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AGENDA
March 18, 2014
Town Hall BOS Meeting Room - 6:30 PM

MINUTES:
1. Approval of minutes from the 1/7/14, 2/18/14 and 2/25/14 meetings.

OLD BUSINESS:

2.

Laurie Shiffer/Classic Bay Farm — Ponemah Hill Rd — Map 54, Lot 13-2; Major site plan to construct an indoor
equestrian riding arena with attached stalls and associated site improvements.
(Tabled from 2/25/14)

John Samonas/TMC CF of New England LLC — Nashua St — Map 44, Lot 11; Major site plan for a

proposed retail convenience store and gas sales with associated site improvements.
(Tabled from 2/25/14)

Carol Colburn — Osgood Rd & Woodhawk Dr — Map 51, Lot 1; Major open space subdivision creating twenty-
seven (27) new residential lots.
(Tabled from 2/25/14 meeting)

NEW BUSINESS:

5.

Dorothy Lorden Family Trust & Frederick Lorden Rev Trust/Great Bridge Properties — Capron Rd
& Nashua St — Map 43, Lots 55 & 57; Public Hearing for a major site plan to construct a three (3) building
apartment complex with associated site improvements and; a waiver request from the Milford Development
Regulations, Section 6.05.1:D, Off street parking.

(Tabled from 2/25/14)

OTHER BUSINESS:

Future meetings:
03/25/14 Worksession
04/01/14 Worksession
04/08/14 Worksession
04/15/14 Regular Meeting
04/22/14 Worksession

The order and matters of this meeting are subject to change without further notice.

Town Hall e Union Square e Milford, NH 03055 e (603) 249-0620 e Fax (603) 673-2273



Town of Milford
Planning Board Minutes
February 18, 2014

Electronic Vote: Janet Langdell, Chairperson
Paul Amato
Kathy Bauer
Chris Beer
Steve Duncanson
Judy Plant
Susan Robinson, Alternate

Secretary: Jodie Levandowski
Motion to Approve:

Seconded:

Signed:

Date:

Due to inclement weather and anticipated road conditions and the fact that some applicants and
applicant representatives are coming from a distance it was determined to kept everyone safe it
was in the best interest to postpone the February 18, 2014 Planning Board meeting.

Janet Langdell, Chairperson, called for an electronic vote by email dated 2/18/14.

J. Langdell made a motion to postpone the items listed on the 2/18/14 MPB agenda to 2/15.

S. Robinson seconded.

Final vote (by attached emails):

S. Robinson — yes; C. Beer — yes; S. Duncanson- yes; J. Plant— yes; K. Bauer — yes; J. Langdell —
yes; P. Amato - No.

Majority voting in favor of postponing tonight's meeting to Tues 2/25 with one No vote.

Planning Board Minutes February 18, 2014 lofl



MILFORD PLANNING BOARD PUBLIC HEARING  ~ DRAFT ~
February 25, 2014 Board of Selectmen’s Meeting Room, 6:30 PM

Present:

Members: Staff:

Janet Langdell, Chairperson Jodie Levandowski, Town Planner

Kathy Bauer Bill Parker, Community Development Director
Chris Beer Shirley Wilson, Recording Secretary

Steve Duncanson Nick Giakus, Videographer

Judy Plant

Tom Sloan, Vice Chairman Excused:

Susan Robinson, Alternate member P. Amato

MINUTES:

1. Approval of minutes from the 1/7/14 and 1/21/14 meetings.

NEW BUSINESS:
2. Thomas Lorden — Off Crestwood Ln — Map 49, Lot 2; Review and recommendation for a parcel

without frontage on a Class V road or better.
(Ref: ZBA case #2014-02)

3. Share Outreach, Inc — Columbus Ave — Map 25, Lot 126; Public Hearing for a site plan amendment
to construct a 2,300SF addition with associated site improvements and; waiver requests from the Milford
Development Regulations, Section 5.04.KK, Landscaping Plan and Section 5.04.LL, Stormwater
Management Plan.

4. Laurie Shiffer/Classic Bay Farm — Ponemah Hill Rd — Map 54, Lot 13-2; Public Hearing for a major site
plan to construct an indoor equestrian riding arena with attached stalls and associated site improvements.
(Fieldstone Land Consultants PLLC)

5. John Samonas/TMC CF of New England LLC — Nashua St — Map 44, Lot 11; Public Hearing
for a major site plan for a proposed retail convenience store and gas sales with associated site

improvements.
(MHF Design Consultants)

6. Dorothy Lorden Family Trust & Frederick Lorden Rev Trust/Great Bridge Properties —
Capron Rd & Nashua St — Map 43, Lots 55 & 57; Public Hearing for a major site plan to construct a
three (3) building apartment complex with associated site improvements and; a waiver request from the
Milford Development Regulations, Section 6.05.1:D, Off street parking.

(Keach Nordstrom Associates)

7. St. Joseph Hospital et.al./ Milford Medical Center — Nashua St — Map 31, Lots 32 & 32-1 and Map 32,
Lot 1; Public Hearing for a lot line adjustment involving three (3) lots.
(Meridian Land Services)

OLD BUSINESS:

8. St. Joseph Hospital et.al./ Milford Medical Center — Nashua St — Map 31, Lots 32 & 32-1 and Map 32,
Lot 1; Major site plan to construct a new medical facility with associated site improvements and; respective
waiver requests from the Milford Zoning Ordinance, Article VI, Section 6.05.0; Nashua and Elm Street
Corridor District, in accordance with the Milford Development Regulations, Section 5.020.

(Tabled from 1/21/14 meeting)

9. Carol Colburn — Osgood Rd & Woodhawk Dr — Map 51, Lot 1; Major open space subdivision creating
twenty-seven (27) new residential lots.
(Tabled from 1/21/14 meeting)
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Planning Board Meeting/Public Hearing minutes 2.25.14 ~ DRAFT ~

Chairperson Langdell called the meeting to order at 6:35PM noting that this meeting is a result of the
postponement of the 2/18/14 meeting due to inclement weather. She then explained the ground rules for the
public hearing, introduced the Board and Staff, and read the agenda into the record.

MINUTES:

S. Duncanson made a motion to approve the minutes from the 1/21/14 meeting. K. Bauer seconded. C. Beer
abstained and all else voted in favor. S. Duncanson made a motion to table approval of the minutes from the
1/7/14 meeting. C. Beer seconded and all else voted in favor.

NEW BUSINESS:

Dorothy Lorden Family Trust & Frederick Lorden Rev Trust/Great Bridge Properties — Capron Rd &
Nashua St — Map 43, Lots 55 & 57; Public Hearing for a major site plan to construct a three (3) building
apartment complex with associated site improvements and; a waiver request from the Milford Development
Regulations, Section 6.05.1:D, Off street parking.

Chairperson Langdell read correspondence from Anthony Basso, Keach Nordstrom, Inc. dated 2/18/14.

S. Duncanson made a motion to table the application to the March 18, 2014 meeting per the applicants’ request.
C. Beer seconded and all in favor.

Carol Colburn — Osgood Rd & Woodhawk Dr — Map 51, Lot 1; Major open space subdivision creating
twenty-seven (27) new residential lots.

Chairperson Langdell read correspondence from Randy Haight on behalf of Carole Colburn, dated 2/25/14.
C. Beer made a motion to table the application to the 3/18/14 meeting. S. Duncanson seconded and all in favor.

Thomas Lorden — Off Crestwood Ln — Map 49, Lot 2; Review and recommendation for a parcel without
frontage on a Class V road or better
Abutters were not notified, but Thomas Quinn was present.

Chairperson Langdell recognized:
Wil Sullivan, Cheever & Sullivan, PA

W. Sullivan stated that the applicant is scheduled to meet with the Board of Selectmen on 3/10/14 and we are
asking the Planning Board to review and comment our request, pertaining to ZBA Case 2014-02 to build a house
on a lot without the required frontage. He distributed a plan showing the approximate location of the proposed
building and said it’s an odd statute because there are no driveway limitations in town and this is not uncommon,
he’s been doing these for decades. There are numerous driveways that are much longer than this one. This
easement is about 50ft in length going from Crestwood Dr, a town road, to the building envelope and emergency
services will have full access. J. Langdell referenced the staff memo from Bill Parker dated 2/18/14.

S. Duncanson referenced the statute and town counsel’s comments and said he was not sure how we can approve
this. We will be setting precedence for every back lot in town without frontage on a road. W. Sullivan read
section 674:41.1(d) and stated that if you couldn’t build then it would be a taking. J. Langdell clarified that
although the statute may not be very clear, this is allowed, with the process of review and there are a number of
cases in Town that have been approved by the ZBA. It just recently came to light from Attorneys Sullivan and
Quinn that our process was missing this step. B. Parker added that any owner of a land locked property would be
allowed to do this and would have to go through this same process; ZBA, Planning Board and the Board of
Selectmen. The first step is always the ZBA and Mr. Lorden has received their approval, actually twice. S.
Duncanson then inquired about the easement and if it would get lost with future land sales or possible future
subdivision of the fifteen (15) acre lot. J. Langdell said that any future subdivision or change in use would have
to come before the Planning Board and there are many other pieces that would come into play. W. Sullivan stated
that the easement has already been recorded. C. Beer read from the recorded driveway easement document and
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verified that the driveway is bound to the property, not to the individual. K. Bauer added that the ZBA granted
the variance for a single family residence.

T. Sloan inquired about the topography of the property and asked if the driveway grade would be greater than 6%.
R. Reindeau said the driveway apron has been constructed to Town standards. He only inspects 15-20 ft from the
street and does not know what the grade further in is, but didn’t really see any issues with topography. W.
Sullivan stated that the applicant wouldn’t put money into a driveway they couldn’t build. T. Sloan suggested
that we could indicate to the BOS that the house be located so that the driveway not have greater than a 6% slope.
J. Langdell said it would have to be constructed to all the regulations and specifications we have and within all
our existing processes. J. Levandowski added that the Building Department and DPW coordinate with each other
when it comes to issuance of building permits and all departments’ requirements need to be met before a C/O is
issued.

C. Beer made a motion that this Board has reviewed this request and there are no conditions that would preclude
issuance of a building permit. J. Plant seconded. T. Sloan abstained as he was not present for the entire
presentation and all else voted in favor. The Chairperson will craft correspondence for the Board of Selectmen
stating that the Planning Board has reviewed the request and has no concerns relative to issuing a building permit
on this property.

Share Outreach, Inc. — Columbus Ave — Map 25, Lot 126; Public Hearing for a site plan amendment to
construct a 2,300SF addition with associated site improvements and; waiver requests from the Milford
Development Regulations, Section 5.04.KK, Landscaping and Section 5.04.LL, Stormwater Management.

No abutters were present.

Chairperson Langdell recused herself.

Vice Chairman Sloan recognized:

Bob Moulton, Board of Directors, Share Outreach, Inc.

Christine Janson, Executive Director, Share Outreach, Inc.

Cynthia Dokmo, Chairperson of Board of Directors for Share Outreach, Inc.

T. Sloan read the notice and background into the record. J. Levandowski stated that the application was complete.
C. Beer made a motion to accept the application. S. Duncanson seconded and all in favor. S. Wilson read the
abutters list into the record. C. Beer made a motion that this application did not pose potential regional impact. S.
Duncanson seconded and all in favor.

J. Levandowski clarified that the background pertaining the EIm Street Corridor District in the staff memo was
based on the initial review of the plans and upon further review with staff, it was determined that this is an
existing non-compliant site and the addition will be over existing impervious area. She then referenced the memo
from Bill Parker dated 2/19/14.

B. Moulton presented plans dated 1/27/14 and gave an overview of the project. The primary reason for this
addition is because we are running out of space. We’ve been in the building for five years and we’ve seen a
significant increase in the amount of clients we serve each month. We need additional office space and would
like to increase the size of our food pantry.

T. Sloan inquired if the site met the 30% requirements. B. Moulton replied that he is not sure if that gravel area is
considered pervious or impervious, but it’s dirt now and he can check on the calculations. K. Bauer asked what if
it doesn’t meet the requirements; can that be a condition of approval? J. Levandowski added even if the gravel
parking area is removed from the calculations, the overall open space on the site will not be changing in regards to
the addition. It will be constructed over impervious area so the open space will not be decreasing. It is a pre-
existing site and these conditions already exist. T. Sloan asked if the addition would be beautified with any
foundation plantings. B. Moulton said you can’t really see the site from the road but that’s certainly something
we could look at; however, no determination has been made yet.
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B. Moulton reviewed the waiver requests and stated that there will be no change to the landscaping or stormwater
runoff with this addition. It is a straightforward request.
Vice Chair Sloan opened the hearing to the public for comment.

C. Janson said we have been in that building for five years and the Knights of Columbus hall was not designed for
what we do there. Currently, our clients come from five communities and about 85% are from Milford. We don’t
have confidential space for clients so we’re trying creating more appropriate office space for the work that we do.
We will also be expanding the pantry as our client base is expanding and we would like to serve them better. This
is the most cost effective way to do that and this site will actually look better with the addition. We appreciate the
Board considering this.

The public portion of the meeting was closed

S. Robinson agreed with the idea of plantings which will also benefit the clients. K. Bauer also agreed and said
although it is not essential, floral plantings would be a good idea. Maybe funds could be raised for that.

S. Duncanson made a motion to grant a waiver from Section 5.04.KK of the Milford Development Regulations.
C. Beer seconded for discussion. J. Levandowski noted that the applicant can still work with staff to beautify the
site even with the waiver request granted. T. Sloan said the applicant seemed open to the consideration to do
some floral plantings or some type of landscaping improvements and the improvement to the site with the
addition would outweigh any requirements for landscaping. B. Moulton added that a couple of bushes may have
to be moved or replaced as a result of the addition but will that will be done. A vote was called and all in favor.

K. Bauer read the letter from Conservation Commission dated 2/24/14. T. Sloan asked if there would be any
repaving on the site. B. Moulton replied not at this time. T. Sloan said the Conservation Commission comments
have just alluded to the gravel area being permeable.

C. Beer inquired if a waiver from the stormwater requirements was needed if this site was under the threshold per
comments from the Environmental Coordinator and discussion regarding drainage on the existing site followed.

S. Duncanson made a motion that a waiver from Milford Development Regulations, Section 5.04.LL Stormwater
would not be required. K. Bauer seconded and all in favor.

S. Duncanson made a motion to approve the application. C. Beer seconded and all in favor.

Laurie Shiffer/Classic Bay Farm — Ponemah Hill Rd — Map 54, Lot 13-2; Public Hearing for a major site plan
to construct an indoor equestrian riding arena with attached stalls and associated site improvements.

Abutters present:

Mark Johansen, Ponemah Hill Rd-Milford

John & Carol Hopfenspirger, Ponemah Hill Rd-Amherst

Chairperson Langdell recognized:

Chris Guida, Fieldstone Land Consultants, PLLC
Laurie Shiffer, Classic Bay Farms

John Griffin, Jr. PLLC, Griffin Law Offices

J. Langdell read the notice into the record and stated that the application was complete per the staff memo. S.
Duncanson made a motion to accept the application. C. Beer seconded and all in favor. C. Beer made a motion
that this application did not pose potential regional impact. S. Duncanson seconded for discussion and said he
believed there was regional impact as it borders Amherst and the shared driveway is in partly in Amherst. J.
Levandowski read RSA 36:55. C. Beer and S. Duncanson withdrew their motions. S. Duncanson made a motion
that this application did pose potential regional impact to Amherst. C. Beer seconded. K. Bauer, S. Robinson, T.
Sloan, J. Plant, C. Beer and S. Duncanson voted in the affirmative. J. Langdell voted in the negative. The motion
carried by a vote of 6-1. S. Wilson read the abutters list into the record.
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C. Guida presented plans dated 2/21/14 and described the property and proposed project. We are proposing to
raze the existing barn and replace it with a new barn so that the stables, tack room, riding ring and office will all
be in one location. Ms. Shiffer has lived there for twenty years and has owned horses the whole time, so the use
is staying the same. L. Shiffer explained that she houses anywhere between 8-14 horses but will always have
eight. she has ten horses now and would like to keep it at that. C. Guida stated that the proposed indoor riding
arena is an acceptable and permitted use in the zone. All construction will be done in the existing open field with
a few minor modifications to the site. There will be no land clearing and not much change to the site except that
the new building will be larger.

C. Guida reviewed the comments from the staff memo dated 2/25/14.

— We’ve met with the Fire Department and this plan was revised, based on Captain Smedick’s requirements to
show the required access to three sides of the building; he had no other comments on this proposal. The 20ft
wide accesses will be 25ft away from the building and the materials will support the weight of fire apparatus.
J. Levandowski added that Captain Smedick would like to review the revised plan.

— Fred Elkind has made some comments regarding the submitted a stormwater management plan. We’ve made
a few minor modifications and are working with him to finalize the remaining details.

— Anote has been added that all lighting will be downcast which will be localized wall mounted sconces.

— Anote has been added that Ponemah Hill Rd is a scenic road.

— Anote has been added that no manure will be stored on site. The manure goes into a trailer parked in the barn
and is trucked off site and composted.

— The snow storage area was shown.

— A detention basin was created to prevent any additional runoff and there will be no increase from what is
there now.

— No other impervious areas or disturbance is proposed.

—  There will be no impact to buffer or the wetlands.

— No waivers are being requested.

— The comments from Annmarie Pintal Turcotte pertaining to traffic, parking and aesthetics have been
addressed. We have added a note to the plan that there will be no parking on the common driveway. Ms.
Shiffer has specifically chosen a building that is in keeping with aesthetics of a rural residential area. It was
really important to go with a wood frame, the asphalt roofing and siding to keep in character with the
neighborhood and it would be a great asset to property.

J. Langdell inquired about the parking. C. Guida said there is very little need for a large parking area. Three (3)
spaces would be more than adequate. If there were a need for more, she could use the area near the old barn as
most of the corrals will be torn down and reconfigured outside the new stalls. L. Shiffer described the current
conditions and stated that the wood fencing will all be coming down. The perimeter of the property will be
fenced in using triple-crown fencing and the paddocks will be reconfigured to again allow for in/out access for
fire purposes. The fields will remain for the horses. K. Bauer said she was not comfortable with a site plan that
only shows three (3) spaces. J. Shiffer then described the current operations. | am the trainer, instructor, coach
and the property caretaker and she parks at her house. There is one person who helps out and she will park by the
new building. There isn’t a need for delineated parking and I’m trying to keep this rural. | teach private (1-2
person) classes on Monday, Wednesday and Friday so there may be an overlap of one or two clients, but I can put
up a sign for parking. | professionally compete throughout the east coast, so most of the horses are mine and |
teach using lesson horses. The whole purpose for doing just ten (10) stalls is to limit the future use. With ten (10)
horses, you only have the potential of ten (10) lessons per day. To have a big business, you have to have a lot of
horses.

S. Duncanson inquired if there would be events on the property with a 10,000SF riding arena and where would
multiple horse trailers park. J. Shiffer said she had no intention of holding events. S. Duncanson said there could
be with the next owner. J. Levandowski said one of the benefits of having a site plan for a facility such as this is
that a specific note could be added to the plan that would reference the equestrian use of the site and limit it to the
current use, prohibit assembly or require future uses come back for approval. L. Shiffer said that the state statute
for agriculture doesn’t call out horse shows. She then explained the existing trailer parking. J. Langdell clarified
that this Board is just trying to determine there is sufficient room for what is being proposed.

5
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J. Griffin, attorney for the applicant, stated that there will be no change in use; it is a continuation of what she’s
currently doing and she has no intention of having events on the property. Perhaps a limitation on the number of
horses or trailers might be a good way to conditionally allow the use and retain some control. L. Shiffer said five
(5) trailers would be a reasonable number to be able to evacuate the property due to fire or to trailer her horses to
a show.

K. Bauer brought up the Building comments from the staff memo. J. Langdell stated that there has been much
discussion in the office on this matter. J. Levandowski explained that the application was originally submitted for
a private facility and all comments were based on a private use building. It has since been brought to our
attention that there will be public entering the building, so these comments no longer apply. It is an agricultural
use but different building codes will come in play. The referenced sixty (60°) ft access pertained to strict
requirements for agricultural exemptions for private use relative to the building code. This site plan is compliant
for a commercial use. J. Griffin explained that this is not classified as a commercial use, but it is a commercial
component of an agricultural use allowed by the Zoning Ordinance and the State RSA’s promoting agricultural
use. We will work with Code Enforcement to address all construction issues as part of the building permit
process. J. Langdell said to approve this site plan, the Board has to know if the 60ft access is needed or not. C.
Guida added that the architect is currently getting a written determination from the ICC Code Officials and
explained the 60ft floor to sky requirement is a fire protection issue so that another structure doesn’t catch fire.
With that being said, we don’t have anything within 60ft of this building. If it were to ever be an issue, we could
cut some trees and create a sixty (60°) ft area. J. Levandowski ended a brief discussion by saying that any
changes to the site plan would be submitted at the next meeting.

Chairperson Langdell opened the public hearing.

J. Hopfenspirger said he has been here equally as long as Laurie, for twenty years. We have a great relationship
and everything has been good. I’ve been happy with the way things have been run over there and she does a nice
job. This is a very well done building; however, this is impacting us quite a bit. It is a 14,000SF building right
outside our back door which is a concern and compounded with what he is hearing now. He is confused with all
the terms being thrown around; residential, agricultural, and commercial. This is a residential area, period and |
have a problem with commercial. | know what Ms. Shiffer does and | am fine with that, if it’s commercial I am
concerned about the next owner. This has to be resolved before you can say yes to approve this. Also, is there a
landscaping provision? This building is 153 ft long and it will be right where | used to look out onto a beautiful
pastoral area. | planted some trees that will work great in the summer, but could there be some evergreen
plantings like hemlocks or arborvitaes that would grow to give some additional buffer. This is an appealing
looking building and they’ve done a tasteful job but it will be 153ft long, so there has to be some type of provision
for us as abutters to have a buffer plan that helps mitigate or reduce the impact. J. Levandowski reiterated that use
of the site has been and will be classified as agricultural or farming. Only the building construction will be
classified as commercial because the commercial building code is triggered when there is public entering a
building. J. Hopfenspirger said commercial makes him nuts and reiterated his concerned about the next owner.
He spoke with Laurie and she said nothing’s changing, but things are changing and it will be a huge change. S.
Duncanson referred to page 5 of the staff memo and said he can see a need for buffer along the front edge.

M. Johanson brought up the 60ft buffer around the building and said that if you cut the trees for that buffer, it
clearly opens our property to the back of this building. S. Duncanson said there was a lot of land, at least 250 ft,
between the abutter and the building so the 60 ft buffer shouldn’t have an impact. J. Johanson said it will.

Chairperson Langdell closed the public portion of the meeting.

J. Langdell read correspondence from an abutter, Annmarie Pintal Turcotte dated 2/15/14 and the memo from
Conservation Commission dated 2/24/14. Since this application is coming back for regional impact, it will allow
time for the applicant to work with staff to get a final stormwater report, address the landscaping buffering along
the roadway and get resolution to the 60 ft buffer. J. Griffin said we will come back next month with a
landscaping/buffer plan, we will address all the abutters’ concerns, we will come back with some parameters for
wording that will ensure future use for the Board to consider as a possible condition and we will also add notes to
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reflect the Conservation Commission’s recommendations. The contractor also wanted me to point out that the
one-story/two-story requirements are still subject to debate and we will have an answer to that as well.

T. Sloan inquired if there would be sanitary facilities on site. C. Guida said a bathroom is proposed in the small
office area next to the tack room. We also have subsurface approval from the State. T. Sloan inquired about the
horse washing water. C. Guida said we will most likely put that into the system as well. It is designed for 300
gallons per day and there will be a Zabel filter system. L. Shiffer added that she is on a well so there is very strict
water usage. T. Sloan said the wash water might be able to go into a treatment swale. S. Duncanson said it was
considered gray water and it could. T. Sloan inquired if the trees that were mentioned for cutting would be part of
the 15% basal area of the wetland and buffer. C. Guida described the area in said he would review and clarify. T.
Sloan also suggested that the placement of the proposed trees take the location of the horses into consideration.

C. Beer said he would prefer the applicant not move forward with a restriction that would limit the number of
trailers because when we have a birthday party at our house, we have more than five vehicles. J. Langdell
clarified that the limitation was to ensure enough parking and they will come back with some language options.

K. Bauer referenced the RSA and asked if there was a restriction on the amount of riding instruction. J.
Levandowski replied no. T. Sloan said it is up to the Planning Board to analyze and determine what is reasonable
and to somehow constrain the use. K. Bauer said the building is attractive but it is very large. T. Sloan reiterated
that boarding, riding lessons, and riding arena are defined as agricultural uses and agricultural use is permitted in
the zone. The building has to be constructed to the International Building Code according to the use of the
structure but it doesn’t define our analysis. S. Duncanson said the commercial wording shouldn’t have been used.
It is a matter of how the building code is interpreted. This will still be an agricultural building but with public
usage; it’s not a commercial building. L. Shiffer explained the riding operations and said you can’t safely have
ten (10) horses in that arena at the same time, and her insurance would not allow that. Although it sounds large, a
150’ x 75’ is the smallest indoor building she could construct to accommodate three (3) horses being ridden at the
same time. | went this route for my neighbors.

T. Sloan made a motion to table the application to the 3/18/14 meeting to allow for the regional impact process
and for the applicant to come back with a final stormwater report, a landscaping plan and the items discussed. S.
Duncanson seconded and all in favor.

John Samonas/TMC CF of New England LLC — Nashua St — Map 44, Lot 11; Public Hearing for a major site
plan for a proposed retail convenience store and gas sales with associated site improvements.
No abutters were present.

Chairperson Langdell recognized:

A.J. Barbato, T. M. Crowley & Associates, Inc.
Garrett Wood, T. M. Crowley & Associates, Inc.
Jason Plourde, Tighe & Bond

Chris Tymula, MHF Design Consultants, Inc.
John Smolak, Smolak & Vaughn, LLP

J. Langdell read the notice into the record and stated that the application was complete per the staff memo. C.
Beer made a motion to accept the application. T. Sloan seconded. S. Duncanson abstained and all else in favor.
T. Sloan made a motion that this application did not pose potential regional impact. C. Beer seconded S.
Duncanson abstained and all else in favor. S. Wilson read the abutters list into the record.

C. Tymula presented the site plan set dated 1/20/14 and gave a brief history of the site. The proposal is for a
4,513 SF convenience store with a gas canopy in front, housing four (4) dispenser islands and eight (8) pump
stations. Two new 20,000 gallon underground fuel tanks will store 40,000 gallons of diesel, premium and regular
fuel on site. We are providing a ten (10°) ft sidewalk along the front of the building, a proposed air tower and the
trash will be enclosed in back. We will be increasing the green space throughout the site and actually removing
1,500 SF of pavement currently within the wetland buffer. There will be two full access points on the side
driveway and a right in and right out on 101A. There will be granite curbing and pedestrian sidewalk access to
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the site. There will be twenty-four (24) parking spaces and one (1) ADA compliant space in front of the building.
We will remove the existing infrastructure on the pad-ready site but will try to reuse or relocate the utilities and
the pavement removal will result in an 800 SF reduction of impervious surface. We really tried to balance the site
from a grading and drainage perspective. He reviewed the closed drainage system that eventually discharges out
to the back of the site. The canopy and roof runoff will be discharged into an underground system that will go
into the infiltration system. All the catch basins will be designed with oil hoods.

C. Tymula reviewed the erosion control measures and staff recommendations. We have no issue replacing the silt
fence with hay wattles. The utility and landscaping plans were reviewed. The monument sign shown is lower
than originally proposed and the sign package will go through the permit process. We will not be modifying the
master box or transformer pad that is on site currently. The lighting plan is fully shielded and dark sky compliant.
All mechanicals will be screened behind the building. A photo simulation based on the Leominster site, showing
the canopy and building, and materials board was presented. The architecturals depict a very New England style
building with faux dormers, columns and cultured stone around the base. There will also be a seasonal patio area,
a nice amenity for customers.

Staff comments

C. Tymula stated that rain gardens are not a recommended stormwater BMP for this type of use. It introduces the
potential for any type of spill to go right into the groundwater system. We prefer to leave the existing closed
system as is. There is a water quality unit that will maintain and manage the system. We have also provided a
comprehensive long term operation maintenance plan and manual. We have no issue with adding a row of
medium growth plantings per Conservation’s comments.

K. Bauer brought up the MFD comments and said that the Fire Department takes the width requirements seriously
because with snow, 15ft could possibly be reduced to 12ft. Is this a fire requirement and can they be made 20 ft
as requested. C. Tymula said he didn’t think there was an issue with the width; we met with DPW and
Community Development staff and the layout was ok’d. We did run a truck turning template for a tanker delivery
truck and fifteen (15”) ft was more than enough room so there would also be enough room for fire apparatus. J.
Levandowski stated that this plan meets our Town standards and she will inquire about the 20 ft width
requirement. J. Plourde read the Town of Milford Driveway Regulations and said that the minimum width for all
driveways shall be 10 feet. R. Riendeau said he was not sure where the 20 ft requirement came about, but these
accesses are at an angle and fifteen (15°) ft is better. J. Langdell stated we will need to get clarification from the
Fire Department.

Traffic

J. Plourde said this site was already reviewed and approved for a 99 Restaurant and the mitigation measures
associated with that development were implemented. A lot of coordination took place with the DOT because the
other signals to the east of this intersection, at the Stop & Shop and 101 entrance ramps, are controlled by the
State. This signal is under local jurisdiction, so there was a lot of coordination on the original development, and |
did work on that project for the permitting of that development. From a traffic engineering standpoint, we look at
the land use, not the tenant and this site was looked at as a high turnover sit down restaurant; a 99 Restaurant or a
Denny’s. We looked at weekday morning and afternoon as well as Saturday midday trip generated traffic. For
the Cumberland Farms project, we met with staff early on to see what the Town would be looking for as far as
evaluation of multi-modal transportation there. We came up with an understanding and put together a trip
generation safety assessment. We looked at and evaluated at crash data from the Milford Police Department to
determine if there was a safety problem today and if so, would this exacerbate that condition. There were
approximately three (3) collisions per year at the intersection. Although some may have taken place inside
Shaw’s or Walgreens’ parking lots, all have been associated and grouped with the intersection. A general rule is
that five (5) or more per year are indicative of a safety problem and we are below that. There does not appear to
be a safety concern here. We follow three standards for safe sight distance; the national standard AASHTO with
requirements based on speed limits for stopping sight distance and intersection sight distance, the NH DOT all
season safe sight distance which requires 400ft of safe sight lines under all conditions, and Milford’s safe sight
distance requirement which is 300ft. We meet all three sight distance standards. When we previously presented
the conceptual plan to the Board, one of the primary concerns was the proximity of the right turn in driveway to
the McDonald’s driveway and an eastbound traveler wouldn’t know which driveway to turn into. As a result, the
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right turn in drive was moved further to the west so there wouldn’t be that type of conflict. For separation we
have provided; 80ft from the signal to the right in driveway, 80ft between our right in and right out driveways and
60ft between our right out driveway and the McDonalds right in driveway. All those are in conformance with
Milford’s 50ft spacing requirements. It is important to have a right turn exit out onto Nashua St for fuel truck
access. The right turn in is also important so that people will be able to find their way onto the site and he
referenced the Dunkin Donuts on 101A in Amherst where drivers, who are unfamiliar with the area, miss the
entrance because they missed the opportunity to turn in at the signaled intersection and try to go into the exit only
drive. There is a difference in speed limit between that example and here where it is posted at 30 mph, but we
prefer to take care of any safety issues during the design process. We also met with Bill Parker and Rick
Riendeau and NH DOT to get their input and address any concerns before we went ahead with the design.

C. Beer inquired why there was a separation for the drives and could you move the right in to meet the right out
and have them both at the same location. J. Plourde replied that we originally had that layout on the conceptual
plan but it was closer to the McDonald’s property and reiterated the Board’s concerns about confusion with
entrances. The primary reason for a right in driveway is a matter of convenience for customers and trip
generation from the standard database for types of trips being made. J. Langdell said Walgreens customers
without entrance or exit on Nashua St don’t seem to have a problem. J. Plourde replied that they are different
uses with different generating characteristics. While Cumberland Farms will generate more traffic than
Walgreens, it will be from pass-by trips, or cars already in the roadway system. Walgreens traffic is generated
from new car trips, vehicles specifically going to Walgreens, rather than pass-by trips. Convenience stores draw
60% of their traffic from vehicles already in the roadway system. TIt’s also a difference of location because if
Walgreens wanted to put in a driveway they would have to break open the curb where existing turn lanes are
situated. C. Beer asked if the intersection, as designed, can support the additional traffic from Cumberland
Farms? J. Plourde replied yes, with the proposed curb cuts on Nashua St. The intersection does not function
correctly today because there is a problem with the signal due to a faulty video camera card. Without the
proposed right turn out, the intersection would need more green time to process the cars and steal it from the
Nashua St side. The right turn in would not impact the signal operations but it would from a corridor convenience
operations perspective. We don’t want to create any safety concerns or confusion for drivers.

J. Langdell said it would be interesting to see data from Amherst of how many times people make that
inappropriate turn going into the Dunkin Donuts exit. It would also have been better if you could have come in
sooner and McDonalds come in later so that we could have jointly coordinated this improvement to gain better
access management for the whole area. That said, it can’t be done now. J. Plourde said Cumberland Farms is
very comparable to the 99 Restaurant in regards to traffic impacts to the roadway system and the traffic signal
operation.

S. Duncanson expressed concern with the measurements from the right out of Cumberland Farms to the right in of
the McDonalds driveway. He felt that was too tight because this is a complete radius and is one driveway leading
into another. My concern is with cars exiting Cumberland Farms and not seeing a car entering McDonalds. |
regularly see how crazy the Leominster Cumberland Farms gets and can see this being an issue here with drivers
not paying attention. J. Plourde explained the measurement on the plan.

T. Sloan added that a car intending to turn into the McDonalds drive could enter the Cumberland Farms right out
instead. S. Duncanson agreed saying the right in should be eliminated and the right out be moved further west.
J. Plourde reiterated that we did meet with Rick Riendeau, he reviewed the plans and the driveway is designed in
accordance with the Town’s standards. J. Langdell said we have a right, based on our expertise and knowledge of
the community and this specific site to negotiate something different. K. Bauer agreed with Steve that heading
east it is too tight. J. Langdell referenced the staff comments and noted that the Building, Ambulance and Fire
Departments also have concern with these access points. C. Tymula said it was his understanding that the normal
staff roundtable session did not take place, due to all the snow, where those comments would have been taken into
consideration and addressed prior to the staff memo.

B. Parker added that the applicant did ask if we wanted to meet again and we said no, we didn’t see a reason to
do so. The curb cuts exceed the Town’s standards that include full vehicle movement while these are restricted to
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one-way in and one-way out. That adds another degree of safety for both access points as well as the signal that
stops traffic allowing people to exit and enter.

K. Bauer asked how a customer, heading east, would navigate the site to get to the convenience store using the
right in from Nashua St. C. Tymula went over the plan and said there would be plenty of room to get around the
site without any issues from both a circulation and safety standpoint. There is 38ft from the gas dispenser bollard
to the curb cut; room for two car lengths.

Chairperson opened the hearing for public comment; there being none, the public portion was closed.

T. Sloan said that if the one-way ingress were eliminated, it would be less prone to accidents waiting-to-happen.
Another pertinent point is that this wasn’t a current traffic study. J. Plourde clarified that we counted the
signalized intersection as well as the cars going along the shared driveway. The original traffic study was done in
2008. T. Sloan noted that although the speed limit is 30 mph, the speed at which vehicles travel along that
roadway is over 40 mph. Is it adequate to perform an analysis if you don’t take the accurate speed into your
study? | do want a gas station there for my convenience, but my concern is that it’s an overuse of the site. J.
Plourde said he understands the concern but to put this into perspective, the speed studies conducted along
Nashua St for the 99 Restaurant were done prior to the signal installation which affects the speed and flow, so all
conditions have been taken into consideration with this analysis. T. Sloan suggested that appropriate adjustments
be made to the signalization to correct the existing issue. C. Tymula said we understand the concerns of the
Board and also understand that the Board is not DPW and not Community Development but we felt we got the
guidance we needed from the Board and staff and we feel it’s a safe project altogether. We’ve tried to do
everything we could to design this to make the site work for Cumberland Farms, for the Town and to alleviate
your concerns with traffic and safety; however, the need for this additional entry is crucial for the retail
component of the business and if you cut off this access point you cut off patronage. J. Langdell said there were
concerns clearly voiced about having a right in and right out on Nashua St when the conceptual plan was
originally presented to the Board, so this is not something new.

Environmental

C. Tymula explained that each of the catch basins will have an oil hood and we are not altering the existing bio
retention swale. Because this is a motor vehicle fueling station and it is in the groundwater protection district, it’s
really not a good idea to infiltrate any on-site stormwater runoff; everything will go through the catch basins and
discharge out through the water quality inlet to be pre-treated before it reaches the wetlands. The bio retention
swale will take runoff from the back of the site that’s not paved and any overflow from the roof runoff. Since he
was not involved with the original design of the bio retention swale, he does not know what volume it can handle.
J. Levandowski added that Fred Elkind has received and reviewed the stormwater permit application, but has not
seen the revisions made to date.

Pedestrian movement

J. Plourde said there has been discussion with Rick Riendeau and Bill Parker as to whether we want to cross
people at this location or if there is a more ideal location. A pedestrian crossing here would stop all lanes of
traffic and that would then impact and require improvements the State locations. J. Langdell clarified that what
you’re saying is that there could not be a pedestrian crossing anywhere between the Stop & Shop plaza and this
location. J. Plourde said the Ponemah Hill Rd intersection, if signalized might be a more ideal location. J.
Langdell noted that there is no sidewalk on that side of the road; the existing sidewalk plan is only for the south
side of Nashua St going as far as Medlyn Monument. J. Plourde said ideally, it is better to cross over a shorter
distance through a fewer number of lanes and agrees that it is definitely a safety concern when people cross in an
unsignalized location.

K. Bauer said we have talked a lot about getting sidewalks along Nashua St for the reasons discussed. We also
have a horrendous traffic situation here anyway. | understand the needs of Cumberland Farms; however, this will
add to the traffic problem we have there and it sounds like no pedestrian improvements are going to be made. J.
Langdell clarified that there is a sidewalk in front of this site now. J. Levandowski said staff has no issue with the
plan other than a few revisions and notes to be added. Staff feels the applicant has made every effort to comply
with all town regulations and in some cases exceeds the regulations. We have no further comment.
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Nashua St Improvements

C. Tymula said the driveways could widened to meet the 20ft Fire Department request and Cumberland Farms is
willing to contribute to the sidewalk fund. B. Parker spoke to past applications; Burger King did not contribute,
and Walgreens, Nashua Eye and Giorgio’s contributed as part of the site plan approval. Staff brought a dollar
value to the Planning Board and it was made part of the conditions for approval. C. Tymula said maybe it could
be a mix of some of the signal component repairs and a contribution to the sidewalk fund, totaling in the range
$5,000-$10,000. J. Langdell said she would personally like to know what the value of that contribution and
repairs would be. She is not opposed to the project or the entrance but does struggle with the Nashua St
component. We could table this for that information and also get an answer from the Fire Department regarding
the access width and give time for Fred Elkind to comment on the revisions.

S. Duncanson made a motion to table the application to the 3/18/14 meeting to address the concerns voiced. C.
Beer seconded for discussion and said he’d rather have resolution to the access width and see if the roundtable
could be scheduled and get consensus to entrance and exit configuration. I personally don’t care for them, but if
the Town officials are ok with them, I won’t raise any objection. J. Langdell said she would like Fire and
Building staff to weigh in as well. K. Bauer said we still have no answer to the crosswalk situation. J. Langdell
added that she can see this as a pedestrian destination. The vote was called and all in favor.

Chairperson Langdell called for a brief recess.

St. Joseph Hospital et.al./ Milford Medical Center — Nashua St — Map 31, Lots 32 & 32-1 and Map 32, Lot
1; Public Hearing for a lot line adjustment involving three (3) lots.
No abutters were present:

Chairperson Langdell recognized:

Kyle Burchard, Meridian Land Services, Inc.
Danielle Santos, Lavallee Brensinger Architects
Bob Demers, St Joseph’s Hospital

Melissa Sears, St Joseph’s Hospital

Brad Westgate, Winer & Bennett

J. Langdell read the notice into the record and noted that the application was complete per the staff memo. C.
Beer made a motion to accept the application. S. Duncanson seconded and all in favor. S. Duncanson made a
motion that this application did not pose potential regional impact. C. Beer seconded and all in favor. S. Wilson
read the abutters list into the record and noted that the list included all towns identified as having regional impact
from the site plan application.

B. Westgate gave a brief overview of the parcels, the current conditions with the shared driveway and the
ownership. This plan is to adjust three lots so that the medical center and all its parking will be entirely contained
on one single parcel and the reconfigured driveway system will still be shared. The front portion of the driveway
will be on town land and we have a shared access arrangement. All costs to construct and maintain the driveway
up to the Kaley Park entrance will be fully borne by St. Joseph’s. This application will facilitate a land exchange
with the Town and the public hearings are scheduled before the Board of Selectmen for 3/10/14 and 3/24/14 with
the voting to take place sometime early April. K. Burchard made the point that the site plan application is not
dependent on the approval of this lot line plan. B. Westgate said the site plan contemplates an either-or scenario
where the easements will change depending on the location of the driveway and parking. This plan also addresses
and depicts the frontage area where there is no plan of record for the strips of land along Nashua St owned by St.
Joseph’s that St. Joseph’s is willing to dedicate towards the Nashua Street widening.

K. Burchard presented plans dated 2/5/14 and reviewed the individual parcels to be conveyed. The previous
dedications shown on prior plans were never recorded so this plan will describe that land. The primary driver for
doing the parcel swap in this configuration is to avoid any conflicts with the proposed retaining wall and there is
less land being exchanged than originally proposed, only 15,487 SF. The easement will grant access to all visitors
of Kaley Park and the hospital in perpetuity. J. Langdell asked if the current easement for Kaley Park grants
access in perpetuity now. B. Westgate said the Town’s easement through the medical center was only on a
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temporary basis and was never made permanent on paper. St. Joseph’s has a very small permanent easement on
Kaley Park land and we would make all permanent without constraint. K. Burchard stated that all the easement
and dedications are shown on the plan. Langdell added that the permanent easements would be an improvement
on what we currently have. She then inquired if more than the sidewalk land was being dedicated for the
widening and if the sidewalk was inside of the proposed dedication strip. K. Burchard replied yes, this plan
shows the final ultimate location of the future sidewalk with the widening of Nashua St. When all is said and
done, the sidewalk running alongside the completed widening of Nashua St will all be within the right of way, for
the Town to maintain.

Chairperson Langdell opened the hearing to public comment; there being none, the public portion of the meeting
was closed. There were no other comments from the Board.

S. Duncanson made a motion that the Planning Board favorably recommend the land exchange be approved by
the Board of Selectmen. J. Plant seconded and all in favor. S. Duncanson made a motion to approve the
application, subject to the condition that the recording of the lot line adjustment plans be simultaneous with the
recording of the deeds that affect the land exchange and the dedicated frontage area for the potential future road
widening and sidewalk reconstruction. J. Plant seconded and all in favor.

OLD BUSINESS

St. Joseph Hospital et.al./Milford Medical Center — Nashua St — Map 31, Lots 32 & 32-1 & Map 32, Lot 1;
Major site plan to construct a new medical facility with associated site improvements and; respective waiver
requests from the Milford Zoning Ordinance, Article VI, Section 6.05.0; Nashua and Elm Street Corridor
District, in accordance with the Milford Development Regulations, Section 5.020. (Tabled from 1/21/14)

No abutters were present:

Chairperson Langdell recognized:

Kyle Burchard, Meridian Land Services, Inc.
Danielle Santos, Lavallee Brensinger Architects
Bob Demers, St Joseph’s Hospital

Melissa Sears, St Joseph’s Hospital

Brad Westgate, Winer & Bennett

J. Langdell noted that Selectmen’s minutes from the 12/23/13 BOS meeting were referenced at the last meeting,
and after reviewing the video, it was discovered those minutes contained a misquote. They should have stated
that Attorney Westgate did answer a question from Chairman Daniels that at this time St. Joseph’s Hospital was
not intending to pay for widening the road. This was detailed in correspondence from Attorney Westgate dated
2/4/14.

B. Westgate stated that we have been working with staff and our discussions have been detailed in the staff memo
dated 2/25/14.

Architecturals

D. Santos presented revised plans dated that include a views from the abutter’s yard on Linden St and
aerials as well as sample materials. She recapped the previous meetings and resulting adjustments. We have tried
to make the facility as compact as possible and it will pretty much be a square footage swap from what is
currently on the property. We did a comparison of the existing 21,000 SF building that includes the urgent care
center, house and barn and the new building with a 13,000 SF footprint and a 6,200 SF second floor. They will be
similar but each department has been better configured to serve the population. The building is broken up into
three parts to help break up the mass. The building height will be within requirements at 33 % ft based on an
average elevation from the base of the building. The asphalt shingles and stone will be identical to what is used at
the medical office building in back. The clapboard-like siding will help bring down the scale and the color will be
similar to give all the buildings more of a campus feel. We’ve revised the window arrangements. The
community room will be a more prominent space but still accessed through the main entrance. There will be a
partial 1,300 SF basement located in the back corner of the new facility that will house the mechanical room,
utility connections and a small office with internal and external access. There will be a solid screen vinyl fence,
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set on a slightly higher level, to block most of the view to the MRI area and we continue to meet with the abutters
to refine and review any concerns. The Board reviewed all the architecturals. S. Robinson noted that these
renderings made the building look smaller and fit more into the surrounding area.

Waivers

K. Burchard read from the 12/23/13 memo addressing the waiver requests and presented a zoning map to show
the property in context with the Nashua St Corridor. It is in a unique position with unique constraints that make it
challenging to comply with the overlay district standards. J. Langdell noted that was precisely why we put in a
waiver clause. K. Burchard went over the details:

Transportation standards 6.05.6.B

la. Interconnecting Drives to Adjacent Properties; because of the residential parcels, the cemetery and the
wetlands it is difficult and impractical to connect a commercial property to the residential parcels and
cemetery. There was consensus from the Board that it was clearly not feasible here.

1b. Limiting access points; we comply and are not requesting a waiver.

1c. Interior Parking Interconnection; we are not proposing an interior parking connection and want to keep
separation between the physicians parking lot to the west and the visitor/patient parking to the east as well as
limiting access to the MRI dock area. We are keeping other interior patient parking connections. J. Langdell
stated that this meets the spirit of the Ordinance by connecting all the other pieces while there is clearly a
reason for the separation of the physicians’ lot and will also help to decrease the amount traffic going onto
Linden St. A waiver would not be needed.

1d. Throat Length and Stacking; we comply.

le. Interconnecting Movements; the same rational used for interconnecting drives applies and no waiver is
needed.

2a. Transit Points; there is no master transportation plan but a waiver is needed due to the language.

3a. Bicycle Facilities; we don’t have a route planned and feel it would be a hazard to the facilities, but we do
make accommodations for bicycle visitors with a bike rack at the southwest corner. There was consensus
from the Board to not require bicycle facilities.

4a. Sidewalk Accessibility; we comply and no waiver requested.

4b. Sidewalk to roadway buffer; it’s a choice between the planted buffer or a sidewalk to roadway buffer. J.
Langdell said with the uniqueness and needs of this site, this design has met the spirit of the Ordinance and
what we’re trying to accomplish.

4c. Pedestrian Convenience; there are sidewalks coming into the property. J. Langdell added that is a huge
benefit.

4d. Pedestrian Scale; we comply.

4e. DPW Specs; we comply.

Site Design Standards 6.05.6.C

1. Natural Features; we comply.

2a. Parking Lots to the Rear or Side; we do not comply due to PSNH easements and need to connect the whole
facility together prohibits a rear parking area. J. Langdell said there has been significant discussion and
details for parking since day one, so this is an area where we can grant a waiver to make it official.

2b. Parking Prohibited Along Frontage; same rational.

2c. Side Yard Parking Buffer; same rational.

2d. Shared Parking Provisions; there is a shared sidewalk between the two.

2e. Offsite Parking; this only applies if the land swap doesn’t occur and if it doesn’t occur we will still provide
the easements to make that happen.

3. Build to zone; due to the constraints we cannot do this and a waiver will be needed due to the language.

4. Landscaping; we comply.

S. Duncanson made a motion to grant the following waivers, from the Nashua Street Corridor Design Guidelines
under the Town of Milford Zoning Ordinance, Article VI, for Sections: 6.05.6:B.2a Transit Points,6.05.6:B.2b
Transit Encouragement, 6.05.6:C.2a Parking Lots to the Rear or Side, 6.05.6:C.2b Parking Prohibited Along
Frontage, 6.05.6:C.2c Side Yard Parking Buffer, and 6.05.6:C.3 Build to Zone with the condition that they be
noted on the plan. C. Beer seconded and all in favor.
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Board and Staff Comments

Sheet SP5 shows the parking counts during the variance stages of construction. The size of the stormwater focal
points were increased because we monitored the ones installed at the McKelvie School in Bedford and found that
the manufacturer’s specifications weren’t enough to function properly. It is the position of the medical center and
the medical office building to not change anything pertaining to the addressing and keep it they are because there
is a lot tied to the address and there is a ripple effect. J. Levandowski said she will get clarification from Dana
MacAllister regarding E911 numbering. K. Burchard said the Linden St egress will remain exit only. We will get
the stormwater plan submittals to Fred Elkind and the State. The emergency generator will be stationed between
the buildings and will not be visible above the proposed six (6) ft fence. S. Duncanson asked if it meets the new
2014 DEP standards. K. Burchard answered he assumed so. He reviewed the site’s signage on EXH-4 and noted
that a sign variance will be required. B. Westgate said the variance will be for the size of the sign and our goal is
not to exceed what is allowed if the building were on the other side of the street. There will not be any issues with
sight line visibility.

There was discussion staff recommendation #1. J. Langdell wanted to ensure that the review was far enough
along the process before she signed the final plan. B. Westgate added that staff recommendation #8 should
include the detailed components of the waivers, and items #11, #12, and #13 should be prefaced by “adding a note
to the plan” along with adding the notes.

J. Langdell said that the plans are based on ten (10) physicians and thirty-seven (37) employees; is that what is
currently there? K. Burchard replied yes, that is the tally today. All the available space in the medical office
building in the rear is being used, but not all of the front building. There are offices scattered throughout the farm
house and barn that are not of a consistent use but don’t know what that frequency of use is. J. Langdell asked if,
when this building is built, there will be space for more than the current staff. K. Burchard said based on this
plan, no; they will be maintaining the same staff. M. Sears explained that portions of the current building are not
in use because they are uninhabitable, so part of the reason the new building will be the same size is because the
existing building doesn’t meet modern day codes for room sizes and other things. It is actually undersized for the
current amount of patient care we deliver. To meet codes for exam room sizes and other requirements, the
minimum square footage to do what we’re doing there happens to be fully utilized. It is a replacement facility and
is not built for growth. The new building will be better configured so that all the spaces will be designed and
constructed to deliver the specific needs of physical therapy and urgent care, instead of a converted horse barn.
There are actually fewer people working there from when the plans were first proposed as a result of the
conversion to urgent care. The second floor will not be fitted up when we open the building, it will be a
cold/warm shell used for storage. We have no plans for it as of yet; however, there would be no ability to expand
on that site once this is built, so it will be future space should we need it and reiterated that there are no plans to
utilize it in the near term. J. Langdell said you are creating potential for more use on site for the future which gets
back to all our previous discussions on traffic and traffic patterns and needs of that site going forward. M. Sears
added that when parts of the building became uninhabitable, we moved services offsite. There used to be an
orthopedic practice, a podiatry practice and a midwifery practice there, so the amount of traffic going to that
building is substantially less. We are seeing less patients and doing less in there than when the building was
totally full. If we were to something with that second floor, ten years from now, it would likely come back to
baseline to what it was when the building was fully utilized several years ago and it wouldn’t be a net growth over
the highest volume of patients we’ve served. J. Langdell noted that the baseline was a while ago and everything
else around it has changed too, but we move forward.

Nashua St widening

B. Westgate said that what Melissa stated was one of the fundamental elements of our thought process that the
hospital not be required to pay for the widening. Historically, the hospital’s position has always been that it
would dedicate the land, now seen on the lot line adjustment plan, to permit the widening when the Town was to
undertake the project. It kind of couples back to Kaley Park from the 1999 ZBA approval contemplated as a
condition that when the second field was fully operational, the road widening would occur and the left turn lane
capability would be implemented. So it would have been a Town project. Over the past week there have been
discussions with Rick Riendeau, Jodie and Bill as far as the timing of work. The reconfigured aprons require new
paving to integrate into the locust of Nashua St, so in effect, we’re doing some of the paving that has to be a
component of the road widening and there could be a field coordination effort. If the Town’s timing can work
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with the hospital’s timing to be built and open by June, 2015 then the parties can work together to do their
components of work in a manner that most efficiently implements the road widening. We’re hopeful that makes
sense to the Board and that leaving it to the hands on people makes the best approach.

J. Langdell referenced the submitted draft cost breakdown for the proposed roadwork and noted that this Board
can strongly recommend an effort of coordination.

R. Riendeau said this is the time to do this work to save the town money; it’s a plus for them and a plus for us and
we can do the work in budget. It will be cheaper to do this now and there other components that we can do
ourselves to save even more because we do have the gravel in-house. Those draft costs are based on highest cost.
J. Langdell said that based on the draft construction costs the Town’s portion would be 62% and St. Joseph’s
would be 38% if done now. It does show that there is participation with the widening. B. Westgate said these are
distinct projects but can be coordinated in the field so that there will be control over the timing.

Chairperson Langdell opened discussion to the public; there being no comments, the public portion of the meeting
was closed.

S. Duncanson made a motion to grant approval of the application subject to the fifteen (15) staff
recommendations in the staff memo dated 2/25/14 and a recommendation that there be field coordination for the
Nashua St widening. C. Beer seconded for discussion. There was no further discussion and all voted in favor.

The meeting was adjourned at 11:40pm.

MINUTES OF THE FEB 25, 2014 PLANNING BOARD PUBLIC HEARING APPROVED , 2014

Motion to approve:

Motion to second:

Date:

Signature of the Chairperson/Vice-Chairman:
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STAFF MEMO

Date: March 18, 2014

To: Town of Milford Planning Board

From: Jodie Levandowski, Town Planner

Subject: Laurie Shiffer/Classic Bay Farm — Ponemah Hill Rd — Map 54, Lot 13-2;

Major site plan to construct an indoor equestrian riding arena with attached stalls and
associated site improvements.
(Tabled from 2/25/2014)

BACKGROUND:

The applicant is back before the Board to construct an indoor equestrian riding arena with attached
stalls and associated site improvements within the Residence “R” District. In accordance with Section
5.04.1 of the Milford Zoning Ordinance, agriculture and farming are acceptable uses in the “R”
District. The equestrian use is allowed by definition.

At the February 25, 2014 Planning Board Meeting the Board tabled the application until the March 18,
2014 meeting, without further abutter notification, to allow for the regional impact process and for the
applicant to come back with a final stormwater report, a landscaping plan and the items discussed.

On March 10th a staff level meeting between Fire, Building, Community Development and the project
team was held to discuss a building type and site layout relative to emergency access. At this time the
Building and Fire Departments are awaiting a final set of building plans that may dictate a revised site
layout.

REGIONAL IMPACT:

At the February 25, 2014 meeting the Planning Board made a determination of regional impact as the
driveway leading to the subject property is located within the Town of Amherst. Per the state RSA
36:57 upon determination that a proposed development has a potential regional impact, the local land
use board having jurisdiction shall afford the regional planning commission (Nashua Regional
Planning Commission) and the affected municipalities (Amherst) the ability to provide testimony.

On March 7" the Office of Community Development received a letter from the Community
Development Director of the Town of Amherst stating that the Amherst Planning Board does not
believe this project has significant impact on Amherst, as long as there is a manure management plan
in place to protect water resources and Stormwater which may flow into Amherst.

Town Hall e Union Square e Milford, NH 03055 e (603) 673-7964 e Fax (603) 673-2273



No regional impact response was received as of March 13, 2014 from the Nashua Regional Planning
Commission. If any comments come in, Staff will let the Board know at the meeting.

STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:

As of March 13", staff has not received revised plans or a landscape plan as requested at the February
25™ meeting. Staff recommends the Board table the application to April to allow time for the applicant
to lock down a site layout and allow Staff and Department Heads to review a complete site/landscape
plan and comment. At this time, Staff does not have clear information on the proposed layout of the
site or landscape buffering.

Town Hall e Union Square e Milford, NH 03055 e (603) 673-7964 e Fax (603) 673-2273



Town of Amherst, New Hampshire

Office of Community Development
Building - Code Enforcement - Planning - Zoning - Economic Development

Sarah Marchant, Community Development Director

March 6, 2014
TOWN OF MILFORD
RECEIVED
Jodie Levandowski
Town Planner MAR 07 2014
Town of Milford
One Union Square PB___ 78BA___ Ofice

Milford, NH 03055

Re: Potential Regional Impact — Map 54, Lot 13-2 - Ponemah Hill Rd

Dear Jodie,

The Town of Amherst Planning Board reviewed the potential regional impact
information for the above mentioned property. The Planning Board does not believe
this project has significant impact on Ambherst, as long as there is a manure
management plan in place to protect water resources and Stormwater which may flow
into Amherst.

Thank you for the copies of the plans and minutes. The Board appreciated that
information for their review.

Respectfully,

aakdphact

Sarah Marchant
Community Development Director

Town of Amherst - 2 Main St - PO Box 960 - Amherst, NI 03031 - 603.673.6041 - www.amerhst.nh.gov




TOWN OF MILFORD, NH

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT TEL: (603)249-0620
1 UNION SQUARE, MILFORD, NH 03055 www.milford.nh.gov
S
% GRANTTE VO

STAFF MEMO

Date: March 18, 2014

To: Town of Milford Planning Board

From: Jodie Levandowski, Town Planner

Subject: John Samonas/TMC CF of New England LLC — Nashua St — Map 44, Lot 11;

Major site plan for a proposed retail convenience store and gas sales with associated site
improvements. (Tabled from 2/25/14)

BACKGROUND:

The applicant is back before the Planning Board to continue their application for site improvements
including the location of a new motor fuel outlet (Cumberland Farms) which includes a 4,513 SF
convenience store, fuel dispensers (8 fueling positions) and an overhead canopy within the Integrated
Commercial Industrial “ICI” District. In accordance with Section 5.08.1 of the Milford Zoning Ordinance,
filling stations are acceptable uses in the “ICI” District.

At the February 25, 2014 Planning Board Meeting the Board tabled the application until the March 18,
2014 meeting, to allow for the applicant to address the items discussed and meet with Fire, DPW, Building,
Police and Ambulance services regarding concerns with the entrance and exit configuration on Nashua
Street.

The applicant has submitted a revised plan set that depicts 20 foot wide entrance and exit driveways on
Nashua Street, additional traffic signage and revised stormwater control measures. The applicant has met
with applicable department heads and with the additional traffic signage provided, there are no further
department concerns with the proposed entrance and exit locations on Nashua Street. As noted in a memo
dated March 6, 2014 from Police Chief Michael J. Viola, regarding right turns out of the shared Walgreens
driveway, the Police Department will monitor the traffic related activity in this area and should there be a
noticeable increase in the amount of traffic related incidents, additional enforcement and educational
measure will be put in place.

(See attached correspondence from department heads, staff memo from February 18, 2014 and
revised site plan)

NASHUA STREET SIDEWALK IMPROVEMENTS:

At the February 25" Planning Board meeting the applicant expressed a willingness to contribute funds for
pedestrian improvements along Nashua Street. The contribution will go towards pedestrian signalization
and intersection improvements at Nashua Street and existing signal, to tie in with the Nashua Street
Sidewalk Project.

Town Hall e Union Square e Milford, NH 03055 e (603) 673-7964 e Fax (603) 673-2273



On March 3" a staff level meeting between Department Heads and Cumberland’s project team was held to
discuss a specific dollar amount Cumberland Farm will contribute to the Nashua Street Fund. At the close
of the meeting the project engineer stated that Cumberland Farms is agreeable to a contribution of
$15,000.00 to be placed in the Nashua Street Corridor Improvement Fund.

(See attached memo dated March 12, 2014 from Bill Parker, Community Development Director
relative to the Nashua Street Corridor Improvements Fund)

STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:

Staff has no issues with the plan as presented. The applicant has worked with Town Staff to address all
issues and submitted additional information as requested. If the Planning Board approves the application
staff recommends that the Planning Board graciously accept the proposed contribution from Cumberland
Farms for the Nashua Street Improvement Fund and so noted in the Board’s approval along with any
recommendations the Board may have on how the contributions should be utilized. In addition, prior to
final signing of the plan the following note revisions and conditions are completed:

Sheet 4- Site Plan

e Note #13 be revised to state- A sign permit shall be obtained prior to installation of all site
signage.

o Note #11 be revised to state- “All water, sewer, road (including parking lot) and drainage work
shall be constructed in accordance with the Town of Milford’s Water Utilities Department and
Public Works Department standards.”

e Note be added to the plan detailing Flood Hazard information in conformance with the
requirements of 6.014 SPECIAL FLOOD HAZARD AREAS.

Sheet 6- Erosion Control Plan
e Remove- Sediment Control Fence detail and replace with Hay Wattle detail.
Sheet 8- Landscaping Plan

¢ A note be added to the plan stating that: “The owner and their representative shall be responsible
for providing, protecting and maintaining all landscaping in healthy and growing condition, and
replacing it when necessary to insure continuous conformance with these guidelines. Any
landscape element that dies, or is otherwise removed, shall be promptly replaced with the same,
if not similar to, height or texture element as originally intended. In addition, landscaped areas
shall be kept free of all debris, rubbish, weeds and tall grass.”

e A note be added to the plan stating that: “An inspection of all plantings to ensure compliance
with the approved landscaping plan shall be conducted prior to the issuance of a Certificate of
Occupancy. Ongoing inspections of landscapes shall be conducted to ensure compliance of
landscape maintenance in perpetuity.”

Sheet 9- Lighting Plan

e A note be added to the plan stating that: “All outdoor lighting shall be downcast and so
directed and shielded that no glare will spill out onto neighboring properties or roads.”

Town Hall e Union Square e Milford, NH 03055 e (603) 673-7964 e Fax (603) 673-2273



Jodie Levandowski

. From; Eric Schelberg

Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 4:13 PM
. To: Jodie Levandowski

Cc: Bill Parker

Subject: Cumberland Farms Plan Review

. Jodie,

In follow-up to today’s meeting regarding the Cumberland Farms Nashua St. entrance/egress concerns, the proposal to
periodically review accident data at the Walgreens intersection and place, if needed, signage stating no right on red at
the Walgreens exit is acceptable.

~ Further, placement on No U-Turn signage to westbound traffic on the Walgreens intersection median(s) should further
reduce crashes related to traffic entering Cumberland Farms from Nashua St.

* Thank you for the opportunity to provide input on this project.
- Have a good day,
" Eric

* Eric Schelberg
- Director

: Milford Ambulance Setvice
66 EIm St.

Milford, NH 03055

- Telephone: (603) 249-0610
-~ Fax: (603) 249-0611

email: eschelberg@milford.nh.gov

website: www.milford.nh.qgov




Jodie Levandowski

_ E—
From: Jason Smedick
~ Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 2:49 PM
- To: Jodie Levandowski
- Subject: Cumberland Farms Meeting
- Jodie,

After today’s meeting for the aforementioned project we have reached the following agreement with the
representatives from Cumberland Farms:

1. The access and egress driveway off of Nashua Street can stay in their location but will be widened to 20°.
2. We will look at adding a no turn on red sign at the right turn fane onto Nashua St. 6 months after to completion
of the facility.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Thank you.

|

Capt. Jason A Smedick
" Milford Fire Dept.
Bureau of Fire Prevention & Investigation
39 School Street
Milford, NH 03055
. 603-249-0680




Town of Milford |

POLICE DEPARTMENT
19 Garden Street
Milford, NH 03055
603 249-0630

Michael J. Viola
Chief of Police

To: Jodi Levandowski, Office of Community Development
From: Chief Michael J. Viola

Date: March 6, 2014

Refi  Cumberland Farms Location

On Monday, March 3, 2014, a meeting was held at Town Hall to discuss any possible issucs with the new
Cumberland Farms location. During this meeting, representatives from Cumberland Farms gave an
overview of the building plans, which included entry and exit points to the location.

Upon the review of Cumberland Farms lot and building plans and the accepted changes that were
discussed at the meeting, on behalf of the Milford Police Department, I would approve this location.

With the discussed changes, I believe that this location would not substantially increase any police related
concerns or issues.

Some of the discussion points that were stated during this meeting were in reference to the entry and exit
points to the location. On behalf of the Police Department, I believe that these areas would not be an
additional safety hazard to the people who are traveling through. There will be two entry points into the
location. The Nashua Street entrance, which is just east of the traffic control device located at the
Walgreens Access Road, was the eniry point that was discussed. With the traffic signal there, I do not
feel that this would have a significant impact on drivers in regards to safety. As discussed in the meeting,
the Police Department will monitor the traffic related activity in this area. Should there be a noticeable
increase in traffic related incidents, additional enforcement and educational measures will be put in place.
Other measures discussed include a No U turn for drivers traveling west on Nashua Street and a No Turn
on Red for drivers turning east on Nashua Street from the Walgreens Access Road.

The other issue discussed was in reference to the exit point of the Cumberland Farms location and the
Nashua Street entry point to the McDonalds parking lot. I do not believe that this would cause a
significant traffic issue for people driving through this area. With the recent McDonalds renovations, it
appears that drivers are not using the Nashua Street entrance as frequently as they have in the past. It
appears that drivers are traveling fo the next intersection to enter the McDonalds parking lot. This is most
likely due to the drive thru renovations.

Please contact me if you have any further questions or concerns.

EQUAL AND EXACT JUSTICE TO ALL
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STAFF MEMO

Date: February 18, 2014

To: Town of Milford Planning Board

From: Jodie Levandowski, Town Planner

Subject: John Samonas/TMC CF of New England LLC - Nashua St — Map 44, Lot 11;
Public Hearing for a major site plan for a proposed retail convenience store and gas
sales with associated site improvements.

(MHF Design Consultants)

BACKGROUND:

As you may recall, the applicant (TMC CF New England, LLC) was last before the Board on
December 17, 2013 for a conceptual discussion for the proposed site improvements including the
location of a new motor fuel outlet which includes a 4,513 SF convenience store, fuel dispensers (8
fueling positions) and an overhead canopy, located on the east end of Nashua Street, Map 44 Lot 11
(proposed 99 Restaurant site).

The existing 1.651 acre property is zoned Integrated Commercial Industrial (ICI) and currently features
an existing foundation and paved parking area for a previously approved 6,630 square foot “99”
restaurant. The restaurant pad and underground site utilities were installed but the building was not
constructed. The property is situated on the south side of Nashua Street with existing retail uses to the
east and west (Burger King to the east and Walgreens to the west).

The site for the proposed Cumberland Farms is 1.651 acres in size, and is located entirely within the
Integrated Commercial-Industrial (ICI) Zone; this is an allowable use within the District. The site is
also located within the Level Il Groundwater Protection Overlay District and this type of facilty is
allowed.

SITE LAYOUT:

The specifics of the project include the construction of a 4,513 square foot New England style retail
convenience store building with 4 gasoline dispensers to be located parallel with Nashua Street and
under an overhead canopy along with a total of 24 parking spaces and lighting and landscape
improvements.

Access to both the site and the existing Walgreens pharmacy from Nashua Street is provided by a
shared driveway at a traffic signal located at the intersection with Lorden Plaza’s west driveway. The
applicant is proposing a new curb cut to be added on the shared internal driveway, the existing curb cut
shall remain. Based on coordination efforts with department heads, a right-turn in driveway and a



separate right-turn out driveway is proposed to be constructed on NH Route 101A. However, concerns
are still present regarding potential conflicts involving the new McDonalds entrance.

TRAFFIC:

A trip generation and safety assessment report has been prepared by Tighe & Bond, Inc. The report
was prepared to evaluate the traffic impacts associated with the Cumberland Farms project. The report
established 5 conclusions based on the project change from a restaurant site to a mobile fueling center
(see attached list of 5 conclusions).

The Full Traffic report will be available for review at the 02/18/2014 meeting and in the Office of
Community Development.

DRAINAGE:
The proposed stormwater design is consistent with the previous approvals for the “99” Restaurant plan
as permitted in 2008.

The total area of disturbance is approximately 55,000 square feet. There will be no disturbance of any
wetland resource area and the proposal will result in a reduction of the impervious coverage by 684
square feet.

WAIVERS:
No waivers are being requested at this time.

NOTICES:
Abutter notices were sent by certified mail to all abutters on February 7, 2014

APPLICATION STATUS:
The application is complete and ready to be accepted at this time. The Board will need to make a
determination of regional impact.

INTERDEPARTMENT REVIEWS:
Water Utilities:
No issues with the proposed design

Zoning Administrator:

Proposed uses are allowed in the ICI Zone- retail businesses and filling stations. Site lies within Level
I1 Groundwater Protection Zone and the uses are allowed. All storage of regulated materials must meet
all Federal, State and Local requirements.

Fire:
After review of the aforementioned plans we have the following concerns:

1. The entrance and exit off of Nashua Street are only 15” wide. They are required to be 20°.

2. We have concerns relative to having cars being able to enter and exit via these two curb cuts. The
traffic in the area is already heavy and with the installation of the new McDonalds entrance we feel
this has the real potential to increase traffic accidents in the area.



Building Department:

There are too many access points to Nashua St. in that area (DPW has the final word on that) but
having been caught in traffic in that area it would be better to have access off the driveway already
constructed that is serving Walgreens. Once a decision is made on that I’ll determine if the addressing
is off of Nashua St. or the short roadway (which we will name).

Ambulance Service:

Is west entrance directly off of Nashua St. necessary with entrance off of Walgreen entrance also
proposed. Concern with possible crashes with vehicles exiting in an easterly direction from Walgreens
and immediately approaching an entrance.

Environmental Coordinator:
The drainage from the roofs appears to be handled well in the infiltration structure. However, | have
several questions regarding the remainder of the project.

1. Oil/Gas separator details are included. Are these to be installed in all catch basins?

2. There appears to be little treatment of paved-area runoff (other than the aforementioned
separators). We anticipate that the 1 storm event will be infiltrated in this area as well. There is a
mention of a bioretention swale, how does this function? What volume does it handle? Details?

3. The project will require an NPDES permit. The basis for the application (NOI) should be

submitted as part of the Milford Stormwater Permit application. The owner is the decision maker

and should be signatory to the SWPPP. Much of the required information is present in the O&M

manual.

Can straw wattles or equal be substituted as an accepted improvement for the silt fence?

Can the landscaped areas be utilized as bioretention/rain garden facilities to enhance stormwater

treatment?

oA

In summary, we anticipate that a 1” rainfall will be infiltrated. All additional discharge should be
subjected to “treatment” consistent with the NH AoT manual even though the project included less
than 100,000 sq.ft. of disturbance.

Community Development:

The DPW Director and Community Development Director met with the site engineers on January 9™
to review plans. Several departments noted concerns with the proposed Nashua Street access. As these
are entrance/exit only, and blocked by a center Nashua Street median, conflicts will be minimal.
Additionally, the signal will be reprogrammed allowing safe timing eastbound for exit out of the
Cumberland Farms site as traffic will be stopped to allow for breaks.

The DPW Director was satisfied with the proposed circulation. The driveways on Nashua Street
exceed the Town Driveway requirements for commercial curb cut distances. The easterly exit is 60 at
property line from the McDonald’s entrance (50’ is minimum) and the entrance is 80’ from the internal
shared signalized drive (50’ minimum). There is 80’ between the entrance only and exit only. All
requirements are met for distance between curb cuts.

The DPW Director has been in close communication with both Jason Plourde of Tighe & Bond and the
signal company to insure signal timing is coordinated with the NHDOT signal to the east.



No comments were received as of February 13, 2014 from Public Works, Police or Assessing. The
Heritage Commission and Conservation Commission’s regular meeting were held after staff memos
were distributed, if any comments come in, Staff will let the Board know at the meeting.

STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:

The Board should first make a determination of regional impact. The Board should also discuss the
effects the proposed project will have on traffic in the area and stormwater. The stormwater plan was
revised based on the previously approved “99” restaurant site. The Board should discuss with the
applicant stormwater runoff from this property and the effect it may have based on the proposed
changes.

The applicant has expressed a willingness to contribute a contribution for pedestrian improvements.
The Planning Board should discuss with the applicant a contribution that will go towards pedestrian
signalization and intersection improvements at Nashua Street and existing signal, to tie in with the
Nashua Street Sidewalk Project.

Staff has no significant issues with the application. Plans are ready for conditional approval pending
final review of plan notes and landscaping plan by the Community Development Office.
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NDTIONS AND RESTRICTIONS DA
IN BOOK 7831 PAGEIMBWECT
THE PLOTTABLE EASEMENTS ARE

S

EASEMENT TO THE TOWN OF MILFORD DATED 4/30107!.’10
. RECORDED IN BOOK 7831 PAGE 2566 AFFECTS THE SURVEY
TRACT AND IS SHOWN HEREON.

@MEHMER[UTEDNDELDWTHESMTEDFHE“

PAGE 495 DOES

ol

0 AND RECORDED IN BOOK 2085
CT THE SURVEY TRACT.

COMMISSIONERS RETURN OF HIGHWAY LAYOUT RECORDED IN
BOOK 2088 PAGE. DOES ROT AFFECT THE SURVEY TRACT.

NOTICE OF OPTION TO PURCHASE
RECORDED N BOOK 1!31 PAGE 2510

SURVEY TRACT. THE AREA
OFFASWNONHES.WHS‘ONM

SUBDMIDED
RECORDED AS §37742.

1) PLN PROPOSED FEDERAL AD PRIMARY PROJECT, No. F-FG 010-1(2), NH. PROJECT

OF
No. P-2418.

2) RIGHT OF WAY PLANS OF PROPOSED FEDERAL AD PRIMARY PROJECT, HH. PROJECT No.
P-72558.

DATED 4, J/?AMJ
T AFFECT THE
ws

3) HLLSBOROUGH COUNTY REGISTRY OF DEEDS (H.C.R.D.) PLAN §35380.

4) HCRD. PLAN §35379.
§) HCRO. PLAN #3378,
6) HCRD. PLAN 34264,
7) HCRO. PLAN §30832,
8) HCRO. PLAN §26976.
9) HCRD. PLAN §26926.
10) H.CRO. FLAN §25346.
11) HCRD. PLAN f688.

12) GRADING AND

DRAINAGE
LLC; SCALE: 1"=20"; REVISION DATE 6/5/07; PREPARED BY TF MORAN, INC..
13) UTIUTY PLAN (LOT 44-13-1), PREPARED FOR ARISTA DEVELOPMENT, LLC; SCALE:

507 .N\IJ REGOROED

PER PLAN RIF. §5

MAP 44 LOT 10

N/F COLE MT IEIU'ORD NH, LLC
ATTN: LEGAL DEPT.

2325 E. CAMELBACK ROAD

SUITE 1100
PHOENIX, AZ 85016
BOOK 7945 PAGE 2498
"McDONALD'S'

PLAN (LOT 44-13—1), PREPARED FOR ARISTA DEVELOPMENT,

1°=20"; REVISION DATE 6/19,/07; PREPARED BY TF MORAN, INC..

14) NINETY NINE, MASHUA STREET (NH ROUTE 101A), MILFORD, NEW HAMPSHIRE, SITE PLANS,
APRIL 16, 2008; PREPARED BY APPLEDORE ENGINEERING, INC..

15) HCRD. PLAN §37742.

16) AS-BULT UTLIMES PLAN, TAX MAP 44 LOT 11, PREPARED FOR SAMONAS REALTY; SCALE:
1°=20"; DATE: OCTOBER 7, 2008; PREPARED BY TF MORAN, INC.

17) SITE PLAN, TAX MAP F7 LOT 44-10, PREPARED FOR
SCALE 1

MCOOMALD'S USA,
* = 20 DATE: 2/18/13, ST REVISED 9/4/13; PREPARED BY BOLLER

ENGINEERING.

ENCROACHMENTS:

OVERHEAD WIRES FROM UTILTY POLE "PSNH 77" TO UTILITY POLE

N85'22'51 %y

260.13"

BO-TINTON SENE

~ ro-o—/ .

CILNEATED wTTUAND LINE
FROW PLAN REF. J5 B J14

30F CRAS LA
/7 (FER U R 1)

4
| — e

BM=243 63
Lt D F
P43 08

MAP 44 LOT 11

ST

mlp.-‘illh. 137F
N4 20242 la‘r.;

MAP 44 LOT 11-1
N/F JOHN SAMONAS
P.0. BOX 2

GREENLAND, KH 03840
239,45 BOOK 7831 PAGE 2538

s

07.00"

oTae3 73—

wen=2a3 820
N e ost=ayeafee)
>
F\

o

’V

\
e \

"PSNH 78—1" ENCROACH ONTO THE SURVEY TRACT 3'i.

ATRAFFIC CONTROL CABINET ENCROACHES OUTSIDE OF THE EASEMENT
BY 5"

/O\ TRANSFORMER PAD WITH CONDUIT AND ELECTRICAL LINES.
&CONCREFE SIDEWALK ON WESTERLY SIiDE OF SURVEY TRACT.

[P\ LANE USE SIGN ON WESTERLY SIOE OF SURVEY ‘W’;______________-____‘________‘ e —— — 4" INTEGRATED com:lﬁ_}&m- =
/A\ Fire HroRanT z W Z *; .. oY Co T s, EXISTING CONDITIONS PLAN
LEGEND i - BT e mon S e -
— S B = ' = ASSESSORS MAP 44 — LOT 11
® ™ - ssm — }— 1 (D] 583 NASHUA STREET (ROUTE 101A
- L R = oricw GUNTE CE t | s t e — MILFORD, NEW HJSIPSH]RE )
€ seff weoll =S oD CAANTE (83 - i * 2 PREPARED FOR:
© CRAN MAN-LE == vAnCA COWEET 0153 L &= —_— e
o a4 Basn =S ouBLE SOUD YILLOW LNE T —2se - i} VTR x =y R E,:Eo G!OSSEHCI:‘ %.ORLEWGROUP
E( FAT HYpanT — s oSG 0.0 WHTE LRE - FRAMINGHAM, MASSACHUSETTS 01702
B wemve — = g v e
L2 WER ST O S QuTAM 44 Silles Rood, Sults One
B s e GRAPHIC SCALE Sl o) ‘sascorze
& amion e e » . - : salgn Conaultants, Inc, ' iees ¢ FLANNERS « SURVEYORS
seou o s was M . 57-’%”’%#?“1, 1 MISE. REWSONS our L 1/a0/ 4 | SCALE: 1= 20'| DATE: DECEBER 10, 2013 iy
Crarnx FDVGE E— WETAD LN ( N FEET ) CREENLAND, NH 08840 NO. DESCRIPTION BY | DATE : KED SHEET NO. |
WEE FOLCE e NEW FASSHRE by B0 1insh = 280 L BOOK 7831 PAGE 2538 REVISIONS JUW CuF | 342213 CFG2.0

LOCATON CF

A FOR M
(€ P BZF J17)

—

WATER QeLiTY Lt

138ey
—_ = -
— MR
T e — — — ——
o220
T
S
\?‘*-‘\S_ykﬁ_
Sx

MAP 44 LOT 13-1

N/F \'MLGREIR EASTERN CO., INC.
EJX 1159 s

BOOK 7945 PAGE 1428

FANTED FARNMG
STl (TF )

BOCK 7831 FACE 2340

-200
FlaZ50 15
BCT=245.15

ca-1n
Fla243.81
[Tt
BUCT=144 09

~. M-M.\.ll
£8-218
Flt-748 54
MY N=243.40(C8-153)

N 243 32871
h\ta.ﬂ‘z ,3!—1-1 9

W43 14
BV.OUT=243.08

w-:-u)

37
i unqm
W OUT=241 .35
B QUT=242 S(ETTASS)

e/ M=242.73
HOOUT2e0 88

of Deeds ul phn 37742
cribed oa f

inning ot on iron red on the soulherly eide 1 said N
Mm-wnwmm vy icatoy; ot vl L

ence;
Hew nwc |0lAanylﬂndmrw
SCO‘!OZO'[IWV—W

By lend now or formerly of scid John Samoncs N85'22'51°W two
hundred thirly—nina ond forty—lhres hundredths (239.43) . !! point
ot lond now or formery of usqmmtmhmco(hc..) ce;

By lard now or formerly of soid Wolgreen Ecstern Co., Inc.
NoT* 15'2“: thres hundred six ond thres hundredths (308.03) feet 1o o
spiks on said southerly sideline of Route 101A 3

Thence by soid southerly sideling of New Hompshire Route 101A
NEF2Y'09'E two hundred sixteen ond thiteen hundredths (216.13) fest
to the peint of beglnning.

Sald I.raelor porcel of land contelns 71,940 square feet or 1.651
ceres more or less.

E

1) THE SURVEY TRACT IS LOCATED WITHIN A LEVEL Il PROTECTION AREA
OVERLAY PER THE TOWN OF MILFORD ZONING ORDINANCE,
ARTICLE V), SECTION 6.01, GROUNOWATER PROTECTION.

2)THESURVEYTRACTBLOGATEDHZOHE'C'.MEADFIIHIIALH.DM
THE FLOOD INSURANCE RATE MAP COMMUNITY PANEL
&FEM OWQOMTHE'IWNOFWDRD NEW HAMPSHIRE,
CMVE DATE: SEPTEMBER 25, 2009,

3) LOCATION OF L NO UTILTIES ATE ONLY. ADDITIONAL
UNDERGROUND UTILITES OIHE‘R THAN ‘IHOSE SHOWN MAY BE
ENCOUNTERED.

4) REFER TO FIRST AMERICAN TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY COMMITMENT FOR
TIMLE INSURANCE FNCS-631813-HOU1, EFFECTIVE: SEPTEMSER 23, 2013.

5) THIS PLAN IS THE RESULT OF A FIELD SURVEY MADE BY THIS OFFICE IN
OCTOBER 2013.

CERTIFICATION:

FOR ALTA/ACSM LAND TITLE SURVEYS, JONTLY ESTASUSHED AND ADOPTED BY
ALTA AND NSPS IN 2011, AND INCLUDES IMEMS 2, 3, 4, 74, 78, &, 9, 10, 118,
12, 13 AND 19 OF TABLE A THEREOF, THE FIELD WORK WAS COMPLETED OM

M !Izz]\q

CHRS NPT FELLS §734
w:wmo«muwm 10, 2013

Copyrisht () 2013 by MHF Draign Conmiasts, boe. A Righls Resscred.



Fis=243.47
PV INe144 02 (W)
WG4 2= (5E)
B OUTm245 82 (W)

e A

W N=242 74 127 )

MAP 44 LOT 11

71,940 Sqft
1.651 Ack

—

WOUT=242.4

e

W UT=34075 —

e R=1424% 127P/E08)
=343 42 18FEISE)
W OUT=242 72 15 PE(NR)

B

F:\Projecta\CAD\342213\34225P.dwg DEMO 3/10/14 2:00pm ntm

£

B CT=1459%

Ba=33313
S8 D

S0¥22'24°E

o)

0
)
5}

71.65' .

e

4

\—om.uu-mwt
ROV (T7P)

™" wor poscus
AT (7))

~F-

| T0 BE ROMWID

A
Fus2es u///"a”i‘é:f‘“

4
AN

¥

TO BE REMOVED

SQUARE METAL CONER|

X

ASPRCIMATE LOSATON OF
CLRErG FOR WOONK S

{SEE PLts FIF 07}

© 0]

FiM= 24337

B KaZAI RS
B4 BN
P OUTm2AS 8

CONTRETE BALK

£e-200
Fedmisn s
FOTe 24515

ce-122
Fod=14351
[t
P DT84 03

-6

K=24863

PV OUT=243 64
CE-2'5

PM=24824

P =243 83CB-1322)
e w241 257ca-218)
NeOUT=243 33
ce-219

Fai=748.08

INVIN=243 14
WLOUTe24) 03

Lud-7i0

[ etat]
Fli=14583

B/ i (EYFASS)
B H=28273
A UT=162 83

= —
— S—

e

e N

T

——T—

NBB'2Y'09°E
— o

SODNK

r—

NASHUA STREET

Ssw

(PUBLIC ~ V.

—~ NH ROUTE
ARWBLE WIDTH)

101A

N—prce, SawcuT L (17)

——n—

SONAL hasT
A4 (TP)

TRt e

- —— . — - — —— T e B B e & 5 e = = s = —

F—=——1

=

SR AN

s9A

SEWATER WAN

ST

':‘\\

EEEP:
BT
s x

ssw

8
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REVISIONS

NOTES:
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8)

D)

10)

1)

12)

14)

15)
18)

e)

QCATIQ% MAP
T 70

A DEMOUTION PERMIT MUST BE OSTANED FROM THE TOWN OF MILFORD PRIOR TO COMUENCEMENT OF WORK.
ALL DASTING UTILTY DISCONNECTIONS MUST BE COORDINATED WITH RESPECTVE UTILITY COMPANIES.

AL DEMOUTION ACTMTIES ARE TO BE PERFORMED N STRCT ADHERENCE TO ALL FEDERAL, STATE AND LOCAL
REGULATIONS, CONTRACTOR TO INSTALL EROSION CONTROL DEVICES IN ACCORDANCE WITH GRADIMNG & DRANAGE
FLAN PRIOR TO BEGINNING DEMOLMON

PROCEED WITH DEMOUTON N A SYSTEMATIC MANNER, FROM THE TOP OF THE STRUCTURE(S) TO THE GROUND.
DEMOUSH CONCRETE I ALL SECTIONS.

BREAX UP CONCRETE SLASS-ON-GRADE, UNLESS OTHERMISE DRECTED BY THE CONSTRUCTION MANAGER.

CONDUCT ALL DEMOUTION OPERATIONS N A MANNER THAT WILL PREVENT IMJURY, DAMAGE TO STRUCTURES,
ADUACENT BULDINGS AND ALL FERSONS,

FEFRAN FROM USING DPLOSVES WITHOUT PRIOR WRITTEN CONSENT OF THE DEVELOPER AND APPUICABLE
GOVERNMENTAL AUTHORITIES.

USE WATERING, ENCLOSURES AND OTHER SUTABLE METHOOS, AS NECESSARY TO LIMIT THE AUOUNT
OF DUST AND DIRT REING AND SCATTERING N THE AR. CLEAN ADMCENT STRUCTURES AND

ALL DUST AND DEBRIS CAUSED BY THE OPERATIONS.
CONDITIONS DASTING

ACCOMPUSH AND PERFORM THE DEMOUTION IN SUCH A MANNER AS TO FREVENT THE UNAUTHORZED ENTRY OF

PERSONS AT ANY TIME.

COUPLETELY FILL BELOW GRADE AREAS AND VOIOS RESULTING FROM THE DEMOUTION OF STRUCTURES AND
CONSISTING OF

CRAVEL AND SAND, FREE FROM TRASH,
usmmmuum&cﬁ'lm

REMOVE FROM THE DESIGHATED SITE, AT THE EARLIEST POSSIBLE

ITEMS, HAZARDOUS AND SERVICES. REMOVED MATERWALS MAY NOT BE STORED, SOLD OR
ON STE REMOVAL OF HAZARDOUS AMNO SHALL BE ACCOMPLEHED IN ACCORDANCE WITH
%mmmmmmmmmmmmmm

E

PROTECT DASTING DRAMNAGE AS KECESSARY TO PREVENT SEDMEINT FROM ENTERING DURNG
CONSTRUCTION. SEE DETAL SHEETS EROSION CONTROL CEVICES.

ALL WORK WITHN ROADWAY RIGHT-OF-WAYS TO CONFORM TO MILFORD AND NHDOT STANDARDS.
THE LMTS OF WORK SHALL BE CLEARLY MARKED IN THE PELD PRIOR TO THE START OF CONSTRUCTION OR SITE

T SHALL BE THE CONTRACTORS RESPONSIBIUTY TO MOTFY "Dig SWE" (1-883-344-7233) 72 HOURS PRIOR TO
ANY EXCAVATION ON THIS STE. CONTRACTOR SHALL ALSO NOTFY LOCAL WATER DEPARTMENT TO MARK OUT THER

E

OH THIS PLAN THAT READ "TBR" REPRESENT FEATURES TO BE REMWOVED. ANY FEATURES NOT LASELED
OR “TO BE REMOVED™ SHALL BE CONSIDERED EXISTING TO REMAN.

1

Siles Road, Sulte One

, Haw Hompshire 03079

(e03) 8930720

ENGINELRS « PLANNIRS « SURYEYORS
www.mhideslon.com

ZAFac

MHF Deslgn Consultants, Ine.
583 NASHUA STREET

44
Sals

Uiy,

Haggln,

..lgl_

3/7/14

ATE _|REV. BY) DESCRIPTION

CuMT REVS PER TOWN REVIEW

MILFORD, NH

3

V§ NEW

Ha.T182

= SCALE:  1'=20
H |nm_-uma Fal)
Storef NEW 3 NG B, drg

iy,

CUMBERLAND
00 CROSSING BLVD FILE: 34225
FARMS

Gas Statlon§ NEW

FRAMINGHAM, MA 01702 [ORAWN BY: RFM
DEMOLITION PLAN CFG3.0

—
Commaht (© 2013 by MAF Disgn Consulionts, . A3 Rights Reserred.

CHECKED BY: CWT
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TABLE OF ZONING REGULATIONS — MILFORD, NH

MINBUW SDE YARD BUILDING SETEACK
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REQUIRED
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24 SPACES (EXCLUONG B SPACES
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GRAPHIC SCALE

THE PROPOSED

Asn:mwwumu,lmm

1/18/14
DATE

DESCRIPTION PROVIDED S
WENAA 10T JREA_Sg FL = =
AENLI LOT FRONTAGE
WINAAUM FRONT YARD BULDNG EETBAGK

101

QCATIO% MAP
NOTES: 1o

1) THE BOUNOARY INFORMATION SHOWN HEREON FOR MAP 44 LOT 11 IS THE RESULT OF A IELD SURVEY
BY THS OFFICE IN OCTOSER 2013,

2) ASSESSORS MAP 44 LOT 11,
J) ZOMING DISTRICT: INTEGRATED COMMERCIAL-INDUSTIRAL I DISTRICT

4) THE SURVEY TRACT IS LOCATED WITHMN A LEVEL I PROTECTION AREA OVERLAY DISTRCT PER THE TOWN
OF MILFORD ZONING ORIXNANCE, ARTICLE W, SECTION 8.0, GROUNDWATER PROTECTION.

5) LOT AREA =
) SanaE

6) DOSTING USF: DEVELOPED PAD SITE (FORMERLY APPROVED §9'S RESTAURANT)

ERQPOSED USE: RETAL MOTOR FUEL OUTLET mwum:sac.susrmmma
FUEL DISPENSING AREA WITH 4 DISPENSERS (8 FUELING POSTIONS) AND

7) AL BULDINGS AND SITE CONSTRUCTION SHALL COMPLY WITH THE RULES AND REGULATIONS OF THE
mmmmﬂmmnummmumm.
DATED JAY 26, 1§91, REVISED 2004.

n)mmmwmmummmmmmwm
RECORD DRAWINGS AND ARE NOT WARRANTED TO BE CORRECT. THE CONTRACTOR
WMWWMWWMMUMEPMMPMWW
©) WRIUTEN DIMENSIONS ON TISS PLAN TAXE PRECEDENCE OVER SCALED DMENSIONS. THE CONTRACTOR
SHALL USE CAUTION WHEM SCALING REPRODUCED PLANS. N THE EVINT OF A CONFUCT BETWEEN THS
wmmwmmnﬁmwtmmmmmmumn

|e)ﬁtmwmsmmmmmmmrE|—au—m+~1mmmm
11) ALL CORSTRUCTION SHALL CONFORM TO THE APFLICASLE REGULATIONS AND STANDARDS OF THE TOWN
OF MLFORD PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT AND THE STATE OF NEW HAUPSHRE.

1z)mwmmmmwwmmmmmmmmm
SUPPLEED BY CUMBERLAND FARMS,

13) A SN PERUT SHALL BE OSTANED PRIOR TO INSTALLATION.

15) ALL UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS, PRODUCT PIPING AND VENT LINES SHALL COMPLY WITH CURRENT
STATE AND EPA REGULATIONS.

u)mmma:rmnmtm(s}mmmmummmﬂ
THE EVENT THAT THE APPROVED FOR SNOW STORAGE BECOME FULL, THE
REASONABLY REMOVE SNOW FROM THE SITE. AND SHALL NOT ALLOW SNOW TO BE STORED
WTHN PARGNG LOTS OR TRAVEL AISUES.

RECYCLABLES SHALL e:wmmmmne(s)mmm
SHALL NOT BE OTHERWISE STORED ON PROPERTY. DUMPSTERS SHALL BE
EMFTED BETWEEN THE HOURS OF 7:00 AM AND $:00 Pu.

18) THE APPLICANT HAS DESIGNED THIS STTE TO SAFELY ACCOMMODATE MAXMUM LENGTH VEHICLES AND
TRUCKS, EITHER DELVERMNG T0, OR USNG THE FACLITY.

19) ALL WASTE MATERIALS AND RECYCLASLES SHALL BE CONTANED WITHIN THE BULDING(S) OR APPROVED
STORAGE FACAUTES AND SHALL NOT BE OTHERWISE STORED ON THE PROPERTY.

20) DISTING IMPERYIOUS COVERAGE = 34,592 SF
FROPOSED BPERVIOUS COVERAGE = 34,840 SF

21) AS—BULT PLANS SHALL BE DELVERED TO THE BURLDING DEPARTMENT PRIOR TO A CERTFICATE OF
OCCUPANCY BENG ISSUED.

22) PROPOSED "NO RIGHT ON RED™ SIGH TO BE INSTALLED AT THE DISCRETION OF THE MILFORD POLICE
IDEPARTMENT,

ﬂlillnd Sulle One
Solem, Hew Hompshire 03079

Fi =g e="|

- s L ——
='=E

MHF Deslgn Consultants, Inc.

ETRS » PU)HIH + SURVEYORS

(lﬂl) B93-0720
www.mhldusign.com

SQUARE FEET

Gas Statlonf NEW

REVISIONS 583 NASHUA STREET
e e e s (MILFORD, NH
Vf tird 55 | comoomane s wo. (MR B
Storef§ NEW i 100 CROSSING BLVD.  [FILE: _34225P.dwq

FRAMINGHAM, MA 01702
FARMS

ORAWH BY: CCC

CHECKED BY: CMT
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DRAINACE STRUCTURES
CHRESNTON, SHE DRAINAGE PIPE SCHEDULE
1 DUTLET CONTROL STRUCTURE (0Cs- [ ]
Fi=249 88 ot h s BliGh 0 FROM:
& WYOUT-248.75 /D270 BeN-1ISL0 (pa0e) - [P S, P
I -] =248.5% (D0S STRUCTURE PPL SLOPE
e 4 MAP 44 1OT 11 . © ; Bt (SEE pETAL SHEET) it NUMBER m, FPE | Lbiem ﬁm
- £ BY=24837 == hatee [te) L2/
; o 7,94 Sqfr2 & i Wonreza Pm_‘:v's.)-mm b s ) -1 12 [ voee | ¢ | ooos
S ~ & 1S Akt o emnen— o3 &'_’“._ E— vl o S - e s U0
R Tt — ST o RM=28042 , $20.000 FI/FT PV.OUT=244.5¢ (D0ST.)
¢ ; Y.OUT=248.42 BOT.'STONE=243.50 ey TT | voee | w8 | ooz | =1 |
ey, s, R i NePPES248.00 [ G+ | 12 [ toee | &6 | oo
g INV.OUT=247.00(6 FM=250.10
ce S A 5| 6o
Fobd=120.50 !63-'_1 3 '%" 10| 0.050
B=20850(0Cs-1)
BV.CUT= 244 84(E0ST)
=240 4;
PK=343 22
W OUTe41 08
k—?t‘.hﬂ PRAIREG
sl (o) 1) ALL STE DRANAGE PIPE SHALL BE CORRUGATED HIGH-DENSITY POLYETHYLENE
STANDARD JOINTS, DUAL-WALL, SMOOTH INTERIOR, AS
A BY ADS, INC., OR APPROYED EQUAL, UMLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ON PLAN.
m'msiﬂm 2) AL ROOF AND CANOPY DAAN PIPE SHALL BE 87 PVC{SOR-35).
e ISR
I 3) ELEVATIONS ARE BASED ON NGYD 1929 DATUM.
(e-220 4) AL PROPOSED ELEVATIONS AS SHOWN ARE BOTTOM OF CURS ELEVATIONS,
Finaiiiss UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED.
-2 B) ANY UTITY FIELD ADJUSTMENTS SHALL BE APPROVED BY THE LOCAL
Faazes st AUTHORTES AND THE DEVELOPER PROR TO HSTALLATION.
R
ST LI B) THE LOCATIONS OF UNDERGROUND UTIUTIES ARE APPROXIMATE ONLY. THE
ca-21 CONTRACTOR I TO VERIFY EXACT LOCATON FRIOR 7O CONSTRUCTION. THE
Fiaaea CONTRACTOR IS TO HOTIFY THE DESIGH ENGINEER OF ANY DISCREPANGIES.
WOe2ise4 CONSTRUCTION. SHALL COMMENCE BEGNNNG AT THE LOWEST WVERT (POINT OF
cs-213 AND PROGRESS UP GRADENT, PROPOSED INTERFACE FOINTS
Ru2chss {CROSSINGS) W DISTIG LNDSRGROUND STALLATIONS SHALL BE FIELD
o g i 01 RAOOR. 10 COMNCEMENT. B 00
et 7) AL CONSTRUCTION SHALL CONFORM TO MUNICIPAL DPW AND ALL APPUICABLE
- [ STATE AND FEDERAL STANDARDS.
;@ Rt 8) AND COORDINATE WITH DiG-SAFE
L) e (1-823-344-7233) PRIOR TO COMMENCING ANY EXCAVAI
-
# e i ©) THIS STE WLL REQURE A USEPA NPOES PERMT FOR STORMWATER
; e it L FOR THE SITE CONSTRUCTION SINGE THE DISTURBANGE WCRE
BN F=241 58/C8-21C)
: P OTe2013 DSTURBANCE = 85,000 SF). THE CONSTRUCTION STE OPERATOR SHALL
ki o POUTe242 B PASS) AND IMPLEMENT A STORM :'u?“ %umu
= & PREVENTION PLAN WHICH SHALL REMAN MADE
| Iﬁ:gﬂa Frigites ACCESSBLE To THE PUBLK. A COUPLETED homce OF TERMNATON. (40
& i ™o ot ETHER OF THE FOLLOWING CONDTIONS HAVE BEEN MET: FINAL STABLIZATON
: 1% ”"‘.g MCT=2I0e FAS BEEN ACHEVED ON ALL PORTIONS OF THE STE FOR WHCH THE PERMITTEE
Beee  OF IS RESPONSBLE; OR ANOTHER O HAS ASSUMED CONTROL
\ 5 OVER ALL AREAS OF THE STTE THAT HAVE NOT BEEN FRALLY STABLIZED.
s 212 10) ALL TRAFFIC CONTROL AND TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION SIGHASE ARRANGEMENTS,
1 i ACCEFTABLE TO NHDOT AND MILFORD DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS, SHALL BE
| EVPLOYED DURING OFERATIONS WITHIN THE PUBLC RIGHT-OF-WAY.
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= I CROSS SLOPE, RAMPS CANNOT DXCEED B833% RUNNNG SLOPE AND 2% CROSS
Baad P | ELOPE, AND HC_ PARKING STALLS AND ACCESS A'SLES CAMNOT EXCEED 2%
F) ey SLOPE I ANY DIRECTION. PRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION, CONTRACTOR SHALL NOTIFY
7 ol s INGINEER OF ANY DESCREPANOIES.
==
\ poi 12) SEE UTILMES FLAN FOR DETNLED UTITY LAYOUT.
‘\ / et 13) CONTRACTOR 1S TO FIELD ADJUST GRADES FOR THE TANX PAD TO SHED WATER.
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2 CONSTRUCT TEMPORARY STASLOED COMSTRUCTION ENTRAMCE AS SHOWN OM
™S S

3 CUT AND STIAP ARLAS CF PROPOSED CORSTRUCTION
4. RDEVE AND STOCKFLE TOPSOL STOOCAL SHML BE SIEDED 10
FROVINT ER0SON

D SHAL BE
ST 19 ST by = CONSTRUCT RCADNA'S MO PLRFORM STE GRADNG, PLC Bass
L8 STE ar
4 ML WOTRAL SHALL BE FREE FROW STUMSS, wO0d, ROOTS, O mnmmmuuunzx;vgﬂmmb‘%&u
$. STOOCPLID MATERALS SHL BE PLACED OrY IN AREAS SHOWN ON THE U'a-é\nqné'y,&mm s n”

O AL OAGROND VTLTES D DAARAGE SY3TDL
. BEGHN TEMPORARY AND PLRWANENT SEEDNVG AND MULCHMNG. AU OUT A0
mmmumumnmn-m«

& LALY, CR A5 REQURD, CONSTRU BEPECT, AND F NECESSARY,
PECOSTRCT TDWPORARY BERS, mmmﬂn
TS ROLLOMG MULOHG Ad SIEOe AT A

wmmmvmmcmm‘wwu
¥ BCON DITAATON FOR COMSTRLCTON OF BULDNGS.
10, S FARG AU BOADRATS KD DRNERRYTS.
11, COMPLETE PERMANENT SEEDIWG AND LANDSOAPTG.

1. AL DOWATTRING OPERATIONS WUST OSCHARGE ORECTLY INTO A SEDAENT

12 TE WATTIRG OR ASPROVED EQURGLENT SHall BE PROVIDED O AL

uumwssw.smmtm-mnul
v EEDED AREAS,
13 APPLCATION OF GRASS SEED, FERTLGERS AMD WLLOH SHALL BE
EY BRCADCAST SEIDNG OR HYDRCSEIDSG AT THE
RATES QUTLKED BELOW:

ml“h{mmm

ol

.v&?"""" 3 tea/oery wriens
Prmarect Sead Vi
§rresing Fad Feocer Bafecry
wuL

Temaocary Sesd Mg
Wister B (Ag V5-Seb 13)
Oata (%o loter thon oy 15)
14 NEWLY GRAOE) AREAS REQUISSG SLOPE PROTECTION
WPPROCMATE RUTE OF 5O MOSE TN 1 TONS PER ACPE
llr{m mmnsluw:r-tmn
ummmu 42253 D

Ilwmwﬁlwﬁhm-ﬂbﬂ-‘

ue

hl‘

"z

OUTSDE CF
FECDVE WY MACH AT THE

NOTES:

1) S€E DETAL SHEETS FOR ADOITONAL KOTES, DITALS
O RIS ORETON.

CONTROL

S;
h
J'é I
LA
i
&4
& B
|
' \
i) \
\
i “ X
I 1
P
W,
V%
| LR
i Vs
© I
o
\1‘.\: Y

v

5

1 Y. OUTe 242 75—
~E7 woss1a4

N.’D'Y ﬂl $

MAP 44 LOT
71,940 Sq.fFt.x
_J.O.S‘I*Ac.* e

-~

"

e

- -I-@‘-\-ﬂ L s B2

f,

7
3

\

.

boe Locemes oF
CRALDS

FOR T
L RzF 17)

LEGEND

N.
ASHUA S] STPFEEET NH ROUTE 1014

Phsens

EE-1;<\\‘
o ,
P e

N
e fﬂ"%

L=1324

S (TP)

1. TAL ERCSION CONTROL PROCEDURES SHALL CONFORM TO THE M STORMMWITER MANUML, VOLUWE 3, EROSON & SEDGGINT CONTROLS DURDNG

1 URNG CONSTRUCTION

3 L
YA 5
L&MmmmmmxmmmwmnummMmmxmwr

4 SAT FDECE GHALL B IRSTALLED KO MANTANED CURMC AND AFTTA DOVELOPMENT T RDWOMVE SEDMNT mm‘rhmmmm
POSSILE OOESS SLERACE

QCA%!ON MAP
T 70 sl

MO THEFEATIR, [ROS0M CONTROL MEASURES AFE 1O BE MPLOVENTID AS MOTED: THE SMALLEST PRACTCAL ARTA OF LAND
SOAD BE EXPCSED AT ANT CNE TR DURRG COTLOPWENT. WHEN LD B DIPOSED DURG DPOSAL SHOULD BE KEPT 10
THE SHOTTEST FRACTICAL FIROO OF Tail A5 AFPROVED Y Tl DESDR. A0 OO KOT BE LT [XPOSED DURNG T-E WITIA BOWTS.
wmxuuvmmnmﬂmmmsmnm THE DFOSED AREA THAT 15 BONG ACTMVILY WORKID DuURvG
TO BE LSS THAN 3 ASRES CURNG THE WINTIR SEASON,

OF THE FOULOWIG BAS OCOURRED:

1

NCHES COF NOW-TROSME MATERAL SUCH AS STONE OR RIP-PAF WAS BEDN IKSTALLED.
£) 08, [ROSON CONTROL BUNETS RGE BEIN PROPERLY INSTALLID.

DNOERLONG RARURAL CRAMAGE WAUS SHOULD BE LTLIZID AND LIFT OFEN 70 REWOVE
SLT FDNCE 10 BE MANTANED AND CLEANID INTL ALL SLOPES WAWE A MEALTHY STAND OF GRASS.

mmu(mmwmmmmrmmmnmmmumnw
ﬂmmnmm CAALRG A MM OF 47 OF LOA SHAL BE INSTALLED WTH NOT LESS T-AN OME POMND OF S0DD PER 50
OF JREA. THE SEED MX SHALL B AS DESGWUTED BOLOW.

E

SEFROVED S0ML TYFE FRIE FROM STAWPS, ROOTS, WOOD, mﬁ!wlﬁﬂl"ﬂﬂﬂlﬂm
OR ROULERS WAY BE USED FOR COMPACTION BY ROUTING THE [QUPWENT 10 AL AREAS OR EACH LN

SPACES (LOAM & SCED) WHERDVR POSSEUL DURNG CORSTRUCTION. CONSTRUICTON TRATFC $AMLL LSE TrE

2
Eu=15055

B OT-34515
€817
Fu-143 81
BB 248.11
B DUT=144005

ce-218
Ru=143 53
W OT=24354

£

il s
AP el e
B e R —— e e =
s N Ay s
= g

o UTLITY POLE — - - — OVERMEAD SERWCE WRES V¥ WATER VALVE —G>—— PROP. CONTOUR ELEVATION
° DRAN MARHOLE =8 pouBLE SOLD YELLOW L I FRE HYDRANT —a—&— PROP, SLT FENCE

® SEWER MANHOLE —Em_ SNGLE SOUD WHTE LNE (4 GAS VALVE co PROP, CLEANOUT

] TELEPHONE MANHOLE - SGN — 18— CONTOUR ELEVATION o5\ W prop. CATCH BASH

o CATCH BASN ©  osmuneiwL  ——s— @S BRETE o TRT GRS
. WATER LINE YO TREELNE HE EE PROP, STRAW WATILE -1 @ R ST

ssw,

=
:'r = 3

i,
WEW by, "2,

=1, 3 1- 888 DSINT
Re1,158 97 ”i l"#?ﬁ e u e
S —
& & =
s L3
44 Stles Reod, Sulte On
* i - -é 2= B som, Nev Hampahire 03079
SsaL s s — (e03) e93-0720
-~ 5T03 g —1 ERS » PLANNIRS » SURYEYORS
~ I i 2 MHF Deslgn Consultants, Inc. www.mhidesign.com
REVISIONS 583 NASHUA STREET
T DATE TREV. bY DESCRIPTION MILLF ORD N H
ot EV'S

V§ NEW

Storef# NEW

FRAMINGHAM, MA 0|102 DRAWN BY: NFM

Gaos Station§ NEW FARBMS [CHEGKED BY: CMT

EROSION CONTROL PLAN

CFG6.0

Copyright (©) 2014 by MHF Deaign Consultants, Inc. A1 Fights Reserved.

MHF PROJECT NO. 342213  SHEET 6 OF 12



F\Projecte\CADN 34221 3\34225P.dwg UT 3/10/14 2:17pm nim

o

-
By &
comcsETe &
FiCS B

O

& ®

£ L

E i+
e
K
a T 0
s s
3
AN
T
3
L4
o -
3l
\ Fu=242
BT
\ \
S

S0-FETENTON SWME

MAP 44 10T 11
71,940 SqFi.t
1.651 AQ*

_—

B B2t 0E (W)
Perim244 55
PN CLT-200 85 (W)

() [

faN7ik
ﬂ‘-—,'r" Y

e T A T———
N=14172 1IFE{E)

- I
Ef[é‘ee,:ﬁ i ok
<
= GAS LINE 5' 4
T & DTDO O BuLDeG 7|

e )
--zuuNsﬂ
T T

' WL POSOLS
ASPHALT (VP )

-
PROPOSED
CONYENIENCE

=

APFEIUMATE LCCATIN l:x

AN

5005 DAAN LEMNG o
[E=Fth - ID)

JECSOT | OCATON (-

| Pres

Fa=243 ss—/

WOLTwG25 95

Fal=E0 13

(s Pus . f12)

TR R CTUTES

YOS 340 75—

7.0

L

L ()

o~

€2-220
EN-75335
NLLUT=24515

WY K=144.11
B OUT=T44 02
£e-118
FN=2U3 63
W43 54

Y N=243 3505
POT=1413

YN =243 80008~ 122)
35028-218)

F=1,208 28—
L=1723Y

IOCATION MAP
o

1) ALL SANITARY SEWER PIPE SMALL BE PVC (SOR-35), UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED.
2) AL WATER PPE SHALL BE COPPER (TYPE K), UNLESS OTHERWSSE NOTED.
3) ELEVATIONS ARE BASED ON NVGD 1929 DATUM.

4) ANY UTIUTY ELD ADJUSTMENTS SHALL BE APPROVED BY THE LOCAL AUTHORTES
AND THE DEVELORER PROR TO INSTALLATION.

8) THE LOCATIONS OF UNDERGROUND
CONTRACTOR IS TO VERFY DGLT

CONTRACTOR IS TO NOTIFY THE DESIGN ENGIEER OF ANY DISCREPANCIES.

8) ALL CONSTRUCTION SHALL CONFORM TO MUMICIPAL DPW AND ALL APFUICABLE STATE
ANO FEDERAL STANDARDS.

7) THE CONTRACTOR SHALL CALL AND COORDINATE WITH DIG-SAFE (1=828~344=7233)
PRIOR TO COMMENCNG ANY EXCAVATION.

8) ALL WATER, SEWER AND DRAMAGE CONSTRUCTION SHALL CONFORM TO THE TOWN

OF MILFORD WATER UTLITIES DEPARTWENT AND PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
STANDARDS AND SPECIFICATIONS.

$) ALL ELECTRIC, TELEPHONE AND CABLE TV LINES ARE TO BE UNDERGROUND AND
INSTALLED [N CONFORMANCE WITH APPLICASLE UTLITY CO. SPECINICATIONS.

10) ANY UTILMES TO BE TAKEN OUT OF SERVICE SHALL BE DISCONNECTED AS
DRECTED BY UTIUTY COMPANY AND LOCAL DFW.

SGNAGE ARRANGEMENTS,

PUSUC WORKS, SHALL BE
EMPLOYED DURING OPERATIONS WITHIN THE PUBLIC RIGHT-OF -WAY,

12) SEE GRADING & DRANNAGE PLAN FOR DETALED DRANAGE INFORMATION.

13) ELECTRCAL CONDUT WITHIN 20° OF TANKS OR DISPENSERS MAY WEED TO BE
RGO METAL WITH CONCRETE ENCASEMENT.

. CONTRACTOR TO COORDINATE
WITH UTILTY COMPANY AND/OR TOWN INSPE As
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ALL PLANT STOCK SHALL CONFORM TO ANSI 22801 - STOCK,

4" AGID PINEBARK MULCH AND A WEED BARRIER (TY-PAR FABRIC OR
APPROVED SHALL BE APPLED TO ALL SHRUB AND
GROUNDCOVER INSTALL WEED BARRIER AS PER MANUFACTURERS

3) PLANT PIT BACKFILL SHALL BE MDXED AT A FATE OF 7 PARTS OF
JOPSOL TO 2 PART OF SLOW
FERTILZER SHALL BE APFLED AS PER MANUFACTURERS
RECOMMENDATIONS, USE DGSTING ON=SITE TOPSOIL AS PART OF

BACKFILL WHEN AVALASLE

ummmrmmmmmwsm

4]
)mmmsmxmm SEED OR 50D AS INDICATED
ON PLANS,

ALL SO0, SEED, EHRUB AND TREE AREAS EHALL RECENVE &° PH
CORRECTED TOPSOL. TOPSOL IS SPREAD EVENLY OVER ENTRE
AREA, ALL CLOOS, LUMPS, STONES AND OTHER DELETERIOUS MATERWL
SHALL BE RAKED UP AND REMOVED.

AFPUCATON OF GRASS SEFD, FERTILIZERS AND WULCH SHAL BE
ACCOMPUSHED BY BROADCAST SEEDING OR HYDROSEEDING AT THE
BELOW:

LIMESTONE: 100 LBS./1,000 SQUARE FEET.
500 LBS/ACRE OF 10-20-20 OR 1000 LES/ACRE OF
5—-10-10.
HAY

)

)

MULCH APPROXIMATELY 3 TONS/ACRE

ABS/MCRE
CREFPING RED FESCUE 20
TALL 15
PERENNAL RYEGRASS 5

LES/ACRE
CREEPING RED FESCUE 20
TALL FESCUE 0
BRDSFOOT TREEFOIL _‘g_

SHALL RE
APPROXIMATE RATE OF NO MORE THAN 3 TONS PER

§) ANY CHANGES IN PLANT LOCATIONS OR TYFES SHALL BE APPROVED BY
THE DEVELOPER ANO TOWN PRIOR TO INSTALLATION,

10) PLANTINGS SHMALL EE GUARANTEED EY THE CONTRACTOR FOR ONE YEAR
AFTER WRITTEN ACCEPTANCE OF THE DEVELOPER.

11) DPOSED SOLS SHALL BE SEEDED OR HAY MULCHED WITHN 72 HOURS
OF FINAL GRADING.
12) ALL WORX SHALL BE COORDINATED WITH APPUCABLE EPA KPDES/SWPPP
)mm;\sum

13) THE CONTRACTOR SHALL INSTALL AN IRRIGATION SYSTEM TO PROVIDE
COMPLETE COVERAGE OF ALL SEED, SOD AREAS AND SHRUD EEDS. THE
WITH RAN SENSOR AND SHALL BE
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March 12, 2014

MEMO
TO: Planning Board
Jodie Levandowski, Town Planner/GIS Coordinator
FROM: Bill Parker, Community Development Director p)ﬁ?
RE: Nashua Street Corridor Improvements Fund/Proposed Cumberland Farms

(Map 44/Lot 11)

The Nashua Street Corridor Improvements Fund was established in December 2000 as a result of a
condition of approval for the Ledgewood Estates 55+ development. At that time it was my
recommendation to the Planning Board that a mechanism be established to obtain contributions from
developers with projects directly impacting Nashua Street traffic conditions and operations. The fund
was (and still is) earmarked to include, but not be limited to, roadway design and engineering, road
widening, property acquisition, signalization, design, and related corridor traffic mitigation needs.
Sidewalk construction has been included for proposed improvements.

For the Ledgewood Estates project, the basis of the fee was based on ‘peak hour traffic generation per
unit’. The peak hour generation per unit rate for senior/assisted living units, according to the traffic
study done for the project by Stephen Pernaw, was 0.45 trips per unit.

At the time of approval | suggested a contribution of $100/peak hour trip, which translated into a
$45/unit contribution for each unit in Ledgewood Estates. With 189 units, the total contribution was
$8,505.00 (0.45 peak hour trips/unit x $100/peak hour trip = $45. $45 x 189 units = $8,505.00). The
contribution was collected at the time the certificate of occupancy was granted.

This formula was subsequently applied to these commercial residential projects impacting the Nashua
Street corridor:

Stonehouse Condominiums (21 units) S 945.00
Charles Street Commons (30 units) $2,979.00
Cahill Place (49 units) $ 2,205.00
Quarrywood Green (66 units) $ 2,970.00

Two commercial projects on Nashua Street also were subject to contributions to the Fund, specifically
for sidewalk plans and construction. The calculation was based on a cost/linear foot for sidewalk
construction (510.78/LF). Contributions were:

Giorgio's (Vizas Realty) S 3,925.00
Nashua Eye Associates $ 2,545.00



Two additional contributions were made to this fund. Three firms from the Powers Street industrial
area (Hy-Ten, Spear, and St. Gobain) requested that a signalization study be conducted to look at their
concerns with the Powers Street/Nashua Street intersection. Also, the Stabile Companies were asked by
the Planning Board to contribute to the anticipated Nashua Street/Ponemah Hill Road connection.

Powers Street Industries $ 2,320.00
Stahile Companies $10,000.00

Actual sidewalk and roadway modifications along Nashua Street frontages were included in the site
plan approvals for Richmond Plaza/McDonald’s parcel; the so-called ‘99 Restaurant’ parcel, the
Walgreen’s parcel, and Quarrywood Green on Ponemah Hill Road.

The above collected contributions have been spent to offset the cost of a Nashua Street corridor
improvement plan and signalization study (Stephen Pernaw) and fully engineered plans for the Nashua
Street/Ponemah Hill Road signalization project and the Nashua Street Sidewalk Project. The last
collection of contributions was in 2006 from Nashua Eye Associates. Since that time there has been no
development proposed in the corridor that would necessitate a contribution.

Proposed Contribution from Cumberland Farms Development (Map 44/Lot 11)

Sidewalks on Nashua Street were required as part of the site development of the Walgreen’s site
(44/13-1) and the proposed ‘99’ Restaurant (44/11). Cumberland Farms is now proposing the
construction of a gas station/convenience store on 44/11. If sidewalk did not exist at the location it is
reasonable to expect that sidewalk construction would be a requirement of site plan approval as a
planned segment of the Nashua Street sidewalk project. Using a current estimate provided by Public
Works Director Rick Riendeau of $14/LF for sidewalk construction the cost of a 216.13 LF of sidewalk
(the frontage on Nashua Street) would be $3,025.82.

A staff level meeting with the developer’s engineers was held on Monday, March 3" to review and reach
consensus on recommendations to the Planning Board on access to the site. At the close of this meeting,
the representatives stated that Cumberland Farms is agreeable to contributing $15,000.00 to be placed
in the Nashua Street Corridor Improvement Fund. It is the recommendation from this Office that this
contribution be graciously accepted by the Planning Board and so noted in the Board’s approval along
with recommendations the Board may have as to how the contribution should be utilized.

cc: Guy Scaife, Town Administrator

Attach: Map of Sidewalk Project Area
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TOWN OF MILFORD, NH

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT TEL: (603)249-0620
1 UNION SQUARE, MILFORD, NH 03055 www.milford.nh.gov
S
% GRANTTE 1O

STAFF MEMO

Date: March 18, 2014

To: Town of Milford Planning Board

From: Jodie Levandowski, Town Planner

Subject: Carol Colburn — Osgood Rd & Woodhawk Dr — Map 51, Lot 1;

Major open space subdivision creating twenty-seven (27) new residential lots.
(Tabled from 2/25/14 meeting)

BACKGROUND:

The applicant is back before the Planning Board to continue with an application to subdivide map 51 lot 1
into 27 open space residential lots, with a through road connecting to Woodhawk Dr and one cul-de-sac.
The subdivision is located within the Residence “R” District and in accordance with Section 5.04.1 of the
Milford Zoning Ordinance, single-family dwellings and its accessory structures are acceptable uses within
this District.

At the February 25, 2014 Planning Board Meeting the Board tabled the application until the March 18,
2014 meeting, to allow time for the applicant to complete a response to the peer review comments from
CEIl and any plan revisions. Since that time the applicant and their engineers have received copies of the
peer review comments from CEI, dated February 11, 2014 and are working to revise and compile necessary
information for submittal.

(See attached staff memo from November 19, 2013 and peer review comments from CEI)

STAFF RECCOMENDATIONS:

As of March 13™ Staff has not received copies of the revised plans based on CEIl and 11/19/2013 staff
comments. The applicant should bring revised plans to the meeting which the Board can review and
discuss. However, no actions can be made as staff and interdepartmental reviews have not been completed.
The Board should hear a presentation from the applicant and present any questions or concerns at the
meeting.

Staff recommends the Board table the application to April to allow time for Staff and Department Heads to

review a complete plan set and comment. At this time, Staff does not have clear information on the extent
of revisions made since the original November 2013 submission.
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STAFF MEMO

Planning Board Meeting

November 19, 2013

Agenda Item #3:— Carole M Colburn Revocable Trust-
Osgood Rd/Woodhawk Dr- Map 51 Lot 1;

Public Hearing for a Major Open Space Subdivision Creating Twenty-Seven (27) New
Residential Lots.

HISTORY:

The Planning Board will likely recognize this plan from the Design Review phase for an
application to subdivide the parcel into 32 open space residential lots, with a through road
connecting to Woodhawk Dr and one cul-de-sac. That application made it through Design Review
phase in February of 2007, but never returned for Final Application as the economy stalled and the
money for outside engineering review was not available. Provided below, is a timeline prepared
for the project beginning in December of 2006 through present time.

TIMELINE:

December 2006 — Discussion- Conceptual discussion of the proposed subdivision. The Board
reviewed the proposal and asked the applicant to come back with a formal application for design
review. At the meeting the Board discussed the idea of having a conventional subdivision on this

property.

February 2007 — Design Review- Design review for a potential subdivision of the original 94.9
acre parcel into 32 lots meeting all area, frontage and slope requirements. The lots are to be
serviced by individual wells and septic. The Planning Board approved the density for no more than
thirty-two (32) lots and for the applicant to go forward with an open space subdivision plan.

July 2007 - ZBA Hearing - ZBA Hearing was tabled until the August 16, 2007 meeting for a
special exception from Article VI, Section 6.026.A.6 to impact 10,800 SF of wetlands and a
special exception from Article V, Section 6.026.B to impact 19,762 SF of wetlands buffer for the
construction of a roadway.

August 2007 — ZBA Hearing & State Application- Applicant received special exception approval
from the ZBA on August 16, 2007 from Article VI, Section 6.026.A.6 to impact 10,800 SF of
wetlands and a special exception from Article V, Section 6.026.B to impact 19,762 SF of wetlands
buffer for the construction of a roadway. The applicant also submitted a dredge and fill application
to the state.
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September 2007 — Final Application - First public hearing for the final application of a subdivision
off of Osgood road. At this meeting the Board tabled the application until the November 2007
meeting pending a site walk scheduled for October 2nd and outside engineering review and
comments.

November 2007 — March 2008 — Extension Request — Per the applicant’s request, a sixty-five (65)
day extension was granted in accordance with RSA 676:4 and application was tabled to the May
20, 2008 meeting.

May 2008 — Extension Request — Per the applicant’s request, a six (6) month extension was
granted in accordance with RSA 676:4 and application was tabled to the December 16, 2008
meeting with the condition that abutters be re-notified at the applicant’s cost.

December 2008 — Application Withdrawal — Applicant decided to withdraw their application and
hoped to return when the economy turns around.

September 2011 — Scenic Road Hearing & Public Hearing for Minor Subdivision — Applicant
returned to the Board in 2011with a separate application proposing to subdivide lot 51/1 into 3 new
building lots and one large remainder lot on Osgood Rd. The Planning Board conditionally
approved the subdivision of the 3 frontage lots. A scenic Road hearing was also held for the partial
removal of stonewall and potential tree cutting/trimming for one new driveway and one new
shared driveway off of Osgood Road. Planning Board granted approved subject to the disturbed
portion of the stone wall is rebuilt along the new driveway or incorporated into the existing wall.

October 2012 — Public Hearing for a Lot Line Adjustment & Minor Subdivision- Applicant was
back before the board last October for a lot line adjustment to revise the common lot line between
lots 51-1 and 51/1-2 by exchanging parcels to create a more even lot and to create one new
buildable lot. The Planning Board conditionally approved the lot line adjustment and subdivision.
The subdivision created a lot of 2.514 acres (109,493 sqg. ft.), leaving the original parcel with
85.366 acres (3,718,606 sg. ft.). The large (85.366 acre) remainder lot was left with less than 200
feet of frontage on a Class V or better road. The Planning Board expressed at this time they would
not like to see any further subdivision of lot 51-1 without an open space plan being presented.

PROPOSAL.:

The applicant is back before the Planning Board for the first public hearing of the final application
for a subdivision off of Osgood road. The 85.366 acre parcel would be subdivided into 27
residential lots meeting all area, frontage and slope requirements and two open space non-building
lots totaling 44+ acres abutting the Hitchiner Town Forest. The proposed lots will be serviced by
on-site wells and septic systems (DES application pending) and underground power and
communication services.

The lots as proposed range from 53,019 square feet to 80,239 square feet in size with frontage off
of an extension of Woodhawk Drive. The applicant is proposing a 4,100 ft expansion of
Woodhawk Drive with 24’ of pavement and a 50° ROW along with a 524 ft dead-end hammerhead
roadway with 24’ of pavement and a 50° ROW. The proposed road will cross the a wetland in two
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places, 6,935 SF of impact will be associated with the first crossing and 3,865 SF of impact will be
associated with the second crossing.

The applicant has minimized cuts and fills for the development of the roadway, and details a
maximum slope of 8% as the roadway winds throughout the subdivision. The hammerhead has a
maximum slope of 4.25% and then levels out to a 1.50% grade for the end of the roadway.

SITE INFORMATION:

Zoning for the entire site is Residential ‘R’ (Rural) with minimum lot frontage requirements of 200
feet and lot area of 2.00 acres (87,120 SF) with building setbacks of 30 feet front and 15 feet rear
and sides. Additionally, the site is located within the Level 1 Groundwater Protection Overlay
District and lies outside of the 100 year flood hazard area as shown on FIRM Panel 33011C0470D.

Lot 51-1is presently under a current use tax lien and listed as a non-buildable lot as there is less
than fifteen (15) feet of frontage on a Class V or better road.

ZBA APPROVAL.:

The applicant received approval from Article VI, Sections 6.02.6:A.6 on 10/7/2013 to impact
10,800 SF of wetlands and 6.02.6:B to impact 19,762 SF of wetland buffer for the construction of
the proposed roadway (a dredge and fill application has been submitted to the state).

OPEN SPACE:

The parcel encompasses a total of approximately + 85 acres on the southern side of Burns Hill,
with frontage on Osgood Road. The applicant is proposing two tracts of open space. The first tract
is located on the southern portion of the property (51-1) and is approximately 20.778 acres
(905,107 SF) with approximately 339,280 SF being wet. Open space lot 51-1 will abut to an
existing Conservation Easement (8415/1291) already monitored by the Conservation Commission.
The second tract of open space (51-1-32) will extend from the most southern tip of the lot to the
most northern, for a total of 23.378 acres (1,018,356 SF) abutting the Hitchner Town Forest.

While in past discussion the Conservation Commission has expressed interest in the two open
space lots, per section 5.08 of the Development Regulations the applicant needs to specify how the
open space lots (Map 51, Lot 1 & 1-32) will be owned. Their options are: a government agency or
nonprofit; in common by 6 residential lots; a homeowners association of the 6 residential lots; or
the land may remain with the developer. If the applicant would like to propose some other form of
ownership of the open space they will need to seek Planning Board approval.

DRAINAGE/STORMWATER:

The site is entirely wooded with a predominate drainage pattern of draining into the site’s central
wetland area and then flowing to the north and south off site. The slopes throughout the site
provide for a majority of the existing site to drain by sheet flow to adjacent wetlands.

There are two proposed oversized 4’ box culverts located in the wetlands crossing for the proposed
road. The oversized box culverts are intended for wildlife passage.
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The proposed site improvements do not significantly alter the peak rate of storm water runoff to
the existing Osgood Road drainage system. The small increase in runoff to Osgood Road will have
no adverse effect downstream or on existing drainage.

PHASING:

The Planning Board requires developments which qualify as Major Subdivisions to take place over
a period of years, in stages, in order to promote orderly development with minimal impact on the
provisions of Town services. The allocation of building permits shall be by the following method:

# of New Building Permits Phasing (years)
1-10 None
11-20 2
21-30 3
35 31-40 4
40+ Minimum of 5

It is the intention of the phasing schedule to evenly distribute the number of building permits over
the required number of years. However, if the Planning Board determines it is in the public’s best
interest (i.e. through-road connection, etc.) to allow an applicant to have a greater number of
permits in the beginning or end of the allotted phasing period, the Planning Board may grant an
allowance for more permits in a single year, as long as the project remains phased over the entire
phasing period. The approved phasing schedule shall be identified in a note on the plan or laid out
as a phasing plan included in the final plan set.

The Board should discuss any possible phasing plan proposed for this project. Phasing of the
roadway will not be possible as Woodhawk Drive has reached the Town’s maximum length for
dead-end roads of 1,000 feet and Nye Drive is near the 1,000 foot maximum at its current state. All
infrastructure including roadways (base coat), drainage and cisterns if applicable should be
installed prior to commencement of any phasing plan and a note stating this should be included on
the final plan.

IMTERDEPARTMENTAL REVIEWS:
Fire Department: Comments regarding the Nye Drive subdivision proposal at this time.

1. The entire road should be named Woodhawk Dr. instead of Nye Dr. to avoid confusion with
emergency response. The proposed road (dead end) could be named Nye Dr.

2. | know the plan was previously presented with 2 or 3 30K cisterns. | would like to have the
developer look at the costs associated with putting the new combination sprinkler system in
each home instead. The cost in our area right now is about 5K per home. Should the cost not
benefit the developer than the cistern will be appropriate.

3. On the proposed road we would like to see the hammer head turned into a cul-de-sac and road
flattened out.
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4. All infrastructure including roadways (base coat), drainage and cisterns if applicable shall be
installed prior to building commencing.

Department of Public Works:
1. 1 would like this to be reviewed by an outside consulting engineer.

2. Will need to have driveway profiles (could be typical) at culvert/ditch locations shown on the
plan and should be wider for emergency vehicles.

3. Flatten hammer head area for winter maintenance and snow storage.

Environmental Coordinator:

| have the following comments at this point.

1. The EPA NPDES Construction General Permit requires the applicant to file an NOI covering
the entire project, including the lots. The supporting documentation for the NOI submittal
serves as a portion of the required documentation for the Milford Stormwater permit.
Therefore, the Milford permit will include the disturbances on the individual lots and is not
limited to common site disturbances such as roadways and utilities. Drainage on and from the
lots should be considered. If on-lot improvements, such as rain gardens, are required to
achieve infiltration of the 1” storm, these should be included. Notes should be changed to
reflect the above.

2. Stormwater runoff should be modeled at the 1” event to demonstrate complete infiltration of
that storm within the project’s boundaries.

3. All stormwater conveyance structures as well as treatment and infiltration facilities (except
those serving individual lots) must have developed access along with maintenance easements.

Water Utilities: Water and sewer service is not available for this application.

Ambulance: A second access road to the Badger Hill Development is a positive for this plan. The
second entrance will facilitate public ingress/egress plus emergency services in emergency
situations or adverse conditions.

Zoning Code Enforcement: Properties are zoned Residence ‘R’ and is proposed to be developed as
an open space subdivision. No issues relative to zoning as long as the project meets the criteria
specified in Article VI, Section 6.04.0 Open Space and Conservation District.

No comments were received as of November 14, 2013 from Police or Assessing. The Heritage
Commission and Conservation Commission’s regular meeting were held after staff memos were
distributed, if any comments come in, Staff will let the Board know at the meeting.

WAIVERS:
No waivers requested.

NOTICES SENT:
Notices were sent to all abutters on November 8, 2013
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APPLICANTION STATUS:
The application is complete and ready to be accepted at this time. The Board will need to make a
determination of regional impact. Please find the attached plan set.

STAFF RECCOMENDATIONS:

At this time, bearing in mind past Board discussions about this site, the Board should discuss with
the applicant any questions or concerns with the project and make a motion to send the plan out for
review of the drainage study, stormwater plan and roadway. It will take some time for the Town’s
consulting engineer to complete the review, the Board should discuss with the applicant a
reasonable date to return to the Board in either January or February once the consultant has
completed their review.
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February 11, 2014

Ms. Jodie Levandowski, Town Planner
Office of Community Development
Town of Milford

1 Union Square

Milford, NH 03055-4240

RE: REVIEW OF DRAINAGE & ROADWAY DESIGN
CAROLE M. COLBURN REVOCABLE TRUST
OsSGOOD ROAD & WOODHAWK DRIVE

Dear Ms. Levandowski:

The Milford Planning Department has requested Comprehensive Environmental
Inc (CEI) to review the roadway design, drainage design and supporting
drainage calculations as depicted in the design plans and associated
documentation for the proposed subdivision of tax map lot 51-1 in Milford, NH.
This letter summarizes CEI’s comments on the management of stormwater in
compliance with the Milford Stormwater Management and Erosion Control
Regulations and roadway and subdivision design in accordance with the Milford
Development Regulations, and DPW Infrastructure Design, Construction and
Administration Standards.

CEI has based its review on the following information furnished to the Planning
Department:

A. Drawings entitled “Carole M. Colburn Revocable Trust, Osgood Road &
Woodhawk Drive, Milford, New Hampshire” dated October 15, 2013,
prepared by Meridian Land Services, Inc. The drawings include 12 sheets of
drawings.

B. Drainage calculations and related documentation for the project included in a
report entitled “Storm Water Management Report, Carole M. Colburn
Revocable Trust, Milford, NH, Tax Map Lots 51-1” dated May 23, 2007,
Revised January 2, 2008, prepared by Meridian Land Services, Inc.

CEI offers the following comments regarding the documentation of the proposed
site plan.

225 Cedar Hill Street, Marlborough, Massachusetts 01752 508-281-5160 Fax: 508-281-5136
21 Depot Street, Merrimack, New Hampshire 03054  603-424-8444  Fax: 603-424-8441
Gateway Crossing, 1 Hartford Square-East, New Britain, Connecticut 06052  860-224-0442
www.ceiengineers.com




Ms. Jodie Levandowski

COMPREHENSIVE February 11, 2014
Page 2 of 5

ENVIRONMENTAL
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General

1. Stockpile areas, stump composting areas, and snow management areas have
not been depicted on the plans.

2. The invert information for HW-5B is not listed on the profile.
e Engineering L
3. Design information for treatment swale — 6 should be added to the detail

* Design chart on sheet D-2.
e Construction
4. The riprap pad sizes shown on the plans do not depict the sizes listed in the

¢ [nspection .
detail chart on sheet D-2.
5. The riprap sizing calculations in Section 7.0 of the Stormwater Management
Report do not match the sizes listed in the detail chart on plan sheet D-2.
Responsive
service, 6. The construction sequence should consider the installation of the wetland

culverts prior to the construction of the roadway.
cost-effective

solutions, 7. The 4’x4’ wetland box culvert detail should be updated to depict the
, proposed ground line 12-inches above the bottom inside face of the structure
technical
(embedment).
excellence
Roadway Design

1. The Town’s typical roadway section for open drainage shows a paved
shoulder when guardrail is required. We would agree with the design

¢ Drainage & . . . : . .
Foodi N engineer, reduction of impervious pavement wherever possible is
odin
coding encouraged.
e Energy &

2. A detail of the piping beneath the proposed driveways which cross the riprap
ditches should be provided. Calculations demonstrating the piping is
adequately sized should be included.

Sustainability
* Hazardous Waste

e Permitting & NEPA
ermiting Stormwater Management Calculations and Analysis

o Stormwater & LID 1. The plans state an Alteration of Terrain Permit (#WPS-8016) has been
approved for this project. Due to the elapsed time since the permit was

* Transportation issued for this project the AOT permit may no longer be valid. The design
engineer should provide documentation that the AOT permit is still valid or
i Viatercs documentation that an extension was granted it if has been more than 5 years
Wastewater from the date of issuance.

* Watershed
Restoration
225 Cedar Hill Street, Marlborough, Massachusetts 01752 508-281-5160 Fax: 508-281-5136
21 Depot Street, Merrimack, New Hampshire 03054  603-424-8444  Fax: 603-424-8441
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COMPREHENSIVE February 11, 2014
Page 3 of 5

ENVIRONMENTAL

INCORPORATED

If a new AOT Permit is required for the proposed site, the site will need to
be redesigned to meet the current State requirements for stormwater
management.

2. The post-development peak rate of runoff exceeds the pre-development peak
rate of runoff in several instances across the site, for several design storm
events. This conflicts with the generally accepted practice that developments
should mitigate increases is stormwater runoff due to increased impervious
areas prior to discharge to reduce impacts to off-site properties.

3. Peak runoff rates comparing the pre- and post-development discharge rates
for the 50-year storm should be included with the summary tables within the
Stormwater Management Report.

4. The land cover-type “brush” has been used to calculate the runoff from the
site in the proposed conditions. No “brush” has been accounted for in the
existing conditions. This cover-type may under estimate the proposed peak
runoff rate if brush is not specifically constructed as part of the project. In
addition the proposed plans do not clearly indicate where the “brush” is
proposed.

5. The design engineer should specity the assumption made for calculating new
impervious area associated with individual lots, home and driveway
construction.

6. The detention basin calculations credit an exfiltration rate of 10 inches per
hour for each basin. Test pit information including seasonal high water table
elevations shall be provided at the location and approximate elevation of the
proposed exfiltration device. The exfiltration rate should be confirmed by
field testing.

a. [f exfiltration is practical at these locations, the detention basin detail
should be revised. The detail currently calls for a compacted subgrade,
which would inhibit exfiltration.

Notes should be added to the drawings to protect the exfiltration surfaces
from degradation by construction activity, including:

1. Prevention of contamination of the exposed subgrade by construction
sediment.

ii.  Prevention of excessive compaction by construction vehicles.
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iii.  Prevention of the discharge of water from construction dewatering
activities into these facilities.

iv.  Prevention of discharge of stormwater into these facilities until the
contributing areas are stabilized, unless specific measures are

o provided for protecting and restoring the exfiltration surface.

® Engineering

¢ Design b. If exfiltration is found to be impractical at these locations test pits may

still be warranted. The majority of test pits across the site show seasonal

high water approximately 30-inches below the ground surface. The

* Inspection proposed detention basins will be excavated below the existing ground

surface, it should be verified that the bottom elevation of the proposed

basins will not be exposed to standing groundwater.

e Construction

7. Have calculations been performed to ensure the size of the crushed stone

ESRenSive used for the check dams is sufficient to withstand design storm runoff
service, velocities?

t-effecti . ol . .
costetiective 8. Have the elevations of the stone check dams within the riprap ditches been

solutions, designed to ensure the flow of stormwater will not overtop onto the roadway
during the design storm?

technical
excellence 9. Have riprap pad sizing calculations been performed for the outlet control
structure pipes discharging from the detention basins?
10. Culvert 5, HW-5A to HW-5B, has not been sized for the total receiving
« Drainage & watershed. Only flows from the proposed subdivision have been modeled
Flooding through the culvert. No flow from the offsite upland watershed/ wetlands
have been modeled to ensure the culvert is sized to handle all flows that will
o Energy & require passage through the structure.

Sustainability

Stormwater Management System Design
1. Sediment forebays are required for all basin and swale designs.

* Hazardous Waste

e Permitting & NEPA
2. Emergency spillways should be utilized at all detention ponds, preferably in

e Stormwater & LID undisturbed ground.
* Transportation 3. Typical design standards for culverts can be found in the New Hampshire
Stream Crossing Guidelines.
* Water &
Wastewater a. Concrete box culverts are typically embedded 2-feet below the adjacent

streambed elevation.
* Watershed
Restoration
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b. The width of the proposed structure is typically 1.2 times the bankfull
width of the stream plus 2-feet.

4. The streambed material used to bury the structure 12-inches should be
specified. The substrate within the structure should match that of the
substrate in the natural stream channel. Riprap pads should not be required at
the inlets and outlets of the proposed wetland box culverts.

5. Details of the stream bank stabilization along the newly filled banks of the
wetlands should be provided. Wetland restoration techniques and specific
wetland seed mixtures and plantings should be used to restore the area.

Erosion/Sediment Controls and Maintenance

1. Sediment shall be removed once the volume reached ¥4 to % the height of the
haybale.

2. Stockpiles should be surrounded by sediment barriers until seeding can
become established and provide proper stabilization.

3. A post-construction Operation and Maintenance Plan should be provided for
all stormwater management devices. Including but not limited to: responsible
parties, tasks to be completed, frequency of inspection and maintenance,
inspection log form.

If you have any questions or comments regarding this report please contact me
at (603) 424-8444 ext. 314.

Sincerely,

COMPREHENSIVE ENVIRONMENTAL INC
3 &7% %

Scott C. Salvucci, P.E.
Project Engineer
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