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WEBSTER STREET SITE PLAN 

SITE PLAN APPLICATION SP#02-20 
STAFF REPORT 

 

 

SITE: 185 Webster Street, Map 147 Lot 016  

ZONING: Residential-2 (R2) 

PURPOSE OF PLANS: to propose food preparation and sales within a convenience store and 

associated parking.  

PLANS UNDER REVIEW: Change of Use Site Plan land of Derry and Webster, LLC; prepared by: 

Keach-Nordstrom Associates, Inc. 10 Commerce Park North, Suite 3B, Bedford, NH 03110; 

prepared for: Derry and Webster, LLC, 253 Main Street, Nashua, NH 03060; dated March 3, 

2020 and last revised July 8, 2020. 

ATTACHMENTS: 

A. E-mail from Attorney LeFevre to Town Planner Groth 

B. Board of Adjustment decision dates December 21, 1964. 

C. ZBA Notice of Decision for variance (granted), dated January 23, 2020. 

D. Town Department comments. 

E. Fuss & O’Neill Review Letter, dated March 23, 2020 

APPLICATION TRACKING: 

 March 3, 2020 – Application received. 

 June 25, 2020 – meeting with applicant, Town Attorney, Zoning Admin., Town Planner 

 July 28, 2020 – Revised plans received. 

 August 19, 2020 – Public hearing scheduled. 

WAIVER REQUESTS: 

 §290-4.A – Stormwater Management Design. 

COMMENTS & RECOMMENDATIONS: 

BACKGROUND 

This site was home to one of Hudson’s original “garrison” homes.  It later evolved into a farm, 

and in the 20th century was home to Colby Farm.  Mr. Colby received a variance from the Town 

of Hudson in 1964 that permitted him to sell convenience items from his farm stand.  This 

established the allowed use of convenience store, by variance, in the subject structure of this 

application (Attachment A).  
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Following the departure of Colby Farm operation, this site morphed into a variety of non-

conforming uses.  The file on this site is extensive and shows a history of code enforcement 

issues throughout the 80’s, 90’s and 2000’s. A court order in 1990 established some pre-existing 

non-conforming uses (Attachment B): 

Presently, the site is subject to code enforcement action. This application does not remedy the 

outstanding issues, it is focused on one aspect: to establish a deli, or more specifically food 

preparation, within the convenience store.  The ZBA granted a variance to add this use to the 

convenience store on January 23, 2020.  The application before the Board is the site plan 

associated with the deli/convenience store, as stipulated as a condition of approval of the latest 

variance.  Accordingly, the scope of this application is limited and does not include the myriad of 

non-conformities that exist on the subject parcel.  Please review Attachment C, correspondence 

from Town Attorney David LeFevre for additional detail related to the scope of this application. 

CURRENT APPLICATION 

The applicant identifies that food preparations will be within the existing 1-story, 2,000 square 

foot convenience store area located on the south-westerly portion of the site, however, they do 

not clarify if the building will need sanitary, storage, or facility improvements – this should be 

addressed.  The Fire Chief notes that a sprinkler system may be required, pending review. 

Loading: The applicant indicates the proposed loading area to be on the north side of the 

convenience store, however, they should clarify when deliveries may occur, what types of truck 

will be delivering, how long deliveries may be, and how such delivery trucks may safely ingress 

and egress from this location.  

Pedestrian safety: Improvements (signs, painting) around the convenience store entrance and 

the Regis office entrance should be considered.  

Ice Cream Window: There is an ice cream window installed on the left hand side of the façade 

of the convenience store, however it is not addressed by this application.  The current plan shows 

parking spaces that would inhibit the use of the ice cream window.  Furthermore it is unclear if 

the applicant intends to serve ice cream through the window that was recently installed.  One 

would presume so, and if so, it should be a part of this application. 

Parking Lot: Generally, the parking lot design requires further clarification in terms of: space 

dimensions, location of handicap spaces, intent to pave, access to the back portion of the lot, and 

which spaces are dedicated to the convenience store. 

Stormwater Management: Finally, the applicant is requesting a waiver for stormwater 

management design and cites the “very small” scale and scope of the project as the reasons for 

requesting approval. They further explain the type of controls are for larger developments and 

contrary to the spirit and intent of the regulation.  Town staff does not recommend granting this 

waiver. It is presently unclear if the applicant intends on paving the proposed parking area – 

which is required by the zoning ordinance.  When paved, it should be known where the 

stormwater will go.  The Town Engineer has indicated that he is willing to work with the 
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applicant to find an equitable solution, more information from the Town Engineer is 

forthcoming. 

 

DEPARTMENTAL REVIEWS 

See Attachment E 

The Engineering Department reviewed the application and stated the plan is missing the 

existing water and sewer connections, therefore, making it unclear how the building(s) is 

currently being served. Additionally, there are significant piles of materials being stored within 

and adjacent to the wetland buffers, and that a mulch perimeter or erosion silt fence should be 

installed to minimize wetland disturbance. 

The Fire Department notes some building issues that will need to be addressed with 

Inspectional Services.  Chief Buxton also notes that the proposed snow storage area may conflict 

with the cistern area. 

The Zoning Administrator referenced that the parcel was recently under code enforcement 

actions for Zoning Ordinance violations (uses and expansion of uses not permitted and without 

subsequent approvals). The administrator suggested that the applicant finalize the uses and 

construct an appropriate site plan. The Hudson Zoning Board of Adjustment issued a Notice of 

Decision, dated January 23, 2020, approving the variance uses (prepare food on site for take-out 

and service ice cream for take-out within the convenience store) with two stipulations: 1.) that 

there shall be no inside seating for easting at all and 2.) that Site Plan Review and approval be 

obtained from the Planning Board. 

 

DRAFT MOTIONS: 

To be provided prior to meeting. 
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STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE
HillsborOU9?- 55. superior Court

89-E-00727

TOWN OF HUDSON

v.

SAMUEL TAMPOSI, ET AL

CONSENT DECREE

NOW COME the parties and, subject to the approval of this
court, agree to entry of a decree as follows:

1. Surewood Excavation shall vacate the subject property
by February 23, 1990, removing from the site all construction

vehicles, equipment, materials, and other vehicles, equipment and
materials, which Surewood Excavation has previously brought on to
the the site or permitted others to bring on to the site.

2. Defendants shall commence eviction proceedings against

their tenant, Levesque and, if necessary, Levesque's sub-tenants.
Defendants shall serve an eviction notice on Levesque by Feb IS, 1990

and then shall pursue the eviction vigorously, in the courts if
necessary, as quickly as the New Hampshire legal process for

eviction allows.
3. Defendants shall not themselves or allow others to use

the house located on the subject property as an office.

4. Defendants shall not themselves, or permit others, to

use the property other than for residential purposes as permitted

under the zoning ordinance and/or in accordance with the pre-
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existing non conforming use already established on the property
and de tined as tallows:

"The growing, cultivation, and harvesting of crops,
produce, nursery stock, flowers and other plants; the
sale of same grown on the subject property: and
operation ot the convenience store as it bas been
operated in the past, in the tarmstand building.-

s. The parties agree that Tamarack Lanscaping' 5 use of the

property for planting, growing and selling of nursery stock is
included within the pre-established non conforming use.

6. Defendants shall pay the Town of Hudson $2,500 for the

town's attorney's fees, costs, and expenses, said sum to become

due and payable 30 days after the court approval of this decree.

Respectfully submitted,
T~HUDSON, by its attorneys
SOtlLE, tESLIE, ZELIN, SAYWARD ,

• 'LOUGHMAN _

, " -.-;:. - .--......-...
'- .,',-

: ....-.... .r

"./'./ 'Date: 3/;;) 14u
I .1 ! F. Loughman

Date: 3bnl1(J
•

By:
d er, attorney for

Samuel A. Tamposi
Samuel A. Tamposi, Jr.
Elizabeth M. Tamposi
Celina M. Tamposi
Michael A. Tamposi
Nicholas E. Tamposi
Tamposi Children Trust

Sharon R. Tamposi, Trustee
Michael A. Tamposi, Jr.

d/b/a Surewood Excavation

Date: _
Preslding Justice
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Groth, Brian

From: David Lefevre <dlefevre@tarbellbrodich.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 12, 2020 12:30 PM
To: Groth, Brian
Subject: Webster Street Deli Site Plan Application

Brian: 
 
Should the issue be raised at the Planning Board regarding this application and the various other issues involving the 
property, I would like to offer some comment for clarification if need be.  
 
First, the application is limited to only that portion of the site dedicated to the convenient store. There are multiple 
other issues involving this property, including the landscaping business, a residential use, junk, and other buildings, all of 
which a presently subject to review by code enforcement. I am optimistic we can resolve the code enforcement issues 
without going to court, but in the meantime, the only element of the property that will be involved or approved in the 
Planning Board’s review is the convenient store. 
 
Second, the applicant was supposed to put a note on the plan to make it clear that only the convenient store is being 
approved, i.e. nothing about the Planning Board’s review will be understood as pertaining to or sanctioning any of the 
other uses on the property. I do think as part of the Planning Board’s review we would want to look at the wording of 
the note to make sure that is clear. 
 
Third, although the only issue being presented for review is the convenient store, the Planning Board should nonetheless 
be mindful of all of these other uses, and how they impact the convenient store use. I believe our long term goal is to 
obtain a complete site plan for this whole property. Accordingly, the Planning Board should not just review the 
convenient store in a vacuum, but should review it in the correct context of everything else that is going on at this site. 
By way of example, is more parking needed? If so, where is that going to go? If there is additional parking, how will that 
implicate the adjacent uses, etc.  
 
Fourth, the applicant will likely try to present some argument that the use is existing and nonconforming, and therefore, 
they are limited in what they need to comply with as far as existing regulations are concerned. That is simply not correct. 
The convenient store is not properly classified as pre‐existing lawful nonconforming. More correctly, the convenient 
store exists by virtue of a variance, and is subject to site plan review and approval.  
 
Lastly, I know that the question may come up whether the Planning Board can accept the property for review given the 
existing violations unrelated to the convenient store. The answer is “yes,” but, we just need to make sure that the note 
(above) is clear, and the Planning Board can also make this clear on the record, that any potential approval related to the 
convenience store is without prejudice as to the Town’s right to continue its code enforcement actions related to the 
other uses on the property.   
 

TARBELL & BRODICH, P.A. 
  
 
/s/ David E. LeFevre             
By: David E. LeFevre, Esq. 
45 Centre Street 
Concord, New Hampshire 03301 
Telephone: (603) 226-3900 
Facsimile: (603) 225-5398 
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Groth, Brian

From: Dhima, Elvis
Sent: Thursday, March 5, 2020 3:51 PM
To: Dubowik, Brooke; Groth, Brian
Subject: RE: Department Sign Off - 185 Webster St Site Plan

B/B 
 
I have the following comments  
 

1. Existing conditions does not show existing sewer connections to any of the buildings  
2. Existing conditions plan does not show any of the water services to any of the buildings  
3. It is unclear what building its been served by town water / sewer , well or septic  
4. Significant piles of material are currently adjacent to 50 foot wetland buffer. Applicant should install mulch 

perimeter or erosion silt fence to minimize disturbance within 50 foot wetland buffer  
 
E 
 
Elvis Dhima, P.E. 
Town Engineer 
 
Town of Hudson, NH 
12 School Street 
Hudson, NH 03051 
Phone:  (603) 886‐6008 
Mobile: (603) 318‐8286   

 
 

From: Dubowik, Brooke  
Sent: Thursday, March 05, 2020 12:13 PM 
To: Bianchi, Dave <dbianchi@hudsonnh.gov>; Buttrick, Bruce <bbuttrick@hudsonnh.gov>; Buxton, Robert 
<RBuxton@hudsonnh.gov>; Dhima, Elvis <edhima@hudsonnh.gov>; Forrence, Jess <jforrence@hudsonnh.gov>; Groth, 
Brian <bgroth@hudsonnh.gov>; Michaud, Jim <jmichaud@hudsonnh.gov> 
Subject: Department Sign Off ‐ 185 Webster St Site Plan 
 
Hello, 
Attached is another department sign off for 185 Webster Street Site Plan.  
Please have your comments to me no later than 3/13/20. This is scheduled for the 3/25/20 PB Meeting. 
Thank you, 
 

Brooke Dubowik 
Planning Administrative Aide II 

 
12 School Street 
Hudson, NH 03051 
603-816-1267 (Direct) 

Attachment D



Attachment D



Attachment D



Attachment D



Attachment D



Attachment D



Attachment D



Attachment D



Attachment D



Attachment D



Attachment D



Attachment D



F:\Proj2003\030249 Hudson\Site\1890 185 Webster Street\1890 185 Webster Street Ltr1 03xx20.Docx © 2019 Fuss & O'Neill, Inc

540 No Commercial Street
Manchester, NH

03101
t 603.668.8223

800.286.2469
f 603.668.8802

www.fando.com

California

Connecticut

Maine

Massachusetts

New Hampshire

Rhode Island

Vermont

 March 23, 2020

Mr. Brian Groth
Town Planner
Town of Hudson
12 School Street
Hudson, NH 03051

Re: Town of Hudson Planning Board Review
185 Webster Street Change Of Use Site Plan
Tax Map 147, Lot 16; Acct. #1350-944
Reference No. 03-0249.1890

Dear Mr. Groth:

Fuss & O’Neill (F&O) has reviewed the first submission of the materials received on March 10, 2020,
related to the above-referenced project. Authorization to proceed was received on March 5, 2020. A
list of items reviewed is enclosed. The scope of our review is based on the Site Plan Review Codes,
Stormwater Codes, Driveway Review Codes, Sewer Use Ordinance 77, Zoning Regulations, and
criteria outlined in the CLD Consulting Engineers Proposal approved September 16, 2003, revised
September 20, 2004, June 4, 2007, September 3, 2008, and October 2015.

We have included a copy of Fuss & O’Neill’s evaluation of the checklist for your reference. We
note that several items could not be verified by Fuss & O’Neill and require action by the Town.

The project appears to consist of the change of use for the subject property, including existing
storage within a retail building that is proposed to be converted to food preparation. Changes to
the site also include parking improvements. The site will continue to be serviced by municipal
sewer and water.

The following items are noted:

1. Site Plan Review Codes and Administrative Requirements and Definitions

a. Hudson Regulation (HR) 275-6.I. The scope of this review does not include the adequacy
of any fire protection provisions for the site. No proposed measures were included in
Fuss & O’Neill’s review package.

b. HR 275-8.C.(2) and ZO 334-15.A. The applicant has provided parking calculations
showing that 37.13 spaces are required and 42 spaces are proposed for the site. We note
that the plans show the existing house within the site as a 3-family, yet the parking
calculations only note this as 2 units of residential use. As the applicant has provided more
parking than what is required an additional residential unit within this home won’t impact
the overall parking calculations, but the plan only shows 4 spaces at the home presumably
for residential parking.

c. HR 275-8.C.(6). The applicant has not labeled any specific loading spaces on the plan set,
however we note that there is space adjacent to the building large enough to accommodate
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a loading space in the dimensions required by the Regulation.
d.  HR 276-11.1.B.(13) and Zoning Ordinance (ZO) 334-60. The applicant should provide a

detail for the handicapped parking signs proposed for the site.

2. Driveway Review Codes (HR 275-8.B. (34)/Chapter 193)

a. HR 193.10. The applicant is not proposing any changes to the existing site driveways. We
note that the driveway in front of the retail/office building exceeds the 50 foot maximum
width, and the number of existing driveways on the site exceeds the maximum allowed by
the Regulation.

3.  Traffic

 a. HR 275-9.B. The applicant has not provided any traffic information for this site.

4.  Utility Design/Conflicts

a. HR 275-9.E and 276-13. The applicant is not proposing any changes to the existing utilities
servicing the subject lot.

5. Drainage Design/Stormwater Management (HR 275-9.A./Chapter 290)

a.   HR 275-9.A. and HR 290-4. The applicant has noted that a waiver is requested for
stormwater design. The applicant is not proposing any changes to the existing stormwater
features within the site other than the additional impervious area at the added parking
spaces on the south side of the retail/office building.

b. HR 290-5.K.(22). The applicant has not shown any snow storage areas on the plan. Given
the layout there appears to be ample room for snow storage within the site.

6. Zoning (ZO 334)

a. ZO 334-10.D and ZO 334-21. The applicant has shown multiple mixed existing uses within
the subject site.

b. ZO 334-18.B. The applicant has noted that the subject parcel is located within the Residential-
Two (R-2) zoning district.

c. ZO 334-21. The applicant has shown an existing three-family house on the site and noted this
as containing two units in the parking calculations. The R-2 zoning district permits two-family
dwellings but does not permit multi-family dwellings.

d. ZO 334-21. The applicant has shown or proposed other uses for the site that are not
permitted by the Ordinance within the R-2 zoning district. Existing non-permitted uses such
as the retail store, contractors yard/landscaping business and commercial truck storage are
assumed to have been previously approved by the Town for this site. The retail sale of food
from the proposed food preparation use is not permitted within the district and would require
a Special Exception from the Town.

e. ZO 334-27. The applicant has shown several existing materials storage structures located
within the front and side setbacks of the subject lot.
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f. ZO 334-35.B.(2). The applicant has shown wetlands and their associated buffers within a
portion of the subject site. The applicant is not proposing any impacts to these areas.

g. ZO 334-83. The applicant has noted that the subject parcel does not fall within a special flood
hazard area.

7. Erosion Control/Wetland Impacts

a. HR 290-5.K.(26). The applicant has not shown any proposed erosion control measures for
the site.

b. The Town should reserve the right to require additional erosion control measures during
construction.

8. Landscaping (HR 276-11.1.B.(20)) and Lighting (HR 276-11.1.B.(14))

b. HR 276-11.1.B.(14) and HR 276-11.1.B.(20). The applicant has not shown any proposed
revisions to the existing site lighting or site landscaping.

9. State and Local Permits (HR 275-9.G.)

a. HR 275-9.G. The applicant has not noted the need for any permits on the plan set.
b. Additional local permitting may be required.

10. Other

a. None at this time.

Please feel free to call if you have any questions.

Very truly yours,

Steven W. Reichert, P.E.

SWR:mjt

Enclosure

cc: Town of Hudson Engineering Division – File
Keach-Nordstrom Associates, Inc.

Commerce Park North
Bedford, NH 03110
pmadsen@keachnordstrom.com

Very truly yours,

Steven W. Reichert, PP.PPPPP E.

Digitally signed by Steven W. Reichert,
PE
DN: cn=Steven W. Reichert, PE, c=US,
o=Fuss & O'Neill, Inc., ou=Fuss &
O'Neill, Inc.,
email=sreichert@fando.com
Date: 2020.03.23 10:57:24 -04'00'

Steven W.
Reichert, PE
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August 5, 2020

Mr. Brian Groth
Town Planner
Town of Hudson
12 School Street
Hudson, NH 03051

Re: Town of Hudson Planning Board Review
185 Webster Street Change Of Use Site Plan
Tax Map 147, Lot 16; Acct. #1350-944
Reference No. 03-0249.1890

Dear Mr. Groth:

Fuss & O’Neill (F&O) has reviewed a second submission of the materials received on July 28, 2020,
related to the above-referenced project. A list of items reviewed is enclosed. The scope of our review
is based on the Site Plan Review Codes, Stormwater Codes, Driveway Review Codes, Sewer Use
Ordinance 77, Zoning Regulations, and criteria outlined in the CLD Consulting Engineers Proposal
approved September 16, 2003, revised September 20, 2004, June 4, 2007, September 3, 2008, and
October 2015.

The project consists of the change of use for the subject property, including existing storage within
a retail building that is proposed to be converted to food preparation. Changes to the site also
include parking improvements. The site will continue to be serviced by municipal sewer and water.

The following items have outstanding issues:

3.  Traffic

 a. Former Fuss & O’Neill Comment: HR 275-9.B. The applicant has not provided any traffic information
for this site.
Current Fuss & O’Neil Comment: The additional parking spaces and changed use will
likely generate additional traffic volume into and out of the site. The applicant should
verify that potential increases in traffic volume have been evaluated and will not result in
unsafe traffic circulation or pedestrian conditions within the site as well as at the site
driveways, and does not have an adverse impact on surrounding residential areas.

7. Erosion Control/Wetland Impacts
a. Former/Current Fuss & O’Neill Comment: HR 290-5.K.(26). The applicant has not

shown any proposed erosion control measures for the site.
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8. Landscaping (HR 276-11.1.B.(20)) and Lighting (HR 276-11.1.B.(14))
b. Former/Current Fuss & O’Neill Comment: HR 276-11.1.B.(14) and HR 276-

11.1.B.(20). The applicant has not shown any proposed revisions to the existing site
lighting or site landscaping.

9. State and Local Permits (HR 275-9.G.)
a. Former/Current Fuss & O’Neill Comment: HR 275-9.G. The applicant has not noted

the need for any permits on the plan set.

The following item requires Town evaluation or input:

2. Driveway Review Codes (HR 275-8.B. (34)/Chapter 193)
a. Former Fuss & O’Neill Comment: HR 193.10. The applicant is not proposing any changes to the

existing site driveways. We note that the driveway in front of the retail/office building exceeds the 50 foot
maximum width, and the number of existing driveways on the site exceeds the maximum allowed by the
Regulation.
Current Fuss & O’Neill Comment: The applicant has noted that this is a pre-existing
non-conforming condition and will not be affected by the current plan. The Town should
confirm that no additional action is required for this condition.

6. Zoning (ZO 334)
a. Former Fuss & O’Neill Comment: ZO 334-10.D and ZO 334-21. The applicant has shown multiple

mixed existing uses within the subject site.
Current Fuss & O’Neill Comment: The Town should confirm that no additional action
is required for this condition.

e. Former Fuss & O’Neill Comment: ZO 334-27. The applicant has shown several existing materials storage
structures located within the front and side setbacks of the subject lot.
Current Fuss & O’Neill Comment: The applicant has noted that the storage structures
are preexisting non-conforming structures that are not proposed to be altered. The Town
should confirm that no additional action is required for this condition.

The following items are resolved or have no further Fuss & O’Neill input:

1. Site Plan Review Codes and Administrative Requirements and Definitions
a. Hudson Regulation (HR) 275-6.I. The scope of this review does not include the adequacy of any fire

protection provisions for the site. No proposed measures were included in   Fuss & O’Neill’s review
package.

b. Former Fuss & O’Neill Comment: HR 275-8.C.(2) and ZO 334-15.A. The applicant has provided
parking calculations showing that 37.13 spaces are required and 42 spaces are proposed for the site. We
note that the plans show the existing house within the site as a 3-family, yet the parking calculations only
note this as 2 units of residential use. As the applicant has provided more parking than what is required
an additional residential unit within this home won’t impact the overall parking calculations, but the plan
only shows 4 spaces at the home presumably for residential parking.
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 Current Fuss & O’Neill Comment: The applicant has noted that the Town is requiring the
owner to change the multi-family unit to a two-family home which is what the calculations
were based on. The applicant has noted that should the multi-family use be allowed then
the correct number of parking spaces will be provided. No further Fuss & O’Neill
comment.

c. Former Fuss & O’Neill Comment: HR 275-8.C.(6). The applicant has not labeled any specific loading
spaces on the plan set, however we note that there is space adjacent to the building large enough to
accommodate a loading space in the dimensions required by the Regulation.

 Current Fuss & O’Neill Comment: The applicant has labeled a loading area next to the
building. No further Fuss & O’Neill comment.

d. Former Fuss & O’Neill Comment: HR 276-11.1.B.(13) and Zoning Ordinance (ZO) 334-60. The
applicant should provide a detail for the handicapped parking signs proposed for the site.

 Current Fuss & O’Neill Comment: The applicant has provided a sign detail. No further
Fuss & O’Neill comment.

4.  Utility Design/Conflicts
a. HR 275-9.E and 276-13. The applicant is not proposing any changes to the existing utilities servicing the

subject lot.

5. Drainage Design/Stormwater Management (HR 275-9.A./Chapter 290)
a. Former Fuss & O’Neill Comment: HR 275-9.A. and HR 290-4. The applicant has noted that a

waiver is requested for stormwater design. The applicant is not proposing any changes to the existing
stormwater features within the site other than the additional impervious area at the added parking spaces
on the south side of the retail/office building.
Current Fuss & O’Neill Comment: The applicant has noted that after reviewing the
Regulations they have determined that none of the 5 criteria in HR 290-3 apply for this
project and a waiver will not be necessary. Fuss & O’Neill concurs with this determination.
No further Fuss & O’Neill comment.

b. Former Fuss & O’Neill Comment: HR 290-5.K.(22). The applicant has not shown any snow storage
areas on the plan. Given the layout there appears to be ample room for snow storage within the site.

 Current Fuss & O’Neill Comment: The applicant has added snow storage areas to the plan
set. No further Fuss & O’Neill comment.

6. Zoning (ZO 334)
b. ZO 334-18.B. The applicant has noted that the subject parcel is located within the Residential- Two (R-2)

zoning district.
c. Former Fuss & O’Neill Comment: ZO 334-21. The applicant has shown an existing three-family house on

the site and noted this as containing two units in the parking calculations. The R-2 zoning district permits two-
family dwellings but does not permit multi-family dwellings.

 Current Fuss & O’Neill Comment: The applicant has noted that the Town is requiring the
owner to change the multi-family unit to a two-family home. Per the table of permitted
principal uses a multi-family use is prohibited and not subject to special exception. No
further Fuss & O’Neill comment.
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d. Former Fuss & O’Neill Comment: ZO 334-21. The applicant has shown or proposed other uses for the site
that are not permitted by the Ordinance within the R-2 zoning district. Existing non-permitted uses such as the
retail store, contractors yard/landscaping business and commercial truck storage are assumed to have been
previously approved by the Town for this site. The retail sale of food from the proposed food preparation use is
not permitted within the district and would require a Special Exception from the Town.
Current Fuss & O’Neill Comment: The applicant has noted that the Zoning Board of
Adjustment has granted a variance for the sale of food at this site, and provided a copy of
the Notice of Decision. No further Fuss & O’Neill comment.

f. ZO 334-35.B.(2). The applicant has shown wetlands and their associated buffers within a portion of the
subject site. The applicant is not proposing any impacts to these areas.

g. ZO 334-83. The applicant has noted that the subject parcel does not fall within a special flood hazard area.

7. Erosion Control/Wetland Impacts
b. The Town should reserve the right to require additional erosion control measures during construction.

9. State and Local Permits (HR 275-9.G.)
b. Additional local permitting may be required.

10. Other
a. None at this time.

Please feel free to call if you have any questions.

Very truly yours,

Steven W. Reichert, P.E.

SWR:mjt

Enclosure

cc: Town of Hudson Engineering Division – File
Keach-Nordstrom Associates, Inc.

Commerce Park North
Bedford, NH 03110
pmadsen@keachnordstrom.com
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