career assessments, and skills evaluations for adolescents

Monitored group homes in my catchment area to ensure that the IL paperwork was completed

Used the NH Trails training curriculum to develop independent living skills with adolescents.

Assisted adolescents in obtaining their driver’s licenses, finding jobs, completing college applications, preparing to
live independently in aftercare housing situations, and understanding the overall responsibilities of adulthood

Maintained an Excel spreadsheet for tracking the completion of required IL paperwork and educational tasks
Collaborated with outside agencies by referring adolescents for services
Recruited and enrolled prospective service providers for the Independent Living Program

L ]

2002-2003 Second Year MSW Internship; State Office; Concord, NH

Two aspects to this internship:
e (Clinical work on two (2) cases:

O Became a visiting resource for one case

© Became a co-worker with the Senior Psychiatric Social Worker for DCYF on the second case
e Community and Administrative Practice:

© Conducted research on the Permanency Plus Program being run out of the Portsmouth District

Office.

© Used the Bridges System to collect data on historical cases from the Portsmouth and Concord District
Office.

O  Wrote a practice manual for the same program to be used by staff and families as a reference/practice
guide.

e  Attended the Child Welfare League of America National Conference in Washington, D.C.

2001-2002 First Year MSW Internship;Portsmouth, NH

Worked in the Foster Care Unit and was responsible for:

Completing home and re-licensing visits for prospective foster and current foster families
Providing in-depth reports on home and re-licensing visits

Completing three (3) Interstate Compacts

Managing and providing case plans and court reports of three (3) on-going family service cases
Attending and participating in review hearings

Using the Bridges System to input all contacts and other information requested by the District Office Supervisor
for all cases

® Attending the Child Welfare League of America National Conference in Washington, D.C.

EDUCATION

2001-2003 University of New Hampshire; Durham, NH

Thomas O*Connor Page 3
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Master of Social Work Degree

1994-1996 New England College; Dover, NH
Bachelor of Arts Degree in Human Services

1992-1994 Mclntosh College; Dover, NH
Associates Degree in Criminal Justice

REFERENCES

References will be provided upon request,

Thomas O’Connor Poge 4
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Reports of Committees
August 2014

Appointments Committee P. 51

Codes and Ordinances Committee P. 53
Community Development Committee [Forthcoming]
Joint Building Committee [Forthcoming] P. 67
Public Safety Committee P. 69

Public Works and Building Committee P. 71
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City of Rochester, New Hampshire

CITY COUNCIL — APPOINTMENTS COMMITTEE
31 Wakefield Street e Rochester, NH 03867

(603) 332-1167
www.RochesterNH.net

Appointments Committee Minutes
August 5, 2014

Committee Members Present:

John Larochelle, Chair James Gray
Jake Collins Sandra Keans
Donald Hamann

John Larochelle called the meeting to order at 6:15 p.m. on August 5"

Kevin Sullivan — Conservation Commission - Alternate Member

Kevin has worked for the NH Fish and Game Department for over a decade as a marine
biologist and has a strong interest in preserving our natural heritage. His background
gives him a strong base to build on to be an effective member of the Conservation
Commission.

The Appointments Committee unanimously recommends Kevin Sullivan for appointment to the
Conservation Commission as the Alternate Member, term to expire January 2017.

Robert Pallas - Selectman for Ward 2

Rob has a great deal of experience in working at the polls and would like to fill the vacant
position due to expire in 2016.

The Appointments Committee unanimously recommends Robert Pallas for appointment to the
vacant position of Selectman for Ward 2, term to expire January 2, 2016.

Robert Pallas was appointed to fill this position at the subsequent meeting of City Council on
August 5, 2014.

Respectfully submitted,

John Larochelle, Chair
Appointments Committee
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CODES AND ORDINANCES COMMITTEE
Of the Rochester City Council
Thursday, August 7, 2014
City Council Chambers
31 Wakefield Street, Rochester, NH

7:00 PM
Committee Members Present Others Present
Councilor Peter Lachapelle, Chair Commissioner Nourse
Councilor Elaine Lauterborn, Vice Chair Sheldon Perkins, Building, Zoning, and
Councilor Ray Varney Licensing Services
Councilor Sandra Keans Councilor Bogan

Bob Goldstein, Resident

MINUTES

1. Call to Order

Councilor Lachapelle called the Codes and Ordinance Committee to order at 7:00 PM.
All Committee members were present.

2. Public Input
No member of the public addressed the Codes and Ordinances Committee at this time.
3. Approval of the Codes and Ordinances Committee Minutes

e Juneb, 2014

Councilor Lauterborn MOVED to ACCEPT the June 5, 2014, Codes and Ordinances Committee
meeting minutes. Councilor Varney seconded the motion. The MOTION CARRIED by a unanimous
voice vote.

4. Amendment to Water Ordinance — Required System Connections

Commissioner Nourse addressed the Committee about the Amendment to the Ordinances Chapter
17 relative to Water Leakage Enforcement. He gave a detailed history of why this ordinance has been
brought back to the Committee at this time. This time-line can be found as an attachment to the Codes
and Ordinances Committee packet and it will be included with the City Council packet of September 2,
2014.

The first reading of the proposed Amendment to Ordinances Chapter 17 relative to Water
Leakage Enforcement passed the City Council without much discussion; however, after the second

reading, a few Councilors felt that this ordinance amendment should go back to the Committee for
review. A few Councilors felt strongly that a water “customer” should not have their water shutoff as part

1
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of the penalty process. At that point, the Public Works Committee drafted another version of the
proposed amendment, which is dated as the June 19, 2014, version.

Commissioner Nourse stated that the Public Works Committee felt this final version of the
amendment, as written, addresses the concerns of the situation and does not threaten to terminate the
customer’s use of the water. Councilor Varney MOVED to recommend this version, dated as June 16,
2014, of the proposed Amendment, to the City Council for adoption. Councilor Lauterborn seconded the
motion. The MOTION CARRIED by a unanimous voice vote. Councilor Varney requested to have the
marked up version included with the packet and the revised amendment is as follows:

Public Works June 19, 2014 Version

AMENDMENTS TO CHAPTER 17 OF THE
GENERAL ORDINANCES OF THE CITY OF ROCHESTER
REGARDING WATER LEAKAGE PREVENTION AND
MITIGATION PROCEDURES AND RESPONSIBILITIES

THE CITY OF ROCHESTER ORDAINS:

That Chapter 17 of the General Ordinances of the City of Rochester, entitled “Water”, as presently
amended, be further amended as follows:

. That Section 17.2 of the General Ordinances of the City of Rochester, as presently amended, and
entitled “Definitions”, be further amended, by adding to said Section 17.2, the following provision,
to be known as Section 17.2 (g) of the General Ordinances of the City of Rochester, to wit:

17.2 Definitions.
“(q) Water Leakage. The loss of City water on the private property (or on other private property(s)
over which the customer’s water service must pass) of a City water customer due to a compromise
of the customer's interior or exterior plumbing.”

I1.  That Section 17.3 of the General Ordinances of the City of Rochester, as presently amended, and
entitled “Definitions”, be further amended, by adding to said Section 17.3, the following provision,
to be known as Section 17.2 (q) of the General Ordinances of the City of Rochester, to wit:

17.3 Policy Statement.

“(g) Treated drinking water produced by City facilities and distributed through the City distribution
system is a valuable public resource, funded by water rate payers. It is the obligation of all water
customers to correct any leakages which occur on their property in a timely and effective manner.
Customer failure to correct leakages on their property (or to have repaired leakage occurring on
other private property(s) over which the customer’s water service extends) is, after notification of
the customer pursuant to the provisions of Section 17.20-A of this Chapter, for purposes of this
Chapter, considered willful waste of water.”

I11. That Chapter 17 of the General Ordinances of the City of Rochester, entitled “Water”, as presently
amended, be further amended, by adding to said Chapter the following new provision, to be known
as Section 17.20-A of the General Ordinances of the City of Rochester, to wit:

2
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“17.20-A Prevention and Enforcement of Willful Water Waste.

Treated drinking water produced by City facilities and distributed through the City distribution
system is a valuable public resource, funded by water rate payers. It is the obligation of all water
customers to correct any leakages which occur on their property (or to have repaired leakage
occurring on private property(s) over which the customer’s water service extends) in a timely and
effective manner. Customer failure to correct leakages on such property is, for purposes of this
Chapter, considered willful waste of water. The Department of Public Works shall utilize the
following procedures to alert customers experiencing atypical variation increases in water
consumption to alert customers to the possibility of leakage in their (or a master reader’s) water
service.

(&) Mobile/Manufactured Home Parks and other similar accounts, with Individual Unit Meters
and a Master Meter(s). Such accounts will have summed, by the Department of Public Works, or
by its agent(s), the total consumption value of individual unit meters for each regular billing cycle.
This summed value will be compared to the master meter consumption value, or in the event of
multiple master meters, the sum value of the master meters. A variation of 10% or more between
the sum value of the individual unit meter readings and the master meter value, or sum value of
multiple master meter readings, will create/establish the obligation of the customer to investigate
and, if necessary, report and correct, at customer’s expense, water leakage on their property (or on
other private property(s) over which their water service extends). Such variations when identified
will be documented by the Department of Public Works and a written notice shall be sent by
certified mail, return receipt requested, to customer. Upon receipt of notification, customer will
have 90 days to correct any water leakage and report completion of such repairs back to the
Department of Public Works. In cases where no leakage is determined to exist, or to have existed,
but increased consumption does occur, or is occurring, the customer has the obligation to
communicate a credible explanation for the increased consumption to the Department, and to
assume responsibility, in writing if requested by the Department of Public Works, for payment
responsibility for such increased consumption. Failure of the customer to respond to such notice by
communicating to the Department of Public Works the actions needed, and being taken to correct
water leakage, and credible explanation for the increased consumption to the Department the time
reasonably required to implement repairs, or by communicating a credible explanation for the
increased consumption to the Department and indicating the customer’s assumption of
responsibility for payment responsibility for such increased consumption may w# constitute a
violation grounds—for-termination-of-water-service following the expiration of the 90 day repair
period, until such leakage is corrected or explanation received. In such cases, an appeal to the
Utility Advisory Board for abatement of fees during the 90 day period will not be heard.

(b) Accounts of Individual Unit Meters without Master Meters. The Department of Public
Works monitors average quarterly water consumption reflected by customer’s account(s), and
such consumption is communicated to the customer in its monthly, quarterly or other regular
bill. When monitoring, if above average —rermal consumption, or a situation indicating a
potential leakage of water on the customer's property (or on other private property over which
the customer’s water service extends) is identified, the Department will issue a written
advisory to the customer.

The Department of Public Works may, at its discretion, require a response and credible explanation of the
increased usage within 90 days of notification. If determined to be a leakage the customer may be
required to respond with a plan to repair said leakage within 90 days or as otherwise agreed to by DPW.

3
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Failure of the customer to respond to such notice by communicating to the Department of Public Works
the actions needed, and being taken to correct water leakage, and credible explanation for the increased
consumption to the Department the time reasonably required to implement repairs, or by communicating
a credible explanation for the increased consumption to the Department and indicating the customer’s
assumption of responsibility for payment responsibility for such increased consumption may constitute a
violation following the expiration of the 90 day repair period, until such leakage is corrected or
explanation received. In such cases, an appeal to the Utility Advisory Board for abatement of fees during
the 90 day period will not be heard.

Penalty Any person who, in any manner, directly or indirectly violates the provisions of this ordinances
shall be guilty of a violation. Violations of this ordinance /may be punishable by a fine of One Hundred
Dollars ($100.0) per day of offense.

Chapter 17.4 Water Service Connection Required

Commission Nourse addressed the Committee about Chapter 17.4 Water Service Connection
Required. He said at one point, the City Council believed that the City’s water ordinance should mirror
the City’s sewer ordinance. He said he does not believe the City can place a regulation on a property
owner relative to water hook ups. He noted that the State of New Hampshire has RSA regulates the sewer
hook ups but not water hook ups. He said it is the right of the property owner to choose a well vs. City
water.

Commissioner Nourse gave a brief history about how this ordinance amendment was adopted
earlier this year; however, it has now come to his attention that the City cannot enforce such an ordinance.
He read from RSA 362:4, IV and V, “DES has no authority to require that a lot connect to a public water
system if the property owner can adhere to the requirements described in this document....”

Commissioner Nourse continued to read documentation to back up his theory and informed the
Committee that Attorney Wensley agreed that this ordinance could not legally be enforced. He
recommended that the language be removed. Councilor Gray asked if language could be written to
encourage people to hook up to the City’s water supply.

The Committee briefly discussed if the Planning Board had the authority to require a property
owner to hook up to the City’s water supply at the time of the Notice of Decision. Councilor Gates stated

4
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that the developer is the property owner and the State RSA specifically states that “No property owner
shall be required to connect to a municipal corporation furnishing water, provided that such property
owner can demonstrate the ability to comply with the requirements of RSA 485-A29 and RSA 485-A:30
b.ll

Councilor Gray stated that there is still a problem to be addressed. If a water customer has water
and sewer hook ups and stops using the water, somehow the customer should at least have to continue to
pay for the sewage. The Committee briefly discussed the residential backflow prevention legislation.

Councilor Lauterborn questioned how many property owners currently have sewer service but
not water service. Commissioner Nourse replied the City has three such customers and they are charged a
flat rate for the sewer service, which is estimated at about $200 each quarterly billing cycle. Councilor
Lauterborn MOVED to recommend to the full City Council that Chapter 17.4 be “removed.” Councilor
Gates seconded the motion. The MOTION CARRIED by a unanimous voice vote. It was recommended
that the section be as follows, to alleviate renumbering the entire ordinance:

Chapter 17.4 Water Service Connection Required - REPEALED
5. Proposed Rental Housing Ordinance

Sheldon Perkins, Building, Zoning, and Licensing Services, addressed the Committee regarding
the following Amendment:

CHAPTER 44
HOUSING STANDARDS

44.1. Enforcement Authority

44.2. Powers of Enforcement Authority
44.3. Minimum Standards

44.4. Inspections

44.5. Enforcement Process

44.6. Appeal

44.7. Court Action

44.8. Liens

44.9. Effective Date

HOUSING STANDARDS
This Ordinance establishes a housing standards ordinance designed to protect the health and safety of
occupants of residential rental properties within the City of Rochester. This would occur when an

inspection reveals such a need or by a complaint from a citizen including those set forth in RSA 48-A:7.

44.1 Enforcement Authority

The Director of the Department of Building, Zoning and Licensing Services. Although the day to day
operation of the program can be delegated to staff, the Director is ultimately responsible for the
administration of the program.
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44.2 Powers of Enforcement Authority

The program allows the City, under the direction of the Director of the Department of Building, Zoning
and Licensing Services, to pursue increasing safety of rental properties through inspections and
enforcement as permitted per state statute 48-A:14. Fines may also be levied through Court action in
cases where rental property owners fail to show good faith effort to meet the State minimum standards.

44.3 Minimum Standards

Violations of the International Property Maintenance Code and/or City Ordinances include, but are not
limited to dangerous defects; lack of adequate ventilation, light, or sanitary facilities; uncleanliness;
overcrowding or lack of ingress or egress; inadequate drainage; violations of health, fire, or safety
regulations; insect or rodent infestation; falling plaster from walls or ceilings; dangerous holes in walls,
floors, or ceilings; structurally unsound porches, stairs, or railings; excessive accumulation of garbage or
rubbish; inadequate water supply or malfunctioning water heaters; gas leaks or defective pilot light
ventilation or lack of proper heating or malfunctioning heating systems.

44.4 Inspections

A. Interior inspections may occur upon:

1. Written request by the property owner or tenant

Upon receipt of a written request by either the property owner or tenant a general inspection
may be conducted. This would be a voluntary inspection. The landlord shall be notified in
writing of an impending inspection no less than three (3) days prior to the inspection.

2. A written complaint by a tenant of the rental property regarding a violation of the
International Property Maintenance Code and/or City Ordinances.

At the time a complaint is filed regarding alleged violations in rental dwelling units, the
tenant shall be required to notify the property owner or management company of all alleged
deficiencies via registered mail, with the Department of Building, Zoning and Licensing
Services “carbon” copied. The notice from the tenant shall include a reasonable period of
time (14 days) for the property owner or Management Company to make any required
corrections.

Once the 14 day time frame has elapsed and the complainant notifies the department that
there are still outstanding violations, the property owner will be given a three day notice of an
impending inspection to be conducted by the compliance officer. Once a violation has been
validated, enforcement shall be in accordance with The Guide to District Court Enforcement
of Local Ordinances and Codes, as prepared by the New Hampshire Bar Association and
updated March 2001 by The Municipal and Governmental Law Section Members. The
complainant shall be notified as to the findings in writing and this notification shall be duly
noted on the inspector’s report.

No interior inspections will be initiated without the above criteria having been met.

3. Life safety or health issues
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The tenant is still required to notify the property owner or management company; however
the 14 day wait period shall be waived in cases where there is imminent danger to occupants
or property. These complaints shall be processed and investigated immediately.

B. Exterior Inspections may occur upon:

1. Written request by any concerned party.

Exterior complaints of the Property Maintenance Code or General Ordinances of the City of
Rochester may be made by any concerned party. An inspection may be conducted at any
reasonable time.

44.5 Enforcement Process

An enforcement process is initiated by the Director of Building, Zoning and Licensing Services or
designee, when an inspection of the property reveals such a need or by complaint from a citizen charging
that a dwelling is substandard or unfit for human habitation. Service of the complaint would be made in
person or by registered mail indicating a hearing before the Director of Building, Zoning, and Licensing
Services within thirty days from the date of service. The Director will submit findings and ruling in
writing to the owner and, if applicable, explain what must be done to comply with the requirements and
provide a reasonable timeframe. Depending on the circumstances, the Director may order the building
vacated, or if the costs of repair are unreasonable in relation to the value of the dwelling, may order the
building removed or demolished in accordance with RSA 48-A:4.

44.6 Appeals

If aggrieved by the Director’s decision, the owner may appeal to the Zoning Board of Adjustment.
Appeals must be- filed within thirty days of the Director’s decision.

44.7 Court Action

If the owner fails to comply with the order, the Director or designee may file a petition/complaint with
either the Rochester Circuit Court or the Strafford County Superior Court.

44.8 Liens
Liens against the real property may be levied whenever the City incurs costs associated with the repair,
alteration, improvements, vacating, closing, or for removal or demolition of a dwelling pursuant to RSA

48-A:6.

44.9 Effective Date

This ordinance shall take effect upon adoption by the City Council.

Mr. Perkins noted that one important change is that the Department would enter the building in an
emergency situation and then they would notify the landlord after the event occurred. He added that this
draft ordinance was presented to the Landlords Association and there was no negative feedback.
Councilor Varney recommended amending the draft by removing the word “still”” from Section 44.4 A:3.
Councilor Lauterborn pointed out that Section 44.6 Appeals should be amended to remove an additional

7
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“dash” in after the word “be.” Councilor Varney MOVED to recommend the proposed ordinance to the
full City Council with the corrections mentioned in the previous paragraph. Councilor Gates seconded the
motion. The MOTION CARRIED by a unanimous voice vote. The draft amendment is as follows:

CHAPTER 44
HOUSING STANDARDS

44.1. Enforcement Authority

44.2. Powers of Enforcement Authority
44.3. Minimum Standards

44.4. Inspections

44.5. Enforcement Process

44.6. Appeal

44.7. Court Action

44.8. Liens

44.9. Effective Date

HOUSING STANDARDS
This Ordinance establishes a housing standards ordinance designed to protect the health and safety of
occupants of residential rental properties within the City of Rochester. This would occur when an

inspection reveals such a need or by a complaint from a citizen including those set forth in RSA 48-A:7.

44.1 Enforcement Authority

The Director of the Department of Building, Zoning and Licensing Services. Although the day to day
operation of the program can be delegated to staff, the Director is ultimately responsible for the
administration of the program.

44.2 Powers of Enforcement Authority

The program allows the City, under the direction of the Director of the Department of Building, Zoning
and Licensing Services, to pursue increasing safety of rental properties through inspections and
enforcement as permitted per state statute 48-A:14. Fines may also be levied through Court action in
cases where rental property owners fail to show good faith effort to meet the State minimum standards.

44.3 Minimum Standards

Violations of the International Property Maintenance Code and/or City Ordinances include but are not
limited to dangerous defects; lack of adequate ventilation, light, or sanitary facilities; uncleanliness;
overcrowding or lack of ingress or egress; inadequate drainage; violations of health, fire, or safety
regulations; insect or rodent infestation; falling plaster from walls or ceilings; dangerous holes in walls,
floors, or ceilings; structurally unsound porches, stairs, or railings; excessive accumulation of garbage or
rubbish; inadequate water supply or malfunctioning water heaters; gas leaks or defective pilot light
ventilation or lack of proper heating or malfunctioning heating systems.

44.4 Inspections
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A. Interior inspections may occur upon:

1. Written request by the property owner or tenant

3.

Upon receipt of a written request by either the property owner or tenant a general inspection
may be conducted. This would be a voluntary inspection. The landlord shall be notified in
writing of an impending inspection no less than three (3) days prior to the inspection.

A written complaint by a tenant of the rental property regarding a violation of the
International Property Maintenance Code and/or City Ordinances.

At the time a complaint is filed regarding alleged violations in rental dwelling units, the
tenant shall be required to notify the property owner or management company of all alleged
deficiencies via registered mail, with the Department of Building, Zoning and Licensing
Services carbon copied. The notice from the tenant shall include a reasonable period of time
(14 days) for the property owner or Management Company to make any required corrections.

Once the 14 day time frame has elapsed and the complainant notifies the department that
there are still outstanding violations, the property owner will be given a three day notice of an
impending inspection to be conducted by the compliance officer. Once a violation has been
validated, enforcement shall be in accordance with The Guide to District Court Enforcement
of Local Ordinances and Codes, as prepared by the New Hampshire Bar Association and
updated March 2001 by The Municipal and Governmental Law Section Members. The
complainant shall be notified as to the findings in writing and this notification shall be duly
noted on the inspector’s report.

No interior inspections will be initiated without the above criteria having been met.

Life safety or health issues

The tenant is required to notify the property owner or management company; however the 14
day wait period shall be waived in cases where there is imminent danger to occupants or
property. These complaints shall be processed and investigated immediately.

B. Exterior Inspections may occur upon:

1. Written request by any concerned party.

Exterior complaints of the Property Maintenance Code or General Ordinances of the City of
Rochester may be made by any concerned party. An inspection may be conducted at any
reasonable time.

44.5 Enforcement Process

An enforcement process is initiated by the Director of Building, Zoning and Licensing Services or
designee, when an inspection of the property reveals such a need or by complaint from a citizen charging
that a dwelling is substandard or unfit for human habitation. Service of the complaint would be made in
person or by registered mail indicating a hearing before the Director of Building, Zoning and Licensing
Services within thirty days from the date of service. The Director will submit findings and ruling in
writing to the owner and, if applicable, explain what must be done to comply with the requirements and

9
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provide a reasonable timeframe. Depending on the circumstances, the Director may order the building
vacated, or if the costs of repair are unreasonable in relation to the value of the dwelling, may order the
building removed or demolished in accordance with RSA 48-A:4.

44.6 Appeals

If aggrieved by the Director’s decision, the owner may appeal to the Zoning Board of Adjustment.
Appeals must be filed within thirty days of the Director’s decision.

44.7 Court Action

If the owner fails to comply with the order, the Director or designee may file a petition/complaint with
either the Rochester Circuit Court or the Strafford County Superior Court.

44.8 Liens
Liens against the real property may be levied whenever the City incurs costs associated with the repair,
alteration, improvements, vacating, closing, or for removal or demolition of a dwelling pursuant to RSA

48-A6.

44.9 Effective Date

This ordinance shall take effect upon adoption by the City Council.
6. Chapter 42 Certification

Councilor Gates MOVED to CERTIFY Chapter 42, which was adopted on April 22, 2014, by
the City Council, and the final version can be found in the City Clerk’s office dated 8-8-2014. Councilor
Varney seconded the motion. Councilor Varney requested that the older versions be removed from the
City’s website to avoid confusion.

Councilor Varney stated that he made minor revisions to the charts of Chapter 42 by following a
systematic process of the actual adoption on April 22, 2014. He MOVED to AMEND the August 8,
2014, version of Chapter 42 by replacing the proposed charts with the corrected versions dated 8-7-2014.
He said the charts should be further amended by rewording the “sections” opposed to “articles” and to
correct the text on page 158 to match was actually adopted on April 22, 2014 as follows:

42.23 Accessory Uses, b Standards for Specific Accessory Uses, 3 Animals and Pets, Keeping of,
F Chickens, Fowl and Other Small live stalk, ii No roosters are allowed and the number of chickens is
limited to less than ten in the Residential 1 and 2 Zones.

Councilor Gates seconded the motion. The MOTION CARRIED unanimously.
7. Other

Bob Goldstein, resident, addressed the Committee. He said most permits or licenses have to be
removed after a certain timeframe; however, this is not true for home occupancy permits. He gave reasons
why he felt the idea of requiring a renewal process of a home occupancy would be a good idea. He felt a
five-year renewal or review process could be beneficial to the City for businesses in Residential 1 or
Residential 2 Zones. He gave the example of a small home business needing to seek a renewal after five

10
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years. The Committee discussed the matter with Mr. Goldstein. Councilor Varney requested that
information be provided from the BZLS Department for the next Codes and Ordinances Committee
meeting: how many home occupation permits are in the City; what the fee is for the permits: and to seek
out information about if any other communities in New Hampshire have anything like this in place.

Councilor Lauterborn stated that the Committee received a letter from Mark Hourihane of
Hourihane, Cormier, & Associates LLC, and it should be addressed by someone. It was determined that
the BZLS Department should be asked why they do not enforce the off-premises sign ordinance and get
back to the Committee in September about how to enforce the sign ordinance that is in place. Councilor
Varney understood that the BZLS only responds if there is a complaint.

Councilor Lauterborn asked about the panhandling issue. The Committee decided to check to see
if Concord’s panhandling ordinance is being challenged by the ACLU or not. If not, the Committee
should review that ordinance at the next meeting.

Councilor Gray addressed the Committee about loitering issues, particularly, people who wonder
around in the evening checking for unlocked vehicles on their way by someone’s home. The neighbors on
Heaton Street and Winter Street can hear car-alarms and dogs barking all the way down the street until the
noise is close to their own homes. This is an issue that should be addressed with the panhandling issue.
The Committee agreed that testing car door handles is illegal; however, they recommended that Councilor
Gray or the Recreation Commission bring back some recommendations to the next meeting for
discussion.

8. Adjournment

Councilor Gates MOVED to ADJOURN the Committee meeting at 7:55 PM. Councilor
Lauterborn seconded the motion. The MOTION CARRIED by a unanimous voice vote.
Respectfully submitted,

Kelly Walters
City Clerk
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TJo:
From:
CC:

Date:
Re:

8/28/14

City of Rochester

Dept of Public Works

45 Old Dover Road
Rochester, NH 03867
Phone: (603) 3324096
Fax: (603) 3354352

mo

Public Works and Buildings Committee_@___ @
M
Peter Nourse, Director of Public Works — A
Daniel Fitzpatrick, City Manager, Blaine Cox, Deputy City Manager,
Karen Pollard, Economic Development, Chief Norman Sanbom, RFD

13 August 2014

Granite State Business Park — Water Distribution Interconnection
Analysis

1.

| bring to your attention my concern regarding water supply and particularly
the available fire flow at this park. | recently directed Wright-Pierce engineers
to evaluate several computer modeled scenarios where parts of the existing
water storage/delivery system would fail to determine the subsequent
firefighting and domestic/process effects on the business park, and, the same
scenarios and their effect on the business park with a hypothetical redundant
interconnect.

The computer model predicted that an emergency break to the single water
supply line under Rt. 108, or beneath Airport Dr. between Rochester Hill Tank
and the Safran complex, or a failure of the Rochester Hiil Tank, or when
Rochester Hill Tank would next need to be taken off-line for maintenance,
would present a situation where there would be inadequate flow for firefighting
at the Safran complex, and for other users’ domestic/process or firefighting
uses. A failure of the Richardson St. booster pumps alone would result in just
meeting the Safran firefighting demand but leaving little water for other park
users' firefighting and domestic/process uses.

Further, with no equipment failures and the Safran complex under firefighting
operations, there is little capacity for additional water use by existing users, or
for the park should it expand and additional users come on line. Increased
domestic/process consumption by existing users, or park expansion with new
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users will cause a dangerous drop in pressure below the minimum required
should the Safran complex require firefighting supply.

. Wright-Pierce examined multiple interconnect alternatives which would
provide redundant water supply creating sufficient firefighting flow for Safran
complex, while simultaneously providing capacity at sufficient pressure for
other users in the park. The least costly and most promising is the proposed
interconnect from Whitehall Rd. down Shaw Dr. connecting to the existing
water main at the end of Airport Dr.

. Aside from firefighting, a redundant interconnect should also be considered for
domestic uses and process efficiency. With the Whitehall interconnect,
available water to the park increases 60% under non-firefighting, regular use
conditions.

. Without a redundant water supply interconnect, the Safran complex and other
park users risk a potential of inadequate firefighting supply. If the tank or the
delivery line fails, Safran and all other park users do not have adequate
firefighting supply. If there are no system failures and there are multiple facility
fires to include Safran, it is likely that no one has adequate firefighting supply.
From an available fire flow perspective, a redundant interconnect is highly
recommended under existing conditions and is absolutely necessary for any
park expansion.
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Enclosure: Technical Memo, Wright-Pierce, 7/29/14: Granite State Business Park —
Water Distribution Interconnection Analysis
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WRIGHT-PIERCE =

Engineering a Better Environment

MEMORANDUM
TO: Peter Nourse, PE DATE: 7/29/2014
FROM: Christopher Silke, PE PROJECT 125864
NO.:
Dylan Thisse, EIT
SUBJECT: Granite State Business Park - Water Distribution

Interconnection Analysis

While the Rochester Hill Tank was offline for repairs and re-painting,
concerns mounted over the hydraulic capacity of water main serving the
Granite State Business Park. Safran, Inc. constructed a nine (9) acre
manufacturing facility with a highly sophisticated fire suppression system.
At the heart of the Safran fire suppression equipment is a NFPA 20
certified pump designed to deliver 2,300 gallons per minute. Wright-Pierce
intervened to manage the City’'s surveillance of line pressure in the
Rochester Hill pressure zone during a fire pump certification test by
Hampshire Fire and City / State officials. Our staff also ran several
hydraulic model scenarios to evaluate feasible alternatives that would
increase the business park estimated available fire £flow (EAFF) while
sustaining a minimum 20 psi line pressure or more throughout the Rochester
Hill service area. Interconnecting the water main in the Granite State
Business Park with a second water distribution line will provide redundancy
and increased capacity to this area in the event a shutdown is necessary
for leak repairs, the 1.0 million gallon tank is offline for maintenance,
new connections or other emergencies that would disrupt water service to
this vital economic area of the City.

Need for Redundancy

An existing 12" ductile iron (DI) water main running along Route 108 to
Airport Drive is currently the only water source for multiple large
industrial buildings in the Granite State Business Park. The
infrastructure providing pressure and flow to the customers in the pressure
zone is comprised of Rochester Hill storage tank, 12" ductile iron water
main, Richardson St. Booster pump station and Salmon Falls Booster pump
station. The water main running along Airport Drive (Granite State
Business Park) is currently a dead end with no interconnection to another
source of flow in the Rochester water system. An emergency break repalr or
maintenance on the section of water main between the Rochester Hill tank
2and the business park would put the manufacturing facilities in a
Julnerable position of no fire protection and impact process / domestic
water use.
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Need for Additiomal Flow
Currently, there is very little additional capacity for additional water

usage demand to further expand the business park and maintain the required

il

minimum 20 psi within the pressure zone during a fire flow event. The New

Hampshire Department of Envircnmental Services (NHDES), through their
adoption o©of the Recommended Standards for Water Works (10 States
Standards), requires a minimum 20 psi at ground level throughout the
distribution system during all flow conditions. If the business park

continues to expand, increasing normal water demand in this area, residual
pressure will drop below 20 psi during a fire flow event at safran. With
the Rochester Hill tank online and level within the recommended range of
cperation, residual pressure at Albany International Corporation dropped to
20 psi while running the Safran Fire Pump at the required discharge of
2,300 gpm. Also, if the Rochester Hill tank was taken offline for repairs
or maintenance, either or both of the Richardson St. booster pumps fail, if
the Salmon Falls booster pump station was to run on a jockey pump during an
emergency, or if any combination of these events occur, the EAFF at the

Safran facility will fall below the sprinkler system permit requirements

for occupancy and pressure within the service area will decrease below the
required minimum 20 psi.

An interconnection, as discussed in the scenarios below, would provide
redundancy in the system, allow for additional water demand capacity and
increase the EAFF to the business park. Multiple interconnection options

were evaluated under a variety‘?f input boundary conditions to compare
existing system fire flows versus’'interconnect fire flows (Table 1).

Option 1- sShaw Drive Interconnect

A 14" High Density Polyethylene (HDPE) water main would be connected to
the existing 12" DI main at the intersection of Whitehall Road and Shaw
Drive. The main would be installed along Shaw Drive and an unpaved road
extending from Shaw Drive. HDPE water main would be inserted through a 36-
inch steel casing pipe jacked under the active rail bed and intersecting an
abandoned roadway. The water main would then run southeasterly parallel to
the existing utility right of way adjacent to the rail bed until entering a
parcel owned by Albany International, Inc. The water main would be reduced
to 12% ductile iron pipe prior to bury within the parking lot and re-
connect to the existing water main nearby the Albany building. Total
length of new water main installed would be approximately 4,500 LF. The
estimated total project cost of Option 1 is approximately §1,160,000.
Engineering and Project Contingency are factored at 15% each in the total
cost.

Option 2A - Somersworth Interconnect
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A 12" DI water main would be connected to the Somersworth water system at
the intersection of Route 108 and Hideaway Place. The water main would
then be installed along Route 108 until it is connected to the Rochester
system at the intersection of Route 108 and Airport Drive. A booster pump
station would be necessary to overcome the hydraulic grade 1line
differential between Rochester and Somersworth water storage tanks. A
booster pump station would increase flow and line pressure to the business
park. Total length of new water main installed would be approximately
4,000 LF. The estimated total project cost of Option 2 is approximately
$1,450,000. Engineering and Project Contingency are factored at 15% each in
the total cost.

Option 2B - Somersworth Interconnect Alternate

An alternate was also priced out to include upgrading approximately 1,600
LF of existing 8" asbestos cement pipe to 12” ductile iron pipe in the
Somersworth system at the interconnection point. This would mitigate the
loss in normal EAFF in the Somersworth system at the interconnection point
as well as mitigate any capacity issues to the booster pump station created
by the existing 8" main. The total length of new water main installed if
this alternate is added to Option 2 would be 5,600 LF. The estimated total
project cost of Option 2B is approximately £1,878,000. Engineering and
Project Contingency are factored at 15% each in the total cost.

Hydraulic Modeling

Using the City’s hydraulic model and field gathered data, we previously
evaluated EAFF at the Safran facility under multiple operational conditions
that will not lower pressures below 20 psi in the Rochester Hill Service
Area (Table 1 - Existing Conditions). Again, required fire flow at the
Safran facility is 2,300 gpm for the fire pump and sprinkler system (Fire
Flow Tests Performed at the Granite State Business Park- summer 2013).

The modeled scenarios include a range of potential conditions that can
affect the EAFF at Safran’'s facility. Under fully operational existing
conditions (Table 1 - Scenario 1) the EAFF at the Safran building is 2,700
gpm @ 20 psi. Pressure at the more elevated parcels in the business park
would be lower than 20 psi. Realistic worst case events would be if the
Rochester Tank was to fail/ require maintenance or the Richardson Street

booster pump station was offline (Table 1 - Scenario 2 and 3). The
controlling scenaric occurs when Rochester Hill tank is offline. Under

that circumstance the EAFF drops to 1,500 gpm, well below the required fire

flow.

Option 1 will increase the EAFF under normal operating conditions to over
4,000 gpm at the Safran facility (Table 1 - Scenarioc 4). In a worst case

78



8/28/14

Memo: Peter Nourse, P.E.
7/29/2014
Page 4

scenario (Table 1 - Scenario 6) the EAFF at the Safran facility would be
increased to 2,400 gpm.

Option 2 will increase the EAFF under normal operating conditions to 3,700

gpm at the Safran facility (Table 1 - Scenario 7). In a worst case
scenario (Table 1 - Scenario 9) the EAFF would be increased to 3,000 gpm,
which is 700 gpm higher than the required fire flow. The alternate

(replacing Somersworth 8% asbestos cement pipe with 127 ductile iron
water main would slightly 1lift the fire flow delivery to Safran, Inc. but
would increase the EAFF at the Somersworth interconnect location
(intersection of Route 108 and Hideaway Place) from 400 gpm to 1,200 gpm.
A Somersworth upgrade of water distribution main would enhance EAFF on the
suction side of a proposed booster pump station.

Recommendations

i Option 1 - Installation of a 14" HDPE interconnection along
Shaw Drive, 1s recommended to increase the available flows to the
Granite State Business Park and create redundancy in the Rochester

‘:Hill Service Zone.
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Table 1

Estimated Available Fire Flows at the Granite State Business Park

Estimated Available
Fire Flow

Scenario Descripticn

(gpm @ psi) *

EXISTING CONDITIONS

Scenario 1: Existing Conditions

; 2,700 @ 20
Richardson St Pumps Online; Rochester Hill Tank Online ’
Scenario 2: Existing Conditions 2 650 @ 20
Richardson St Pumps Offline; Rochester Hill Tank Online ;
Scenario 3: Existing Conditions 1.500 @ 70
Richardson St Pumps Online; Rochester Hill Tank Offline i
WITH SHAW DRIVE INTERCONNECTION- Option 1
Scenario 4: W/14* DIPS HDPE Shaw Dr. Interconnect;
3 2 4,300 @ 20
Richardson St Pumps Online; Rochester Hill Tank Online
Scenario 5: W/14*# DIPS HDPE Shaw Dr. Interconnect; 3. 8500 @ 75
Richardson St Pumps Offline; Rochester Hill Tank Online !
. . " .
Scenario 6: W/14 DIPS HDPE Shaw Dr. Interconnect; 2,400 @ 70

Richardson St Pumps Online; Rochester Hill Tank Offline

WITH SOMERSWORTH INTERCONNECTION- Option 2

Scenario 7: W/1l2" DI Interconnect W/Somersworth; 1000
gpm Booster Station; No 8" to 127 Somersworth Main
Upgrade; Richardson St Pumps Online; Rochester Hill
Tank Online

Scenario 8: W/12% DI Interconnect W/Somersworth; 1000
gpm Booster Station; Ne 87 to 12" Somersworth Main
Upgrade; Richardson St Pumps Offline; Rochester Hill
Tank Online

Scenario 9: W/12” DI Interconnect W/Somersworth; 1000
gpm Booster Station; No B” to 127 Somersworth Main
Upgrade; Richardson St Pumps Online; Rochester Hill
Tank Offline

3700 @ 20- at Safran
425 @ 20 at 12"
interconnect

3700 @ 20- at Safran
400 @ 20 at 8"
interconnect

3000 @ 45- at Safran
1200 @ 20 at 8"
interconnect

OPTION 2 WITH ALTERNATE

Scenario 10: W/12” DI Interconnect W/Somersworth;
1000 gpm Booster Station; 8" to 12* Somersworth Main
Upgrade; Richardson St Pumps Online; Rochester Hill
Tank Online

Scenario 11: W/12# DI Interconnect W/Somersworth;
1000 gpm Booster Station; 87 to 127 Somersworth Main
Upgrade; Richardson St Pumps Offline; Rochester Hill
Tank Online

3800 @ 20- at Safran
1200 @ 23 at 12 ”
interconnect

3800 @ 20- at Safran
1200 @ 23 at 12 “
interconnect
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io 12: o I W :
Scenario 12 wW/12 QI nterconnect W/Somersworth . 3150 @ 45- at Safran
1000 gpm Booster Station; 8" to 12" Somersworth Main 2000 @ 23 at 12 “
Upgrade; Richardson St Pumps Online; Rochester Hill PO
Tank Offline

*Modeled available fire flows do not reduce pressure at the hydrant below 20 psi or pressure
within the service zone below 20 psi. Listed flows are instantaneous values and do not
reflect any required duration. All scenarios assume Salmon Falls booster pump station is
online. For all scenarios where the Rochester Hill Tank is offline, the location of the
limiting zone pressure is at the Rochester Hill Tank site.
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AMENDMENT TO ORDINANCES
REPEALING THE PROVISIONS OF SECTION 17.4
OF THE GENERAL ORDINANCES OF THE CITY OF ROCHESTER,
ENTITLED “WATER SERVICE CONNECTION REQUIRED”

THE CITY OF ROCHESTER ORDAINS:

That Section 17.4 the General Ordinances of the City of Rochester, entitled “Water
Service Connection Required” as presently amended, be further amended, by repealing such
Section in its entirety.

CC FY1509-02 AB 34
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City of Rochester Formal Council Meeting

AGENDA BILL

8/28/14

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

AGENDA SUBJECT Amendment to Water Ordinance Relative to Required Water System Connections

COUNCIL ACTION ITEM [X]
INFORMATION ONLY [_]

FUNDING REQUIRED? YES[ ] NO[X]
* |F YES ATTACH A FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM

RESOLUTION REQUIRED? YES[X] NO[]

FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM? YES[ | NO |Z|

AGENDA DATE 9/2/14
DEPT. HEAD SIGNATURE P. C. Nourse
DATE SUBMITTED 8/8/14

ATTACHMENTS YESX] NO [] | * IF YES, ENTER THE TOTAL NUMBER OF
PAGES ATTACHED
COMMITTEE SIGN-OFF

COMMITTEE

Codes and Ordinances
CHAIR PERSON Peter Lachepelle

DEPARTMENT APPROVALS

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

Blaine Cox

CITY MANAGER

Daniel Fitzpatrick

FINANCE & BUDGET INFORMATION

FINANCE OFFICE APPROVAL

n/a
SOURCE OF FUNDS n/a
ACCOUNT NUMBER

n/a
AMOUNT

n/a
APPROPRIATION REQUIRED  YES |:| NO Izl

LEGAL AUTHORITY

Sent to Attorney Wensley

CCFY15AB 34
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SUMMARY STATEMENT
On 8/7/14 Codes and Ordinances Committee approved amending Chapter 17 to repeal Section 17.4:
Water Service Connection Required.

RECOMMENDED ACTION
Recommend placing Section 17.4 into “Repealed” status.
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City of Rochester Regular City Council Meeting
Draft February 4. 2014
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
ROCHESTER, AS FOLLOWS:

WHEREAS, by resolution previously adopted by the Mayor and City Council on
May 7, 2013, the sum of Four Thousand Five Hundred Seventy Dollars and
Thirty-One Cents ($4,570.31) to be derived from an asset forfeiture distribution
from the U.S. Marshall's Service (NH District) to the City of Rochester, Police
Department was appropriated as a supplemental appropriation in the 2012-
2013 operating budget of Rochester Police Department, and was placed in a
special non-lapsing revenue account, for the exclusive purpose of being used for
drug law enforcement purposes (the "Project”); and

WHEREAS, Four Hundred Fifty-Seven Dollars and Four Cents ($457.04) of the
aforesaid supplemental appropriation for such Project is no longer available for
distribution to the Rochester Police Department because of a onetime sequester
of 10% of such distribution by the federal government, thereby making such
funds unavailable for their Project purposes;

NOW, THEREFORE, the Mayor and City Council of the City of Rochester, by
adoption of this Resolution, hereby deauthorize Four Hundred Fifty-Seven
Dollars and Four Cents ($457.04) previously appropriated for the said Project,
thereby leaving a total appropriation for such Project in the amount of Four
Thousand One Hundred Thirteen Dollars and Twenty-Seven Cents ($4,113.27).

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. AB 29

14. New Business

14.1.AB 13 Amendment to Water Ordinance Relative to
Required Water System Connections Second Reading and
Possible Adoption

Councilor Walker MOVED to read the resolution for the second time by
title only. Councilor Lachapelle seconded the motion. The MOTION
CARRIED by a unanimous voice vote. Mayor Jean read the Amendment by
title only for the second time as follows:

'_'-% AMENDMENT TO WATER ORDINANCE RELATIVE TO
REQUI WATER SYSTEM CONNECTIONS

THE CITY OF ROCHESTER ORDAINS:

That chapter 17 of the General Ordinances of the City of Rochester, entitled
"Water" as presently amended, be further amended by therefrom deleting

16
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City of Rochester Regular City Council Meeting
Draft February 4, 2014
the existing Section 17.4 thereof, entitled "Water Service Connection
Required", in its entirety, and by inserting in its stead the following
subsection:

"Existing structures within two hundred (200) feet of the public water
system of the City, and currently served by private wells shall connect to the
public water system at such time as the well fails or the property is
transferred, whichever occurs first. For the purposes of this section, existing
structures shall mean houses, buildings, or property used for human
occupancy, employment, recreation, or other purposes, that are constructed
as of January 1, 2012. For the purposes of this section, the term "well fails”
shall mean any weli failure requiring additional earth disturbance such as
digging and/or drilling, other than such activity associated solely with well
pump replacement and/or access."”

Councilor Walker MOVED to ADOPT the Amendment. Councilor
Varney seconded the motion.

Councilor Larochelle opposed the motion, giving a history of the origins
of water as it pertains to well water vs. city water and the matter of choice
between the two. Councilor Collins and Councilor Gates agreed with
Councilor Larochelle for opposing the proposed Amendment for different
reasons. Councilor Varney clarified that the proposed ordinance is not
seeking all residents to connect to the City water supply; however, this
proposed ordinance would require that persons with a failed well system to
connect to the City's water supply only if the well is close encugh [200 feet]
to the City's water supply. Councilor Walker stated that a person would be
required to connect to the City’s water supply if the well failed; however, if a
person’s pump to the well fails, they would not be required to connect to the
City's water supply.

Councilor Lauterborn requested that the existing ordinance be included
with the packet whenever there is a proposed change to the ordinances for
clarity purposes.

Councilor Kittredge stated his opposition over the fact that the
proposed ordinance would require one to connect to the City's water supply
upon transfer of ownership of said property. He stated this would cause a
financial hardship to many people. He added that drilling a second well on
the same location should not be prohibited, just because one location has
failed, it does not mean it could not be successful on another area nearby.
He said there are many reasons for a well to fail and he would not support
the motion to adopt.

17
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Councilor Gray concurred that the requirement to connect to the City’s
water supply in the event of transfer of property should be removed.

Councilor Larochelle read a portion of the existing water ordinances as
follows: “The owners of all houses, buildings, or structures used for human
occupancy, employment, recreation, or other purposes, situated within the
City and currently connected to the public water system of the City, and the
owner of any newly constructed house, building, or structure used for human
occupancy, employment, recreation, or other purposes, situated within the
City and abutting on any street, alley, or right-of-way in which there is
located the public water system of the City, is hereby required at the
owner(s) expense to extend water mains, in order to connect...”

Councilor Larochelle stated that the existing ordinance does not make
sense. Councilor Keans concurred. She said this is why the Utility Advisory
Board has brought this proposal forward.

Councilor Varney stated that the practice in the City has been to
require new structures to connect to the City's water if said structure is
within 200 feet. He added that new housing developments are required to
connect to the City's water supply for all new subdivisions.

Councilor Larochelle stated that one should have the right to choose to
keep an existing well or connect to the City’s water supply. Council debated

Councilor Gray MOVED to Amend the mgt‘:fof? EJy placing a‘S period after
the word fails in the third sentence and by striking the rest of that sentence.
Councilor Gates seconded the motion. The MOTION CARRIED by a majority
voice vote,

Councilor Larochelle requested a roll call vote. Councilor Walker
seconded the request. Mayor Jean called for a vote on the motion as
amended. The MOTION CARRIED to adopt the Amendment as further
amended by an 11 to 2 roll call vote. Councilors Gray, Lauterborn, Keans,
Kittredge, Varney, Hamann, Torr, Collins, Lachapelle, Walker, and Mayor
Jean voted in favor of the motion. Councilors Larochelle and Gates voted
against the motion. The Amended version is as follows:

AMENDMENT TO WATER ORDINANCE RELATIVE TO
REQUIRED WATER SYSTEM CONNECTIONS

THE CITY OF ROCHESTER ORDAINS:
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That chapter 17 of the General Ordinances of the City of Rochester,
entitled "Water" as presently amended, be further amended by therefrom
deleting the existing Section 17.4 thereof, entitled "Water Service
Connection Required”, in its entirety, and by inserting in its stead the
following subsection:

"Existing structures within two hundred (200) feet of the public water
system of the City, and currently served by private wells shall connect to the
pub|IC water system at such time as the well fails. er—the—property—is

: irst— For the purposes of this section, existing
structures shall mean houses, buildings, or property used for human
occupancy, employment, recreation, or other purposes, that are constructed
as of January 1, 2012. For the purposes of this section, the term "well fails”
shall mean any well failure requiring additional earth disturbance such as
digging and/or drilling, other than such activity associated solely with well
pump replacement and/or access."”

14.2.AB 10 Amendment to Water Ordinance Relative to Water
Rates Second Reading and Possible Adoption

Councilor Walker MOVED to read the resolution for the second time by
title only. Councilor Lachapelle seconded the motion. The MOTION
CARRIED by a unanimous voice vote. Mayor Jean read the Amendment by
title only for the second time as follows:

)RDINAN MENT RELATIVE TO WATER USER RATE

THE CITY OF ROCHESTER ORDAINS:

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:

17.34 Water Rate and Fee Schedule

Quarterly Water Rates

Residential Customers without exemption: $4.67 per 100 cu. ft. of water use
Residential Customers with exemption: $2.02

Commercial and industrial customers: $4.67

Unmetered Residential Customers:
Per quarter per unit without exemption: $124.87
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(1) Sewer Deduct Meter. A device installed and owned by the Department of Public
Works for the measurement of water that will not be disposed of in the City sewer
system.

(m) Utilitv Advisory Board. The Utility Advisory Board of the Citv of Rochester, New
Hampshire.

(n) Water Meter. A device installed by the Department of Public Works for the
measurement of water quantities to be used as a basis for determining charges for water
services.

(o) Water Rates and Charges. A separate listing of all deposits, water rates, charges, and
violation fees can be obtained from the Department of Public Works or Business Office.

(p) Water Service. The pipe extending from the distribution water main to the customer’s
building or structure.

17.3 Policy Statement.

(a) To the largest extent possible. the City of Rochester is intended to have a fully
metered system with outside readers, all residential, commercial and industrial customers
shall be metered, unless it is determined by the Director, not practical to do so.

(b) All school buildings, non-city community facilities, hospitals, etc. shall be considered
separate services, metered and billed as commercial customers.

(c) Customers shall be billed in accordance with the provisions of Section 17.19 of this
Chapter.

(d) In agreement with any like provision in Chapter 16, Sewer Use Ordinance, an elderly
exemption, based on existing property tax requirements for such exemptions, shall be
instituted.

(e) For all commercial and industrial customers not presently metered, the installation of
a meter will be required. The customer shall pay any costs associated with such
installation.

(D) In the event of a meter or reader failure or when in the opinion of the Business Office
or Director a flat rate billing is necessary, each unit of a multi-unit dwelling or mobile
home park shall be considered a residential customer. The property owner shall be billed
for each dwelling unit even if the property has only one service (i.e., the owner of a 10-
unit apartment building shall be billed the residential flat rate x 10)

17.4 Water Service Connection Regquired. (26l
The owners of all houses, buildings, or structures used for human occupancy,
employment, recreation, or other purposes. situated within the City and currently

connected to the public water system of the City. and the owner of any newly constructed
1/15/2002
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house, building, or structure used for human occupancy. employment, recreation, or
other purposes, situated within the City and abutting on any street, alley, or right-of-way
in which there is located the public water system of the City, is hereby required at the
owner(s) expense to extend water mains, in order to connect such house, building, or
other structure directly with the public water system of the City, in accordance with the
provisions of this ordinance, within ninety (90) days afier the date of official notice to do
so, provided that said public water system is within two hundred (200) feet of said house,
building, or structure. The City Manager may grant a waiver of this requirement if he/she
deems that it imposes an unreasonable financial hardship upon the owner.

17.5 Application for Service. [28]

(a) All applicants for water service or expansions or fire sprinklers must be made at the
Public Works Department Office on an application form, stating fully and truly the uses
to which the water is to be applied. The customer or his/her duly authorized
representative must sign such application.

(b) An estimate of the cost of work to install the service will be prepared by the
Department of Public Works.

(c) A deposit equal to the estimated cost or a payment agreement shall be made with the
Business Office before the work is begun. This regulation also applies to repairs on
service piping, the setting of new meters, including outside reader, radio read equipment
and appurienances, or the repair of meters already installed if damaged due to the
negligence of the owner. All financial obligations involved in such transactions shall be
adjusted immediately upon the completion of the work in the interests of all parties
involved.

(d) Installation charges and other fees on all new services must be paid or a payment
agreement made with the Business Office before the water is turned on. This regulation
also applies to repairs on service piping, the setiing of new meters, including outside
reader, radio read equipment and appurtenances, or the repair of meters already installed
if damaged due to the negligence of the owner. All financial obligations involved in such
transactions shall be adjusted immediately upon the completion of the work in the
interests of all parties involved.”

(e) The Director may waive the deposit for emergency repair purposes.

(f) The City of Rochester may allow applicants to enter into agreements with the City to
pay all costs in equal instaliments over a period of time. Interest shall accrue at the same
rate charged by the City for overdue property tax bills. Such agreements shall be recorded
with the Strafford County Register of Deeds at the expense of the applicant. In the event
property is conveyed; all monies owed to the City of Rochester shall be remitted in full.

17.6 Size of Service and Meter Required. The minimum size of service connections
and meter installation permitted shall conform with the recommendations of the
American Water Association.

3/6/07
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WD-WSEB-21-6 2012
Constructing Wells Within the Service Area of a Public Water System

This document summarizes the state requirements associated with the construction of a potable
or non-potable water supply well within the service area of an existing public water system. It is
important to note that municipalities may have adopted local regulations that pertain to the
location of water supply wells (non-potable and potable) and/or may have attached conditions to
local subdivision and/or site plan review approvals that stipulate if and where on-site wells may
be located on a particular parcel. This fact sheet does not include any information about local
requirements, which in some instances may be more stringent than the state requirements
summarized in this document.

Constructing a non-potable water supply well within a service area of a public water
system—A water supply well developed on a lot within the service area of a public water system
for non-potable use or a geothermal well must comply with the well location and construction
requirements stipulated in N.H. Code of Administrative Rules Part We 600 — Standards for the
Construction, Maintenance and Abandonment of Wells.

Constructing a potable water supply well on lots: 1) Connected to a community sewer
system; and 2) Located within a service area of a public water system—Potable water supply
wells may be constructed on lots where wastewater is disposed of off-site, if the construction and
location of the well complies with the requirements stipulated in We 600. The rules include
setback requirements to property lines and known contamination sources.

Constructing a potable water supply well on lots: 1) With on-site wastewater disposal to
septic systems; and 2) Located within a service area of a public water system—Small lots
that do not conform to current regulations and that were established prior to 1967 can receive
approval for a two-bedroom septic system and an on-lot potable water supply well provided that
the septic system meets the applicable setback requirements to wetlands, surface water, and
seasonal high groundwater. The DES Subsurface Bureau will provide a standard condition
pertaining to the construction and location of a potable water supply well that will be part of the
septic system construction approval. For lots that fit the scenario described above, the well must
be 75 feet from the septic system effluent disposal area.

Lots established after 1967 typically were approved with a stipulation stating whether the lot
would be supplied by an on-lot well or by connecting to a community water system. If an owner
of a lot that was approved with a stipulation that the lot would be served by a community water
system wants to utilize a on-lot private well, then a new subdivision application would need to be
submitted to DES demonstrating that: 1) The lot is capable of meeting the wastewater loading
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requirements for a four-bedroom home; 2) There is sufficient land area for the sanitary protective
well radius on the lot or that easements on adjoining lots will be obtained for the sanitary
protective radius of the private well; and 3) The well meets the siting requirements stipulated in
We 100-We 1000.

Pursuant to RSA 362:4, IV and V, DES has no authority to require that a lot connect to a public
water system if the property owner can adhere to the requirements described in this document.

FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
For additional information please call the DES Drinking Water and Groundwater Bureau at (603)
271-3139. All of the bureau’s fact sheets are available at

hitp://des.nh.gov/organization/commissioner/pip/factsheets/dwgb/index.htm.

Note: This fact sheet is accurate as of October 2012. Statutory or regulatory changes or the availability of additional
information afier this date may render this information inaccurate or incomplete,
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CHAPTER 174

HB 517-LOCAL - FINAL VERSION

7juneCl,,,1177h
04/16/02 3465s
2002 SESSION
01-0874

08/01

HOUSEBILL 517-LOCAL
AN ACT relative to supply of water by village districts, and authorizing Carroll county to operate a public water system.
SPONSORS: Rep. Chandler, Carr 1
COMMITTEE: Municipal and County Government
AMENDED ANALYSIS

This bill provides that the public utilities commission shall hold public hearings concerning cxpansions of water
district franchise areas, and that any change of boundaries be ratified in the same manner as the initial establishment of the
district. This bill allows a property owner to connect to municipal water supplies at his or her discretion.

This bill also authorizes Carroll county to operate a public water system.

----------------------------------------------------------------------------

Explanation: Matter added to current law appears in bold alics.
Matter removed from current law appears [in-bracketc-and-struekibroual]
Matter which is either (a) all new or (b) repealed and reenacted appears in regular type.
7june01...1177h
04/16/02 34653
01-0874
08/01
STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE
In the Year of Our Lord Two Thousand Two
AN ACT relative to supply of water by village districts, and authorizing Carroll county to operate a public water system.
Be it Enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives in General Court corvened:

174:1 New Section; Viliage District Water Systems. Amend RSA 38 by inserting after section 25 the following new
section;

http://www.gencourt.state.nh.usflegislationJZOOZIH% 17.html] 4/9/2014
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38:25-a Village District Hearings. Prior to authorizing the expansion of a franchise area of a water company owned or
operated by a water village district, the public utilities commission shall, after notice, hold a public hearing in each town
or city in which the village district is located, at which it shall hear testimony and receive evidence from any interested

party.
174:2 Changing Boundaries. Amend RSA 52:5 to read as follows:
52:5 Changing Boundaries.

I, The selectrmen of towns in which any such district has been established upon petition, after notice to parties
interested and a hearing, may change the boundaries thereof; and the district shall cause the petition and the retum of the
selectmen's proceedings and decision thereon to be recorded in the records of the district, and of the towns in which it is
situated, within 60 days after the decision.

17, In the case of any district formed for the purpose of impoundment of water, any such change of boundaries
shall be ratified before taking effect by the voters residing in the district and in any area proposed to be added to the
district in the same manner as is required for the initial establishment of the district.

1. In the case of any district formed for the purpose of the supply of water for domestic and fire purposes,
which may include the protection of sources of supply, any such change of boundaries shall be ratified before taking
effect by the voters residing in the district and in any area proposed to be added to the district in the sane manner as s
required for the initial establishment of the district.

174:3 New Paragraph; Water Companies, When Public Utilities, Amend RSA 362:4 by inserting after paragraph IV » Y '

the following new paragraph: . Fgfvfm 4
V. No property owner shall be required to connect to & municipal corporation—hmf;}vvided sucg m“

property owner can demonstrate the ability to comply with the requirements of RSA 485-A:29 and RSA 485-A:30-b.
174:4 New Paragraph; Jurisdiction. Amend RSA 23:1-a by inserting after paragraph 11 the following new paragraph:

IMl. In addition to the powers conferred by paragraphs 1 and II, the county of Carroll is further empowered to
exercise jurisdiction over, to operate, and maintain a public water system within the borders of the town of Ossipee,
notwithstanding that such areas are not adjacent to county buildings.

174:5 Authority for the County of Carroll to Operate and Maintain a Public Water System.

1. The county of Carroll is hereby empowered to exercise jurisdiction over, operate, and maintain & public water
system within the borders of the town of Ossipee.

II. In addition to the jurisdiction, authority, and powers conferred by paragraph I, the county of Carroll and the
Carroll county commissioners are hereby vested with the like powers and duties held by municipalities of the state of New
Hampshire, to the extent not inconsistent with state law relative to the authority of county governments.

HI. The county of Carrall and the Carroll county commissioners are authorized and empowered to enter upon,
take and appropriatc any springs, strcams, or ponds, not belonging to the county, to comstruct reservoirs, to make
excavations through, over, in, or upon any land or enclosure, street, highway, way, or lane through which it may be
necessary to pass or lay its pipes, to construct reservoirs and water works, and to repair and maintain them,

IV. The county of Carroll and the Carroll county commissioners arc authorized and empowered to contract with
individuals or corporations for supplying said county with water, to make such other contracts, to establish such
regulations, tolls, rates, and charges for the use of water systems and facilities, and to collect charges and create liens upon
the real estate where such services are fumished, as may from time to time be deemed proper.

V. All acts taken prior to the effective date of this act by the county of Carroll, the Carroll county commissioners,

and the officers and agents of said county, in constructing, maintaining, and operating a public water system within the
town of Ossipee are hereby legalized, ratified, and affirmed.

htip://www. gencourt,state.nh.usllegislation/2002/P%51 7.html 4/9/2014
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174:6 Effective Date, This act shall take effect upon its passage.
(Approved: May 15, 2002)

(Effective Date: May 15, 2002)

http://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/legislation/2002/H]&7517.html 4/9/2014
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NEW HAMPSHIRE CODE OF ADMINISTRATIVE RULES

(2) All regulated substances except gasoline underground storage tank systems shall be located
at least 400 feet from a public water supply well and at least 75 feet from a non-public water

supply well.
{n) Before construction begins wells constructed as part of a public water system as delined by RSA
485:1-a, XV shall have the location approved pursuant to Env-Ws 372, Env-Ws 373, Env-Ws 378, and Env-

Ws 379, ar successor rules in Env-Dw.
(o) Private wells shall not be constructed on lots serviced by a public water system as defined by
RSA 485:1a, XV, when the provisions_of RSA 485-A:30-b cannot be mel, or when the construction of the

well would violate subdivision approyal, pursuant to RSA 485-A:29.
L~
" and V, when the provisions of RSA 485-A;29.4nd RSA 485-A:30-

(p) Pursuant 1§ RSA 362:4,
are satisfied, no property o strall be required to connect to a public waler system.,

(q) Paragraph (o) above shall not apply to closed loop geothermal wells.
Source. #3046, eff 7-2-85; ss by #4730, eff 1-15-90; ss by
#4898, eff 8-13-90; EXPIRED: 8-13-96

New. #6327, INTERIM, elf 8-24-96, EXPIRED: 12-22-96

New. #6449, eff 1-29-97. ss by #7307, eff 6-13-00; ss by
#9179, eff 6-13-08
We 602.06 Standard Practice for the Construction of Wells Drilled in Bedrock.

(a) Persons constructing wells shall collect information during well construction, enter it onto a well
completion report, and submit the well completion report to the board in accordance with We 801.
P p p p

(b) Care shall be taken to observe and record the following:
(1) Types of unconsolidated materials overlying the bedrock and the thickness of the layers;
(2) Characteristics of the bedrock and noticeable changes in bedrock and depths at which

changes occur;
(3) Depths to fractures yielding readily observable amounts of waler;

(4) Depth to static water level prior to pump installation; and

(5) Special circumstances encountered in the construction of the well including but not limited

to:

a. Soft bedrock;
b. Caving conditions; or

¢. Turbid or cloudy water.
(c) Well casings shall be made of a material and weight appropriate to assure adequate performance

of the functions for which casing is used.
(d)y The major functions and characteristics of the well casing shall be as follows:

We 100-1000
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TITLE XXXIV
PUBLIC UTILITIES

CHAPTER 362
DEFINITION OF TERMS; UTILITIES EXEMPTED

Section 362:4

362:4 Water Companies, When Public Utilities. —

I. Every corporation, company, association, joint stock association, partnership, or person shall be
deemed to be a public utility by reason of the ownership or operation of any water or sewage disposal
system or part thereof. If the whole of such water or sewage disposal system shall supply a less
number of consumers than 75, each family, tenement, store, or other establishment being considered a
single consumer, the commission may exempt any such water or sewer company from any and all
provisions of this title whenever the commission may find such exemption consistent with the public
good.

II. A municipal corporation furnishing water or sewage disposal services outside its municipal
boundaries shall not be considered a public utility under this title for the purpose of accounting,
reporting, or auditing functions with respect to said service.

II1. A municipal corporation furnishing sewage disposal services shall not be considered a public
utility under this title:

(a) If it serves customers outside its municipal boundaries, charging such customers a rate no
higher than that charged to its customers within the municipality, and serves those customers a level
of sewage disposal service equal to that served to customers within the municipality. Nothing in this
section shall exempt a municipal corporation from the franchise application requirements of RSA 374.

(b) If it supplies bulk sewage disposal services pursuant to a wholesale rate or contract to another
municipality, village district, or water precinct.

I1I-a. (a) A municipal corporation furnishing water services shall not be considered a public utility
under this title:

(1) If it serves new customers outside its municipal boundaries, charging such customers a rate
no higher than 15 percent above that charged to its municipal customers, including current per-
household debt service costs for water system improvements, within the municipality, and serves
those customers a quantity and quality of water or a level of water service equal to that served to
customers within the municipality. Nothing in this paragraph shall exempt a municipal corporation
from the franchise application requirements of RSA 374.

(2) If it supplies bulk water pursuant to a wholesale rate or contract to another municipality,
village district, or water precinct. This subparagraph shall not apply to bulk water contracts which
were in effect before July 23, 1989, or to the renewal of said bulk water contracts.

(b) The commission may exempt a municipal corporation from any and all provisions of this title
except the franchise application requirements of RSA 374, and may authorize a municipal corporation
to charge new customers outside its municipal boundaries a rate higher than 15 percent above that
charged to its municipal customers, if after notice and hearing, the commission finds such exemption
and authorization to be consistent with the public good. The commission may not authorize a
municipal corporation to charge existing customers outside its municipal boundaries a rate higher than
15 percent above that charged to its municipal customers until any rate agreements in effect for those
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customers on May 13, 2002 shall have expired.

(c) A municipal corporation's authority to charge higher rates for new customers outside of its
municipal boundaries shall be applied prospectively to new customers taking water service provided
by means of a main extension or an expansion of the municipal corporation's system after the
effective date of this paragraph.

(d) A municipal corporation's authority to charge higher rates for existing customers outside of its
municipal boundaries shall not become effective until any rate agreements in effect on May 13. 2002
have expired.

(e) A municipal corporation serving customers outside of its municipal boundaries and charging a
rate no higher than 15 percent above that charged to its municipal customers prior to July 1, 2002,
may also be exempted from regulation as a public utility, except for the franchise application
requirements of RSA 374, if afier notice and hearing, the commission finds such exemption and
authorization to be consistent with the public good.

[V. (a) Any customer of a water utility shall have the right to terminate water service and secure
water from an alternate source, if the customer can demonstrate the ability to comply with the
requirements of RSA 485-A:29 and RSA 485-A:30-b, and the administrative rules adopted to
implement these sections.

(b) Any covenant in a deed or contract that restricts the right to terminate water service from a
water utility or in any way limits that right, shall be void as against public policy.

V. No property owner shall be required to connect to a municipal corporation furnishing water,
provided such property owner can demonstrate the ability to comply with the requirements of RSA
485-A:29 and RSA 485-A:30-b.

VI. (a) For purposes of this chapter, a municipal corporation shall include a regional water district.

(b) During the initial 4 years of its operation, if a regional water district seeks to alter rates other
than in a manner that uniformly impacts all customers within the district, any municipality that is a
member of the regional water district may seek commission review of the proposed rate change. In
order for the proposed rate change to take effect, the commission must determine that the proposed
rates are cost-based and that they are not unduly discriminatory.

(c) A regional water district shall adopt and enforce quality of water service standards consistent
with the commission's administrative rules.

(d) With respect to regional water districts, the 15 percent benchmark employed in this section
shall be calculated in relation to an average of the regional water district's relevant rates as determined
by the public utilities commission.

VII. (a) A homeowners association, including but not limited to a condominium unit owners
association, shall not be considered a public utility under this title by virtue of providing water service
if:

(1) The service is furnished only to members of the association or the occupants of their
residential units; and

(2) The association is organized on a not-for-profit basis and is democratically controlled by the
owners of the residential units and not the developer or subdivider thereof.

(b) Such a homeowners association is one consumer for purposes of paragraph I, and its
individual members or their lessees shall not be treated as individual consumers.

Source. 1913, 145:1. 1917, 76:1. PL 236:5. RL 285:5. 1951, 203:9 par. 4. RSA 362:4. 1957, 33:1.
1971, 333:1. 1973, 546:1. 1988, 134:1. 1989, 240:1. 1992, 170:1. 1993, 248:1. 2001, 237:2. 2002,
141:4, 52; 174:3. 2003, 178:15; 281:12. 2007, 25:2, eff. May 11, 2007.
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Section 485-A:30-b Protective Well Radii. Pa
8/28

TITLE L
WATER MANAGEMENT AND
PROTECTION

CHAPTER 485-A
WATER POLLUTION AND WASTE DISPOSAL

Sewage Disposal Systems

Peatxies TO

Section 485-A:30-b

485-A:30-b Protective Well Radii. -
L. All lots, including lots created prior to August 20, 1989, shall be subject to the following
conditions:

(a) Rules adopted under this section concerning such lots shall include provisions allowing
abutting lot owners to overlap their respective well radii for their mutual benefit and provisions
allowing well radii to extend over property lines onto state and locally-mandated property line
setbacks, recorded easements, or land which is permanently dedicated to a use which preclugés
development.

(b) For private wells serving commercial buildings, the entire protective well radius shall be
maintained on one or more of the following: on-log, on a recorded easement, on land which is
permanently dedicated to a use which precludes development, or on state and locally mandated
property line setbacks. For the purposes of this section, the term "commercial building” shall not
include a residence which is also used for commercial purposes unless the total water withdrawal
exceeds 600 gallons per day.

(c) For private wells serving buildings other than commercial buildings, if the protective well
radius cannot be wholly maintained on an existing lot of record due to the size or other physical
characteristics of the lot, then the on-lot protective radius shall be maximized to the extent practicable.
Subject to the foregoing sentence, the protective well radius shall be maintained on one or more of the
following: on-lot, on a recorded easement, on land which is permanently dedicated to a use which
precludes development, or on state and locally mandated property line setbacks.

(d) Any person submitting plans and specifications for a sewage or waste disposal system for a
property which is or will be served by an on-lot well, shall show the location or proposed location of
the well, or a designated area within which the well will be located, on such plans and shall show the
protective radius as specified in the department's rules.

(e) Whenever the department approves a septic plan with an on-lot well radius which is less than
the optimum standard, the department shall notify the applicant of the consequences of such reduced
radius and advise the applicant whether special precautions should be taken relative to well
installation.

(f) If the well is not installed prior to the sewage or waste disposal system being constructed, then
the property owner shall provide the water well contractor with a copy of the approved plan showing
the location of the well, and the water well contractor shall ensure, to the best of his ability that the
well is installed in accordance with the approved plan.

(g) When, for reasons of the condition of the lot or the placement of buildings thereon, the well
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cannot be installed as shown on the approved plan, the water well contractor shall advise and consult
with the property owner, or the property owner's agent, on the best possible alternative location,
considering distance to property boundaries and to the sewage or waste disposal system. Using a
standard release form prepared by the department, the water well contractor shall alert the owner to
the consequences of the alternate installation, including the potential loss of the protection of any
portion of the radius which extends over the property line. The owner, or the owner’s agent, may defer
to the designer of the sewage or waste disposal system or may allow the water well contractor to
proceed in the identified alternative location. Prior to installing the well in the identified alternative
location, the well contractor shall, using the standard release form, obtain a written acknowledgment,
from the property owner, or the owner's agent, that the consequences are understood. The designer
shall prepare an amended plan showing the actual location of the well. The property owner shall
forward the amended plan, together with a copy of the signed release form, to the department and the
local code enforcement officer or other appropriate designated local official prior to using the well. If
the on-lot protective well radius is less than the optimum prescribed standard, the owner shall record
the release form, upon which the actual protective radius shall be noted, together with a narrative
description of the location of the well in the registry of deeds, and a copy of the recorded release form
shall be filed with the department.

IL. For lots approved under RSA 485-A:29, the rules adopted under this section concerning such
lots shall include provisions allowing abutting lot owners to overlap their respective well radii for
their mutual benefit by allowing well radii to extend over property lines, onto state and locally
mandated property line setbacks, recorded easements, or land which is permanently dedicated to a use
which precludes development. If after a lot is created pursuant to this section, the well cannot be
installed as shown on the subdivision plan, then the provisions of RSA 483-A:30-b, I(d), (e), (f), and
(g) shall apply.

I11. For the purposes of this paragraph, the term "cluster development" means a form of residential
subdivision that permits dwelling units to be grouped on sites or lots with dimensions, frontages, and
setbacks reduced from conventional requirements, provided that the remaining land area is
permanently designated as open space for cluster development. For cluster developments the
following provisions shall apply:

(a) Where the sewage waste disposal systems are located off of the individual home lots or the
cluster development is served by municipal sewers, the wells and associated protective radii serving
those home lots need not be confined to the individual lot which each well serves so long as all wells
and their associated protective radii are confined within the tract of home lots and common land
permanently designated as open space, and shall not encumber property situated outside of the cluster
development except by recorded easement.

(b) Where the home lots are serviced by on-lot sewage or waste disposal systems, wells and their
protective radii may be located wholly or partially on common land permanently designated as open
space, and shall not encumber adjacent lots or property situated outside of the cluster development
except by recorded easement. The department shall not approve such off-lot wells and radii unless the
lot owner or developer demonstrates to the department's satisfaction, by means of recorded easements,
land use restrictions or other appropriate mechanisms, that the well owner will be able to maintain and
service the well in perpetuity and that the area covered by the protective well radius is permanently
dedicated to a use which precludes development.

IV. The commissioner shall adopt rules under RSA 541-A providing for protective well radii for
private water wells, and for regulation of land use within the radii boundary.

Source. 1991, 215:2. 1996, 228:106, 110, eff. July 1, 1996.
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TITLE L
WATER MANAGEMENT AND
PROTECTION

CHAPTER 485-A
WATER POLLUTION AND WASTE DISPOSAL

Sewage Disposal Systems
B J d PRaoceesss

Section 485-A:29

2o

485-A:29 Submission and Approval of P nd Specifications. —
I. Any person proposing either to subgdj¥ide land, except as provided in RSA 485-A:33, or to

construct a sewage or waste disposal system, shall submit 2 copies of such locally approved plans as
are required by the local planning board or other local body having authority for the approval of any
such subdivision of land, which is subject to department approval, and 2 copies of plans and
specifications for any sewage or waste disposal systems which will be constructed on any subdivision
or lot for approval in accordance with the requirements of the department as provided in this

~ paragraph. In the event that such subdivision plans which receive final local approval differ from the
plans which are reviewed by the department, the person proposing the subdivision shall resubmit
those plans to the department for reapproval. The planning board or other local body having final
local approval authority shall submit one copy of such plans which receive final local approval to the
department for informational purposes within 30 days of granting such final approval. The department
shall adopt rules, pursuant to RSA 541-A, relative to the submission of plans and specifications as
necessary to effect the purposes of this subdivision. The rules shall specify when and where the plans
and specifications are to be submitted, what details, data and information are to be contained in the
plans and specifications, including the location of known burial sites or cemeteries within or adjacent
to the property on which the proposed sewage or waste disposal system is to be located, what tests are
to be required, what standards, guidelines, procedures, and criteria are to be applied and followed in
constructing any sewage or waste disposal system, and other related matters. The rules shall also
establish the methodology and review process for approval of innovative/alternative wastewater
treatment systems and for approval of a plan for operation, maintenance, and financial responsibility
for such operations. For any part or parts of the subdivisions where construction or waste disposal is
not contemplated, only the lot lines, property boundaries drawn to scale, and general soil and related
data shall be required. The constructed sewage or waste disposal systems shall be in strict accordance
with approved plans, and the facilities shall not be covered or placed in operation without final
inspection and approval by an authorized agent of the department. All inspections by the department
shall be accomplished within 7 business days after receipt of written notification from the builder that
the system is ready for inspection. Plans and specifications need not be submitted for subdivision
approval for subdivisions consisting of the division of a tract or parcel of land exclusively in lots of 5
or more acres in area. The presence of hydric soils on lots of 5 or more acres in area shall be
insufficient, without additional supporting data, to classify these lots as wetlands, or to make such lots
unsuitable for sewage or waste disposal systems designed for poorly drained soils. This exemption in
no way relieves any person from responsibility for obtaining approval under this chapter for
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construction of individual or other sewage or waste disposal systems or both in any exempted lots. In
such cases, it shall be the responsibility of the subdivider to provide to the lot purchasers satisfactory
assurance as the purchasers may require at the time of sale that lots sold shall be adequate to support
individual sewage or waste disposal systems or both in accordance with rules adopted by the
department and the requirements of this subdivision.

II. Permitted designers of subsurface sewage disposal systems shall obtain the registry of deeds
volume and page numbers for each lot that relates to the septic system application and provide them
to the department. The department shall develop and approve an outline of brief instructions for the
periodic maintenance, care and proper usage of waste disposal systems, including a warning of the
potential public health hazard and pollution of public and private water supplies and surface water of
the state from improperly maintained sewage and waste disposal systems.

III. The department shall not approve any plan which will cause a violation of the setback
requirements in RSA 289:3, III.

Source. 1989, 339:1. 1991, 379:2. 1993, 172:5. 1994, 198:1. 1995, 93:1. 1996, 228:106; 233:9. 2006,
87:1, 2, eff. July 4, 2006.
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RESOLUTION ACCEPTING
FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY GRANT
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 a Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) grant in the amount of Three
Hundred Thousand Dollars ($300,000.00) (the “Grant”), made to the City of Rochester, Fire
Department, for the purpose of paying costs incurred in connection with the purchase of up to 41
Scott Air Packs, and related items, for use by Rochester firefighters, be, and hereby is accepted,
and such grant funds shall be assigned to an account(s) established by the Finance Director in the
2014-2015 capital budget of the Rochester Fire Department. That the aforesaid required Grant
amount includes a 10% match amount, from the City of Rochester, in the amount of Thirty
Thousand Dollars ($30,000.00).

Further, that the sum of Two Hundred Seventy Thousand Dollars ($270,000.00), from the
above referenced FEMA Grant, be, and hereby is, appropriated as a supplemental appropriation to
the 2014-2015 capital improvements program budget for the City of Rochester, Fire Department,
for the purpose of paying costs incurred in connection with the purchase of up to 41 Scott Air
Packs, and related items, for use by Rochester firefighters. The source of the sums necessary to
fund such appropriation shall be drawn, from the aforesaid Federal Emergency Management
Agency (FEMA) Grant, to the extent of the Two Hundred Seventy Thousand Dollars
($270,000.00) hereby appropriated, and, to the extent of Thirty Thousand Dollars.($30,000.00) to
cover the City of Rochester’s required 10% Grant matching funds, from funds previously
appropriated for the Rochester Fire Department’s FY 15 capital improvements program budget.

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 are necessary to
implement the transactions contemplated by this Resolution.

CCFY1509-02 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.

AGENDA SUBJECT
FEMA Assistant to Firefighters Grant

COUNCIL ACTION ITEM [_] FUNDING REQUIRED? YES[ | NO[]
INFORMATION ONLY [ ] * |F YES ATTACH A FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM
RESOLUTION REQUIRED? YES[ | NO[_] FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM? YES[ | NO[ ]
AGENDA DATE 9/2/14
DEPT. HEAD SIGNATURE Norm Sanborn, Jr.

Signature on file with City Clerk
DATE SUBMITTED 8/18/14

ATTACHMENTS  YES[_] NO [] | * |F vES, ENTER THE TOTAL NUMBER OF | 6
PAGES ATTACHED

COMMITTEE SIGN-OFF

COMMITTEE

CHAIR PERSON

DEPARTMENT APPROVALS
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER Blaine Cox,
Signature on file with City Clerk
CITY MANAGER Dan Fitzpatrick,

Signature on file with City Clerk

FINANCE & BUDGET INFORMATION

FINANCE APPROVAL Roland Connors

Signature on file with City Clerk
SOURCE OF FUNDS Federal
ACCOUNT NUMBER 15012020-773150-15514
AMOUNT $270,000.00

APPROPRIATION REQUIRED YES [ | NO []

LEGAL AUTHORITY

Council Action Required

CC FY15 AB 31 FEMA Grant supp app $30,000
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SUMMARY STATEMENT

City Council approval to accept funds in the amount of $270,000.00 from FEMA. a ten percent match is
required in the amount of $30,000.00 which was already approved by Council as part of the FY 15
Adopted CIP. (15012020-773150-15514. Total amount of grant $300,000.00. This grant is to purchase 41
air paks and related items.

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Acceptance of grant funds.
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Project Name:

AGENDA BILL FUNDING RESOLUTION

E HIBIT

8/28/14

FEMA Assistance to Firefighters Grant

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

Reimbursement Request will be reduced |:|

109

Date: [06/18/2014 |
Fiscal Year: [FY15 |
Fund (select):
GF |:| Water |:| Sewer |:| Arena |:|
cIp Water CIP [ | Sewer CIP [__] ArenaCIP [ ]
Special Revenue |:|
Fund Type: Annual Lapsing |:| Multi-year Non-Lapsing
De () (o)
Fe S Lo |
O # O e # Poe # Amo Amo Amo
1 - -
2 - -
3 - -
4 - -
App op o
Fe S Lo |
O # O e # Poe # Amo Amo Amo
1 15012020 773150 15514 270,000.00
2 - -
3 - -
4 - -
Ree e
Fe S Lo |
O # O e # Poe # Amo Amo Amo
1 15012020 773150 15514 270,000.00
2 - -
3 - -
4 - -
DUNS # (073960874 | CFDA#| 97.044 |
Grant# |EMW-2013-FO-05475 | Grant Period: From |06/18/2014
To |06/17/2014

Funds will be returned |:|

8/20/2014 8:51 AM
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8/28/14
Amendment Package

Federal Emergency Management Agency
Washington, D.C. 20472

Mr Mark Dupuis

Rochester Fire Department

37 Wakefield Street

Rochester, New Hampshire 03867-1916

Re: Grant No. EMW-2013-FO-05475
Dear Mr Dupuis:

This letter is in written response to your amendment request regarding a cost change within your grant. The
approved increase is $105,000 to your total grant request. The total revised grant amount as a result of this
amendment is $300,000, $270,000 is the Federal share and $30,000 is your share of the cost. All other terms
and conditions of the grant remain unchanged, except as noted per your amendment. Please maintain copies of
all bids/quotes, purchase receipts, vouchers, eltc., along with a copy of this letter in your grant file. All other
terms and conditions remain unchanged.

If you have any further questions and/or concerns please contact Ramesa Pilts, at (202) 786-9760.

Sincerely,

Ramesa Pitts
Grant Management Specialist
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8/28/14

City of Rochester Reguiar City Council Meeting
Draft December 3, 2013

Mayor Jean stated that a Public Hearing had been held on November
19, 2013, relative to this amendment. Councilor Walker MOVED to ADOPT
the Amendment to the Ordinances. Councilor Lachapelle seconded the
motion. The MOTION CARRIED by a unanimous voice vote.

14.2.Resolution Approving FEMA Grant Application by the City
of Rochester Fire Department AB 1

Councilor Lachapelle MOVED to read the resolution by title only for the
first time. Councilor LaBranche seconded the motion. The MOTION
CARRIED by a unanimous voice vote. Mayor Jean read the resolution by
title only for the first time as follows:

RESOLUTION APPROVING FEMA GRANT APPLICATION
BY THE CITY OF ROCHESTER FIRE DEPARTMENT

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

That the Rochester City Council, by adoption of this resolution, hereby
authorizes the City of Rochester, Fire Department to apply for a grant from
Federal Emergency Management Agency grant in the approximate amount of
up to Three Hundred Forty-One Thousand Dollars ($34,100.00), for the
purpose of defraying the cost of purchasing up to forty-one (41) Scott Air
Packs and accessories, for use by Rochester Fire Department firefighters.
This grant requires a ten percent (10%) City funding match, which match
would be in an amount of up to Thirty-Four Thousand One Hundred Dollars
($34,100.00), depending on the ultimate grant award, if the grant
application is successfully approved, with the remaining ninety percent
(90%) of the cost for such Air Packs and accessories in an amount of up to
Three Hundred Six Thousand Nine Hundred Dollars ($306,900.00) being
derived from the aforesaid Federal Emergency Management Agency grant.

Councilor Keans questioned if the Fire Department has indicated where
the City match of ten percent [$34,100] would be coming from. City
Manager Fitzpatrick stated that it would be required that the Fire
Department would supply the money frem their own budget. Councilor
Lauterborn stated that the narrative is clear that the Fire Department is
constantly repairing the existing air packs. Councilor Varney recalled that
purchasing air packs is already listed in next year’s CIP budget from the Fire
Department. The City Council briefly discussed the matter.

39
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City of Rochester Regular City Council Meeting
Draft December 3, 2013

Councilor Lachapelle MOVED to ADOPT the resolution. Councilor
LaBranche seconded the motion. The MOTION CARRIED by a unanimous
voice vote,

14.3.Resolution Changing Funding Source of FY 2011-2012
Sewer Works Capital Improvements Budget for Waste
Water Treatment Plant Upgrades and Related Costs and
Making a Supplemental Appropriation in Connection
Therewith AB 10

Councilor Walker MOVED to read the resolution by title only for the
first time. Councilor LaBranche seconded the motion. The MOTION
CARRIED by a unanimous voice vote. Mayor Jean read the resolution by
title only for the first time:

RESOLUTION CHANGING FUNDING SOURCE
OF FY 2012-2013 SEWER WORKS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS BUDGET FOR

WASTE WATER TREATMENT PLANT UPGRADES AND
RELATED COSTS

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

WHEREAS, by action of the Mayor and City Council of the City of Rochester
in June 2012 a capital improvements budget for the City of Rochester,
Department of Public Works, Sewer Works for fiscal year 2012-2013 was
adopted with regard to the so-called Waste Water Treatment Plant upgrades
and related cost, including costs associated with the City’s anticipated new
NPDES Permit issuance (the “Project”), which included an appropriation of
One Million Five Hundred Thousand Dollars ($1,500,000.00) in funding for
costs associated with such Project, which Project funding was originally
designated to be financed, to the extent of One Million Five Hundred
Thousand Dollars ($1,500,000.00), from the proceeds from borrowing by the
City of Rochester, Sewer Works from State of NH Clean Water State
Revolving Fund sewer loan program (*"NH CWSRF"); and

WHEREAS, the Mayor and City Council have been advised that NH CWSRF
funds are not available to finance the Project; and

WHEREAS, the Project is essential and has already begun; the Mayor and
City Council of the City of Rochester are desirous of completing the Project;
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RESOLUTION ACCEPTING GRANT FOR PURCHASE OF
BULLETPROOF VESTS FOR THE ROCHESTER POLICE
DEPARTMENT
AND MAKING A SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION
IN CONNECTION THEREWITH

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAYOR AND THE CITYCOUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
ROCHESTER:

WHEREAS, the City of Rochester has been awarded a grant in the amount of Four
Thousand Fourteen Dollars and Fourteen Cents ($4,014.14), such sums being awarded pursuant to
the 2014 Bulletproof Vest Partnership Grant Program administered by the United States
Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Assistance, the Mayor and City Council of the City of
Rochester, by adoption of this Resolution, do hereby accept such grant on behalf of the City of
Rochester.

Further, that the sum of Four Thousand Fourteen Dollars and Fourteen Cents ($4,014.14)
to be received by the City of Rochester as a grant under the provisions of the 2014 Bulletproof Vest
Partnership Grant Program be, and hereby is, appropriated as part of the 2014-2015 operating
budget of the City of Rochester Police Department, the same to be deposited in a special
non-lapsing account by the Finance Director, or his designee(s), for the purpose of purchasing
bulletproof vests, all as more specifically set forth in the grant application and/or grant
documents, and that the sums necessary to fund the aforesaid appropriation shall be drawn, in their
entirety, from funds received from the aforesaid grant to the City of Rochester from the 2014
Bulletproof Vest Partnership Grant Program.

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.

CCFY1509-02 AB 33
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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.

AGENDA SUBJECT: Seeking permission from council to accept $4,014.14 in funds from the 2014
Bulletproof Vest Grant.

COUNCIL ACTION ITEM [X] FUNDING REQUIRED? YES[X] NO[ ]
INFORMATION ONLY [ ] * |F YES ATTACH A FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM
RESOLUTION REQUIRED? YES[X] NO[_] FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM? YES[X] NO[_]
AGENDA DATE Next meeting in August 2014.

DEPT. HEAD SIGNATURE Signature on file with City Clerk

DATE SUBMITTED 8/20/14

ATTACHMENTS YESD NO [] | *F YES, ENTER THE TOTAL NUMBER OF | 2
PAGES ATTACHED

COMMITTEE SIGN-OFF

COMMITTEE

CHAIR PERSON

DEPARTMENT APPROVALS
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER Blaine Cox
Signature on file with City Clerk
CITY MANAGER Dan Fitzpatrick

Signature on file with City Clerk

FINANCE & BUDGET INFORMATION

FINANCE OFFICE APPROVAL Roland Connors

Signature on file with City Clerk
SOURCE OF FUNDS Federal 2014 Ballistic Vest Grant
ACCOUNT NUMBER TBD
AMOUNT

$4,014.14

APPROPRIATION REQUIRED  YES |Z| NO []

LEGAL AUTHORITY
Council action required

CCFY15AB 33
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SUMMARY STATEMENT

Seeking permission from council to accept 2014 Ballistic Vest Grant Award in the amount of $4,014.14.
This will be a multi-year fund.

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Recommend acceptance of the 2014 Ballistic Vest Grant Award in the amount of $4,014.14.
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AGENDA BILL FUNDING RESOLUTION

8/28/14

E HIBIT
See pemsso fom o l o ep em | ye s
Project Name: mo of 401414fom e2014B lIs es G
Date: [0 /20/2014
Fiscal Year: [FY1
Fund (select one):
GF Water |:| Sewer |:| Arena |:|
CipP :I Water CIP |:| Sewer CIP |:| Arena CIP |:|
Special Revenue |:|
Request Type: Supplemental |:| Deauthorization |:|
Fund Type: Lapsing |:| Non-Lapsing |:|
Annual Multi Year
De o o
Fe S e Lo |
O # O e # Poe # Amo Amo Amo
1
2
3
4
App op o
Fe S e Lo |
O # O e # Poe # Amo Amo Amo
1 TBD TBD TBD 4014.14
2
3
4
Re e e
Fe S e Lo |
O # O e # Poe # Amo Amo Amo
1 TBD TBD TBD 4014.14
2
3
4
DUNS# |TBD CFDA # TBD
Grant# |TBD Grant Period: From |0 /2 /2014
To [0 / 1/201

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

Reimbursement Request will be reduced |:|

Agenda Bill form 2
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Funds will be returned |:|
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2.2 Manage Application
2.3 Review Application

2.4 Submit Application
3. Payment

3.1 Bank Information
3.2 Print Bank Form
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3.4 Payment Reguest

3.5 Payment History
4. Status

4.1 Current Status
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BVP HELP DESK
(Tol-Free 1-877-758-3787)

lication Histo

https://granls.ojp.usdoj.govfbvp/vesls/roies/ju@%7q/2§storyfapp7de...

Application Profile

Date
Approved

Funds Type Eligible Award
Amount
Regular Fund

Grand Totals: $8,386.00 $4,014.14

Return '

&/ N1) Standards \4/ Glossary \°4/ BVP Manuals \

Participant ROCHESTER CITY
Fiscal Year 2014
Number of Agencies Applied 0
Total Number of Officers for
: 60
Application
Number of Officers on 60
Approved Sub-Applications
Unspent BVP Funds Remaining $3,248.00
Unspent BVP Funds Obligated
for Vest Purchases $1,495.00
Sub-Application Profile
Fiscal Year 2014
Vest Replacement Cycle 5
Number of Officers 60
Zylon 0
Replacement
Depacement Damaged
Needs
Officer 0
Turnover
Application Details
NIJ# Quantity  Unit Extended Tax Shipping and Total Cost
Price Cost Handling
GAIl 14 $599.00 $8,386.00 $0.00 $8,386.00
Grand
Totals 14 $8,386.00 $0.00 $8,386.00

Award Summary for FY2014 Regular Fund

Status

$8,386.00 $4,014.14 07/28/14 Approved by BVP

8/20/2014 8:10 AM



Jurisdiction's Handbook

1. Registration

1.1 Agency Information
1.2 Agency Contacts

2. Application
2.1 Application Profile
2.2 Manage Application
2.3 Review Application

2.4 Submit Application
3. Payment

3.1 Bank Information
3.2 Print Bank Form

3.3 Manage Receipts
3.4 Payment Request
3.5 Payment History

4. Status
4.1 Current Status
4.2 LEA Status
4.3 Application History
5. Personal Information
5.1 User Profile

5.2 Change Password

-

BYP HELP DESK
(Toll-Free 1-877-758-3787)

lof |

hups:.!'fgrams.ojp.usdoj.gov/bvp/vests/rglfﬂ'glfifﬂctiom‘slatus.jsp

4/ NI Standards \4/ Glossary \°4/ BVP Manuals \

ROCHESTER CITY, NH

This "Status" page shows any pending actions that must be completed prior to
program deadlines. It also provides you with payment(s) status for tracking
your requests for approved funds.

- Red X's Indicate your attention is needed in order to complete a task for
action.

CURRENT ACTIVITY STATUS
Application v Approved by BVP View Details

AVAILABLE AWARDS

ATTN Fiscal Award Total Total Eligible Expiration
Year Amount Paid Requests Balance Date

b 4 2012 $7,370.00 %5,020.50 $0.00 $2,349.50 10/17/2014
2014 $4,014.14 $0.00 $0.00 $4,014.14 08/31/2016

8202014 8:12 AM
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AMENDMENTS TO CHAPTER 17 OF THE
GENERAL ORDINANCES OF THE CITY OF ROCHESTER
REGARDING WATER LEAKAGE PREVENTION AND
MITIGATION PROCEDURES AND RESPONSIBILITIES

THE CITY OF ROCHESTER ORDAINS:

That Chapter 17 of the General Ordinances of the City of Rochester,
entitled “Water”, as presently amended, be further amended as
follows:

l. That Section 17.2 of the General Ordinances of the City of
Rochester, as presently amended, and entitled “Definitions”, be
further amended, by adding to said Section 17.2, the following
provision, to be known as Section 17.2 (g) of the General
Ordinances of the City of Rochester, to wit:

17.2 Definitions.

“(q) Water Leakage. The loss of City water on the private property
(or on other private property(s) over which the customer’s water
service must pass) of a City water customer due to a compromise of
the customer's interior or exterior plumbing.”

Il. That Section 17.3 of the General Ordinances of the City of
Rochester, as presently amended, and entitled “Definitions”, be
further amended, by adding to said Section 17.3, the following
provision, to be known as Section 17.2 (q) of the General
Ordinances of the City of Rochester, to wit:

17.3 Policy Statement.

“(g) Treated drinking water produced by City facilities and
distributed through the City distribution system is a valuable public
resource, funded by water rate payers. It is the obligation of all
water customers to correct any leakages which occur on their
property in a timely and effective manner. Customer failure to
correct leakages on their property (or to have repaired leakage
occurring on other private property(s) over which the customer’s
water service extends) is, after notification of the customer pursuant
to the provisions of Section 17.20-A of this Chapter, for purposes of
this Chapter, considered willful waste of water.”
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I1l. That Chapter 17 of the General Ordinances of the City of
Rochester, entitled “Water”, as presently amended, be further
amended, by adding to said Chapter the following new provision, to
be known as Section 17.20-A of the General Ordinances of the City
of Rochester, to wit:

“17.20-A Prevention and Enforcement of Willful Water
Waste.

Treated drinking water produced by City facilities and distributed
through the City distribution system is a valuable public resource,
funded by water rate payers. It is the obligation of all water
customers to correct any leakages which occur on their property (or
to have repaired leakage occurring on private property(s) over which
the customer’s water service extends) in a timely and effective
manner. Customer failure to correct leakages on such property is,
for purposes of this Chapter, considered willful waste of water. The
Department of Public Works shall utilize the following procedures to
alert customers experiencing atypical variation increases in water
consumption to alert customers to the possibility of leakage in their
(or a master reader’s) water service.

(a)Mobile/Manufactured Home Parks and other similar
accounts, with Individual Unit Meters and a Master Meter(s).
Such accounts will have summed, by the Department of Public
Works, or by its agent(s), the total consumption value of individual
unit meters for each regular billing cycle. This summed value will be
compared to the master meter consumption value, or in the event of
multiple master meters, the sum value of the master meters. A
variation of 10% or more between the sum value of the individual
unit meter readings and the master meter value, or sum value of
multiple master meter readings, will create/establish the obligation
of the customer to investigate and, if necessary, report and correct,
at customer’s expense, water leakage on their property (or on other
private property(s) over which their water service extends). Such
variations when identified will be documented by the Department of
Public Works and a written notice shall be sent by certified mail,
return receipt requested, to customer. Upon receipt of notification,
customer will have 90 days to correct any water leakage and report
completion of such repairs back to the Department of Public Works.

Hr—eases—where—no—leakage—is—determined—to—exist,—er—to—have
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(b) Accounts of Individual Unit Meters without Master Meters.

The Department of Public Works monitors average quarterly water
consumption reflected by customer’s account(s), and such
consumption is communicated to the customer in its monthly,
quarterly or other regular bill. When monitoring, if above normal
consumption, or a situation indicating a potential leakage of water
on the customer’'s property (or on other private property over which
the customer’s water service extends) is identified, the Department
will issue a written advisory to the customer.

(c) Water Leaks on Customer Property (or other Private
Property over which a Customer’s Water Service Extends)
Known to Exist by Department of Public Works. In such cases
where it is apparent from the street, or the Department of Public
Works otherwise knows of water leakage on the customer's property
(or on other private property over which the customer’s water
service extends), the Department will advise the customer in writing
of their obligation to investigate and respond to such leakage at
their expense. Failure of the customer to respond to such leakages
and inform the Department of their response within 7 days of receipt
will constitute grounds for termination of water service until such
leakage is addressed by response. In the event of a known leak of
significant volume on customer property (or on other private
property over which the customer’s water service extends) which
cannot be isolated on the property, the Department of Public Works
will immediately terminate service to the property. Customer shall
be responsible for repairs to the leakage prior to resumption of City
water service.” CC FY 14 04-01 AB 41
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AMENDMENT TO:

“AMENDMENTS TO CHAPTER 17 OF THE
GENERAL ORDINANCES OF THE CITY OF ROCHESTER
REGARDING WATER LEAKAGE PREVENTION AND
MITIGATION PROCEDURES AND RESPONSIBILITIES”

THE CITY OF ROCHESTER ORDAINS:

That Sub-Section 11 of the “Amendments to Chapter 17 of the General Ordinances of the City of
Rochester Regarding Water Leakage Prevention and Mitigation Procedures and Responsibilities”,
and currently before the Rochester City Council, on so-called Second Reading, be amended as
follows:

A. That Sub-Section Il of the “Amendments to Chapter 17 of the General Ordinances of the
City of Rochester Regarding Water Leakage Prevention and Mitigation Procedures and
Responsibilities”, presently before the Rochester City Council on so-called Second
Reading, be amended, by deleting the proposed Section 17.20-A thereof in its entirety, and
by substituting in its stead, the following provision, to be known as Section 17.20-A of
Chapter 17 of the General Ordinances of the City of Rochester, to wit:

“17.20-A Prevention and Enforcement of Willful Water Waste.

Treated drinking water produced by City facilities and distributed through the City
distribution system is a valuable public resource, funded by water rate payers. It is the
obligation of all water customers to correct any leakages which occur on their property
(or to have repaired leakage occurring on private property(s) over which the customer’s
water service extends) in a timely and effective manner. Customer failure to correct
leakages on such property is, for purposes of this Chapter, considered willful waste of
water. The Department of Public Works shall utilize the following procedures to alert
customers experiencing atypical variation increases in water consumption to alert
customers to the possibility of leakage in their (or a master reader’s) water service.

(@ Mobile/Manufactured Home Parks and other similar__accounts, with
Individual Unit Meters and a Master Meter(s). Such accounts will have summed,
by the Department of Public Works, or by its agent(s), the total consumption value
of individual unit meters for each regular billing cycle. This summed value will be
compared to the master meter consumption value, or in the event of multiple master
meters, the sum value of the master meters. A variation of 10% or more between
the sum value of the individual unit meter readings and the master meter value, or
sum value of multiple master meter readings, will create/establish the obligation of
the customer to investigate and, if necessary, report and correct, at customer’s
expense, water leakage on their property (or on other private property(s) over which
their water service extends). Such variations when identified will be documented by
the Department of Public Works and a written notice shall be sent by certified mail,
return receipt requested, to customer. Upon receipt of notification, customer will

125



(b)

(©)

8/28/14

have 90 days to correct any water leakage and report completion of such repairs
back to the Department of Public Works. In cases where no leakage is determined
to exist, or to have existed, but increased consumption does occur, or is occurring,
the customer has the obligation to communicate a credible explanation for the
increased consumption to the Department, and to assume responsibility, in writing if
requested by the Department of Public Works, for payment for such increased
consumption. Failure of the customer to respond to such notice by communicating
to the Department of Public Works: (a) the actions needed, and being taken, to
correct water leakage; (b) a credible explanation for the increased consumption to
the Department; (c) a time reasonably required to implement repairs-; (d) or by
communicating a credible explanation for the increased consumption to the
Department and indicating the customer’s assumption of responsibility for payment
-for such increased consumption, may constitute a violation following the expiration
of the 90 day repair period, until such leakage is corrected or explanation received.
In such cases, an appeal to the Utility Advisory Board for abatement of fees during
the 90 day period will not be heard.

Accounts of Individual Unit Meters without Master Meters. The Department of
Public Works monitors average quarterly water consumption reflected by
customer’s account(s), and such consumption is communicated to the customer in
its monthly, quarterly or other regular bill. When monitoring, if above normal
consumption, or a situation indicating a potential leakage of water on the customer's
property (or on other private property over which the customer’s water service
extends) is identified, the Department will issue a written advisory to the customer.

The Department of Public Works may, at its discretion, require a response and
credible explanation of the increased usage within 90 days of notification. If
determined to be leakage, the customer may be required to respond with a plan to
repair said leakage within 90 days or as otherwise agreed by the of the Department
of Public Works.

Failure of the customer to respond to such notice by communicating to the
Department of Public Works: (a) the actions needed, and being taken, to correct
water leakage; (b) a credible explanation for the increased consumption to the
Department; (c) a time reasonably required to implement repairs-; (d) or by
communicating a credible explanation for the increased consumption to the
Department and indicating the customer’s assumption of responsibility for payment
-for such increased consumption, may constitute a violation following the expiration
of the 90 day repair period, until such leakage is corrected or explanation received.
In such cases, an appeal to the Utility Advisory Board for abatement of fees during
the 90 day period will not be heard.

Penalty Any person who, ina manner, directly or indirectly violates the provisions

of this Section shall be guilty of a violation. Violation of this Section may be
punishable by a fine of One Hundred Dollars ($100.00) per day of offence.
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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.

AGENDA SUBJECT Amendments to Chapter 17 of the General Ordinances of the City of Rochester
Regarding Water Leakage Prevention and Mitigation Procedures and Responsibilities

COUNCIL ACTION ITEM [X]
INFORMATION ONLY [_]

FUNDING REQUIRED? YES[ | NoO[X
* |F YES ATTACH A FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM

RESOLUTION REQUIRED? YES[X] NO[ ] FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM? YES[ ] NO[X]

AGENDA DATE 9/2/14
DEPT. HEAD SIGNATURE P. C. Nourse
DATE SUBMITTED 8/8/14

ATTACHMENTS YES[_] NO [] | * |F YES, ENTER THE TOTAL NUMBER OF

X

PAGES ATTACHED

COMMITTEE SIGN-OFF

COMMITTEE

Codes and Ordinances

CHAIR PERSON

Peter Lachepelle

DEPARTMENT APPROVALS

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

Blaine Cox

CITY MANAGER

Daniel Fitzpatrick

FINANCE & BUDGET INFORMATION

FINANCE OFFICE APPROVAL

n/a
SOURCE OF FUNDS n/a
ACCOUNT NUMBER

n/a
AMOUNT

n/a
APPROPRIATION REQUIRED YES [ ] NO [ ]x

LEGAL AUTHORITY

CC FY15 AB 37 former CC FY14 AB 41 Chapter 17 Water Leakage
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SUMMARY STATEMENT
Amendments to Chapter 17 of the General Ordinances of the City of Rochester Regarding Water Leakage
Prevention and Mitigation Procedures and Responsibilities: 1% Hearing was 4/1/14. 2" Hearing was
6/3/14 but the proposed language was not passed but was deferred back to Codes and Ordinances
Committee for further review. On 8/7/14 Codes and Ordinances Committee approved reworked language
contained herein.

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Recommend adoption of this language.

128



—

3/27/14

3/31/14

4/1/14

8/28/14

DPW approves final version of proposed Chapter 17 leak
enforcement language.

Cross-Connection Control Program report sent to DES. Over % of
survey complete and request extension of completion date from
12/1/13 to 6/30/14.

Council: 1** Reading of proposed language changes to Chapter 17
regarding water leak enforcement as cleared at Codes on 3/6.

AMENDMENTS TO CHAPTER 17 OF THE

GENERAL ORDINANCES OF THE CITY OF ROCHESTER
REGARDING WATER LEAKAGE PREVENTION AND
MITIGATION PROCEDURES AND RESPONSIBILITIES

THE CITY OF ROCHESTER ORDAINS:

That Chapter 17 of the General Ordinances of the City of Rochester,
entitled “"Water”, as presently amended, be further amended as
follows:

I. That Section 17.2 of the General Ordinances of the City of
Rochester, as presently amended, and entitled “Definitions”, be
further amended, by adding to said Section 17.2, the foliowing
provision, to be known as Section 17.2 (g) of the General
Ordinances of the City of Rochester, to wit:

17.2 Definitions.

“(q) Water Leakage. The loss of City water on the private property
(or on other private property(s) over which the customer’s water
service must pass) of a City water customer due to a compromise
of the customer's interior or exterior plumbing.”

I1. That Section 17.3 of the General Ordinances of the City of
Rochester, as presently amended, and entitled “Definitions”, be
further amended, by adding to said Section 17.3, the following
provision, to be known as Section 17.2 (q) of the General
Ordinances of the City of Rochester, to

17.3 Policy Statement.

“(g) Treated drinking water produced by City facilities and
distributed through the City distribution system is a valuable public
resource, funded by water rate payers. It is the obligation of all
water customers to correct any leakages which occur on their
property in a timely and effective manner. Customer failure to
correct leakages on their property (or to have repaired leakage
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occurring on other private property(s) over which the customer’s
water service extends) is, after notification of the customer
pursuant to the provisions of Section 17.20-A of this Chapter, for
purposes of this Chapter, considered wiliful waste of water.”

ITI. That Chapter 17 of the General Ordinances of the City of
Rochester, entitled “Water”, as presently amended, be further
amended, by adding to said Chapter the following new provision, to
be known as Section 17.20-A of the General Ordinances of the City
of Rochester, to wit:

"17.20-A Prevention and Enforcement of Willful Water
Waste.

Treated drinking water produced by City facilities and distributed
through the City distribution system is a valuable public resource,
funded by water rate payers. It is the obligation of all water
customers to correct any leakages which occur on their property (or
to have repaired leakage occurring on private property(s) over
which the customer’s water service extends) in a timely and
effective manner. Customer failure to correct leakages on such
property is, for purposes of this Chapter, considered willful waste of
water. The Department of Public Works shall utilize the following
procedures to alert customers experiencing atypical variation
increases in water consumption to alert customers to the possibility
of leakage in their (or a master reader’s) water service.

(a) Mobile/Manufactured Home Parks and other similar
accounts, with Individual Unit Meters and a Master Meter(s).
Such accounts will have summed, by the Department of Public
Works, or by its agent(s), the total consumption value of individual
unit meters for each regular billing cycle. This summed value will be
compared to the master meter consumption value, or in the event
of multiple master meters, the sum value of the master meters. A
variation of 10% or more between the sum value of the individual
unit meter readings and the master meter value, or sum value of
multiple master meter readings, will create/establish the obligation
of the customer to investigate and, if necessary, report and correct,
at customer’s expense, water leakage on their property (or on
other private property(s) over which their water service extends).
Such variations when identified will be documented by the
Department of Public Works and a written notice shall be sent by
certified mail, return receipt requested, to customer. Upon receipt
of notification, customer will have 90 days to correct any water
leakage and report completion of such repairs back to the
Department of Public Works. In cases where no leakage is
determined to exist, or to have existed, but increased consumption
does occur, or is occurring, the customer has the obligation to
communicate a credible explanation for the increased consumption
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to the Department, and to assume responsibility, in writing if
requested by the Department of Public Works, for payment
responsibility for such increased consumption. Failure of the
customer to respond to such notice by communicating to the
Department of Public Works the actions needed, and being taken to
correct water leakage, and credible explanation for the increased
consumption to the Department the time reasonably required to
implement repairs, or by communicating a credible explanation for
the increased consumption to the Department and indicating the
customer’s assumption of responsibility for payment responsibility
for such increased consumption will constitute grounds for
termination of water service following the expiration of the 90 day
repair period, until such leakage is corrected or explanation
received. In such cases, an appeal to the Utility Advisory Board for
abatement of fees during the 90 day period will not be heard.

(b) Accounts of Individual Unit Meters without Master
Meters. The Department of Public Works monitors average
quarterly water consumption reflected by customer’s account(s),
and such consumption is communicated to the customer in its
monthly, quarterly or other regular bill. When monitoring, if above
normal consumption, or a situation indicating a potential leakage of
water on the customer's property (or on other private property over
which the customer’s water service extends) is identified, the
Department will issue a written advisory to the customer.

(c) Water Leaks on Customer Property (or other Private
Property over which a Customer’s Water Service Extends)
Known to Exist by Department of Public Works. In such cases
where it is apparent from the street, or the Department of Public
Works otherwise knows of water leakage on the customer's
property (or on other private property over which the customer’s
water service extends), the Department will advise the customer in
writing of their obligation to investigate and respond to such
leakage at their expense. Failure of the customer to respond to
such leakages and inform the Department of their response within
7 days of receipt will constitute grounds for termination of water
service until such leakage is addressed by response. In the event of
a known leak of significant volume on customer property (or on
other private property over which the customer’s water service
extends) which cannot be isolated on the property, the Department
of Public Works will immediately terminate service to the property.
Customer shall be responsible for repairs to the leakage prior to
resumption of City water service.” CC
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AMENDMENTS TO CHAPTER 17 OF THE
GENERAL ORDINANCES OF THE CITY OF ROCHESTER
REGARDING WATER LEAKAGE PREVENTION AND
MITIGATION PROCEDURES AND RESPONSIBILITIES

THE CITY OF ROCHESTER ORDAINS:

That Chapter 17 of the General Ordinances of the City of Rochester, entitled “Water”, as

presently amended, be further amended as follows:

L

| | 8

1IL

That Section 17.2 of the General Ordinances of the City of Rochester, as presently amended,
and entitled “Definitions”, be further amended, by adding to said Section 17.2, the following
provision, to be known as Section 17.2 (g) of the General Ordinances of the City of
Rochester, to wit:

17.2 Definitions.

* * *
“(q) Water Leakage. The loss of City water on the private property (or on other private
property(s) over which the customer’s water service must pass) of a City water customer due
to a compromise of the customer's interior or exterior plumbing.”

That Section 17.3 of the General Ordinances of the City of Rochester, as presently amended,
and entitled “Definitions”, be further amended, by adding to said Section 17.3, the following
provision, to be known as Section 17.2 (q) of the General Ordinances of the City of
Rochester, to wit:

17.3 Policy Statement.

* * *

“(g) Treated drinking water produced by City facilities and distributed through the City
distribution system is a valuable public resource, funded by water rate payers. It is the
obligation of all water customers to correct any leakages which occur on their property in a
timely and effective manner. Customer failure to correct leakages on their property (or to
have repaired leakage occurring on other private property(s) over which the customer’s
water service extends) is, after notification of the customer pursuant to the provisions of
Section 17.20-A of this Chapter, for purposes of this Chapter, considered willful waste of
water.”

That Chapter 17 of the General Ordinances of the City of Rochester, entitled “Water”, as
presently amended, be further amended, by adding to said Chapter the following new
provision, to be known as Section 17.20-A of the General Ordinances of the City of
Rochester, to wit:

DRAFT Water Leak Amend VARNEY 6 5 2014.docx
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“17.20-A Prevention and Enforcement of Willful Water Waste.

Treated drinking water produced by City facilities and distributed through the City
distribution system is a valuable public resource, funded by water rate payers. It is the
obligation of all water customers to correct any leakages which occur on their property (or to
have repaired leakage occurring on private property(s) over which the customer’s water
service extends) in a timely and effective manner. Customer failure to correct leakages on
such property is, for purposes of this Chapter, considered willful waste of water. The
Department of Public Works shall utilize the following procedures to alert customers
experiencing atypical variation increases in water consumption to alert customers to the
possibility of leakage in their (or a master reader’s) water service.

(a) Mobile/Manufactured Home Parks and other similar accounts, with Individual
Unit Meters and a Master Meter(s). Such accounts will have summed, by the
Department of Public Works, or by its agent(s), the total consumption value of
individual unit meters for each regular billing cycle. This summed value will be
compared to the master meter consumption value, or in the event of multiple master
meters, the sum value of the master meters. A variation of 10% or more between the
sum value of the individual unit meter readings and the master meter value, or sum
value of multiple master meter readings, will create/establish the obligation of the
customer to investigate and, if necessary, report and correct, at customer’s expense,
water leakage on their property (or on other private property(s) over which their water
service extends). Such variations when identified will be documented by the
Department of Public Works and a written notice shall be sent by certified mail, return
receipt requested, to customer. Upon receipt of notification, customer will have 90 days
to correct any water leakage and report completion of such repairs back to the
Department of Public Works. In cases where no leakage is determined to exist, or to
have existed, but increased consumption does occur, or is occurring, the customer has
the obligation to communicate a credible explanation for the increased consumption to
the Department, and to assume responsibility, in writing if requested by the
Department of Public Works, for payment responsibility for such increased
consumption. Failure of the customer to respond to such notice by communicating to
the Department of Public Works the actions needed, and being taken to correct water
leakage, and credible explanation for the increased consumption to the Department the
time reasonably required to implement repairs, or by communicating a credible
explanation for the increased consumption to the Department and indicating the
customer’s assumption of responsibility for payment responsibility for such increased
consumption may with-constitute a violation greunds-for-termination-ofwaterserviee
following the expiration of the 90 day repair period, until such leakage is corrected or
explanation received. In such cases, an appeal to the Utility Advisory Board for
abatement of fees during the 90 day period will not be heard.

DRAFT Water Leak Amend VARNEY 6_5_2014.docx

133



8/28/14

(b) Accounts of Individual Unit Meters without Master Meters. The Department of
Public Works monitors average quarterly water consumption reflected by customer’s
account(s), and such consumption is communicated to the customer in its monthly,
quarterly or other regular bill. When monitoring, if above average nermal
consumption, or a situation indicating a potential leakage of water on the customer's
property (or on other private property over which the customer’s water service extends)
is identified, the Department will issue a written advisory to the customer.

The Department of Public Works may, at its discretion, require a response and
credible explanation of the increased usage within 90 days of notification. If
determined to be leakage the customer may be required to respond with a plan to
repair said leakage within 90 days or as otherwise agreed to by DPW.

Failure of the customer to respond to such notice by communicating to the
Department of Public Works the actions needed, and being taken to correct water
leakage, and credible explanation for the increased consumption to the Department
the time reasonably required to implement repairs, or by communicating a credible
explanation for the increased consumption to the Department and indicating the
customer’s assumption of responsibility for payment responsibility for such
increased consumption may constitute a violation following the expiration of the 90
day repair period, until such leakage is corrected or explanation received. In such
cases, an appeal to the Utility Advisory Board for abatement of fees during the 90
day period will not be heard.

Penalty Any person who, in any manner, directly or indirectly violates the provisions of
this ordinance shall be guilty of a violation. Violations of this ordinance /may be
punishable by a fine of One Hundred Dollars (3100.00) per day of offense.

DRAFT Water Leak Amend VARNEY 6_5 2014.docx
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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.

AGENDA SUBJECT NHMA Legislative Policy Conference Discussion

COUNCIL ACTION ITEM [X] FUNDING REQUIRED? YES[ | NO[X
INFORMATION ONLY [] * |F YES ATTACH A FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM
RESOLUTION REQUIRED? YES[ | NO[X] FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM? YES[ | NO[X]
AGENDA DATE September 2, 2014

DEPT. HEAD SIGNATURE

DATE SUBMITTED August 28, 2014

ATTACHMENTS YESD NO [] | *F YES, ENTER THE TOTAL NUMBER OF | 30
PAGES ATTACHED

COMMITTEE SIGN-OFF

COMMITTEE

CHAIR PERSON

DEPARTMENT APPROVALS
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER Blaine Cox
Signature on file with City Clerk
CITY MANAGER Dan Fitzpatrick

Signature on file with City Clerk

FINANCE & BUDGET INFORMATION

DIRECTOR OF FINANCE APPROVAL NA - discussion item only.

SOURCE OF FUNDS NA - discussion item only

ACCOUNT NUMBER NA - discussion item only

AMOUNT NA - discussion item only

APPROPRIATION REQUIRED  YES [ | NO [] NA - discussion item only
LEGAL AUTHORITY

N/A

CCFY15 AB 36 - NHMA
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SUMMARY STATEMENT
Each member municipality has one vote at the Policy Conference. Each governing
body is asked to appoint a voting delegate to cast the municipality’s vote on the policy
proposals presented. The legislative Policy Conference is scheduled for Friday,
September 26, 2014, at 9:00 AM at the NHMA'’s offices at 25 Triangle Park Drive in
Concord.

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Discuss the proposed legislation and appoint a voting delegate for the City of
Rochester.

136



8/28/14

2015-2016 Legislative Policy Recommendations

General Administration and Governance

Action Policy Recommendations

1. Right to Know Costs and Specificity Required

To see if NHMA will SUPPORT amendments to RSA 91-A allowing municipalities to recover
the actual costs of retrieving, reviewing and reproducing documents, and clarifying the level of
specificity required when requesting public records.

2. Regulation of Weapons in the Workplace

To see if NHMA will SUPPORT legislation to provide immunity to local and county
governments against acts committed by employees with firearms (except for those employees
authorized by that governmental entity to carry a firearm in the course of their official
responsibilities).

Municipal interest to be accomplished by proposal: To limit the exposure of municipalities in
circumstances where an employee brings a firearm into the workplace, which the municipality
cannot prohibit, and injures a citizen or co-worker by discharging the firearm. Example: a firefighter
takes a weapon to the workplace and while training on a ladder, someone below is accidentally shot
by the holstered gun above. Example: a town office employee brings a weapon to the town office,
as it is town property, but accidently or intentionally shoots a co-worker or citizen.

Explanation: In ordinary non-municipal circumstances, employers can easily and lawfully prohibit
weapons in the workplace for safety reasons and more (unless the employee has a special permit to
do so). In municipal government the law provides that individuals can carry on town property;
some employees translate that law into allowing them to carry guns while they are at their municipal
workplace. The present wording of RSA 159:26 appears to prohibit local and county governments
from prohibiting the possession of firearms in the workplace. This statute leaves local and county
governments exposed to significant liability from acts committed by employees with firearms against
citizens and other employees. These employees have not been authorized by the municipality to
possess or use a firearm in the workplace, nor have they been trained by the municipality in the use
of firearms, nor have the firearms been issued or approved by the municipality. This policy
recommendation is not intended to affect workers compensation. Submitted by: Joel Bourassa,
Selectman, Woodstock

3. Welfare Lien Priority

To see if NHMA will SUPPORT legislation to give liens for local welfare payments arising under
RSA 165:28 a higher priority position, so that those liens fall immediately after the lien for the first
mortgage.
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Priority Policy Recommendations

4. Cross-Border Liability.

To see if NHMA will SUPPORT legislation to encourage cooperation between emergency
response entities from New Hampshire and bordering states by affording municipalities from
bordering states the same limitations on monetary damages in civil actions that are afforded to New
Hampshire municipalities.

Municipal interest to be accomplished by proposal: Remove a disincentive for cooperation
between emergency responders in New Hampshire and neighboring states.

Explanation: New Hampshire law limits the liability of “governmental units” for bodily injury,
personal injury or property damage in civil actions, but the definition of “governmental unit” is
limited to political subdivisions “within the state.” In one case, the New Hampshire Superior Court
ruled that a town in a neighboring state, which had cooperated with a New Hampshire town in
responding to an emergency, was not protected by the liability cap. A similar issue could arise in
many situations in which New Hampshire municipalities work with neighboring municipalities in
Maine, Massachusetts, or Vermont in responding to emergencies. For example, New Hampshire
police officers were called upon to assist after the Boston Marathon bombings in 2013, and Maine
police officers have responded to recent shooting incidents in New Hampshire. Municipalities are
less likely to provide cross-border assistance if they do not have the benefit of liability protection
under the neighboring state’s laws. Any legislation providing liability protection to municipalities in
neighboring states should require reciprocity from the neighboring states. Submitted by: NHMA
staff, based on request from other state municipal leagues.

5. Consultation with Counsel Expansion Under RSA 91-A

To see if NHMA will SUPPORT legislation to amend RSA 91-A so that exempt consultation
with legal counsel would also include discussions about written legal correspondence provided by
legal counsel, without requiring the presence of counsel at the meeting,.

6. Petition Signature Requirements

To see if NHMA will SUPPORT legislation amending RSA 39:3 to require that in towns with an
official ballot referendum town meeting (SB2/RSA 40:13), petitioned warrant articles must be
signed by not less than 2% of registered voters, but in no case fewer than 10 voters or more than
150 voters.

7. Clarifying What Information Is to be Included in Town Reports in SB2 Towns

To see if NHMA will SUPPORT legislation to clarify which version of the budget and warrant
articles is to be included in town reports in SB2 towns.
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8. Public Notice Requirements

To see if NHMA will SUPPORT legislation to amend all public notice requirements to allow the
choice of electronic notification and/or newspaper print, as well as posting in public places, for
official public legal notification.

9. Amended Warrants in SB 2 Towns

To see if NHMA will SUPPORT statutory changes allowing SB 2 communities to post changes to
the warrant to reflect amendments to warrant articles by action of the voters at deliberative session.
Further to allow the governing body and the budget committee to change their recommendation
due to amendments made at deliberative session.

Municipal interest to be accomplished by proposal: These changes would allow the amended
language and dollar amounts to be correctly warned prior to the second session of town meeting.
The recommendations of the governing body and the budget committee are there to provide
guidance to the voters. Changes made at deliberative session in some cases would cause the
governing body and/or the budget committee to change their recommendation. The statutes
presently do not allow this change. Therefore the recommendation of those boards may be
erroneous. A system that relies on direct democracy is based upon an informed/educated citizenry.
If the voters are relying on a warrant that is posted and is no longer correct due to changes made,
then citizens cannot properly educate themselves. Additionally, those citizens who value the
recommendation of the governing body and/or the budget committee may have an incorrect
recommendation before them when they decide which way to vote.

Explanation: During the 2014 deliberative session the voters made changes to the language of
several of the warrant articles. The voters present also made amendments to the town and school
budgets. Money was added to the town budget and substantial cuts were made to the school budget.
After consultation with DRA, NHMA legal staff, and town counsel, it was clear that we could not
post an “amended” warrant after the deliberative session that would indicate the changes made. In
the case of the school budget the amended budget number was significantly different than what the
school board recommended. The warrant still showed the old budget and the previous
recommendation. The ballot showed the new budget numbers and language changes; however, the
ballot still showed that the school board recommended the budget article, which was no longer the
case due to the drastic changes made. Submitted by: Shaun Mulholland, Town Administrator,
Allenstown

10. Long-Term Storage of Records

To see if NHMA will SUPPORT legislation modifying the requirement that municipal records
retained for longer than ten years be transferred to paper, microfilm, or both.

Municipal interest to be accomplished by proposal: Save space and cost, and allow a more
practical way to store records.

Explanation: RSA 33-A governs the retention of municipal records, establishing retention periods
for many classes of records. Section 5-a states that electronic records must be transferred to either
paper or microfilm or both if they are required to be retained longer than ten years. Permanent

3
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storage of paper records creates serious space problems. Storing records on microfilm has been a
practical alternative, but microfilm is becoming harder to find and may soon be unavailable entirely.
Some within the document storage business have indicated that microfilm may be impossible to
obtain within a year. If microfilm is not available, paper storage becomes the only legally permitted
method.  Submitted by: NHMA staff, based on inquiry from Linda Smith, Board
Administrator, Northwood

11. Building Plans Under 91-A

To see if NHMA will SUPPORT an amendment to RSA 91-A:5, IV to specifically add “building
plans/construction drawings contained within a building permit file and/or building
plans/construction drawings submitted as part of a building permit application” as an exempt record
under this chapter.

Municipal interest to be accomplished by proposal: There is uncertainty within RSA 91-A:5 as
to the status of building plans and/or construction drawings in the possession of municipalities and
their code enforcement officials or building inspectors. Since “...personnel practices; confidential
commercial, or financial information; test questions, scoring keys, and other examination data used
to administer a licensing examination, examination for employment, or academic examinations; and
personnel, medical, welfare, library user, videotape sale or rental...” files are specifically exempted
from the statute, one would think building plans on file with building permits would fall under the
remaining exemption of “...other files whose disclosure would constitute invasion of privacy.” We
were ordered by a district court to release such plans when an unrelated party requested them.

Explanation: The district court rationale was that the legislature had constructed the statute with
specific records stated as being exempt. Conversely, building plans were not expressly exempt so
their disclosure had to be subject to a balancing test of the full disclosure vs. the privacy rights of the
building owner. The court sided with full disclosure due to the absence of a specific exemption.
Building plans can contain a wealth of information considered private. Alarms systems,
communication access points, physical access points, safe rooms, structural components like vaults,
built-in safes, and secure storage areas are only some of the features that could be exploited if plans
showing these features were readily available to the public. Many commercial sites like banks,
medical facilities, and defense and Homeland Security contractors would be appalled to know the
building plans for their facilities were open to public access. Access to building permit applications
would still be available. It is only the plans that are being exempted. The additional benefit would
be solving in part the problems of copy right infringement. Many designers (engineers, architects,
and the like) have expressed concern about the wide distribution of their work and possible copy
right infringement by having publicly accessible building plans on file with municipalities. There is
no way for them to enforce their copy right without knowing what unrelated parties are accessing
and copying their work product. Submitted by: Paul Deschaine, Town Administrator,
Stratham

12. Municipal Departments and MV Information

To see if NHMA will SUPPORT legislation to make it clear that municipalities may obtain
information about motor vehicles registered to an individual for the purposes of verifying asset
levels when the individual is applying for general assistance or asset-based tax relief and in order to
determine the ownership of vehicles for official purposes.

4
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Municipal interest to be accomplished by proposal: Allow access to motor vehicle registration
and licensing information by municipal departments to verify asset levels when administering public
assistance and tax relief programs and when needed for other proper governmental purposes.

Explanation: As RSA260:14 is administered and interpreted departments which administer public
assistance programs are denied access to motor vehicle registration records and the opportunity to
verify statements made by the applicant(s). It has become problematic as folks game the system and
lie about the cars parked or the ownership of the cars parked in their yards. Submitted by: Susan
Snide, Pelham Assessing, Pelham

13. Blue Lights on Fire Department Vehicles

To see if NHMA will SUPPORT amending RSA ch. 265 and RSA 266:78-b, “Blue Lights
Restricted to Law Enforcement,” to allow for the inclusion and use of a single rear-facing blue
colored light panel on emergency response vehicles owned or leased by municipal, village district or
federal fire departments.

Municipal interest to be accomplished by proposal: To enhance the visibility and safety of
public emergency responders and the public they are serving by allowing fire and emergency medical
vehicles to include a single rear-facing blue colored light panel among the red or amber lights on
municipally-owned emergency vehicles to provide clearer and more distinct warnings to the
motoring public at various emergency response scenes in all types of lighting and weather
conditions. There is significant data documenting the mix of colors utilized in various light and
weather conditions (i.e. — dusk, dawn, fog, cloudy, rain, etc.) provides for enhanced safety for
emergency responders and the motoring public.

Explanation: This proposal is the result of some experiences the Auburn Fire Department has had
at some emergency & motor vehicle accident scenes, particularly on NH Route 101 (from the
intersection of 1-93 through to Exit 3 / Candia town line. Our firefighters have experienced that
the visual of all red flashing emergency lights do not always seem to encourage the motoring public
to maintain a safe distance from the emergency responders as they are driving past. The Auburn
Fire Chief has indicated other states allow fire and emergency medical vehicles to include a blue
light/lens in their light bars and it provides a stronger safety presence for both the emergency
responders and the motoring public. This would be similar to the provisions of RSA 266:78-c,
where red lights are allowed for police, fire and rescue vehicles. Submitted by: William Herman,
Town Administrator, Auburn

Standing Policy Recommendations

14. Counting Absentee Ballots

(Legislation pending—SB 271) To see if NHMA will SUPPORT legislation to eliminate the
requirement that absentee ballots cannot be counted prior to 1:00 P.M., and instead allow them to
be counted throughout the time when polls are open.
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15. Swearing in Town Officers

To see if NHMA will SUPPORT legislation to reconcile RSA 669 with RSA 42:3 regarding when
certain town officers may be sworn in.

16. Human Resources Record Retention
To see if NHMA will SUPPORT legislation that amends the record retention requirements for
successful job applications and personnel records from 50 years after termination or retirement to

20 years after termination or retirement.

17. Modifying the Adoption, Revision, and Amendment of Municipal Charters

(Legislation pending—HB 422) To see if NHMA will SUPPORT legislation similar to HB
379 in 2008 that modifies the adoption, revision, and amendment of municipal charters.

18. Consolidated Policy on Collective Bargaining Items

Evergreen Clause: To see if NHMA will OPPOSE legislation to enact a mandatory so-
called "evergreen clause” for public employee collective bargaining agreements.

Binding Arbitration: To see if NHMA will OPPOSE mandatory binding arbitration as a
mechanism to resolve impasses in municipal employee collective bargaining.

Right to Strike: To see if NHMA will OPPOSE a right to strike for public employees.
Mandated Employee Benefits: To see if NHMA will OPPOSE any proposals to
mandate employee benefits, including any proposal to enhance retirement system benefits

which may increase employer costs in future years, for current or future employees.

19. Contracted Services and Bargaining

To see if NHMA will SUPPORT legislation to give public employers greater flexibility to
privatize or use contracted services.

20. Maintenance and Policing of State-Owned Property

To see if NHMA will SUPPORT legislation to enable municipalities to recover the expenses of
policing publicly-owned land against all illegal activity (including public consumption of alcohol and
littering), including the ability to receive reimbursement/compensation from individuals engaged in
the illegal activity.

21. Supervisor of the Checklist Sessions

To see if NHMA will SUPPORT legislation to reduce to one the number of required sessions
that the supervisors of the checklist must hold prior to town elections.
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22. Municipal Recreation Programs

To see if NHMA will SUPPORT the continued exemption from state child care licensing for
municipal recreation department programs and also supports the exemption from state camp
licensing for municipal recreation department summer programs.

23. Requirement to Hold Elected Office

To see if NHMA will SUPPORT legislation clarifying that to run for and hold a local elected
office, one must be a registered voter.

24. Appointment of Town Clerks and Town Clerks/Tax Collectors

To see if NHMA will SUPPORT legislation to allow the legislative body to authorize the
governing body to appoint or elect town clerks and town clerk/tax collectors.

25. Warrant Article Language; Adoption by Reference

To see if NHMA will SUPPORT legislation to amend RSA 48-A, Housing Standards, to allow a
town to adopt a proposed housing standards ordinance on the ballot by reference, as opposed to
printing the entire ordinance on the warrant.

26. Perambulation

To see if NHMA will SUPPORT Ilegislation to eliminate the RSA 51:2 requirement to
perambulate town boundaries every 7 years when the abutting municipalities have identified the
boundaries and markers by survey quality GPS coordinates or by a certified survey and have filed a
return including the survey or GPS coordinates as required by RSA 51:4.

Municipal interest to be accomplished by proposal: Saving of dollars (for repeated surveys) and
the saving of substantial time to coordinate with others. Also to determine boundaries by easily
reproducible means.

Explanation: Thus procedure has become increasingly archaic over time with a declining number
of communities faithfully following the requirement. There is no longer a need to continue to
physically walk boundaries given “modern” technology. It is time, at best, to abolish it as Maine has
of, at worst, provide an opportunity to be relieved of the obligation upon the filing of a mutual
report accompanied by GPS documentation. Submitted by: Carter Terenzini, Town
Administrator, Moultonborough
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Finance and Revenue

Action Policy Recommendations

1. Tax Rate Setting

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT legislation that expedites the receipt of information,
including utility values as determined by the Department of Revenue Administration, necessary for
the Department to set tax rates beginning October 1% and to improve the overall efficiency and
timeliness of the tax rate setting process.

2. Use of RSA 83-F Utility Values

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT changing RSA 83-F to prevent any determination of
utility value by the Department of Revenue Administration from being used in any way by either the
utility taxpayer or the municipality in any application for abatement of tax under RSA 76:16 or any
appeal thereof under RSA 76:16-a or RSA 76:17.

Municipal interest to be accomplished by proposal: To see that any opinion of value generated
by the State’s Department of Revenue Administration for imposition of the State’s Utility Tax under
RSA 83-F is not used against another subdivision of the State in a legal proceeding. By eliminating
that use, the state and municipalities avoid the expense of all necessary discovery associated with the
DRA’s 83-F process and the trial testimony of the DRA’s representatives concerning the same.

Explanation: The Berlin City Council passed a motion in support of the above amendment to
RSA 83-F at their April 21, 2014 City Council Meeting. Submitted by: James A. Wheeler, City
Manager, City of Berlin

3. Real Estate Income and Expense Statements on Appeal

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT legislation that prohibits the use of real estate income and
real estate expense information by a taxpayer in any appeal of value if the taxpayer, after request by
the municipality, has not submitted the requested information.

Priority Policy Recommendations

4. Clarification of Elderly Exemption.

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT changes in language for RSA 72:39-a, 72:29, and 72:39-b
that define and recognize a household as occupying a property and increasing tenancy requirements
for elderly exemption tax relief.

Municipal interest to be accomplished by the proposal: Equitable distribution of property
taxes, consistency between statutes offering relief from property taxes.
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Explanation: Elderly exemptions are granted for elderly home owners who qualify per income and
asset criteria established by the town. Often an extended family will move in and occupy the home
and also enjoy the benefit of reduced taxes. The law as currently interpreted does not allow for
income or assets from all members of the home to be considered as part of the income or asset test.
Submitted by: Susan Snide, Assessing Assistant, Pelham

5. Separate Ballot Boxes for Bond Votes.

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT legislation clarifying that separate ballot boxes are not
required for bond articles in SB 2 towns.

Municipal interest to be accomplished by proposal:
Avoid confusion and impracticality.

Explanation:

RSA 33:8-a, which governs the procedure for authorizing a bond or note in excess of $100,000,
states that articles proposing a bond or note shall appear in consecutive order on the warrant and
shall be acted upon before most other business (with exceptions), that polls shall remain open for
each article for at least one hour, and that “a separate ballot box shall be provided for each bond
article to be voted on pursuant to this section.” This statute was enacted before the SB 2 form of
town meeting existed and obviously did not contemplate such a system. It makes no sense to require
separate ballot boxes when all votes are made on a single ballot. Presumably no SB 2 town actually
follows this requirement. Submitted by: NHMA staff, based on inquiry from Lynne
Bonitatibus, Administrative Assistant, Kensington

6. Expanding 10% Limitation

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT amending RSA 32:18 to expand the 10 percent limitation
on increasing the budget committee’s appropriation recommendation to include both increasing and
decreasing the total amount to be appropriated.

Municipal interest to be accomplished by the proposal: With fewer voters and taxpayers
actually participating in the local deliberative forms of municipal government — both traditional town
meetings and SB2 communities’ Deliberative Sessions — the 10% rule should be expanded to limit
both any increase or decrease in proposed appropriations to ensure that a small minority not be able
to dramatically alter what the silent majority likely supports.

Explanation: ~ An Auburn resident spoke with me about some sort of protection such as this
following the 2014 Allenstown School District Deliberative Session, where a very small number of
voters approved by a one-vote margin a near $1 million reduction to the proposed school district
budget of approximately $9 million. The Deliberative Session action left the School Board and the
Budget Committee with a budget proposal going forward to the voters that neither board supported.
As I understand part of the historic logic of the 10% Rule is that voters not present at the meeting
had been forewarned of proposed spending levels and their absences could be viewed as a form of
support. The limitation protected them. I believe the same could be said in reverse with respect to
drastic cuts. Submitted by: Bill Herman, Town Administrator, Town of Auburn
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7. All Public Real Estate Taxable if Used by Private Occupants

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT legislation to clarify that taxation of a private occupant on
public land is required by statute, even if an agreement or lease does not include a tax provision or
the specific wording of RSA 72:23, I(b).

Municipal interest to be accomplished by proposal: The amendment would make it clear that
taxation of a private occupant on public land is required by statute, even if an agreement or lease
does not include a tax provision or specific working of RSA 72:23, I(b). This amendment should
even the playing field for all municipalities and all tenants occupying public land, so that all are
treated similarly under the same set of laws. It would also help to ensure that municipalities receive
tax revenue from private tenants that would pay taxes anyway to the municipality if they owned the
real estate.

Explanation: The proposed amendment is intended to make legislative intent clear that all public
real estate is taxable if used by private occupants, unless the occupant qualifies for a tax exemption.
The use of public land by a private occupant should be deemed to be its consent to the tax by
operation of law. It does not make sense for a private company to be tax-free just because it
occupies public real estate and does not agree to pay taxes, but the same or similar company on
private land has to pay taxes, regardless whether it agrees or not. The current situation is not fair to
taxpayers who do have to pay taxes. This amendment also addresses inequity between tenants, if
one tenant gets a tax exemption while using public land while a similar tenant of public land must
pay taxes. The proposed amendment is patterned after the policy statement made by the Supreme
Court in Rochester I. Recent confusion about legislative intent makes this amendment necessary.
Submitted by: Adele Fulton, Attorney, on behalf of City of Lebanon

8. Pollution Control Exemption

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT repeal of the so-called "pollution control exemption"
(RSA 72:12-a2) or amendment of the statute to impose a term limitation on any exemption granted.

9. Prorating Disabled Exemption

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT legislation prorating the disabled exemption under RSA
72:37-b when a person entitled to the exemption owns a fractional interest in the residence, in the
same manner as is allowed for the elderly exemption under RSA 72:41.

10. Penalty for Failure to Submit Current Use Information

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT legislation imposing a penalty for failure to submit current
use information as needed to update municipal records—z.e., Marlow matrix.

11. Recording Fees for Elderly Deferrals

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT legislation to reimburse municipalities for recording fees
related to the establishment and release of elderly and disabled deferrals under RSA 72:38-a.

10

146



8/28/14

12. Flood Control Payments

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT legislation to fully fund flood control payments in lieu of
taxes to municipalities, including retroactive payments from the state for Fiscal Years 2012 and
2013.

Standing Policy Recommendations

13. Downshifting of State Costs and State Revenue Structure

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL OPPOSE legislation which will downshift state costs or state program
responsibilities, either directly or indirectly, to municipalities and/or counties, resulting in increased
municipal and/or county expenditures, whether in violation of Article 28-a or not, and OPPOSE
any reductions, deferrals and/or suspensions of state revenue to political subdivisions, such as
revenue sharing, meals and rooms tax distribution, highway block grants, environmental state aid
grant programs, adequate education grants, catastrophic aid, or any other state revenues.

14. State Revenue Structure and State Education Funding

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT asking the state to use the following principles when
addressing the state’s revenue structure in response to its responsibility to fund an adequate
education:

a) That revenues are sufficient to meet the state’s responsibilities as defined by constitution,
statute, and common law;

b) That revenue sources are predictable, stable and sustainable and will grow with the long term
needs and financial realities of the state;

¢) That changes to the revenue structure are least disruptive to the long-term economic health of
the state;

d) That the revenue structure is efficient in its administration;
e) That changes in the revenue structure are fair to people with lower to moderate incomes.
TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT legislation prohibiting retroactive changes to the

distribution formula for adequate education grants after the notice of grant amounts has been given.

15. New Hampshire Retirement System (NHRS)

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT the continuing existence of a retirement system for state
and local government employees that is strong, secure, solvent, fiscally healthy and sustainable, that
both employees and employers can rely on to provide retirement benefits for the foreseeable future.
Further, TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT continuing to work with legislators, employees,
and the NHRS to accomplish these goals.

11
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To that end, TO SEE IF NHMA WILL:

a) SUPPORT Iegislation that will strengthen the health and solvency of the NHRS and ensure
the long term financial sustainability of the retirement system for public employers;

b) OPPOSE any legislation that: 1) expands benefits that would result in increases to municipal
employer costs; 2) assesses additional charges beyond NHRS board approved rate changes on
employers; or 3) expands the eligibility of NHRS membership to positions not currently covered.

c) SUPPORT the restoration of the state’s 35% share of employer costs for police, teachers,
and firefighters in the current defined benefit plan and any successor plan; and

d) SUPPORT the inclusion of municipal participation on any legislative study committee or
commission formed to research alternative retirement system designs (such as a defined
contribution or a hybrid plan) and the performance of a complete financial analysis of any
alternative plan proposal in order to determine the full impact on employers and employees.

16. Utility Appraisal Method

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL OPPOSE mandating the exclusive use of the unit method of
valuation in the appraisal of utility property, by either administrative or legislative action, and
SUPPORT the continuing right of municipalities to use any method of appraisal upheld by the

courts.

17. Modifying Post-Municipal Appeal Deadline Date

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT legislation to modify the post-municipal appeal deadline
date as called for under RSA 72:34-a- “Appeal from Refusal to Grant Exemption, Tax Deferral, or
Tax Credit”.

Municipal interest to be accomplished by proposal: The current appeal date of a municipal
denial of a property tax exemption/credit/deferral is September 1 of the following tax year. For
example, municipality A denies a vet credit in March of 2014, the applicant has until September 1,
2015 to appeal that, that is 18 months of appeal window, that sort of timeframe is not found within
the property tax appeal RSA’s, nor current use appeal RSA’s etc. There is no rational basis to have
that long a window leaves the municipality at risk on such a long view that it makes it difficult to
plan for with legal costs, overlay cost and the like.

Explanation: The appeal window under this RSA for tax exemptions/credits/deferrals should
mitror the property tax window. The communities by law have until July 1% to issue a decision,
taxpayers have until September 1 to perfect their appeal, the same should be true under RSA 72:34-
a as it is under RSA 76:16-a & RSA 76:17. Submitted by: Jim Michaud, Assistant Assessor,
Town of Hudson

18. Charitable Definition and Mandated Property Tax Exemptions

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL OPPOSE Iegislation that expands the definition of “charitable” in
RSA 72:23-1, unless the state reimburses municipalities for the loss of revenue, and SUPPORT
creating a method of reimbursement to municipalities for state-owned property.

12
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19. Telecom Company Property Tax Exemption

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL OPPOSE any exemption from the property tax for poles, wires, and
conduits owned by telecom companies.

20. Collection of Statewide Education Property Tax

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL TAKE NO POSITION on the collection of the statewide property
tax by the state or by municipalities, but will continue to work to ensure that any system based on
the property tax coordinates and synchronizes as seamlessly as possible with existing local property
tax assessment and collection procedures.

21. Negotiated PILOTSs for Water System Property

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL OPPOSE Iegislation that eliminates the current obligation of the
public water entity to make a PILOT equal to what the property taxes would be for the property in
the absence of a negotiated PILOT.

22. State Budget Cap

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL OPPOSE the adoption of any variation of a state budget cap which
will impose on the Legislature pre-established limitations on state spending.

23. Budget Year Conversion

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT legislation to simplify the process of a municipality’s
converting from a calendar year budget cycle to a fiscal year budget cycle.

24. Management of Trust Funds

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT amendments to RSA 292-B:2 to include funds held by a
town or other municipality under RSA 31:19, RSA 202-A:23, or a fund created by a town or other
municipality under RSA 31:19-a to be included in those institutional funds subject to the Uniform
Prudent Management of Institutional Funds Act.

25. Minimum Vote Required for Bond Issues

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL OPPOSE legislation to increase the 60% bond vote requirement for
official ballot communities.

26. Mandatory Tax Liens

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT Iegislation to change RSA 80:59 to read: “The real estate
of every person or corporation shall be subject to the tax lien procedure by the collector, in case all
taxes against the owner shall not be paid in full on or before December 1 next after its assessment,
provided that the municipality has adopted the provisions of RSA 80:58-86 in accordance with RSA

13
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80:87. A real estate tax lien imposed in accordance with the provisions of RSA 80:58-86 shall have
priority over all other liens.”

27. Tax Bill Information

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT legislation to amend RSA 76:11-a to allow those
municipalities which have adopted the deaf exemption to include the word “deaf” following the
word “blind” in the information contained on tax bills.

Infrastructure, Development, and Land Use

Action Policy Recommendations

1. Restoration of Full General Revenue Funding for Municipal State Aid Grant (SAG)
Programs

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT legislation to restore full general revenue funding of
municipal wastewater, public drinking water and landfill closure grants administered by the NH
Department of Environmental Services.

2. Municipal Use of Structures in the Right-of-Way

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT legislation to authorize municipalities to use, for any
municipal purpose, the space designated for municipal good upon all poles, conduit and other
structures within their rights-of-way without paying unreasonable make-ready costs. This includes
the right to use that space for data and voice transmission to, from, and by the municipal
government, schools, library, and other governmental institutions. This includes a requirement that
the owners of utility poles and conduit do the necessary work for that space to be available.

3. Regional Water Quality

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT legislation to encourage the State of New Hampshire and
its political subdivisions to work cooperatively on a watershed or regional basis in addition to dealing
with all water quality issues as individual communities.

Municipal interest to be accomplished by proposal: More efficient use of limited taxpayer
resources to deal with achieving compliance under Clean Water Act requirements and state
regulations.

Explanation: Many of the impaired water bodies in the state have numerous contributors to the
impairments and no individual community can deal with all of the water quality issues within a water

body. Also, limited resources should be targeted to the largest water quality improvements to
provide the cleanest water resources to our citizens. Around the country various models have been
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established, and New Hampshire should assess these various alternatives to see if one or a
combination of several models would work for the state. Submitted by: Carl Quiram, Director of
Public Works, Goffstown.

Priority Policy Recommendations

4. Diversion of Highway Funds.

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT legislation and administrative action to limit or eliminate
the diversion of highway funds for non-highway purposes.

5. Site Evaluation Committee and Local Input

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT legislation establishing a procedure similar to RSA 674:54
requiring applicants to the state’s Site Evaluation Committee (SEC) to notify and appear before the

local planning board prior to the issuance by the SEC of certificates for the construction of energy
facilities under RSA 162-H.

6. RSA 162-K: Authority for Inter-municipal Cooperation

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT legislation to provide more explicit authority for inter-
municipal cooperation in economic development and revitalization districts (see RSA 162-K).

7. Solid Waste Revolving Funds

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT legislation to allow municipalities to establish, by vote of
the legislative body, revolving funds for their solid waste programs, including solid waste collection,
disposal, and the operation of any municipally operated transfer station, in addition to recycling.

8. Clarify Establishing Highways

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT legislation clarifying that the dedication and acceptance
method of highway creation requires express acceptance by vote of the legislative body, or the board
of selectmen if so delegated.

9. Water Fund

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT legislation to implement the recommendations of the
Commission on Water Infrastructure Sustainability Funding (the “SB 60 Commission”), including
(1) the establishment of a water trust fund to ensure adequate annual investment in water
infrastructure, and (2) a sustainable revenue source for the water trust fund.

Municipal interest to be accomplished by proposal: Long-term investment in the infrastructure

that cleans and carries water is essential to the health and economy of New Hampshire. Water is a
resource that cannot be neglected, and a water trust is essential to ensure that large and small
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communities can maintain the infrastructure to meet the regulatory limits, and the social and
economic goals of communities.

Explanation: The SB 60 Commission worked for three years to develop findings and
recommendations for the establishment of a sustainable trust for water infrastructure. NHMA
should support this initiative as it affects all New Hampshire municipalities. Submitted by:
Shelagh Connelly, Chair, New Hampshire Water Pollution Control Association.

Standing Policy Recommendations

10. Adequate Highway Funding

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT Ilegislation to ensure adequate state revenue dedicated to
highway improvements, which may include the road toll (gas tax) under RSA 260:32, increased
motor vehicle registration fees, or any other source, so long as all additional revenues are used for
highway purposes, and provided that the proportionate share of such additional revenues is
distributed to cities and towns as required by existing law.

11. Alternative Funding for Transportation

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT the establishment of alternative funding sources to ensure
the maintenance and improvement of existing and future state and local transportation infrastructure
and to provide greater focus and financial support for all modes of transportation.

12. Conservation Investment

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT permanent funding for the Land and Community
Heritage Investment Program and OPPOSES any diversion of such funds to other uses.

13. Environmental Regulation and Preemption

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT legislation that (a) recognizes municipal authority over
land use and environmental matters, (b) limits state preemption of local environmental regulation,
and (c) recognizes that even when local environmental regulation is preempted, compliance with
other local laws, such as zoning and public health ordinances and regulations, is still required.

14. Underground Utilities

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT legislation clarifying that municipalities may incur debt for
the purpose of removing overhead utilities and replacing them with underground utilities.

15. Energy, Renewable Energy and Energy Consetrvation

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT legislation encouraging state and federal programs that
provide incentives and assistance to municipalities to adopt energy use and conservation techniques
that will manage energy costs and environmental impacts, promote the use of renewable energy
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sources, and promote energy conservation, and opposes any legislation that overrides local
regulation.

16. Open Space Retention and Sprawl Prevention

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT legislation encouraging statewide programs that provide
incentives and assistance to municipalities to adopt land use planning and regulatory techniques that
will better prevent sprawl, retain existing tracts of open space, and preserve community character.

17. Sludge/Biosolids

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT reliable enforcement of scientifically based health and
environmental standards for the management of sludge, septage, and biosolids; and OPPOSE any
state legislation that would curtail the ability of municipalities to dispose of municipally-generated
biosolids through land spreading, when done in accord with such scientifically based health and
environmental standards.

18. Current Use

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL OPPOSE any legislative attempt to undermine the basic goals of the
current use program and OPPOSE any reduction in the 10-acre minimum size requirement for
qualification for current use, beyond those exceptions now allowed by the rules of the Current Use
Board.

19. Complete Streets

TO SEE IF NHMA WILL SUPPORT Ilegislation providing for consideration and possible
implementation of a Complete Streets Policy at the state level, to include accommodating the input
and needs of, and the financial impact on, political subdivisions.

Municipal interest to be accomplished by proposal: There is a growing awareness that
conventional design, operation and maintenance of transportation facilities have been biased toward
accommodating speed and capacity for motor vehicles, and that a more comprehensive approach is
needed to adequately support mobility and quality of life for all members of the community. The
Complete Streets concept is a response to this concern, which focuses on ensuring that streets are
safe, comfortable and convenient for travel for everyone, including motorists, pedestrians, bicyclists
and public transportation users, and for all ages and abilities.

In recent years, the City of Portsmouth has been designing its street improvement projects with an
increased attention to pedestrian and bicycle safety and convenience, and in 2013 the City adopted a
formal Complete Streets policy to formalize this approach. However, it is important that local
initiatives such as Portsmouth’s be supported by a statewide Complete Streets policy.

Explanation: A statewide Complete Streets policy would require transportation agencies to
approach every transportation improvement and project phase as an opportunity to create safer,

more accessible streets for all users. These phases include planning, programming, design, right-of-
way acquisition, construction engineering, construction, reconstruction, operation and maintenance.
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Complete Streets principles can be applied on new projects, but also can be applied incrementally on
existing streets through a series of improvements and activities over time.

An effective Complete Streets policy is sensitive to community context. A strong statement about
context can help align transportation and land use planning goals, creating livable and resilient
villages, towns and neighborhoods.

To date, 27 states have adopted statewide Complete Streets policies, including the New England
states of Vermont, Massachusetts, Connecticut and Rhode Island. Submitted by: Rick Taintor,

Planning Director, Portsmouth; Christopher Parker, Director of Planning and Community
Development, Dover; Thomas J. Aspell, Jr., City Manager, Concord.
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TO: Key Officials

FROM: Judy A. Silva, Executive Director
Cordell A. Johnston, Government Affairs Counsel

DATE: August 20, 2014
RE: 2015-2016 Legislative Policy Conference ~ Friday, September 26, 2014

Floor Proposals and Legislative Princi

Enclosed please find a copy of the nine floor policy proposals that have been submitted for
discussion and vote at the NHMA Legislative Policy Conference. These floor policies supplement
the policy recommendations preparcd by the three legislative policy committees, which were mailed
to each municipality on June 17, 2014. In additon to the policy recommendations and the floor
proposals, delegates at the conference will vote on NHMA'’s Legislative Principles, which also were
included in the June 17 mailing. If you need copies of any of these documents, you can find them on
the NHMA website, www.nhmunicipal.org. (Near the top of the home page, click on the
“Advocacy” tab, then use the menu on the left to find “Legislative Principles,” “2015-2016
Legislative Policy Recommendations,” and “2015-2016 Floor Policies.”)

Yoting Delegate

Each member municipality has one vote at the Policy Conference. Each governing body is asked to
appoint a voting delegate to cast the municipality’s vote on the policy proposals presented. We are
sending a pre-stamped voting delegate card to the chief administrative officer in each
municipality (or the governing body chair if no administrative staff) to return to us
indicating the governing body’s appointment for voting delegate. Please mail this card back to
us no later than Wednesday, September 17. See the Legislative Policy Process Questions & Answers
document, also sent with the June 17 mailing and available on the NHMA website, for a description
of who will have voting privileges for a municipality in the absence of any formal designation.

Policy Conference
The Legislative Policy Conference is scheduled for Friday, September 26, 2014 at 9:00 a.m. at

NHMA'’s offices at 25 Triangle Park Drive in Concord.

We urge the governing body of each municipality to discuss the full slate of policy
recommendations, along with these floor proposals, and to take a position on each proposal to give
guidance to your voting delegate. Otherwise, your voting delegate is free to vote at the Policy
Conference as he/she desires! At the conference, delegates may vote to approve, reject, amend, or
table a policy proposal. They may also vote to change the order of priority of the various policies.

This is an important opportunity for each member municipality to participate in determining
NHMA legislagve policy for the 2015-2016 biennium—we count on your input! As always, please
do not hesitate to call or e-mail (governmentaffairs@nhlge.org) the Government Affairs Seaff with

any questions, comments, or concerns. We look fegwvard to secing you on September 26™ |
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New Hampshire Municipal Association
2015-2016 Legislative Policy Process

Flaor Policy Proposal
Submitred by (name) Joan Marel Date August 11, 2014
City or Town __10Wn of Hinsdale Tide of Person Submitting Policy __Selectman
Floor Policy Proposal approved by vote of the governing budy on (date) August 11, 2014

To see if NHMA will SUPPORT/SE¥O8Y: Thg modification of RSA 41:18 to read "Each town shall have a deputy
town clerk......”

Municipal intetest to be accomplished by proposal:  RSA 41:18 currently reads "Each town may have a deputy fown

clerk....". This change will assure that Towns have a deputy town clerk to filt In town clerk absences and serve the

public,

Explanation:  Praviously this statute left the appolntment of a deputy town clerk to the elected town clerk with the

approval of the selectmen. The current town clerk was absent many times and refused to appaint a deputy town
clerk,

A sheee like this should accompany each proposed floor policy and should record the date of the goveming body vote approving
the proposal. Tt should include a brief (one or two sentence) policy statement, a statement about the municipal interest served
by the pruposal, and an explanation which describes the nanuse of the problem or concem from a municipal perspective and
discusscs the proposed action which is being advocated to address the problem.  Fax to 224-5406; mail 1o 25 Triangle Park

Drive, Concord, NH 03301; enail to gascrumentairs@ubmunicipalosz.  Must be received by Augusat 15, 2014,
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Floor Policy Proposal

Submitted by {namc) _ Joan Morel Date_August 11, 2014

City or Town Town of Hinsdale Title of Person Submitting Policy Selectman

Floot Policy Proposal approved by vote of the governing body on (date) August 11, 2014

To see if NFIMA will SUPPORT/OPPOSE: The amendment of RSA 41:9-b, V to add "and officials elected 1o

non-volunteer positions in the municipality™.

Municipal intetest to be accomplished by propasal Currently elected officlals such as Town Clerk, Tax Collector, and

Treasurer are not subject to a background investigation and criminal histery record checks. These posilions handle

the vast majority of funds coming 1o the municipality.

Explanation: As siated above, an elecled Town Clerk, Tax Collector, and Treasurer are not subject to a background

Investigation and criminal history record checks. Candidales for employment are subject to this procedure. The elected

officials slated above should be fiduciary responsible to voters, and to perform a background Investigation and criminal

hislory record check prior to being sworn inlo office would help wilh some assurancs to the volers that the person

is responsibie for handling of monies.

A sheet like this should accampany each propesed floor policy and should record the date of the goveming budy vote approving
the proposal. It should include a brief (one or two seatence) policy statement, a statement about the mufﬁdpal interext werved
by the propoeal, and an explanation which describes the nature of the problem or concemn from a municipal perspective and
discusscs the propused action which is being advocuted to addreas the problem.  Pax to 224-5406; mail to 25 Triangle Park

Drive, Concosd, NH 0330; conuil to govsmmcomfbirsgeobosmicipalone.  Must he received by Auguas 15, 2014,
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New Hampshire Municipal Association
2015-2016 Legislative Policy Process

Floor Policy Proposal
Submitted by (name): Steve Malizia Date: August 12, 2014
City or Town: Hudson Title of Person Submitting Policy: Town Administrator
Floor Policy Proposal approved by vote of the governing body on (date) August 5, 2014

To see if NHMA will SUPPORT/OPPOSE:

To see |f NHMA will support legislation to allow municipal library budgets to appear as a separate
warrant article on the Town Meeting SB2 ballot.

Municipal Interest to be accomplished by proposal:

To give the voters greater visibility to the appropriations necessary to operate the municipal
library when they vote at the Annual Town Meeting.

Explanation:

Currently, in SB2 communities, the operating budget for the Town appears as a separate warrant article,
The article raises and appropriates a sum of money for the operation of the Town and also defines a
default budget should the proposed budget not pass. In 2014, separate warrant articles were

allowed on the ballot to raise and appropriate funds to run a municipal water utility and a

municipal sewer utility. Each of these articles also identified a default budget should the article(s)

not pass. The Hudson Board of Selectmen believe that it would be appropriate to allow SB2 communities

to put municipal library budgets, separate from the Town's general fund budget, so that the voters would
have greater visibility into the cost to operate the library as well as the ability to vote for a library

default budget. Another strong argument in favor of allowing the library budget to be a separate
warrant article is that the Library Trustees are a separately elected body, not subject to the direction of

the Board of Selecimen,
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2015-2016 Legislative Policy Process

Floor Policy Proposal
Submitted by: Barrington Board of Sefectmen who voted to request and support this floor

policy proposal at their meeting July 28, 2014: Town_ Barrington, NI

Title of Person Submitting Policy: Town Administrator John Scruton on behalf of the Board

of Selectmen.

FloorPolicy Proposal upproved by voteofthe govemning body on (date) July 28, 2014

To see if NHMA will SUPPORT:

An increase in the amount of a public project before it requires mhndatory obtaining of a performance bond so the local
governing body could elect to waive the performance bond for any project under $75,000 in RSA447:16. The proposal would
allow the governing board on a case by case basis between $35,000 and $75,000 the option to waive the performance bond or
to require it.

Municipal interest to be accomplished by proposal:

Inflation has caused many more projects to require a performance bond, including more building repair projects and relatively
small road projects. Currently some small companies end up not bidding on these projects because of the challenges of getting
a performance bond. If a small company had no subcontractors; the town had assurance the suppliers were paid, and the town
did not pay until the work was complete there would be little need for the performance bond, but it is now required regardless
of the type of public project.

Explanation:

The provision limits the ability of small local companies to compete for projects. It likely results in higher costs to the
community since the cost of the performance bond is passed on to the taxpayers. Allowing the local option for the governing
board to waive the bond in this range of project, could save towns money and award the project locally.

A sheet like this should accompany each proposed floor policy and should record the date of the governing body vote approving
the proposal. Itshould include a brief (one or two sentence) policy statement, a statement about the municipal interest served
by the proposal. and an explanation which describes the nature of the problem or concern from a municipal perspective and
discusses the proposed action which is being advocated to address the problem. Fax to 224-5406; mail to 25 Triangle Park

Diive, Concord, NH 03301;email to govemmentaffairsc@nhmunicjpal.otg = Must be received by August 15.204.
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Floor Policy Proposal
Submitted by ( y JoanMorel Dage August 11, 2014
Ciry or Town Tgvavai Hioadote Tide of Person Submitting Policy Selectman
Floor Policy Proposal approved by vote of the governing body on (date) _‘5_!_9_‘1?_"_-_2_0147 ) P P

To xee if NHMA will SUFPORTIWﬁ The amendment of RSA 75:1 so that the last sentence will read "The
selectmen shall receive and consider all evidence that shall be submitted o them relative to the value of property upon
request, including rental income and expenses, the value of which cannot be determined by personal examination.”

Municipal interest to be accomplished by proposal:  Taxatlon of property In an equitable manner so that all taxpayers

pay their fair shara.

Explanation:  Currently assessors ask for income and expenses information bul receive very few responses. This

results in an inaccurate application of income and expenses lo all properties with rentals - for instance apartments,

renied homaes, rental spaces In businesses, etc. - because assessors use the submitied Information to apply
average incomes and expense to all similar properties.

A sheet like this uhould accompuny euch proposcd flooe policy and should record the date of the goveming body vote upproving |
the propasal. It should include n bricf (one or two senteace) pulicy statement, # statement about the municipal lmexeu_ served
hy the proposal, nsnd an explanation which describes the nature of the problem or concem from a muui'clpal perapecrive and
discusses the proposed nction which is being advocated to address the problem.  Fax to 224-5406; mail to 25 Triangle Park

Drive, Concord, NH 0330%; email ta govesnmentafbtirs@nlmpnicipal v, M e recei Aupust 1
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Floor Policy Proposal
) Joan Morel Da“_éugusl _:I 1,2014

Submitted by (name

City or Town Town of Hinsdale Title of Person Submitting Policy Selectman

Floor Policy Propasal approved by vore of the governing body on (2aie) August 11, 2014

To nee it NHMA will SUPPORT/ m: Legislation for a penaity for failure to submit requested information

relative to the value of property as described In RSA 75:1. The penalty shall be 1% of the assessed value of the
property. . _ .

Municipal Inteenst to be accomplished by proposal: - Collection of information relative to the valua of property will be
more likely fo come In from all property owners, thereby allowing for more equitable taxalion of praperly so that all

pro;;erlf awners will pay their fair share.

Explanation: A properly owner did not submit income and expenses for a property, then appealed the denial

abatement to the BTLA. The case decision is pending.

A gheet like this should accompany each proposed fluar polley and should cecord the date of the governing body vote approving
the proposal. It should include u brief (one of two sentence) pulicy statement, a statement about the municipal intcrcst‘ scrved
liy the proposal, und an explanation which describes the natuse of the problem or concem from o municipal perspective und
discusscs the proposed action which is being advocated 1o addtess the peoblem.  Fax to 224-5406; mail to 25 Tdangle Pask

Drive, Concord, WH 03303; email 10 govgrnmenifniss@uhmunicipulorp. ceived pst 15, 201
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New Hampshire Municipal Association
2015-2016 Legislative Policy Process
Floor Policy Proposal
Submitted by (name) Scott Dunn Date _August 14, 2014
City or Town ___ Gilford Title of Person Submitting Policy _Town Administrator

Floor Policy Proposal approved by vote of the goveming body on (date) __August 13,2014

To see if NHMA will SUPPORT: Amending RSA 41:9-a to add a new paragraph VI to read: “A Town may, by
vote of the governing body, impose a standard fee of no more than ten dollars ($10.00) and/or require
reimbursement for actual postage or shipping costs for any mailing that is provided as a convenience to the public
except where such fees or mailings are otherwise prescribed by law. The monies collected under this paragraph shall
be transferred to the custody of the treasurer for deposit into the municipality’s general fund.”

Municipal interest to be accomplished by proposal:

Reimburse municipalities for costs incurred for benefit of others,

Explanation:

Municipalities should have legislative authority to charge for postage when performing services as a convenience.

A sheet like this should accompany cach proposed floor policy and should record the date of the goveming body vote approving
the proposal. It should include a brief (onc or two sentence) policy statement, a statement about the municipal interest served
by the proposal, and an explanation which describes the nature of the problem or concern from a municipal perspective and
discusses the proposed action which is being advocated to address the problem.  Fax to 224-5406; mail to 25 Triangle Park

Drive, Concord, NH 03301; email to governmentaffairs@nhmunicipal.org. Must be received by Augggt 15, 2014.
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Floor Policy Proposal

Submiticd by Barringion Boeard of Selectmen Date June 3, 2014

CityorTown Barrington Title of Person Submitting Policy_Board of Selectmen

FloorPolicy Proposalapproved by voteofthe governing body, Barrington Board of Selectmen, on June 2, 2014

To see it NHMA will SUPPORT changes to RSA 674:41 to allow as a local option greater flexibility
so a landowner who has been through the process once for a building permit for a residence or other
building permit, obtained approval from the Governing Body to build, and filed the necessary
indemnification for that building, the owner of that property does not then have to go through the
entire procedure for additions and accessory structures, decks, etc. if the building permit is not an
expansion of use that might increase the community’s exposure of liability.

Municipal interest to be accomplished by proposal:

Currently property owners on Class V1 roads and Private Roads have to go through the process in
RSA 674:4]1 every time the property owner comes for a building permit, even if they have been
through the process before for the main residence and filed the indemnification. This would allow
the Governing Body the ability to grant the Building Inspector authority to approve the issuance of
future permits without requiring the steps of RSA 674:41 each time a building permit for changes
occurred on the previously approved property. This would save town boards® and official’s time and
money involved in a process that seems unnecessarily duplicative. Any expansion of use or change
of use creating greater liability would require Governing Board approval under procedures of RSA
674:41 due to the increase in liability exposure.

Explanation:

RSA 674:4) forbids granting a building permit on Class VI and certain Private Roads (sections 1{c & d)) without
following a specified procedure to ensure the Governing Body has approved of that building and that there is an
indemnification filed by the owner. Currently second building permits on the same property, even for small
projects, require the same process. If the Town has approved the building of a residence or other building on the
lot and the owner has filed an indemnification, the Governing Body should have authority to authorize future
permils for lhings like barns, garages, decks, etc. without requiring the entire procedure in 674:41.

A sheet like this should accompany each proposed floor pelicy and should record the date of the governing body vote approving
the proposal. It should include a brief (one or two sentence) policy statement, a statement about,the municipal interest.served
by the proposal, and an explanation which deseribes the nuture of the problem or concern from a municipal perspective and
discusses the proposed action which is being andvocated to address the problem. Fax to 224-5406; mail to 25 Triangle Park

Drive, Concord, NH 03301; email to governmentalaffairs@nhmunicipal.org.  Must be received by August 15 20i4.

163

=



8/28/14
9,

z——a’} New Hampshire Municipal Association
2015-2016 Legislative Policy Process

Floor Policy Proposal
Submitted by (hame) Board of Selectmen Date: August 13, 2014
City or Town:  Fitzwilliam Title of Person Submitting Policy : Susan Silverman, Chairman Board of Sclectmen

Floor Policy Proposal approved by vote of the governing body on (date) August 11, 2014

To see if NHMA will SUPPORT the tevision of elements of RSA 12-E as described below to better address the

mandatory integration of local and state regutations.

Municipal interest to be accomplished by proposal: (Concems and proposed changes in response to Judge Kissinger's

ruling March 17, 2014 that determined RSA 12-E preempts all local ordinances with regard to mining.) TO enhance the

local taxpayers and residents input in the State process of regulating mining within its boundares, Mining is distinctly

different from other activities that serve the public good such as wtilitics in which the state preempts local regulations,

We would suggest a similar relationship between local and state regulations as described in RSA 483 B:3, 1 (Shoreland

Protection) which states: *When the standards and practices established in this chapter conflict with other local or State

laws and regulations, the more stringent standard shall contsol”,

Explanation: In addition, the following should be considered for revision:

1. RSA 12-E:1, XIII Pre-application hearing currently allows for only one representative from the town to attend, and does

not produce any official record that is covered under 91-A.

2. RSA 12-E:1 IX (a) defines an exemption for mining under 2000 cubic yards per year and less than 5 acres in atea. This

type of commercial operation should be regulated by local ordinances just as any other business operating in town and

should fall under site plan review much as excavation does. Towns should have the ability to create mining regulations

that make the operation compatible with the municipality, while not prohibiting mining.

3. RSA 12-E:4 VII: This part of the statute should address more clearly public safety caused by damage to public roads not

built for mining vehicle use, and the mining plan defined here should include the filing of an engineering plan of

trelevant access roads that addresses the condition of the roads before, after and during the operation. This should allow for
the town 10 be compensated for any damage to the roads.

4. RSA12-E:4 X (d) should be amended to add “or it lies in a residential neighborhood”

5. RSA 12-E:5 There needs to be more time before a public hearing on the applicadon, and it should state cleacly that the
hearing should be held in the affected community. Under the current regulation, the hearing could be held with as liule
as 5 days notice, hardly enough time to disseminate or evaluate any propose activity. We would suggest a 10 day notice
as a3 minimum notice peried.
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6. RSA12-E:6 The financial assurance plan should include monics for municipal road repair, as well as land reclamation.

7. 'There should be some consideration of a revenue stream as part of the process to flow from the applicant/operator to
the municipality, such as a tax on stone removed {cu yds), similar to the excavation tax and timber tax.

8. The Siate still has not defined its own rules and regulations surrounding this type of activity and that should be
required of DRED and DES, especially as they are now receiving requests for permits, holding pre-application
mectings and making determinations on whether or not a proposcd opcration requires a permit.

A sheet like this should accompany each propesed floor policy and should record the date of the governing body vete approving
the proposal, It should include a brief (one or two sentence) policy statement, a statement about the municipal interest served
by the proposal, and an explanation which describes the nature of the problem or concern from a municipal perspective and
discusscs the proposed action which is being advocated to address the problem.  Fax to 224-5406; mail to 25 Trangle Park

Drive, Concotd, NH 03301; email to governmentaffairs@nhmunicipalorg. Must be received by August 15, 2014.
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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.

AGENDA SUBJECT EDA Grant Salmon Falls Road Infrastructure Extensions Project

COUNCIL ACTION ITEM [_] FUNDING REQUIRED? YES[ | NO[]
INFORMATION ONLY [] * |IF YES ATTACH A FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM
RESOLUTION REQUIRED? YES[ | NO[_] FUNDING RESOLUTION FORM? YES[ | NO[ ]
AGENDA DATE September 2, 2014

DEPT. HEAD SIGNATURE

DATE SUBMITTED August 26, 2014

ATTACHMENTS YESLINO [] | *F YES, ENTER THE TOTAL NUMBER OF
PAGES ATTACHED

COMMITTEE SIGN-OFF

COMMITTEE

CHAIR PERSON

DEPARTMENT APPROVALS
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER Blaine Cox
Signature on file with City Clerk
CITY MANAGER Dan Fitzpatrick

Signature on file with City Clerk

FINANCE & BUDGET INFORMATION

DIRECTOR OF FINANCE APPROVAL NA - discussion item only.

SOURCE OF FUNDS NA - discussion item only

ACCOUNT NUMBER NA - discussion item only

AMOUNT NA - discussion item only

APPROPRIATION REQUIRED  YES [ | NO [] NA - discussion item only
LEGAL AUTHORITY

NA - discussion item only.

CCFY15 AB 35 — EDA SRF
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SUMMARY STATEMENT

Discussion Item: Infrastructure improvements project to be partially funded by EDA grant

funds.
1.
2.

The project is currently gross appropriated at $3,892,200.

The remaining action item needing completion is the commitment letters/
agreements from the private sources of funding. Specifically, $500k each from two
private contributors totaling $1M.

. The resolutions appropriating the funds in August of 2013 for this project were

supplemental appropriations. By City Charter, all supplemental appropriations are
required to specify the sources of funds from which any/ all appropriations are to be
funded. As described in item 2 above, $1M of the total $3.8M is contemplated to be
funded by private donations.

If one or both of these private contributions is unavailable, the supplemental
appropriation has a shortfall that must be made up or the project abandoned. The
EDA program does not stipulate the source of these funds. The shortfall could be
made up by additional City funds and remain in compliance with the EDA guidelines.
Additional City Funds might come from (a) undesignated General Fund fund balance,
(b) Water Fund retained earnings, (c) Sewer Fund retained earnings, and (d) re-
purposed unspent bond proceeds from the Granite State Business Park Bridge Project
(approximately $500k available).

The current financing scheme, as approved by Council, is as follows:
EDA Grant Budget

Total EDA Corporate City

Estimated Grant Donations Portion

Expense (@ 50%) _(fixed amts) _(bond/cash)
Sewer $ 2,398,500 $ 1,199,250 $ 616,232 $ 583,018
Water $ 707,200 $ 353,600 $ 181,697 $ 171,903
Highway $ 786,500 $ 393,250 $ 202,070.81 $ 191,179
Subtotals $ 3,892,200 $ 1,946,100 $ 1,000,000 $ 946,100
% of Project 100% 50% 26% 24%

The City's sources of funds for the above are derived as follows:

Sewer portion of $583,018 comes from General Fund undesignated fund balance
Water portion of $171,903 comes from ED Fund fund balance

Highway portion of 191,179 comes from ED Fund fund balance

NA - discussion item only

RECOMMENDED ACTION
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