2012 RECOMMENDED ZONING ORDINANCE AMENDMENTS

The Planning Board held a public hearing for input on the following amendments to the
Zoning Ordinance on January 19, 2012. The amendments, developed and reviewed by the
Planning Board, were approved for placement on the town ballot for voting on March 13,
2012 at Town Hall.

(The question is written as it will be placed on the ballot. The text, which will not be on
the ballot, is shown with deleted language-as-strikethroerghand changes or additions
shown initalic print. The Intent and Public Information explains the reasoning by the
Board for the amendment proposal.)

Article 2. To see how the Town will vote by official ballot on the proposed amendments,
as recommended by the Planning Board, to the Town Zoning Ordinance as follows:

1. Are you in favor of the adoption of Amendment No. 1 as proposed by the Planning Board for
the Town Zoning Ordinance as follows:

Amend Section 700.2 Structures to clarify the zoning rights associated witlonfamrging
structures existing prior to the adoption of zoning.

700.2 Structures - Any structure existing at the time of the original pass#gs Gfrdinance,
March 1985, or which has been legally constructed since but is now non-conformiag to th
ordinance and which does not conform to the maximum height limitations and /orumni
setbacks, shall have the right to continue indefinitely. A structaseb® razed and reconstructed
provided reconstruction is completely within the existing footprintaitest within six (6)

months of the demolition date, and is completed with two (2) years of demokiiayL
established structures, which do not conform to present setback requisenmsnbe expanded in
size, provided the addition or expansion complies with current setbackeegmits and lot
coverage.

Intent and Public Information: The current zoning ordinance describedé¢seassociated with
expansion of a non-conforming structure. This addition clarifies and enBatesh-conforming
structures which are not changing may continue as established pheraddption of zoning. It
also clarifies the requirements associated with reconstructiamemolished structure.

2. Are you in favor of the adoption of Amendment No. 2 as proposed by the Planning Board for
the Town Zoning Ordinance as follows:

Amend Section 700.3 Lots to clarify the zoning rights associated with non-condplots

existing prior to the adoption of zoning.

700.3 Lots - Any lot of record existing at the time of passage of this Ordjidacsh 1985, or
which has been legally constructed since but is now non-conforming to the osdarahoot
conforming to present minimum lot size, minimum frontage requirements, orumini
dimensional requirements, shall have the right to continue in their presentdefinitely, as
well as being used for any other conforming use for the district in which itagekhc
Undeveloped nonconforming lots may be developed with any use permissible in tfpe zonin
district without compliance with minimum lot size, frontage or dimensi@ggalirements, so long
as the following conditions are met: (1) sufficient off-street parking fosanl proposed use is
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provided within the property boundaries; (2) lots whose sole frontage is upon a Class V
private road not shown on a plan approved by the planning board must first successfully
complete the permit process as set forth in RSA 674:41; and (3)all other pnewsitihe zoning
ordinance are met such as, but not limited to, setbacks, lot coverage regptiements, etc. No
non-conforming lot may be permitted to be further subdivided or otherwide less conforming
in nature.

Intent and Public Information: Lots established prior to the adoption of zoning whinot
conform to current lot size, frontage, and other dimensional requirermengenerally referred to
as “grandfathered lots” of record. This addition will allow constructidhaut seeking a
variance for lot size and frontage long as the structure can conform in all other ways —
setbacks, lot coverage, eto.the ordinance

3. Are you in favor of the adoption of Amendment No. 3 as proposed by the Planning Board for
the Town Zoning Ordinance as follows:

Amend Section 400.10 Sewage and Waste Disposal Systems to clarify that ¢changeacture

or change of use of a structure that will cause an increase or changeénafeilsage and waste
disposal must conform to state and local septic regulations.

400.10 Sewage and Waste Disposal Systems: Construction, development, or irept@feany
structure thateeuldill cause an increase in sewage and waste disposat-shatboget proof
of mstallatlon of a State approved septic system and complyal\lnstppllcable state and Iocal

Intent and Public Information: Quality of the groundwater, lakes, and streafngrime
importance. The change is made to assure that any sewage and wasteididpasagproperly
and according to town and state regulations.

4. Are you in favor of the adoption of Amendment No. 4 as proposed by the Planning Board for
the Town Zoning Ordinance as follows:
Add Section 400.10.1 Gray Water Systems — which prohibits Gray Water systems

400.10.1 Gray Water Systems: Gray Water systems are prohibited including thciseiseni
mini-dry wells.

Intent and Public Information: Groundwater quality can be greatly impactechipyvgter
systems and should not be allowed.

5. Are you in favor of the adoption of Amendment No. 5 as proposed by the Planning Board for
the Town Zoning Ordinance as follows:
Amend Section 400.8.1.2 to clarify that setback requirements apply to wells

No structureincluding water supplies (wellsdtherthan-stairs-to-docks-orwatersupph{well)
shall be located within fifty (50) feet from the reference line oka t& pond, ordinary high

water line of perennial streams, or edge of wetland. This fifty (50) émwhent will be
maintained as a native vegetative or woodland buffer. Access pattiwaygh these areas may
not exceed six (6) feet in width. Permitted signs, fences less than dix ieéght stairs to
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docks and bridges for recreational use are exempt from these setback requgi3/02 & 3/10)

Intent and Public Information: The amendment corrects the confusion caused byvanterd
missing comma and clarifiekat wells are subject to setback requirements.

6. Are you in favor of the adoption of Amendment No. 6 as proposed by the Planning
Board for the Town Zoning Ordinance as follows:
Amend Section 800.3 Variances — to be consistent with RSA 674:33 and 674:33-a

800.3: Variances: The Board of Adjustmshgll have the power to authoriggy, on-anappeal,
granta variance from the provisions of this Ordlnapuesuant to RSA 674 33 and 674:33-a and
s they may be amend ghiy-w &y A

7. Are you in favor of the adoption of Amendment No. 7 as proposed by the Planning Board for
the Town Zoning Ordinance as follows:
Add a Definition for non-residential development to be consistent with SiteRelgulations

Non-Residential Development means all development of buildings, stejadutand except one
family and two family dwellings and related non-commercial accessorysgtesct

Intent and Public Information: Section 1000.4 specifies Site Plan Regulatisaigtian which
includes non-residential development, but the ordinance does not have a dedieditoibing the
term.

8. Are you in favor of the adoption of Amendment No. 8 as proposed by the Planning Board for
the Town Zoning Ordinance as follows:

Add Definitions terms associated with Septic Systems (or Individysic38isposal Systems —
ISDS) as defined by the NH Code of Administrative Rules Env-Wq.

Dry Well — An effluent disposal area constructed as a covered, underground pithveipieia-
jointed or perforated lining and surrounded with septic stone, into which effilsdischarged
for final disposal into the surrounding soil. The term includes seepage piffarehedisposal
pit. As defined by the NH Code of Administrative Rules Env-Wq 1002.24 and as it may be
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amended.

Leachfield or Effluent Disposal Area (EDA) — An area designed for thedisabsal of effluent,

commonly referred to as a leach field, including the bed and any required filaxts, in which
effluent is dispersed using leach lines or dry wells. As defined by theoti#HoE Administrative

Rules Env-Wq 1002.27 and as it may be amended.

Intent and Public Information: Dry wells have, in the past, been portrayeigsmtle systems
to “septic systems” and not applicable to setbacks, etc. for sgptems. The state definitions
for Dry Well and Effluent Disposal Areas (EDAs or leach fields) tyespecifiy that dry wells
are considered EDAs.
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