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2750 MAIN STREET | PO BOX 22 | SPRINGFIELD, NH 03284
PHONE (603)763-4805 | www.springfieldnh.org
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PLANNING BOARD MEETING MINUTES
Thursday, August 20, 2026, 7:00 p.m.
Springfield Memorial Building

NOTE: The following minutes are in draft form. They are subject to review and approval by
the Planning Board at a future meeting. Changes may be made prior to final approval.

PRESENT: AGENDA:

Steve Dzubak — Vice-Chair 1. Appointments:

Mike Howard —Member e 7:00 p.m. TAP Properties — Site Plan
John Trachy — Member Application Hearing

Tim Josephson — Upper Valley LSRPC
2. Review of July 16, 2026, Minutes

ABSENT:
Tanner Jacques — Chair 3. Review of Zoning Ordinance for
Ken Jacques — Member 2026 edits

Darrin Patten — Member

Jen Roberts — Ex Officio
Tim Bray — Zoning Coordinator

e The meeting was called to order at 7:02 p.m. by Vice-Chair Dzubak.
e Vice-Chair Dzubak noted that the applicant TAP Properties was unable to attend the
noticed public hearing and requested to continue the hearing to the next planning board

meeting scheduled for Thursday, September 17, at 7:00 p.m.

e Vice-Chair Dzubak noted that there was not a quorum of Planning Board members in
attendance, and therefore no voting or business could be conducted.

o John Trachy requested to read a statement to be entered into the minutes. John Trachy
read his prepared statement. The statement is included in the minutes as appendix A.

* Vice-Chair Dzubak stated that he would reserve any response or comment to
John’s statement until the next Planning Board meeting where there would

be a quorum of members present.

e The meeting was adjourned at 7:09 p.m.

Submitted by: Emily Rogers, Administrative Assistant


http://www.springfieldnh.org/

Appendix A
Statement by John Trachy, Board member, August 20, 2026

| am submitting this written statement for the record and request that the minutes reflect that | read and
submitted it, with the statement attached to the minutes as an appendix. | am not asking the Board to agree
with it or adopt it as a finding.

The Select Shepherds application was accepted as complete on May 21, making July 25 the sixty-fifth day. The
Board voted to approve the application with conditions on July 16, so | am not suggesting that the Board failed
to act within the 65-day period.

I do, however, have concerns about the procedure followed on July 16 and whether the resulting approval
with conditions is legally sufficient.

At the June 18 meeting, the Board unanimously closed the public hearing and moved into deliberations. At the
July 16 meeting, without a recorded motion to reopen the public hearing, the applicant’s attorney was
permitted to provide substantial additional information and to participate at length in the discussion of the
conditions of approval. At the same time, the public was told that public comment was closed and was not
given an opportunity to respond.

My concern is that this allowed the applicant to supplement the record and influence the conditions being
considered by the Board without giving abutters and other interested persons the same opportunity to
respond. That raises a question under RSA 676:4 and under the Board’s own Rules of Procedure, particularly
because the Board voted on the application immediately afterward.

| am also concerned that the July 16 decision does not clearly contain the written findings and detailed
statement of conditions required by RSA 676:3, or clearly identify what must be done, what evidence will
establish compliance, who determines compliance, and what must be completed before the final plat may be
signed.

Because the 65-day period has now expired, | do not think the Board should simply rescind, rewrite, or
supplement the July 16 approval without first obtaining advice from Town Counsel. Doing so could create an
additional issue concerning the statutory deadline.

I therefore request that:

1. This statement and my objection be included in the minutes;

2. No final plat be signed or certified until Town Counsel has reviewed these procedural and decision-
writing issues;

3. Town Counsel advise the Board whether an applicant waiver or other action is necessary because the
65-day period has expired; and

4. The Board considers whether reconsideration and a properly noticed, limited public hearmg are
appropriate so that all interested parties have an equal opportunity to address any additional
information or proposed conditions before a final decision is made,

My purpose in raising these concerns is not to reopen the merits of the application tonight. [ want to make
sure that the Board’s decision is clear, enforceable, and reached through a process that is fair to both the
applicant and the public.
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