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TOWN OF NEWMARKET, NEW HAMPSHIRE
TOWN COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING

JANUARY 22, 2014

TOWN COUNCIL CHAMBERS

PRESENT: Council Chairman Gary Levy, Council Vice Chairman John Bentley, Councilor Dan Wright, Councilor Phil Nazzaro, Councilor Larry Pickering, Councilor Dale Pike, Councilor Ed Carmichael

Town Administrator Steve Fournier

Council Chairman Levy opened the meeting at 7:00 p.m., followed by the Pledge of Allegiance.

PUBLIC FORUM

Ellen Read said she had been trying to get an item on the agenda for some time concerning getting big money out of politics.  She said she had been told to submit her request and it would be put on the agenda, but this had not happened.  She said that she had been given the reason that municipalities had no authority to regulate political spending, which she agreed was true.  She said this was not an attempt to control spending, but a Resolution that would show the Town’s support for an Amendment.  She said this was on 50 ballots in New Hampshire and had been passed by 500 municipalities across the country. She wanted to know why this hadn’t been put on the agenda. Town Administrator Fournier said that Newmarket operated on the Town Council/Town Administrator manner of government and only budgetary items were on the Warrant for Town Meeting, while the New Hampshire towns that had this on the ballot had the traditional Town Meeting form of government and non-budgetary items could be placed on the Warrant by petition.  He added that he and the Council Chair reviewed items before preparing the agenda to see if they were at the appropriate level for the Council, but, by Council rules, any Resolution would have to be brought forward by a Councilor or staff member. He said there was some confusion on the petition process.  He said that since the subject was brought to this meeting, the Council could decide if it wanted to pursue it.  Ms. Read said she understood that there was no Warrant for this type of petition, but had gotten signatures to show that there was support.  She said she had been told that by doing this, the issue would be placed on the agenda.  Town Administrator Fournier said the Council was the legislative body and apologized if the process was misunderstood.  Ms. Read said there was wide support for this issue and they were trying to get local support, but it seemed that it would not be brought up.  
Council Chairman Levy said he was not sure what the Council could do, and suggested that Ms. Read talk with the Town Administrator.  He said he thought this was about public funding of campaigns and felt it would be more appropriate at the State/Federal level.  He added that at the Council level, there was basically no campaign funding.  He asked if Ms. Read was asking the Council to have a Resolution that showed support for getting big money out of politics.  Ms. Read said that she was asking for a Resolution that said the Town of Newmarket supports a Constitutional Amendment and encourages its legislative delegation to vote to approve.  She said that Constitutional rights were created for people, not artificial entities.  Council Chairman Levy felt this would be more effectively discussed with the delegation.  Ms. Read said there was support in the legislature, but there was a push for municipalities to offer additional support. Councilor Nazzaro asked for clarification that if a Councilor was amenable to some of the thoughts expressed, he could put forth a Resolution that would then go on the agenda, which was confirmed.  Council Vice Chairman Bentley said he would support the ideas brought forward but had some concerns as he represented the constituency and did not know if there was support in the community. Councilor Nazzaro said there could be a Public Hearing so the community could say what it thought, and Town Administrator Fournier said that if there was support on the Council, he would draw up a Resolution.  Ms. Read said she had sent more information about the Amendment to all the Council members.  The Supreme Court had ruled that this would have to be an Amendment to the Constitution, and she said that they were not looking to make this a municipal law, just asking for support.  Council Vice Chairman Bentley said that either he or Councilor Nazzaro would make sure this was on the agenda, and Town Administrator Fournier said the first reading would be on February 5th and discussion and the vote on February 19th. 
Bert Allen of Moody Point said a speaker at a Conservation Commission meeting had stated that about 4,000 cubic square feet of water went over the dam in one second.  He related this to the concerns about widening the road for the bike path.  DOT had told the Town that it would not have to contribute any funds toward this, but now the Town was forced to move water and sewer pipes at its own cost. He said that Newmarket would not have the State required 8’ for each lane of traffic, and felt this was a reason to have one-way traffic through this part of the road. He felt that the Town should challenge the State to pay for relocating the main.  
As there were no further comments, Council Chairman Levy closed the Public Forum at 7:17.

TOWN COUNCIL TO CONSIDER ACCEPTANCE OF MINUTES

Council Vice Chairman Bentley moved to accept the minutes of the December 18, 2013 Non-Public session.  Councilor Nazzaro seconded.  There was no discussion.  Town Administrator Fournier polled the Council.  Motion passed 6 – 0 – 1, with Councilor Pike abstaining as he had been excused from the meeting.
Council Vice Chairman Bentley moved to accept the minutes of the January 8, 2014 Regular Meeting.  Councilor Nazzaro seconded.  There was no discussion.  Town Administrator Fournier polled the Council.  Motion passed unanimously, 7 – 0.

REPORT OF THE TOWN ADMINISTRATOR

Town Administrator Fournier had requested information from Town Attorney Ratigan about having a Warrant Article giving the Council authority to establish a Village or Utility District for water and sewer.  He had replied that this was not necessary because the Council, as the legislative body, already had the authority under State Statute. Items for the Warrant were for bonds or other budgetary matters.  Town Administrator Fournier said the decision would require a great deal of research, and he recommended that, if the Council agreed, the review be put off until after the March election.  He said the Town Attorney would also be involved in the process. Councilor Pike asked if the process would start by a Councilor asking for a review, which it would.  Both he and Council Vice Chairman Bentley expressed agreement that it would be best to wait for the next Council.  
Town Administrator Fournier said that the Town Warrant would be finalized later in this meeting after the vote to recommend the Petition Warrant Article.  He reminded the public that the Deliberative Session would be on Saturday, February 8, 2014 in the High School.  The Town was scheduled to begin at 1:00 p.m. after the School.  He spoke about the Town or School advocating for Warrant Articles or candidates. He referred to a 2011 Municipal Association publication that stated a Town had the right to speak for itself, because if it could not do so, it could not function. Based upon Court rulings, it was acceptable for the Town to use its own tax dollars to endorse its own policies without violating the First Amendment.  Also, the Town was not required to offer equal opportunities to those opposed to the Government’s speech.  The Town could make factual statements necessary to allow voters to make a decision.  However, there were some limits.  The Town may not use tax dollars to unfairly promote the private speech of an individual or group rather than truly expressing the viewpoint of the Government.  In those cases, the Government must allow both sides to speak.  
He added that his office was neutral and the Town Government did not endorse candidates or positions unless voted on by the Council. The Town would not encourage citizens to vote for or against a Warrant Article, but provide the ramifications of either vote.  Council Vice Chairman Bentley said that a Council member could express an opinion by stating he was speaking as a taxpayer, parent, etc., and not as a Councilor or for the Town. Town Administrator Fournier said a Councilor was always a Councilor to the public, but had to make it clear that he was not speaking for the Town.  Council Chairman Levy asked where the line was drawn around free speech and what would be the final arbiter.  Town Administrator Fournier said it was a fine balance, but the final arbiter would be if someone filed a lawsuit.  There was no limitation on the number of items the Town can advocate or on the amount of money it could spend.  Councilor Nazzaro said that the factual side would be difficult, because facts were selected for a handout and it was necessary to be transparent and present supporting facts for both the Council’s and the contrary position in order to inform the public. Town Administrator Fournier said they could inform, but not push.  
Councilor Nazzaro asked if the Planning Board had met on the 21st, because he hadn’t seen the meeting on line.  Councilor Wright said they had met, but the meeting was taped because the School Board met at the same time.  Councilor Nazzaro asked how much legal fees were over budget and what the projections were.  Town Administrator Fournier said that as of this time they were about $6,000 over from 2 cases that existed prior to the change in Town Attorneys and he expected they would be over between $10,000 and $12,000 by the end of the fiscal year.  Both cases had settled. He said the new law firm had a conflict in representing the Town in reviewing tax exempt status for a few properties, so the Town would have to contract out. Council Chairman Levy said the Police call graph on page 19 of the packet seemed to be somewhat out of scale with the figures.  He asked if DOT had selected an engineering firm for the bike path, and Town Administrator Fournier said they were still reviewing firms.  

COMMITTEE REPORTS

Council Chairman Levy said that Consultant Peter Kwaas would be meeting with the EDC on January 23rd at 7:00 to present his report and this would be an opportunity for the public to ask questions. Councilor Pickering announced that the Budget Committee had met earlier to decide on the School Bond Warrant and had voted not to recommend by a vote of 6 – 5. Councilor Wright said the Planning Board had met and approved landscaping guidelines, rather than landscaping regulations.  He said they would continue with the golf club and Rockingham development at the February meeting.  Councilor Pike said the Conservation Commission had met at the same time as the Council.  Town Administrator Fournier had said in his report that he expected the Gomez and Sullivan preliminary report on the dam to be back at the end of January. To Councilor Pike’s question, he thought it might be later, but it would be on the agenda for a regular Council meeting. Councilor Carmichael asked when the retail center including a supermarket on Spring Street and a restaurant at the old gas station were supposed to be started.  Councilor Wright said both projects had been approved but he knew of no time line for the developers to start. Building permits have a time limit, but it is possible to get an extension.
PRESENTATION ON CHARTER COMMISSION WARRANT ARTICLES
Councilor Nazzaro, Vice Chairman of the Charter Commission, reported on the proposed 18 Charter Amendments and explanations, all of which could be found on the Town’s and Commission’s web sites.  The explanations had been eliminated from the slide presentation. This was one of many group presentations that would be made throughout Town, and handouts, including explanations, would be available at the Deliberative Session. (Some corrections and duplications in the handout the Council received will be corrected before that time.)A 2013 Warrant Article established the 9 member Charter Commission.  Along with its regular meetings, the Commission held 5 Public Hearings and gathered oral and written comments from the community.  It also reviewed Charters from other towns and met with experts from NHMA and MRI and the Town Attorney.  All suggested amendments were reviewed by the Town Attorney, the Secretary of State, the State Attorney General and DRA before the Final Report was submitted to the Town Council on December 30th in accordance with NH RSA 49B: 4. The Council would not vote on the amendments; the townspeople would vote at Town Meeting.  The general conclusions of the Commission were that Newmarket’s citizens were satisfied overall with how its Town government works.  The Commission found no reason to change the structure of government and the proposed changes and tightening of language were made to comply with State law, clarify the responsibilities of the Council and Town Administrator, provide the Council with additional flexibility and ensure accountability.  Each Article would contain a summary explanation of the changes to each section and a statement of approval by the Attorney General.  Each Article would be a summary or a reprint of the Charter, and where appropriate, some would have a strike through of old language with the amended language underlined. 
Article 1 (Section 1.2): The amendment confirmed that Newmarket had a Town Council form of government with a Town Administrator under RSA 49-D: 3.This was not stated in the present Charter. 

 Article 2 (Section 2.5.B.): The amendment struck the poll hours of 7:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. and instead gave the Council the authority to designate Town poll hours on an election by election basis after consulting with the Supervisors of the Check List and the Town Moderator. RSA 659: 4-a requires that polls open no later than 11:00 a.m. and close no earlier than 7:00 p.m. Councilor Nazzaro said that the percentage of votes that come in between 7 and 8 p.m. was less than a tenth of one percent.  Council Chairman Levy noted that many people go to the polls early, and then asked how this would affect the School District vote. Councilor Nazzaro said he knew the 2 Town Moderators meet before the Deliberative Session, and that could be a good time to coordinate poll hours with the Town Council and the School Board.  Council Chairman Levy asked if the Commission could add something saying that the Town and School would have the same times. Councilor Nazzaro said that nothing in the Charter Amendments could be changed as it was after the December 30th final submission date, and the language had been approved by the Attorney General. Also, the Charter could say nothing about the School in this matter. Generally, Towns and Schools have the same hours even though not required.
Article 3 (Section 2.6): The amendment struck the word “separate” before “ballots”, and added that the names of candidates be listed according to State law. This would prevent a further amendment if the State law changes.
Article 4 (Section 3.8): This Amendment clarified the difference between Resolutions and Ordinances, which are laws. 
Article 5 (Section 3.17): This Amendment confirmed the Council‘s authority to establish one or more Village Districts in accordance with RSA Chapter 52. Town Administrator Fournier read from a long list of Village Districts the State allows in addition to those for water and sewer.  He said these were usually formed because one part of town was not getting the same services as others.  Those in Village Districts would have an additional line on their tax bills to fund the District. The Council would make the decision as to whether a District was necessary. Once established, the District would have its own legislative body and hold its own and District member meetings. 
Article 6 (Sections 4.2, 4.3, 4.6, 4.8, 4.10, 4.11, 4.12): The Amendments clarified the authority, qualifications, responsibilities and duties for the position of Town Administrator. It specified that the Town Administrator must be reviewed at least annually, and clarified: his role in appointing Department Heads; the process of removing Department Heads; the limits on non-interference by the Council in Administrator duties, and the role of the Administrative Code in structuring Town work.  Councilor Nazzaro said this was mostly tightening of language to specify what the Town Administrator does.  To Councilor Carmichael’s questions, when the Town Administrator is away, he must appoint an Acting Town Administrator who does not have to be an employee or a resident.  The Article would not designate one person/position to be Acting Town Administrator.

Article 7 (Section 4.15.A.): This Amendment changed the Town Treasurer from an elected, at-large position to a position appointed by the Town Administrator and approved by the Council, solely on the basis of qualifications, education and experience.  Councilor Nazzaro stated that this was not to say that there were any problems or issues with the current Town Treasurer who was doing amazing work.  With the difficulty in finding people to run for office, there could come a time when someone unqualified and inexperienced with the increasingly technical work could be elected to the position. If this passed, the Council would be the check and balance for the voters. Council Chairman Levy noted that the word “he” was used in the amendment, but the Treasurer could be a woman.  The masculine was used throughout the Charter, although the “he” in this section was not part of the amended language.  He then asked what the qualification standards would be for the position, as his only concern was that this could allow a buddy system to occur.  Councilor Nazzaro said that having the Council approve the appointment would prevent this.  Town Administrator Fournier said if this passed, there would be a job description just as there is for every Department Head. 
Article 8 (Section 4.16): The Amendment stated that the Master Plan had to be reviewed every 10 years, and revised if necessary, which was in line with State recommendations. This did not mean that all Chapters had to be done at the same time, but could be done at the rate of one Chapter a year.  
Article 9 (Section 5.5): The proposed language required the Town Administrator or his designee to present to the Council at the beginning of every month a financial report showing the current estimated and actual income and expenses and the outstanding expenses and estimated future expenses.  Also, he or his designee would be responsible for submitting to the Council by October 1st of each year, a five-year financial forecast consisting of at least expenses, revenues, and resulting tax impact including capital expenditure forecasting provided by the Capital Improvement Plan.  Councilor Wright said he liked the five- year forecast and asked if the Commission had also discussed one for ten years. Councilor Nazzaro said he couldn’t recall if there was discussion about a ten-year forecast, and although he would like to have one, he felt it might be difficult to predict that far ahead at this point. Town Administrator Fournier said this did not preclude preparing longer forecasts.
Article 10 (Section 5.7): This Amendment would require that the Capital Improvement Plan be submitted to Budget Committee in addition to the Council so that it was looking at the long term impact and not just one year’s budget and impact. Also, this would include School facilities in the CIP, which is a requirement for implementing impact fees. As the Council votes to distribute impact fees, it should have some idea of the School facility CIP.  He said this was to ensure that when they were giving out impact fees that they were in compliance with the law.  
Article 11 (Section 6.2): This Amendment clarified that if an amendment to the Personnel Plan is not considered or acted on by the Council within 90 days, it is considered rejected.  The current Charter gave the process for approving an amendment, but gave no mention of the result if no action was taken.  Council Chairman Levy asked if this would also apply to the Master Plan, and Councilor Nazzaro said the only part of Section 8 amended was the 10 year review requirement. Council Chairman Levy said he was thinking about some parts of the Master Plan that were not accurate. 
Article 12 (Section 6.3, C): This Amendment eliminated Section C, as Section 4.8 states that both the Personnel Plan and compensation for Department Heads are the responsibility of the Town Administrator. This was one of the eliminated redundancies in the current Charter.

Article 13 (Section 6.4): This Amendment eliminated the statement that “rates of compensation comply with approved pay schedules” because they don’t exist.  In its place was the statement that “rates of compensation have been approved by the Town Administrator,” which reflects actual procedure. This was one of the responsibilities laid out in Section 4.8. Council Chairman Levy asked if this included bonuses, and Councilor Nazzaro said the Charter Commission had not discussed bonuses, but they were part of compensation. He said he did not want to speak on behalf of the Commission. He added that this was not a change, but a reaffirmation of the way things were always done.  If the Council wished to eliminate bonuses, it could do so by eliminating them from the budget.  Council Chairman Levy said that the Council had been given a heads up about these payments and/or merit increases, and wanted to know if the Council could weigh in. There was no distinction between bonuses and salaries made in the original Charter or the amendments.
Article 14 (Section 8.6):  Although the Commission had not discussed this section, it had been removed because the Town Attorney and Attorney General had advised that the recall of elected officials by the municipality is unlawful and unenforceable.  Councilor Nazzaro said he believed this came out of case law within the past few years.  Recall cannot be initiated by the public with a citizens’ petition, but the Town Council can recall a member independently based on the Section 3 covering behavior of Councilors. If a citizen wanted a Councilor recalled or removed, he could ask that a Councilor bring this forward.
Article 15 (Section 10.12): This Amendment removed the Section on reorganizing Town government and Town departments, as this was already addressed in Section 4.12 on the Administrative Code. 

Article 16 (Section 10.13): This Amendment removed the Section on reorganizing Town government, as this already addressed in Section 4.12 on the Administrative Code.

Article 17 (Section 11.1 D): This Amendment mandated, rather than authorized, the existence of a CIP Committee of 6 members, and replaced the language on membership. This recognized that the long-term as well as short-term decisions made were crucial to the health of the community.  In addition to the Town Council, Budget Committee and Planning Board each appointing one member and one alternate to a one-year term, the School Board would be invited to appoint one member and one alternate, as discussed earlier in relation to impact fees, so it would be represented in discussions.  Also, there would be 2 at-large members, each appointed by the Council for 3-year terms, to ensure continuity, and to not have staff members vote. The CIP Committee could appoint ex-officio members it felt were needed, subject to the approval of the Council. Council Chairman Levy asked if the School had its own CIP, and Councilor Nazzaro said he knew it had a plan, but it had never been overseen by the CIP Committee.  He said this was a liability to the Council when handing out impact fees without any visibility of the plan.  Charter Commission member, Leo Filion, said that the plan was not in compliance with RSA 674-7 concerning impact fees as it had not gone through the CIP Committee, and about $340,000 in impact fees had been given to the School. 
Article 18 (Section 11.1. H & G): This intention of this Amendment was to ensure that Newmarket was acting as a community and to foster communication. The Town Council would invite the School Board to a joint meeting at least annually, but could not mandate its attendance.  The agenda would cover current and the future year’s anticipated projects, with the subjects chosen by the Chairs.  
Councilor Nazzaro said that there were no fundamental changes to Town government in the Articles, but the Amendments were proposed for the Town to be in compliance with State laws and to reduce redundancies. Councilor Nazzaro said it had been an honor to serve on the Commission, and he knew that Mr. Filion and Chief Cyr felt the same way.  The Commission had between 16 and 20 meetings. He asked if Mr. Filion or Chief Cyr had anything else to add. Chief Cyr said the Commission had discussed everything in detail, starting with whether it felt the type of government should be changed, but found the townspeople were satisfied overall with the present type of government.  Council Chairman Levy thanked Councilor Nazzaro for his presentation, and Councilor Carmichael said that as a taxpayer, he appreciated the work of the Commission. 
OLD BUSINESS
Resolution #2013/2014-44 Accepting NH Dept of Safety E911 Map Set and Associated Data
Council Vice Chairman Bentley moved to accept Resolution #2013/2014-44 Accepting NH Dept of Safety E911 Map Set and Associated Data.  Councilor Pike seconded.

Discussion: Chief Cyr said that the map was prepared by State Emergency Management. It was mapping the entire State for the E 911 system in Concord, and some of the more important sites would have GPS coordinates.  The new mapping system would include new roads in addition to those that had existed.  Newmarket had been given a hard copy of the map, and also would have access to the data base in the dispatch center.  In order for the State to turn on the system in Newmarket, the Council would have to agree to accept the map.  Along with the map, the State had sent guidelines for naming streets in the future so that they did not sound like existing streets.  Also, there was a list of conflicts and inconsistencies in street names and street numbers.  The Council could change these if it wished, but Chief Cyr and Fire Chief Malasky had reviewed the conflicts and said they were not a problem for the departments.  The Council vote would allow Chief Cyr to have the State turn the system on so it could be used. 
Councilor Nazzaro read from the Resolution that there were some areas of concern in the Town that the Town would work to correct, and asked if accepting the map would bind them to anything. Town Administrator Fournier replied that they would be acknowledging the areas of concern and the State recommended the language. He said that even though the language said they would work to correct the areas of concern, they were under no obligation to do so.  He said the Town had no liability as it had sovereign immunity in this. He said they could amend the language if they wanted.  Councilor Nazzaro asked who else would be using this as the Police and Fire Departments already knew the area.  Chief Cyr said that this would be used if a 911 call goes to the Concord dispatch center, and they wanted to be sure that they were giving the correct information to the local departments.  They also wanted to ensure that in naming new streets, they could not be confused with other streets and that in numbering new buildings, that there is some consistency to reduce possible confusion.  Chief Cyr said that they go over addresses with new staff and towns providing aid follow Newmarket police and fire fighters.  To Councilor Nazzaro’s question, he said that this had never been a problem in Town.  Council Chairman Levy said he was guessing that someone coming in from out of town, such as the FBI, would use the system.  Chief Cyr said all the State was saying was that to someone coming into town, an address could possibly be confused with another place, although, as end users, those within the Town had never had a problem.  Town Administrator Fournier said this started with the introduction of GPS, and this meant that most people could find an address.  Councilor Nazzaro asked if Newmarket dispatch would be using E911 or if new equipment would be installed in the vehicles.  Chief Cyr said that Emergency Management updated software all the time, and accepting the system would allow Newmarket to see what they updated.  Council Chairman Levy asked if there was a downside to this, and Chief Cyr said there wasn’t.  He thought this was an opportunity to get something free from the State, but Councilor Nazzaro said that every time they get something potentially free from the State they eventually have to pay for it. 
Town Administrator Fournier polled the Council.  Motion passed 6 – 1, with Councilor Nazzaro voting against.

Resolution #2013/2014-45 Accepting Harvest Way as a Town Street
Council Vice Chairman Bentley moved to approve Resolution #2013/2014-45 Accepting Harvest Way as a Town Street.  Councilor Nazzaro seconded.

Discussion: DPW Director Rick Malasky explained that the plows and emergency vehicles had to drive through Epping to get to the part of Harvest Way that was in Newmarket. He said the road had been built to Newmarket’s specifications, but he had expressed concerns about emergency vehicles because Newmarket and Epping had different ideas of how streets should be taken care of in the winter. The developer had set up a Neighborhood Association that had paid Newmarket in the past to plow the area from the Newmarket town line to the portion of Harvest Way that was in Epping, but no longer wanted to pay.  Epping would not pay Newmarket either, so he said they would pick up their plows until they came back into Newmarket, a distance of about 2,000 feet.  He said he had some concerns, as sometimes Epping did not plow or sand the area. Town Administrator Fournier said there was a 2002 agreement that required Newmarket to plow and sand in perpetuity the 1,400 feet of Epping roads leading to Harvest Way and the more than 500 feet  of Harvest Way leading to Newmarket’s portion at no cost to Epping. Council Chairman Levy asked why they wouldn’t continue with the arrangement with the Association as they were getting some compensation, but was told that the residents felt they were paying taxes for this service and shouldn’t have to pay twice.  Councilor Levy said that if Epping doesn’t take care of the road, and the Association does not pay, it would put more of a burden on Newmarket.  Mr. Malasky said that Epping had several roads in the area that it had to maintain, but if there were 2 or 3 inches of snow, Epping wouldn’t plow, which concerned him.  
Councilor Nazzaro said there were 2 issues: accepting Harvest Way as a Town road and the Association not wanting to pay twice for the same service, and the plowing agreement that had been signed by a former Town Administrator and he wanted to know more about the agreement.  He didn’t know if the agreement was legal or if the Council had approved it.  He added that because of the time of year, a vote to accept the road would have a direct impact.  Councilor Wright asked what kind of the agreement the Homeowner’s Association had about paying for plowing.  Mr. Malasky said it was part of the development approval from the Planning Board as he had concerns at the time.  The developer, Mr. Chinburg, had set up the Homeowners’ Association and said it would pay to plow Epping Roads into the sub-division. He said this was at a time when Newmarket only needed a permit to plow Epping Roads at no cost.  He said he hadn’t been a part of the original permit, and didn’t know the legalities.  He added that residents knew about the agreement to pay for plowing when they bought their property.  He said that some residents had mixed views, because they could see the difference between each side of the town line. He that each town would respond to 911 calls for its own residents, but most of the houses were in Newmarket.  Councilor Pickering said he could understand the view of the Association and the view of the Town for emergency services. He thought the Town Administrator might be able to get more information.  Mr. Malasky said that, originally, the entrance to the road was going to be from Grant Road. Councilor Pike said it seemed that if they accepted the road, they might be stuck forever, and there were assurances made in order to build the development, but now the Association was saying it didn’t like the conditions.  Councilor Nazzaro asked if he could make a motion to table the Resolution to give the Town Administrator time to learn more about the agreement with Epping. Council Chairman Levy said he would like to know what the up side and down side were for the agreement.
Councilor Nazzaro moved to table the Resolution.  Council Vice Chairman Bentley seconded.  Town Administrator Fournier polled the Council.  Motion passed unanimously, 7 – 0. 
NEW BUSINESS: Ordinances and Resolutions in the 1st Reading: Resolution #2013/2014-47 Recommendation on Petitioned Warrant Article for $5,326 Contribution to Rockingham Nutrition and Meals on Wheels (TA Request to Suspend Rules)

Council Chairman Levy read the Resolution in full.  Councilor Nazzaro moved to suspend the rules and vote on the recommendation.  Council Vice Chairman Bentley seconded.  Town Administrator Fournier polled the Council.  Motion passed unanimously, 7-0.

Discussion: Councilor Pickering said he was sad that the organization had to go through this, but also upset that someone had given them a check the previous year when they had not requested it.  Town Administrator Fournier said that the year before he started in the position, there was no line item in the budget and no appropriation, so for the current fiscal year there was also no appropriation or contribution. His understanding was that a contribution was made during the previous year, because the Town felt it had made a mistake in the budget.  Councilor Nazzaro understood that work was being done to verify non-profit status and the process, but he cited all the good work of Meals on Wheels and how much the contribution would mean to them.  He said he would wholeheartedly support this. Town Administrator Fournier verified that the Warrant said the contribution would be $5,623. Councilors spoke about all the help the organization provides to the community and offered support of the Article. To Councilor Pike’s question, Town Administrator Fournier said they had to have a Petition Warrant Article this year, as the request came in late, but they would be in next year’s budget.   
Town Administrator Fournier polled the Council.  Motion passed unanimously, 7 – 0. 

ADJOURNMENT: Councilor Nazzaro moved to adjourn and Council Vice Chairman Bentley seconded.  Meeting adjourned at 8:55 p.m.

Respectfully submitted, Ellen Adlington, Recording Secretary
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