
City of Keene
New Hampshire

MUNICIPAL SERVICES,
FACILITIES AND INFRASTRUCTURE

COMMITTEE
AGENDA

Council Chambers B
October 26, 2016

6:00 PM

Janis O. Manwaring
Randy L. Filiault

Robert J. O'Conner
Stephen L. Hooper
Gary P. Lamoureux

1. Sabrina and Chris Lee - Safety Concern - Intersection of West Street and Bradford Road

a
2. Tony Marcotte/Washington Park at Keene, LLC - Request for No Parking - South Side of

Spring Street

a
3. Attorney Mary Louise Caffrey/Bradley & Faulkner, PC - Request for Two Hour Parking Limit

- 50 Washington Street

a
4. Driveway Code Review - Planning Department

a
5. Roxbury Street Crosswalk Discussion - Public Works Department

a
6. Effort to Show Support for Police Personnel Discussion - Public Works Department

a

MORE TIME ITEMS:

A. Speeding on Jordan Road – Request for Speed Humps

B. Reconstruction of the City Roadways and the Addition of Sidewalk Construction to
Reconstruction Projects - Council Policy

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Non Public Session



City of Keene, N.H.
Transmittal Form

October 18, 2016

TO: Mayor and Keene City Council

FROM:

THROUGH: Patricia A. Little, City Clerk

ITEM: 1.

SUBJECT: Sabrina and Chris Lee - Safety Concern - Intersection of West Street and Bradford Road

COUNCIL ACTION:
In City Council October 20, 2016.
Referred to the Municipal Services, Facilities and Infrastructure Committee.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Commnication Sabrina and Chris Lee West St and Bradford Rd. intersection

BACKGROUND:
This communication from Sabrina and Chris Lee is expressing their concern over safety at the Bradford Road
and West Street intersection and suggesting that there is a lack of signage at the intersection that needs to be
addressed.
 





City of Keene, N.H.
Transmittal Form

October 18, 2016

TO: Mayor and Keene City Council

FROM:

THROUGH: Patricia A. Little, City Clerk

ITEM: 2.

SUBJECT: Tony Marcotte/Washington Park at Keene, LLC - Request for No Parking - South Side of Spring
Street

COUNCIL ACTION:
In City Council October 20, 2016. 
Referred to the Municipal Services, Facilities and Infrastructure Committee. 

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Marcotte Communication

BACKGROUND:
Tony Marcotte, the Senior Project Manager for Washington Park at Keene, LLC is requesting to limit parking to
the north side of Spring Street. This parking restriction was included as a condition to the Planning Board
approval of the SPR-08-16 - Washington Park Apartments of Keene 17 Washington Street - Site Plan.









Transmittal Form

October 18, 2016

TO: Mayor and Keene City Council

FROM:

THROUGH: Patricia A. Little, City Clerk

ITEM: 3.

SUBJECT: Attorney Mary Louise Caffrey/Bradley & Faulkner, PC - Request for Two Hour Parking Limit -
50 Washington Street

COUNCIL ACTION:
In City Council October 20, 2016. 
Referred to the Municipal Services, Facilities and Infrastructure Committee. 

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Mary Louis Caffery Two Hour parking limit 50 Washington Street

BACKGROUND:
Attorney Mary Louise Caffrey is requesting that a two hour parking limit be established in front of 50
Washington Street to encourage turnover in the parking spaces.
 





City of Keene, N.H.
Transmittal Form

10/26/16

TO: Municipal Services, Facilities and Infrastructure Committee

FROM: Rhett Lamb, ACM/Planning Director

ITEM: 4.

SUBJECT: Driveway Code Review - Planning Department

RECOMMENDATION:
Move that the Municipal Services, Facilities and Infrastructure Committee select option __X__ as presented in
this memorandum and authorize the City Staff to draft revisions appropriate to the selected option to the
driveway permits and standards in City Code Chapter 70 Section 70-135 through 70-137 relating to the review
and issuance of exceptions and appeals, notification of abutters, and temporary driveways.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Second Driveway E-Mail

BACKGROUND:
At its meeting of May 25, 2016 the MSFI Committee reviewed 3 options to revise City Code Section 70-136
relating to issuance of exceptions and appeals to applications for driveway permits. These options are included
at the end of this memorandum.
 
The discussion was placed on “more time” to allow staff to provide additional information on the following
items:
1.  If abutter notification is included in the process of review of an application for an exception to the driveway
code standards, what process would be followed to carry out such notification?
2.  Are property values affected by the installation of a second driveway?
3.  Should the Driveway Code include the issuance of temporary driveways?
 
Analysis
Issue 1.  Abutter Notification
The current driveway permit application process does not require that abutters be notified of an application for
a driveway permit exception or an appeal.  Making abutters aware that an application for an exception has been
submitted increases transparency in the issuance of driveway permits and ensures that those potentially affected
by a driveway are aware of the proposed changes.
 
Abutter notification would be carried out by revising the sections of the code which address the application and
appeals processes. Following a process similar to other land use permit applications, a property owner would
submit a list of abutters certified as current property owners by the Assessing Department; abutters would be
defined as those properties contiguous with or across the street from the subject property. Notification would
be mailed by the appropriate City Department to each abutter; the cost of mailing would be borne by the



applicant. A time period for application review would be established within which an abutter could choose to
review the exception application or appeal and submit comments or information to the reviewing Department or
Board prior to the issuance of a decision on the application. 
 
In the case of an appeal, an abutter would be notified of the date, place and time of the public meeting at which
the appeal would be heard.
 
Issue 2.  Property Values
Attached is an email dated 6/9/16 from City Assessor Dan Langille which addresses this issue.  
 
Issue 3.  Temporary Driveways
As described at the 5/25/16 meeting, the issuance of permits for temporary driveways should be limited to
certain activities which require access for a limited time duration. These activities could include logging,
construction and development of land, and events such as Agricultural Fairs. In these cases the driveway permit
would be effective only for the duration of the activity and would expire when the activity ends.
 
Temporary driveway permits for permanent land uses, such as a second driveway for residence, are not
recommended. The temporary nature of such a permit would be problematic to enforce. Driveway permits, like
other land use permits and approvals run with the land and do not change when the ownership of land is
transferred.
 
The options presented at the 5/25/16 meeting are as follows:
 
 Option 1    Amendment of the City Code to require prior abutter notification by the applicant for an exception by
the Planning Board to the driveway standards, and for any appeal of a Planning Board decision on an exception by
any party aggrieved to the City Council. Abutter notification should be included in any process that the City Council
may wish to adopt, even if no changes are otherwise proposed to the existing process.
 
 Option 2    Add procedural standards and guidelines for the City Council to follow in connection with its review of
an appeal of the Planning Board decision. These would include, but not necessarily be limited to: timelines,
notifications, conduct of the appeal in connection with a quasi-judicial action, burden of proof, representation in
connection with the Planning Board's decision, and Engineering/Code technical assistance.
 
 Option 3    Amend the driveway exception process to allow the City Engineer to review the application for an
exception, to determine whether or not the standards for an exception are met, and to grant or deny the application
for exception.  Thereafter an appeal by any party aggrieved by the decision of the City Engineer would be to the
Planning Board, and not to the City Council. The City Engineer would present his rationale for the decision to the
Planning Board, which would also consider the position of the appellant, and any technical information to be
provided by the appellant the burden of persuasion would remain with the applicant. Any further appeal of the
Planning Board decision would be to the Superior Court.
 
Option 1 addressing abutter notification and addition of language regarding issuance of driveway permits for
temporary activities is recommended for both Options 2 and 3. 
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