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TOWN OF RAYMOND 
Planning Board Agenda 

 May 19, 2022   
               7:00 p.m. - Raymond High School             

Media Center - 45 Harriman Hill 
Application Site Walk 2021-019 

 

Public Announcement 
If this meeting is canceled or postponed for any reason the information can be found on our 

website, posted at Town Hall, Facebook Notification, and RCTV. * 
 

1. Pledge of Allegiance 
 
 
 

2. Public Hearing 
 

  Application # 2021-019: A SITE PLAN application is being submitted by Joseph Coronati of Jones 
 & Beach Engineers, Inc. on behalf of IC REED & Sons, Inc. The intent of the application is to show a 
 recently constructed gravel laydown yard on the subject parcel and associated site improvements. The 
 property is represented as Raymond Tax Map 22/ Lot 15 and located at 3 Gile Road. 

 
  

 
3. Approval of Minutes 

• 05/05/2022 
 
 

4. Public Comment 
 

 

5. Other Business 
 Staff Updates-  
 Board Member Updates 
 Any other business brought before the board-  

 
6. Adjournment (NO LATER THAN 10:00 P.M.) 

 
 
 
 
 



* Note: If you require personal assistance for audio, visual or other special aid, please contact the 
Selectmen’s Office at least 72 hours prior to the meeting. If this meeting is postponed for any reason, it will 
be held at a time TBD. 
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TOWN OF RAYMOND 
Planning Board Agenda 

 May 19, 2022   
               7:00 p.m. - Raymond High School             

Media Center - 45 Harriman Hill 
Application Site Walk 2021-019 

 

 
 

 PLANNING BOARD MEETING DATES 2022 
Planning Board Meeting 
Dates 

Projects Scheduled 

May 05, 2022 PINARD WASTE, MOUNTAIN ROAD 
May 12, 2022 Rules & Regulation & MS4 REGS 
May 19, 2022 IC REED 
June 02, 2022 MOUNTAIN ROAD, PINARD WSTE 
June 09, 2022 NON-Meeting w/Legal- Training 
June 16, 2022 

 

July 07, 2022 
 

July 14, 2022 Work Session 
July 21, 2022 

 

August 04, 2022 
 

August 11, 2022 Work Session 
August 18, 2022 

 

September 01, 2022 
 

September 8, 2022 Work Session 
September 15, 2022 

 

October 06, 2022 
 

October 13, 2022 Work Session- Zoning Ordinances 
October 20, 2022 

 

November 03, 2022 
 

November 10, 2022** Work Session-Zoning Ordinances 
November 17, 2022 

 

December 1, 2022  
December 8, 2022 Work Session-Zoning Ordinances 
December 15, 2022  

**Quorum-Day before a holiday-long weekend. 



0209Town of Raymond 

Memo 
To: Planning Board 

From: Christina McCarthy, TRC 

cc: IC REED 

Date: 04/12/2022 

Re: Advisory comments from TRC  

On April 12, 2022 the TRC met and had their final meeting with Joseph Coronati of Jones & 
Beach and IC REED and SONS, INC. regarding 3 Gile Road. The TRC agreed unanimously 
that Application 2021-019 3 Gile Road is ready to move forward to the Planning Board with the 
following advisory comments: 

1. Address to be updated per Chief Hammond to 10 Scribner Road 
2. Provide lydar for sight distance 
3. Define emergency use for lighting differences. 
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Developments with Regional Impact 
Project Name:  

Application No.:  
Tax Map & Lot:  

The Rockingham Planning Commission has developed this guidance document to aid our communities 
in evaluating whether or not a development should be determined to have regional impact. The document 
summarizes the statutory process that must be followed under New Hampshire state law and suggest a 
number of triggering factors that should be considered for making this determination. Bear in mind that the 
criteria suggested here are our recommendations: they have no regulatory force. 

 
 

Statutory Authority: refer to RSA 36:54-58 – The purpose of this statute is to establish the framework 
to be followed by a community that is reviewing a development proposal with potential impacts beyond 
its municipal boundaries. 

 
Findings of YES on one or more of the items below indicates the possible need for a local land use board to make 

a determination that the development proposal results in regional impacts. 
 
 

NOTE: THIS IS ON A REGIONAL BASIS NOT A LOCAL BASIS 

 
1. School Impacts: Does the development create significant new student population affecting a regional 

school district? Yes No 
 

2. Traffic Generation: Will the project generate traffic that will create an impact on surrounding 
municipalities? Yes No 

 
3. Road Networks: Does the development provide the opportunity to create a more efficient road network 

for the regional area or potentially affect regional travel patterns? Yes No 
 

4. Building Size: Is the proposed building greater than 50,000 square feet and located within 2,500 feet of 
a municipal line? Yes No 

 
5. Visual Impacts: Will the development create visual impacts to neighboring municipalities such as light 

pollution, glare, or structures visible from neighboring municipalities? Yes No 
 

6. Pollution: Does the development propose the operation of a facility or business which would generate 
excessive amount of air pollution, wastewater discharge, noise, or hazardous waste transport?         
 ___ Yes___ No 

 
7. Water Supply Impacts: Will the development require a major impact wetland permit from NH DES? 

   Yes  No 



Town of Raymond Planning Board 
 

 

Will impacts to known aquifers occur?  Yes  No 
 

Does the project involve permitting for a large groundwater withdrawal?  Yes  No 
 

Will the development cause negative impacts to another community’s municipal water supply? 
 ____Yes ____No 

 
8. Conservation Lands: Does the development abut existing conservation lands, greenway or existing 

farmland such that coordination between municipalities could lead to the creation or preservation of 
greenways or wildlife habitat areas or prevent fragmentation of forests, farms or other conservation lands? 
____Yes___ No 

 

9. Economic Impacts: Does the development propose the creation of business or industry that would 
significantly impact regional economic development? Yes No 

 
10. Emergency Response: Does the proposal create a significant increased demand for emergency services 

response (including mutual aid) from abutting communities?  Yes  No 
 

11. Historic or Cultural Resources: Does the proposed development have negative impacts on historic or 
cultural resources that may have significance regionally?  Yes  No 

 
 

12. Other: Does the development create other regional impacts not listed in items 1 – 11 above?  
___ Yes ___No 

 
Describe:     

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



























                                                                ENGINEERING  •  PLANNING  •  DEVELOPMENT  •  MANAGEMENT 

 

  

 

 

 

15 Constitution Drive, Suite 1L • Bedford, New Hampshire 03110   (603) 637-1043   (866) 783-7101 (FAX)   http://www.dubois-king.com 

Randolph, Vermont                         Springfield, Vermont                        South Burlington, Vermont                        Gilford, New Hampshire 

 

 

 
May 6, 2022 
 
Ms. Christina McCarthy 
Raymond Community Development 
4 Epping Street 
Raymond, New Hampshire 03077 
 
Subject: Engineering Review for I.C. Reed & Sons, Inc. – Laydown Yard 

10 Scribner Road (previously 3 Gile Road) 
Raymond, NH 
Tax Map 22, Lot 15 

 
Dear Ms. McCarthy: 
 
DuBois & King has completed a technical review of the plans and materials submitted for the above 
referenced project.  The submitted materials consist of the following: 

• Response Letter for I.C. Reed & Sons, Inc. – Laydown Yard, 10 Scribner Road, Raymond NH, by 
Jones & Beach Engineers, Inc. (Tax Map 22, Lot 15), dated May 2, 2022. 

• Full Size Set Plan for I.C. Reed & Sons, Inc. – Laydown Yard, 10 Scribner Road, Raymond NH, 
by Jones & Beach Engineers, Inc. (Tax Map 22, Lot 15), consisting of 11 sheets, dated 
November 4, 2021, and revised on May 2, 2022. 

• Drainage Report for I.C. Reed & Sons, Inc. – Laydown Yard, 10 Scribner Road, Raymond NH, by 
Jones & Beach Engineers, Inc. (Tax Map 22, Lot 15), dated November 4, 2021, and revised April 
25, 2022. 
 

The following were comments noted during the engineering review: 
1. Drainage Analysis.  

a. Repeat Comment. Rip-Rap Calculations. The Rip-Rap Calculations included in the 
report appear to utilize incorrect discharge rates for the 25-year event. Based on the 25-
year report for wet pond #1 and wet pond #2, the values for the primary discharge 
through the culverts are 4.22 cfs for the 15” pipe, respectively 1.27 cfs for the 8” pipe. 
The rip-rap calculations sheet shows a discharge of 3.14 cfs for the 15” pipe, 
respectively, 1.06 cfs for the 8” pipe. We recommend that the applicant revise the 
calculations. 

b. In the pre-construction conditions drainage analysis for Pond 2P: Depression in Gravel, 
the peak outflow is higher than the peak inflow. We recommend that the Applicant revise 
the calculations for Pond 2P 

 
If you have any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact us. 
 
Very truly yours, 

DuBOIS & KING, Inc. 

 

Jeffrey A. Adler, P.E. 

Senior Project Manager 
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 Planning Board Minutes 1 
May 5, 2022 2 

7:00 PM 3 
Media Center Raymond High School  4 

 5 
Planning Board Members Present: 6 
Brad Reed  7 
Patricia Bridgeo 8 
Dee Luszcz  9 
Kevin Woods  10 
Jim McLeod (Alternate)(Seated)  11 
Gretchen Gott  12 
Jonathan Wood ( Alternate) (Unseated)  13 
 14 
Planning Board Members Absent: 15 
Scott Campbell (Selectmen ex officio) 16 
 17 
Staff Present: 18 
Glenn Coppelman - Circuit rider  19 
Madeleine Dilonno -Circuit Rider Planner, RPC 20 
 21 
Pledge of Allegiance 22 
 23 
Mr. Reed recused himself from the first item of business. 24 
 25 
Ms. Bridgeo: Application # 2021-024: has asked for a continuance for a site walk and 26 
site plan application.  27 
 28 
Motion: 29 
Mrs. Luszcz made a motion to continue application 2021-024 for a site walk to the 30 
requested date of June 2, 2022, at 68 Mountain Road, Raymond Tax Map 46 / Lot 9 at 5 31 
pm. Mr. McLeod seconded the motion. The motion passed with 5 in favor, 0 opposed, 32 
and 0 abstentions.  33 
 34 
Motion: 35 
Mrs. Luszcz made a motion to continue application 2021-024 for site plan application 36 
review to June 2, 2022, at 7 pm at Raymond High School. Mr. McLeod seconded the 37 
motion. The motion passed with 5 in favor, 0 opposed, and 0 abstentions. 38 
Application # 2022-001: A SITE PLAN application is being submitted by John Lorden of 39 
Tighe & Bond, Inc. on behalf of Pinard Waste. They are proposing to construct a 30’ x 40 
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40’ metal building, a 1,260-sf office addition, and 10,575 sf proposed addition/overhang 41 
for the recycling processing program. Also, to be included with the project, is a small 42 
parking area, existing gravel/paved areas to be repaved, site lighting, a truck scale, 43 
proposed electrical, and a proposed gravel area for storage. To offset newly paved 44 
areas, stormwater treatment practices in the form of infiltration ponds and gravel 45 
wetlands are proposed. Property is located at 3 Otter Court and Raymond Tax Map 28-4 46 
/ Lot 2. 47 
 48 
John Lorden from Tighe and Bond and Tony Belanger from Pinard Waste Systems 49 
introduced themselves to the Board.  50 
 51 
Motion: 52 
Ms. Bridgeo made a motion to accept application 2022-001 as complete for review. Mrs. 53 
Luszcz seconded the motion. The motion passed with 6 votes in favor, 0 opposed, and 54 
0 abstentions.  55 
 56 
John Lorden from Tighe & Bond: “This is the Pinard site. It was originally developed for 57 
precast concrete in 1986. That plant closed in the late 90s. And it sat vacant for years 58 
before Pinard purchased it in 2014. What's proposed is a two-phase approach. Part of 59 
phase one is to construct, but 1000 square foot building in addition to the existing 60 
building, it's for office space, there'll be a door through this area to access in there. Also, 61 
a metal building about 1200 square feet out here to store what are called toters 62 
automated waste carts. In addition to that this area is going to be paved for parking. And 63 
we're for stormwater management, we're including an infiltration basin. We’re also 64 
adding lighting to this area, so there'd be some lighting along the building and leave five 65 
or six pole mounted lights out in the parking area. Because of the increased office 66 
space, which requires a new septic system that has already been designed and 67 
approved by the state. So that part is phase one, phase two is up here. And we were 68 
before this board, I believe it was in March for a special exception and a joint meeting 69 
with the zoning board that was granted for a recycling processing center. So, this is 70 
square footage. It's about 10,600 square feet of recycling processing center. That's for 71 
just recycled material, approximately 8000 tons of recycling material annually. In 72 
addition to that about 10,000 tons annually of construction and demolition material, 73 
we're not collecting hazardous material. So essentially, we have smaller trucks that go 74 
out to the sites, they get filled up, they come in, they drop it off, and that gets loaded into 75 
larger transport vehicles. And they take those further off site. This project was approved, 76 
have the same special exception, and have the same recycling processing center layout 77 
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up here. That was in 2016. That expired in March of 2021. So that's why we're back 78 
here with a very similar proposal. But just with the addition of this total building, 79 
improved parking, and improved parking. We were before the TRC in March. A special 80 
exception was granted in March. We responded to the review engineers’ comments, 81 
there are a few that are outstanding. One of those is to provide a traffic memo. We just 82 
got that today. So, I haven't digested it fully. But it's basically saying what we thought it 83 
would say that there's not a major increase in the amount of traffic as part of this 84 
development. As part of our next round of submissions, as well as a drainage study, just 85 
earlier this week, we got infiltration rates from our soil scientist who was out doing test 86 
pits and infiltration rates at these two locations. This is another infiltration basin. And 87 
then he was verifying groundwater depth at these two locations for the gravel wetlands 88 
.We also received comments from the Rockingham County Planning Department 89 
towards which we are working. One of them was about a conditional use permit for 90 
regulated substances. So, we do have waste oil and hydraulic oil that are 300-gallon 91 
drums to 250. And then there might be one 300. So that would be over. So that would 92 
be a conditional use. So, I assume that's just another applicant application that will have 93 
to be submitted. We just wanted to throw that out as a potential topic. A sound study 94 
was also something that was presented at the last approval in 2017. That was 95 
submitted. They did two, two of the three phases were complete, they did an ambient 96 
sound study, which just shows what it's like when Pinard is not functioning, then they did 97 
another sound study when Pinard was functioning, and they were within the five-decibel 98 
limit. So, the next phase is what was agreed upon is, let's get this up and running. Run 99 
the third test to see what the sound levels are. If it's five or under, great, Pinard meets it. 100 
Otherwise, they have a certain time period to go back in and make improvements, 101 
whether it's to further insulate the building, or to provide some sort of sound walls. But 102 
that mitigation to get to the required sound level was a condition of approval last time, 103 
and that's one that we would request continued with this one. We did have one waiver, 104 
hoping it's a pretty simple one as required scale of the existing features plan. Up to 151-105 
inch equals 50 feet, we're showing one-inch equals 100 feet just so we can show the 106 
whole property on one sheet with the abutters. I do think it's reasonable. It's the first 107 
sheet and you're set. But that is the last waiver or the only waiver we're requesting.  108 
 109 
 110 
 111 
Motion: 112 
Ms. Bridgeo made a motion to hold a site walk for application 2022-001, Thursday May 113 
12, 2022 at 6 pm at 3 Otter Court. Mrs. Luszcz seconded the motion. The motion carried 114 
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with a vote of 6 in favor, 0 opposed and 0 abstentions.  115 
 116 
Mr. Reed asked how much longer do they need to get us the traffic study? 117 
 118 
John Lorden said the traffic study was ready today and they should be ready by the 119 
June 2nd meeting. 120 
 121 
Madeleine Dilonno went over a list of comments she had submitted to the applicant. So, my first 122 
comment was that the applicant should clarify if there will be any storage, handling, or use of 123 
regulated substances in quantities exceeding 100 gallons at one time on site, which they did in 124 
the beginning. So, they will need a conditional use permit, which they can bring to the next 125 
meeting for the board. My next item was the shape, size, height, and location of the proposed 126 
structures, including expansion of existing buildings should be indicated on the plan. And they 127 
have done that in their most recent submittal. My third item is what we were just talking about, I 128 
recommended the applicant ensure adequate screening between the proposed used and the 129 
abutting residential properties and identification of the buffer zone, which we've already talked 130 
about, and we're working through my fourth item the proposed landscape plan should be 131 
stamped and that has since been done. I recommended further detail on any proposed signage, 132 
which we discussed at the TRC. My next comment was about a traffic study. I also did have a 133 
question on your plan here that says Normal trucking operations will occur Monday through 134 
Saturday, between the hours of 6am to 6pm. Limited trucking operations will occur between 135 
3am to 6am, and 6pm to 11pm. I was wondering if you could just elaborate on what normal 136 
versus limited trucking operations is or what those entails? 137 
 138 
John Lorden responded: “So normal is in and out. Through the course of the day, Limited is 139 
they come in, they start, they leave, they don't come back until after their date routes over, they 140 
don't come back to the facility. And yeah, so if we needed to find that better, let me know we 141 
could. We could easily make that better.” 142 
 143 
Madeleine DiIonno: “I had a couple items here about ensuring that the plan conforms to the 144 
section and the site plan regulations related to Groundwater Protection, and then just including 145 
a couple of notes on the plan, indicating that the site does conform. And I think that was 146 
outstanding. A listing of the types and quantities of regulated or hazardous substances should 147 
be noted somewhere on the plan, which we went over. And that will be included with your 148 
conditional use permit as well. I had to know about truck traffic. And the noise, which we've 149 
already been talking about there. There'll be submitting a noise plan. I recommended further 150 
specification on employee count. Are you expecting more employees than you have now with 151 
the expansion in the recycling processing center?” 152 
 153 
Tony Belanger: “That’s in the Operations Plan.” 154 
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 155 
Madeleine DiIonno: “And then I recommended that the applicant clarify what the proposed 156 
paved storage area was for which we talked about the TRC.”   157 
 158 
John Loarden: “So it's now no longer gravel, it's now paved.” 159 
 160 
Mr. Reed: “All right, we have a request to rule on the waiver, which would help them when they 161 
do their final drawings for us, which is what they're shooting for here. I'm assuming that they've 162 
asked for a waiver from the regulation which Article 3 section 5.0.203 a plan with a scale of 163 
one-inch equals 20 up to one-inch equals 50 where the Planning Board finds in all the usual 164 
wordage. But the waiver is in an effort to group geographically show the entire site as he 165 
explained earlier, along with the structures within 200 feet of the property line. And they need a 166 
scale of one-inch equals 100 feet in order to do that. This granting will not be detrimental to 167 
public safety, health and welfare are injurious to other adjacent properties. Explain other waiver 168 
will not have the effect of nullifying the intended purpose of these regulations. Our 169 
understanding of the purpose of this regulation is to verify the boundary setbacks, topography, 170 
and site features are depicted accurately on a plan use for design. The existing conditions plan 171 
included in the plan set meet those requirements and will not have the effect of nullifying the 172 
intent and purpose of the site plan review regulations. The zoning ordinance master plan or 173 
official zoning map. If we grant this waiver, the Planning Board may require such conditions to 174 
secure substantially the objectives of the standards or requirements under these regulations. 175 
Anyway, that's the standard language that goes along with it. Does anybody have a problem 176 
with this, a fairly large site with large buildings? So, if nobody has a problem with this, I will 177 
entertain a motion.” 178 
 179 
Motion: 180 
Ms. Bridgeo made a motion to accept the waiver with the site plan review regulations Article 3 181 
section 5.0. 203. Mrs. Luszcz seconded the motion. The motion passed with a vote of 6 in 182 
favor, 0 opposed and 0 abstentions. 183 
 184 
Motion: 185 
Ms. Bridgeo made a motion to have a continuance until June 2, 2022 for application 2022-001 186 
at Raymond High School at 7pm. Mr. McLeod seconded the motion. The motion passed with a 187 
vote of 6 in favor, 0 opposed and 0 abstentions. 188 
Approval of minutes: 189 
   190 
Motion: 191 
Ms. Bridgeo made a motion to accept the minutes from March 23, 2022 for the sections that 192 
apply directly for the Planning Board . Mr. Reed seconded the motion. The motion passed with 193 
a vote of 2 in favor, 0 opposed and 4 abstentions. 194 
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 195 
Motion: 196 
Mr. Reed made a motion to accept the minutes from April 21, 2022 as amended . Mrs. Luszcz 197 
seconded the motion. The motion passed with a vote of 6 in favor, 0 opposed and 0 198 
abstentions. 199 
 200 
__________________________________________________________________ 201 
 202 
Mr. Reed stated since we last met, I wanted to just clarify that I had never resigned as a 203 
member of the zoning. I've never resigned and ever sent anything official and because it 204 
was all so up in the air. Since our last meeting, Christina and Maddie at the town office 205 
found the appointment from the Board of Selectmen to appoint me as a member of the 206 
Zoning Board. And it's for three years. It was a Board of Selectmen appointment for 207 
three years; the same term was my Planning Board term. For the immediate future, I'm 208 
going to stay on it, just to make sure everything we’ve got a whole bunch of new people 209 
and want to make sure everything's still running smoothly.  210 
 211 
___________________________________________________________________ 212 
 213 
The Board discussed changes to the policy and procedures. It was agreed that in the 214 
event of inclement weather the meeting will be rescheduled and re-noticed. Maddie 215 
recommended on that same page, number two,  just taking out section 1.3. And just 216 
having that paragraph underneath 1.2. Just keep the section but delete the heading.  217 
 218 
Page three under 2.3. Oath of Office, the Board talked about members getting their 219 
materials, put in the sentence newly elected members will take their oath of office and 220 
receive their Planning Board materials at the Raymond Townhall. 221 
 222 
Then right under that 2.4 An announcement that the planning board is seeking alternate 223 
members will be made via print media broadcasted on Raymond Community Television, 224 
as requested. So, at the end, and the request will be made of RCTV we're going to 225 
insert that.  226 
 227 
Maddie recommended bottom paragraph on page three alternate members will be 228 
considered for appointment to the members vacancy, first, based upon seniority, then 229 
based upon the alternate members attendance at posted meetings and sidewalks. And 230 
we had discussion that the board doesn't typically follow this process and whether or not 231 
should be removed. 232 
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 233 
Mrs. Luszcz said : “I personally think removing first based upon seniority, colon then 234 
should be removed. We are constantly encouraging members of the public to come 235 
forward and fill the seats. And if we were lucky enough to have four alternates coming to 236 
all these meetings, putting in their due diligence coming to site walks, and the first time a 237 
seat opens up, we just give it to the person who's always had you know, bet he has the 238 
longest. I just think you're discouraging the public to come, and they don't have a fair 239 
shot. Yeah, that's my take on it.” “So, think of it, just read alternate members will be 240 
considered for appointment to the members vacant seat based upon the alternate 241 
members attendance at posted meetings and site walks.” 242 
 243 
Mr. Reed said we're going to get rid of first based upon seniority then. So, there'll be 244 
vacancy based upon the alternate members. That's what it's going to read when it's not 245 
okay, we're going to take those five words out. 246 
 247 
Madeleine DiIonno: “Section 7.2. We had talked about this section in the event an alternate 248 
member has chosen to sit in place of any absent member during a public hearing said alternate 249 
members shall remain seated in the place of any absent member until the board renders a final 250 
decision on the topic at hand. I was asked to look to see if this was a legal requirement. It is not. 251 
It is encouraged. And I put the source to the NHMA article there. I also added this section from 252 
the New Hampshire Planning Board handbook on alternates responsibilities. This was just 253 
something I'd recommend, but we didn't talk about it necessarily so don't have to add it.” 254 
 255 
Ms. Gott: “I'm not in favor of having an alternate member take for the duration of a case? I'm not 256 
in favor of that at all. I think that's not correct. Regular members can get caught up and be part 257 
and especially there's all sorts of ways to get caught up. So, I don't agree with that.” “But it also 258 
says, however, if the regular member were available, and wanted to resume, they familiarize 259 
and resume their place, right, which I think is what we should do. I do not agree with having the 260 
regular member replaced for a duration of a case by an alternate.” 261 
The Board agreed to discuss the matter further at the next meeting. 262 
 263 
Maddie DiIonno further stated she took out any recuse members must leave the room at this 264 
time, because we don't have to do that. 265 
 266 
The Board had  a discussion about what should be contained in the minutes. It was agreed to 267 
table the discussion until the next meeting.  268 
 269 
Mr. Wood made a request of the Chairman to make a recommendation to The Board of 270 
Selectmen that the Board continue to use RPC. Tim Roache will be attending Monday’s Board 271 
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of Selectmen meeting to discuss the RPC contract.  272 
 273 
Motion: 274 
Mr. Wood made a motion that this board send a letter of endorsement to the Board of 275 
Selectmen requesting the continued support of the RPC advising that the planning board would 276 
like to continue to have the continued support of the Rockingham Planning Commission until 277 
such time as a full-time planner is hired and is fully up to speed. Mrs. Luszcz seconded the 278 
motion. The motion passed with a vote of 6 in favor, 0 opposed, and 0 abstentions. 279 
 280 
Motion: 281 
Ms. Bridgeo made a motion to adjourn. Mr. McLeod seconded the motion. The motion passed 282 
with a vote of 6 in favor, 0 opposed, and 0 abstentions. 283 
 284 
The meeting was adjourned at approximately 9:22pm.  285 
 286 
Respectfully submitted, 287 
 288 
Jill A. Vadeboncoeur 289 
 290 
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