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REPORT OF THE ANNUAL TOWN MEETING 

FOR THE TOWN OF RYE, NEW HAMPSHIRE 

 
January 30, 2016 and March 8, 2016 

 

 

DELIBERATIVE SESSION 

 

At 9:10 a.m. on the 30th day of January, 2016 at the Junior High School gymnasium, Moderator Eaton 

convened the meeting and led those in attendance in reciting the Pledge of Allegiance.  He thanked 

everyone for coming to the meeting. 

 

Moderator Eaton continued the tradition of reading the list of our friends and neighbors who had 

passed away during 2015.  A moment of silence was observed in their memory.  He then introduced all 

those seated on the stage starting to his left:  Town Clerk/Tax Collector Elizabeth Yeaton.   

I can’t move on to the other officials on the stage without first saying a few words about 

Beth.  As many of you know, Beth is retiring at the end of April, after serving the Town of Rye for 

26 years.  She first entered the service of the Town in 1990 as the Town Tax Collector.  A year 

later, she added Deputy Town Clerk to her duties.  In 1992, when the Town combined the offices 

of Clerk and Tax Collector, she became both Deputy Clerk and Deputy Tax Collector, positions 

she held until 2008 when Jane Ireland retired and the Board of Selectmen appointed Beth to take 

Jane’s place.  Beth was elected in her own right as Town Clerk and Tax Collector in 2009, and 

was re-elected in 2012 and again in 2015.  In 2014, she added the position of School District 

Clerk to her duties.  She also served as the Clerk of the Town Hall Committee.  Every time Beth 

ran for office, she was unopposed, and every time she garnered the most votes of any candidate 

on the ballot.  And for good reason.  Beth has been the face of the Town of Rye.  Everyone who 

comes into the Town Clerk’s office – to register a car, to license a dog, to get a beach permit, or 

to pay their taxes – sees Beth.  She helps each person through their issues with a smile on her 

face, even at the end of a long day.  She runs the Clerk’s office professionally and 

efficiently.  But I think the most important quality she brings to her job is the way she cares 

about the people of Rye.  I think she knows the name of each and every person who has ever 

come into the Clerk’s office, as well as the name of their spouse, how many kids they have, and 

the breed of their dog. 

As Town Moderator, I have had the good fortune to have Beth at my side at every 

election, and at the Deliberative Session, for the past eight years.  When I started, Beth hardly 

knew me, but from Day One she offered me her knowledge, her guidance and her unflinching 

support.  Elections in the Town of Rye run incredibly well, mostly because of Beth Yeaton.  From 

2008 to today, her support of the election process, and for me as Moderator, have been 

unflagging.  For the minutes she transcribes after the Deliberative Session every year she should 

be given a combat medal.  I am proud to call her my friend.  Today is Beth’s last Deliberative 

Session.  In recognition of what she has done for us over the last 26 years, please stand up and 

give her the ovation she so richly deserves. 

Moderator Eaton presented a bouquet of flowers to Mrs. Yeaton.  
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Selectman Jenness also thanked Beth for her years of service to the town and wished her well as she 

enters into retirement. As a retirement gift from the Board of Selectmen, Mrs. Jenness presented her 

with a copy of Parsons History of Rye. 

 

Beth Yeaton expressed thanks to both Moderator Eaton and Selectman Jenness for their kind 

sentiments and gifts. 

 

Moderator Eaton continued by introducing Town Counsel Michael Donovan, Board of Selectmen 

Chair Priscilla Jenness, Selectmen Craig Musselman and Joe Mills, Finance Director/Assistant Town 

Administrator Cyndi Gillespie and Town Administrator Michael Magnant.  Following the 

introductions, he read a list of candidates running for both town and school offices.  He invited those in 

attendance to meet and hear from the candidates at a forum hosted by the Rye Civic League on 

February 29
th

, at 7:00 p.m. at the Rye Public Library.  He advised that the town and school election 

will be held on Tuesday, March 8
th

 from 8:00 a.m. until 7:00 p.m. at the Rye Elementary School.  In 

addition, he encouraged all to attend the School Deliberative Session to be held on Wednesday, 

February 3
rd

 at 6:30 p.m. at the Jr. High School.  In case of inclement weather, that meeting will be 

held the next day, February 4
th

. 

 

Next Moderator Eaton stated his rules for the meeting.  Copies were available for those who wished to 

read along.  He read as follows: 

 

  

MODERATOR’S RULES 

 

Next, I’d like to go over the rules.  If you don’t have a copy of the rules, they’re available, along with 

copies of the warrant, at the check-in table. 

 

1.  Meeting Purpose.  The purpose of this meeting is to discuss and debate the articles on the 

town warrant.  However, because Rye has adopted the SB2 Deliberative Session form of government, 

this meeting may not exclude articles from the ballot.  Up or down voting on an article only occurs at 

the March election.  Nonetheless, you may amend most articles to change how they appear on the 

ballot. 

 

2.  Moderator’s Rules.  By state law, the Moderator sets the rules and procedures of the 

meeting.  I won’t follow Robert’s Rules of Order or any other complicated rules of parliamentary 

procedure.  Instead, we will follow my rules.  I may not run a perfect meeting, but I will do my best to 

run a fair meeting.  Ultimately though, this is your meeting.  By majority vote, you can change my 

rules, or overrule any decision I make.   

 

3.  Procedure.  I will read each article in the order that it appears on the warrant, unless 

somebody moves to take an article out of order.  After reading an article, I will ask for a motion to 

move it to the floor for debate.  Like all motions, it must be seconded.  I will then recognize the 

article’s sponsor.  After that, everyone here is invited to speak. If you want to speak to an article, come 

line up behind the microphone.  When it’s your turn, introduce yourself by name and street address. I 

will recognize everybody who wants to speak to an article before I permit someone to speak twice.  

Please address all comments to me, not to other people here.   
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In the past, I have not set a time limit for speaking, but have asked you to use your common 

sense. I realize that what constitutes a reasonable amount of time may differ depending on the 

complexity of the subject matter, so I still am not setting a hard and fast time limit.  However, I ask you 

to try to say what you need to say in 3 or 4 minutes, or less.  And if I ask you to wrap it up, that means 

I’m giving you one minute to wrap it up, after which I will ask you, as politely as possible, to sit down. 

 

I also remind you that we are here in the spirit of fair debate.  I realize that people may feel 

very passionate about some of the articles on the warrant today.  However, I urge you not to let your 

passion get the better of you – I expect everybody to be civil and courteous, not to raise their voices, 

and to avoid bitterness, and I will not permit personal attacks against people or their motives.  When 

there is no more discussion on an article, I will order it to be placed on the ballot, either as written or 

as amended. 

 

4.  Amendments.  Any registered voter can move to amend an article. All amendments must be 

in writing, even if they are very simple – that way there won’t be any confusion when the minutes are 

being prepared.  I will read the amendment, and then open the floor for discussion.  When you are 

ready to vote, I will restate the amendment. There are 5 limits to amendments. 1
st
, articles whose 

words are prescribed by law may not be amended. 2
nd

, to avoid confusion, I will not permit 

amendments to amendments before the original amendment is voted on. 3
rd

, an amendment may not 

add a new subject. 4
th

, you cannot increase the budget, including warrant articles, by more than 10%. 

Finally, amendments cannot eliminate an article’s subject matter. This means that you cannot amend 

an article to delete all but a few words of the text and you cannot insert the word “not” into an article; 

nor can you offer any other amendment that would “nullify” an article or “render it senseless.” 

However, changing the dollar amount of an appropriation does not eliminate its subject matter.   

 

5.  Voting.  If you haven’t already done it, check in at the clerk’s table, get a GREEN voting 

card, and sign it.  To vote, I will ask you to raise your card.  I will only vote if my vote will break or 

create a tie.  We will vote by secret ballot if, before voting on an article, 5 voters present sign a written 

request for a secret ballot.   

 

6.  Recounts / Questioning a Vote.  A recount will be taken of non-secret ballot votes if 7 

voters, either orally or in writing, make such a request.  Such recounts will be conducted by secret 

ballot.  The recount of a secret ballot will be taken on the request of 5 voters.   

 

7.  Reconsideration.  Any voter can move to reconsider a vote.  You do not need to have been 

in the majority to make such a motion.  However, I will not permit multiple motions to reconsider. 

 

8.  Restricting Reconsideration.  You may also move to restrict reconsideration of an article.  

Such a motion may be made after I order an article to be placed on the ballot.  It is not debatable.  If 

the motion carries, this meeting may not reconsider that article later. 

 

9.  Calling the Question.  This is the same as moving to end debate.  This motion is not 

debatable.  It requires a two-thirds majority to pass.  If the question is called, I will let the person who 

is speaking finish before I call for a vote.  It will be up to you decide whether there is to be further 

discussion on the article. 
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10.  Non-Voters Who Wish to Speak.  Sometimes a person who is not a registered Rye voter 

may wish to speak. I will ask if there is any objection.  If nobody objects, I will permit that person to 

speak.  If there is an objection, I will call for a vote.  The will of the majority will prevail.  However, I 

will allow Town department heads who do not live in Rye to speak to issues relating to their 

departments. 

 

11.  Your Meeting.  I remind you that this is your meeting.  You may appeal any ruling I make, 

and I will entertain any motion that is made.   

 

Now, let’s get started.  

 

Articles 1 and 2 simply invite voters to the town and school elections on March 8
th

 – there is 

nothing to discuss or debate.   

 

Article 3 relates to 5 amendments to the Rye Zoning Ordinance recommended by the Planning 

Board. Traditionally, such amendments have not been discussed at the Deliberative Session because, 

by law, they cannot be amended – they must appear on the ballot as written.  In the old Town Meeting 

days, they had actually been voted on at the election before Town Meeting even occurred.  However, 

you have the right to discuss them if you want to.  In the past, when I invited you to do that, you have 

voted not to.  SO, if somebody wants to make a motion to discuss any of the amendments in Article 3, 

now is the time to do it.  Otherwise, we will move straight to Article 4.   

 

 

Moderator Eaton read Article 4. 

 

ARTICLE 4.   To see if the Town will vote to authorize the selectmen to acquire a 1.4 

acre parcel of land at 541 Washington Road, adjacent to the existing Rye Public Safety Building, 

in order to land bank the property for future use, and further, to raise and appropriate the sum of 

four hundred sixty thousand dollars ($460,000) for the purchase.  Future uses shall be for Town 

of Rye public purposes with due consideration of the historic, residential character of the 

neighborhood.  This appropriation is in addition to the operating budget.  (Majority vote 

required). 
 

This article is recommended by the Selectmen (3-0) 

This article is recommended by the Budget Committee.  (9-0) 

 

 

Article 4 was moved to the floor for discussion by Selectman Musselman. His motion was seconded 

by Selectman Mills. 

 

Selectman Musselman stated this article was Selectman Mills’s idea.  The piece of property is located 

next to the Public Safety Building and is currently owned by the estate of Carl Eric Johnson.  The 

family’s intent is to sell the property, whether to the Town of Rye or any other interested party if this 

article fails.  Mr. Musselman felt this would be the only opportunity to acquire this abutting property in 

the coming future.  If the Town doesn’t buy it, someone else will and in all likelihood it would remain 

residential property.  Currently the Town has no particular purpose in mind for the use of this property 
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but he feels it is a good opportunity to purchase it. He urged resisting any amendment that would 

reduce the amount of money in this article to an amount that would prohibit the purchase of this 

property. 

 

Tom King, Lori Carbajal, Karen Stewart, Ray Jarvis, Ann Hoyt and Charles Sleeper spoke against the 

article. They had grave concerns over increasing traffic creating safety problems in the area if this 

property was earmarked for any non-residential use.  Many residents bicycle and walk in the area, 

especially children on the way to school and the library.  The center of town should retain its 

residential, rural and historical character. 

 

Selectman Jenness urged voters to refer to page 100 in the Master Plan.  It refers to development in the 

Town Center such as proposed in this article. Many visioning sessions went in to the preparation of the 

Master Plan. 

 

A few residents, including Jeff Quinn urged support of the article stating it was a good investment for 

the town.  

 

Selectman Musselman stated there was never intent to build a new town hall at this location when the 

article was written. 

 

Several residents disagreed with Mr. Musselman.  They felt this was exactly the intent of the article. 

 

Frank Drake moved the question and was seconded by Jane Ireland.  Moderator Eaton called for a 

vote on moving the question.  He declared the motion to end debate passed. 

 

Peter Crawford asked for a recount because he disagreed with Moderator Eaton’s declaration that the 

motion passed.  Moderator Eaton called for a recount and asked two people to count the vote on their 

side of the meeting room. The vote was 55 “yes” to 33 “no”.  Moderator Eaton again declared the 

motion passed. 

 

Moderator Eaton ordered Article 4 placed on the ballot as written. 

 

Craig Musselman, seconded by Ray Tweedie, called for a motion to restrict reconsideration on 

Article 4. The motion carried.  

 

(This was later overturned by the Moderator because he earlier erred in announcing the vote to call 

the question had passed. See continued discussion of Article 4 following Article 5.) 

 

 

Article 5 was read by Moderator Eaton. 

 

ARTICLE 5.  To see if the Town will vote to raise and appropriate the sum of two 

hundred seventy-five thousand dollars ($275,000) to purchase a new rescue ambulance for the 

Fire Department to replace the existing 2008 ambulance and to authorize the withdrawal of the 

two hundred seventy-five thousand dollars ($275,000) from Special Revenue Fund 14, The New 
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Ambulance Vehicle Fund created in 2005 for this purpose.  This appropriation is in addition to 

the operating budget.  This article has no tax impact.   (Majority vote required.)   
 

This article is recommended by the Selectmen (3-0) 

This article is recommended by the Budget Committee. (8-0) 

 

It was moved by Selectman Jenness and seconded by Selectman Musselman to place the article on the 

floor for discussion. 

 

Mrs. Jenness stated that since 2005, all money in the Cell Tower Special Revenue Fund has been 

restricted to new ambulance purchases. 

 

Fire Chief Tom Lambert explained the rationale for purchasing a new ambulance. The current 

ambulance is a 2008 and has almost 92,000 miles on it.  While that mileage may seem low, he pointed 

out these vehicles are not like family cars.  The Department doesn’t have the luxury of warming up the 

ambulance before getting up to emergency speed in a matter of seconds.  Moving equipment on and off 

the ambulance also takes its toll.  The ambulance averages approximately 475 calls each year.  Each 

year they budget $3,000 for maintenance and repair to the vehicle.  Last year $9,000 was spent and the 

ambulance was out of service for 25 days.  The industry standard lifetime for an ambulance is 7 to 8 

years. This ambulance is at the end of that length of service.  He reminded residents there is a 6 to 8 

month length of time between ordering a new ambulance and putting one in service. 

 

Peter Crawford, seconded by Steve Borne, offered an amendment. It would change the last sentence 

to state: This article has no 2016 tax impact, the money having been set aside in prior years. 

 

After discussion which included the cost of a new ambulance ($275,000 for the vehicle itself only), 

current balance of the fund ($331,832) and the transfer of most of most of the equipment on the current 

ambulance to the new vehicle, Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the amendment.  The amendment 

carried. The amended article reads: 

 

To see if the Town will vote to raise and appropriate the sum of two hundred seventy-five 

thousand dollars ($275,000) to purchase a new rescue ambulance for the Fire Department to 

replace the existing 2008 ambulance and to authorize the withdrawal of the two hundred 

seventy-five thousand dollars ($275,000) from Special Revenue Fund 14, The New Ambulance 

Vehicle Fund created in 2005 for this purpose.  This appropriation is in addition to the operating 

budget. This article has no 2016 tax impact, the money having been set aside in prior years.   

(Majority vote required.)   

 

 

After discussion on ambulance runs to Webster at Rye and Sanctuary Care, Moderator Eaton 

ordered Article 5 to be placed on the ballot as amended. 

 

Scott Marion, seconded by Randy Crapo, called for a motion to restrict reconsideration on Article 5. 

The motion carried. 
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Ben Chichester complained that he had not been given the opportunity to address Article 4 before the 

motion to end debate was voted on.  He felt he should have been allowed to speak because he was 

waiting near the microphone as instructed by Moderator Eaton in his rules. 

 

Moderator Eaton misunderstood Mr. Chichester and thought he was talking about Article 5.  He said 

that Mr. Chichester could not speak to Article 5 because debate had been ended by the vote of the 

meeting. 

 

Moderator Eaton then announced that he had made a mistake in ending debate on Article 4.  He forgot 

that ending debate after the question is called requires a 2/3 majority rather than a simple 

majority.  The vote was 55 to 33 in favor of ending debate, which was not a 2/3 majority.  He 

apologized for his error, stating that the motion to call the question actually had not passed, that the 

debate on Article 4 should not have been ended, and that the vote to restrict reconsideration was 

therefore invalid.  He then stated that he was reopening the discussion on Article 4. 

 

Selectman Musselman made a motion, seconded by Selectman Jenness, to override the moderator. 

 

Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the motion.  The motion failed. 

 

Mark Josephs and Ben Chichester spoke against this article expressing concerns that a town hall on 

this property would diminish the rural and historic make up of Rye Center. They felt it was an affront 

to homeowners in the area and Selectmen should not be allowed to disrupt neighborhoods. 

 

 

Mark Josephs, seconded by Charles Sleeper, offered an amendment to reduce the appropriation in 

this article to $50,000. After discussion, Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the amendment.  The 

amendment failed. 

 

An amendment was presented by Peter Crawford, seconded by Betty Anderson.  This amendment 

would add language to clarify the makeup and location of the property as well as future use of the site. 

 

Moderator Eaton read the article as amended: 

To see if the Town will vote to authorize the selectmen to acquire a 1.4 acre parcel of land, 

together with the house and any other buildings thereon, at 541 Washington Road, adjacent to, 

and to the northeast of, the existing Rye Public Safety Building, in order to land bank the 

property for future use, and further, to raise and appropriate the sum of four hundred sixty 

thousand dollars ($460,000) for the purchase.  The future uses, which may include a site for a 

new Town Hall, shall be for Town of Rye public facility purposes with due consideration of the 

historic, residential character of the neighborhood.  This appropriation is in addition to the 

operating budget.  (Majority vote required). 
 

This article is recommended by the Selectmen (3-0) 

This article is recommended by the Budget Committee.  (9-0) 

 

 

After discussion, Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the amendment. The amendment carried. 
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An additional amendment to lower the appropriation in the article, presented by Lori Carbajal, 

seconded by Peter Crawford, failed. 

 

Hearing no further discussion, Moderator Eaton ordered Article 4 placed on the ballot as 

amended. 

 

Joe Mills moved to restrict reconsideration on Article 4.  Randy Crapo gave a second to the motion. 

 

Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the motion to restrict reconsideration.  The motion passed. 

 

 

Moderator Eaton read Article 6. 

 

ARTICLE 6.   To see if the Town will vote to raise and appropriate the sum of one 

hundred seventy-five thousand dollars ($175,000) to purchase a new truck with plow and 

spreader to replace a 2002 six wheel dump truck and to authorize the withdrawal of one hundred 

seventy-five thousand dollars ($175,000) from the Highway Equipment Capital Reserve Fund 

created in 1994 for this purpose.  This appropriation is in addition to the operating budget.  This 

article has no tax impact.  (Majority vote required.) 
 

This article is recommended by the Selectmen (3-0) 

This article is recommended by the Budget Committee. (8-0) 

 

A motion to move Article 6 to the floor for discussion was received by Selectman Mills and seconded 

by Scott Marion. 

 

Selectman Mills explained this was a housekeeping article done every year.  Highway Director Dennis 

McCarthy also spoke to this article for clarification purposes. 

 

Peter Crawford offered an amendment which was seconded by Sam Winebaum.  Said amendment 

would change the last sentence to read: 

 

 “This article has no 2016 tax impact, the money having already been set aside”. 

 

Selectman Mills felt this amendment would complicate the article and urged defeat of the amendment. 

 

Hearing no further discussion, Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the amendment. The amendment 

failed. 

 

No more discussion ensued.   

 

Moderator Eaton ordered Article 6 placed on the ballot as written. 

 

 

 

Article 7 was read by Moderator Eaton. 
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ARTICLE 7.   To see if the Town will vote to raise and appropriate the sum of one 

hundred fifty thousand dollars ($150,000) for the purpose of replacing one or both existing 

culverts under Red Mill Lane by public bid by construction contractors.  Said sum to include 

engineering services for bidding and inspecting of the project. This appropriation is in addition to 

the operating budget. (Majority vote required.) 
 

This article is recommended by the Selectmen (3-0) 

This article is recommended by the Budget Committee.  (8-0) 

 

It was moved by Selectman Musselman and seconded by Randy Crapo to place the article on the floor 

for discussion. 

 

Selectman Musselman explained this article refers to the 2
nd

 issue in the management plan regarding 

culverts and drainage. The 1
st
 issue was attended to last year when the culvert near Petey’s Market was 

replaced. 

 

Randy Crapo explained these projects are included in the Capital Improvement Plan.  Members of the 

CIP Committee review and project capital improvements envisioned over the next 10 years.  It is their 

job to prioritize these projects and report their findings to the Board of Selectmen on a yearly basis. 

 

Peter Crawford asked for the costs associated with the project and the reason the article was written 

mentioning “one or two” culverts. 

 

Highway Director Dennis McCarthy replied he expects each culvert will cost approximately $150,000 

to complete.  He decided to include both in the bidding proposals so they will be prepared ahead of 

time for next year’s project. It is his intention to replace only one culvert this year. 

 

Hearing no further discussion, Moderator Eaton ordered Article 7 placed on the ballot as written. 

 

Phil Winslow, seconded by Frank Drake, called for a motion to restrict reconsideration on Articles 

6 & 7.  The motion carried. 

 

 

Moderator Eaton read Article 8. 

 

ARTICLE 8.  To see if the Town will vote to rescind the authorization of the issuance of 

bonds and notes for the purpose of purchasing a new loader/backhoe in the amount of One 

Hundred Ten Thousand Dollars ($110,000) as authorized by Article 4 of the 2011 annual town 

meeting.  (3/5 vote required).   
 

Note:  The loader/backhoe was purchased through a lease/purchase program and the original 

bond authorization needs to be withdrawn. 
 

This article is recommended by the Selectmen (3-0) 

This article is recommended by the Budget Committee.  (8-0) 
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A motion to move Article 8 to the floor for discussion was received by Selectman Jenness and 

seconded by Selectman Musselman. 

 

Selectman Jenness explained this article is for housekeeping purposes only.  Since a lease/purchase 

option was used instead of a straight purchase, no bond or note was required.  The prior authorization 

needs to be rescinded. 

 

No further discussion was called for.  Moderator Eaton ordered Article 8 placed on the ballot as 

written. 

 

Paul Goldman moved to restrict reconsideration on Article 8.  Phil Winslow gave a second to the 

motion. 

 

Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the motion to restrict reconsideration.  The motion passed. 

 

 

Article 9 was read by Moderator Eaton. 

 

ARTICLE 9.  To see if the Town will vote to raise and appropriate the sum of one 

hundred thousand dollars ($100,000) to be added to the Fire Truck Capital Reserve Fund 

established by Town vote in 1965.  This appropriation is in addition to the operating budget.  

(Majority vote required.) 
 

This article is recommended by the Selectmen (3-0) 

This article is recommended by the Budget Committee.  (9-0) 

 

It was moved by Selectman Mills and seconded by Selectman Musselman to place the article on the 

floor for discussion. 

 

Selectman Mills stated this is another housekeeping article.  Money is added to this capital reserve 

fund each year to avoid a big hit when a new fire truck is to be purchased. 

 

Discussion followed concerning the possibility of using money from the Cell Tower Special Revenue 

Fund and adding that money to the Fire Truck Capital Reserve Fund.  Finance Director Cyndi 

Gillespie advised that money in the cell tower fund is restricted to the purchase of a new ambulance.   

 

Peter Crawford asked when we expect to purchase a new fire truck.  Selectman Musselman said it is 

listed on the CIP for 2018. 

 

After further discussion on money from the Cell Tower Special Revenue Fund, Selectman Musselman 

stated it would take a new warrant article to be presented at a future deliberative session to repurpose 

the use of that fund. 

 

Hearing no further discussion, Moderator Eaton ordered Article 9 placed on the ballot as written. 

 

Paul Goldman moved to restrict reconsideration on Article 9.  Phil Winslow gave a second to the 

motion. 



11 

 

 

Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the motion to restrict reconsideration on Article 9.  The motion 

passed. 

 

 

Moderator Eaton read Article 10. 

 

ARTICLE 10.  To see if the Town will vote to raise and appropriate the sum of seventy-

five thousand dollars ($75,000) to be added to the Highway Equipment Capital Reserve Fund 

created in 1994.  This appropriation is in addition to the operating budget.  (Majority vote 

required.) 

This article is recommended by the Selectmen (3-0) 

This article is recommended by the Budget Committee.  (8-0) 

 

 

It was moved by Selectman Jenness and seconded by Selectman Musselman to place the article on the 

floor for discussion. 

 

Selectman Jenness stated this fund currently has $264,825 in it.  If Article 6 is passed, $175,000 will be 

used to purchase a new truck for the Highway Department leaving a balance of $89,825 in this fund.  If 

this article passes the balance would then be $164,825. 

 

A short discussion followed on what happens when old equipment is taken out of service.  Selectman 

Mills advised it is sold and the money goes in to the General Fund. 

 

Hearing no further discussion, Moderator Eaton ordered Article 10 placed on the ballot as written. 

 

Frank Drake moved to restrict reconsideration on Article 10.  Brian Klinger gave a second to the 

motion. 

 

Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the motion to restrict reconsideration.  The motion passed. 

 

 

 

A motion was presented by Steve Borne, seconded by Peter Crawford, to take Articles 22 & 23 out of 

order and be placed before Article 11.  Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the motion.  The motion 

failed. 

 

Moderator Eaton began reading Article 11.  A motion to waive the further reading of the article was 

received from Selectman Musselman.  Selectman Jenness seconded the motion.  Moderator Eaton 

called for a vote on the motion.  The motion passed. 

 

ARTICLE 11. To see if the Town will vote to raise and appropriate the sum of sixty 

thousand dollars ($60,000) to retain a licensed architectural firm to study, determine and report 

on the estimated construction project costs and the key design parameters required to support 
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Town Hall business functions for the following five options, and to conduct a town wide follow 

up survey. 
 

Alternate 1:  Renovate the existing Town Hall keeping the historical features in place, i.e. spiral 

staircases, tin ceiling, monumental windows while, however, utilizing the Great Hall for office 

space.  Construct an addition as necessary to meet the Town’s space needs.  Provide a summary 

of what would remain of the original building after renovation, or conversely, what would have 

to be removed, e.g.:  siding, exterior trim, doors and windows, foundation, basement slab or 

other features. 
 

Alternate 2:  Renovate the existing Town Hall without regard to the historical features, and 

utilize the Great Room for office space. Construct an addition as necessary to meet the Town’s 

space needs.  Provide a summary of what would remain of the original building after renovation, 

or conversely, what would have to be removed, e.g.: siding, exterior trim, doors and windows, 

foundation, basement slab or other features. 
 

Alternate 3:  Tear down the existing Town Hall, and build a new structure of 2 or 3 stories on the 

existing site keeping within the architectural context of the Historic District.  The architect shall 

not confine his or her thinking to the existing footprint or size of the building if increasing the 

width, length, or height of the building (or relocating foundation) would provide a more 

economical project and/or better flow pattern. 
 

Alternate 4:  Leave existing Town Hall, for use by others, with no cost to the Town.  Build a new 

structure of 2 or 3 stories, on the existing site keeping within the architectural context of the 

Historic District.  The architect shall consider total building mass for the site, along with traffic 

flow, parking, septic, drainage, and any other considerations.  Architect should consider possible 

modification of property lines of town-owned property as needed, to provide access, individual 

septic systems, or other needs.   
 

Alternate 5:  Leave existing Town Hall, for use by others, with no cost to the Town.  Build a new 

structure at the Washington Road site next to the Public Safety Building, keeping within the 

architectural context of the Historic District, and installing landscaping to minimize visual 

impacts on the residential neighborhood.  (If Warrant Article 4 passes.)   
 

This article is recommended by the Selectmen (3-0) 

This article is recommended by the Budget Committee.  (9-0) 

 

It was moved by Selectman Jenness and seconded by Selectman Musselman to place the article on the 

floor for discussion. 

 

Selectman Musselman stated this article was the result of the work by the Town Hall Committee.  At 

their request, a survey was sent out to the residents by the Board of Selectmen to get the thoughts of 

the townspeople regarding the Town Hall building.  The received a 39% response.  The majority 

wanted to save the current Town Hall but didn’t want to spend over $2 million on the project. 

 

Paul Goldman, chairman of the Town Hall Committee, advised most people wanted to keep Town Hall 

at its current location. He felt the survey did not give a clear picture of what the people want. John 

Loftus, also a member of the committee, said the survey was somewhat useful but lacked costs 
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associated with each option.  He recommended that only architects not involved in previous designs be 

considered if this article passes. 

 

Russ Bookholz and Steve Borne spoke against the article, stating the town is no further along after 4 

years of studying, 2 designs and spending over $350,000 with nothing to show for it. Don’t spend any 

more money until we know what we want. 

 

Discussion continued over the use of the trolley barn across from the cemetery (old Police Station). 

Ned Paul and Burt Dibble would like to see the location used in some manner (demolish & rebuild or 

rehab the current building) to help alleviate some of the crowding at Town Hall.  

 

Jeff Quinn, John Loftus and Jean Low spoke in support of the article, each feeling the voters should be 

allowed to vote on this article in its entirety.  

 

 

Sam Winebaum, seconded by Dominique Winebaum, presented an amendment.   

It would change the article as follows: 

 Add “The architectural firm will conduct its work under the following parameters:” 

at the end of the first paragraph. 

 Delete Alternates 1 through 5 and replace with those listed below. 

 Alternate 1: The existing Town Hall shall not be torn down.  

 Alternate 2: To meet the business functions, the existing Town Hall shall be 

renovated within its current envelope to serve as the primary location for Town Hall 

business functions.  Construct an addition as necessary to meet the Town’s space 

needs.  Renovation and any addition will preserve, to the maximum extent possible, 

Town Hall’s dimensional proportions, its historic integrity and architectural 

features, i.e. spiral staircases, tin ceiling, monumental windows while, however, 

utilizing the Great Hall for office space. The architectural firm will provide a 

summary of what would remain of the original building after renovation, or 

conversely, what would have to be removed, e.g. siding, exterior trim, doors and 

windows, foundation, basement slab or other features. 

 Alternate 3: The building(s) renovated and potentially expanded to conduct Town 

Hall business functions shall not exceed 7,500 gross square feet. Excluding basement 

storage space in a new addition and meeting rooms in facilities other than the 

existing Town Hall.  NOTE: The existing Town Hall is 6128 gross sq. ft. 

 Alternate 4: The architect shall be free to consider any other existing town-owned 

buildings to supplement the space in the existing Town Hall, keeping within the 

space constraints above. 

 

Mr. Winebaum explained that we already know what the space needs are.  Why not give the 

architects a more focused charge. “Rye is not about throwing out the past.” 

 

John Loftus spoke in opposition to the amendment.  He felt it would discount the work of the 12 

members of the Town Hall Committee. 
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Mae Bradshaw advised that leaving any mention of demolition of the existing building would 

preclude the town from being considered for any grants from NH Preservation Alliance to help 

offset the cost of the project. 

 

Discussion continued with Ray Jarvis, Frank Drake, Victor Azzi and Jaci Grote speaking against the 

amendment. 

 

Jaci Grote, seconded by Sally King, called the question on the amendment.  Moderator Eaton 

called for a vote on the motion to end debate on the amendment.  The motion carried. 

 

Moderator called for a vote on the amendment.  The amendment failed. 

 

Jim Rand and Mike Thiel discussed the possibility of using a Request for Proposal (RFP) on each 

option so we won’t have to spend any money but will still get the info needed. 

 

Phil Winslow asked what would happen next if this article passes. 

 

Selectman Musselman answered that a new Town Hall Committee would be appointed, another 

survey listing costs for each option would go out, the results of that survey would be studied and a 

possible warrant article would be drafted. 

 

Steve Borne offered an amendment. The amendment would strike Alternate 3 from the article and 

renumber the last two alternates to 3 and 4 respectively.  Burt Dibble seconded his motion. 

 

Jean Low, Frank Drake, Jeff Quinn and John Loftus spoke against the amendment. 

 

Jane Ireland, seconded by Burt Dibble, called the question on the amendment.  Moderator Eaton 

called for a vote to end debate on the amendment.  The motion carried. 

 

Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the amendment.  The amendment failed. 

 

Frank Drake expressed concern that $60,000 might not be enough to get the info we need. He 
then called the question to end debate on Article 11, contingent on Burt Dibble being allowed 

to speak. 
 

Burt Dibble was concerned that the article provides no provision to use other town owned space.  

He proposed an amendment.  Phil McDonough seconded the amendment. The amendment would 

add “or utilize other space presently owned by the town” after the word necessary in line 3 of 

Alternate 1. 

 

Selectman Musselman said if this amendment passes we would have to increase the $60,000. 

 

Frank Drake stated this amendment should be applied to all of the options.  The amendment, if 

passed, would unfairly bias the vote in favor of Alternate 1. 

 

Peter Crawford asked how much more money would be needed if the amendment was to pass. 
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Selectman Musselman stated he was unable to answer that question because it depends on several 

factors. 

 

Paul Goldman cautioned the voters that, if too much money is added, the article won’t pass. 

 

Jane Ireland called the question on the amendment.  Frank Drake seconded her motion. 

 

 Victor Azzi complained that he was waiting to speak when the motion to call the question on the 

amendment was made.  

 

Moderator Eaton explained that the question on the amendment had been called – only a person 

who is actually speaking when the question is called may speak at that time.  A vote must then be 

taken on whether to end debate.  If less than 2/3 of the meeting voted to end debate, then Mr. 

Azzi would be permitted to speak.  Mr. Azzi continued to argue with the Moderator.  The 

Moderator repeatedly asked Mr. Azzi to sit down. 

 

Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the motion to end debate on the Dibble amendment to Article 

11.  The motion passed by at least a 2/3 majority. 

 

Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the amendment.  The amendment failed. 

 

Moderator Eaton noted that Frank Drake had called the question on Article 11, contingent on Mr. 

Dibble being permitted to speak.  He could not remember whether there had been a second to 

Mr. Drake’s motion to end debate.  Janice Ireland seconded the call of the question on Article 

11.   
 

Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the motion to end debate on Article 11.  The motion passed 

by at least a 2/3 majority 

 

 

Moderator Eaton ordered Article 11 placed on the ballot as written. 

 

Frank Drake moved to restrict reconsideration on Article 11.  Jeff Quinn gave a second to the 

motion. 

 

Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the motion to restrict reconsideration.  The motion passed. 

 

 

A motion to take Article 20 out of order was received from Selectman Mills and was seconded. 

Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the motion.  The motion carried. 

 

 

Moderator Eaton read Article 20. 

 



16 

 

ARTICLE 20. (By Petition) To see if the Town of Rye will contribute $1,500.00 

to support Seacoast Pathways, a mental health recovery program providing services to 

Rye residents. 
 

Seacoast Pathways provides a non-judgmental environment in which people living with 

mental illness can support each other as they work towards personal goals for jobs, 

education and housing. 

This article is recommended by the Selectmen (2-0) 

This article is recommended by the Budget Committee.  (8-0) 

 

It was moved by Selectman Mills and seconded by Selectman Jenness to move the article to the 

floor for discussion. 

 

Sharon Musselman explained that Seacoast Pathways serves several Rye residents.  Their programs 

help clients to get back to work or school and overcome difficulties. 

 

Selectman Mills expressed support for this article.  Selectman Musselman abstained from any vote 

on this article because his wife is the sponsor. 

 

Hearing no further discussion, Moderator Eaton ordered Article 20 placed on the ballot as written. 

 

Paul Goldman moved to restrict reconsideration on Article 20.  Brian Klinger seconded the 

motion. 

 

Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the motion.  The motion passed. 

 

  

 

Article 12 was read by Moderator Eaton. 

 

ARTICLE 12.  To see if the Town will vote to establish a Capital Reserve Fund 

under the provisions of RSA 35:1 for the purpose of creating a fund to replace the Rye 

Public Library’s aging and inefficient current heating, ventilation and air conditioning 

system, and to raise and appropriate the sum of sixty thousand dollars ($60,000) to be 

placed in this fund, and to designate the Library Trustees as agents to expend.  This 

appropriation is in addition to the Library’s operating budget.  (Majority vote required.) 
 

This article is recommended by the Selectmen (3-0) 

This article is recommended by the Budget Committee.  (8-0) 

 

It was moved by Selectman Musselman and seconded by Selectman Jenness to move the article to 

the floor for discussion. 

 

Selectman Musselman asked Library Trustee Phil Boynton to address the article. 
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Phil Boynton stated this capital reserve fund will be established and added to over the next few 

years to help offset the cost of replacing the outdated and inefficient HVAC system.  It will help 

avoid a big financial hit when the time comes for replacement. 

 

Hearing no further discussion, Moderator Eaton ordered Article 12 placed on the ballot as 

written. 

 

Paul Goldman moved to restrict reconsideration on Article 12.  Brian Klinger seconded the 

motion. 

 

Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the motion.  The motion passed. 

 

 

Article 13 was read by Moderator Eaton. 

 

ARTICLE 13. To see if the Town will vote to raise and appropriate the sum of 

Fifty Thousand Dollars ($50,000) to be placed in the expendable general trust fund 

known as the Town Employees’ Accumulated Leave Fund, established pursuant to RSA 

31:91-a by Article 14 of the 1990 Rye Town Meeting for the purpose of funding Town 

Employees’ accumulated leave accounts.  This appropriation is in addition to the 

operating budget.  (Majority vote requires.) 
 

This article is recommended by the Selectmen (3-0) 

This article is recommended by the Budget Committee.  (8-0) 

 

The article was moved to the floor by Selectman Jenness and seconded by Selectman Musselman. 

 

Selectman Jenness advised that the current balance in this fund was $174,897.  The Town’s liability 

is $474,244.  The Department of Revenue Administration recommends funding this account at 50%.  

If this article passes, the balance would then be just short of that recommendation. 

 

No further discussion was called for.  Moderator Eaton ordered Article 13 be placed on the 

ballot as written. 

 

Brian Klinger moved to restrict reconsideration on Article 13.  Phil Boynton seconded the 

motion. 

 

Moderator Eaton called for a vote. The motion carried. 

 

 

Moderator Eaton read Article 14. 

 

ARTICLE 14.  To see if the Town will raise and appropriate the sum of twenty 

five thousand dollars ($25,000) to be added to The Municipal Buildings Maintenance 

Expendable Trust Fund established by Article 11 at the 2007 Town Meeting under the 

provisions of RSA 31:19-a, for the purpose of major repairs to municipal buildings.  This 

appropriation is in addition to the operating budget.  (Majority vote required.)   
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This article is recommended by the Selectmen (3-0) 

This article is recommended by the Budget Committee (8-0) 

 

The article was moved to the floor by Selectman Jenness and seconded by Selectman Musselman. 

 

Selectman Jenness advised the balance in this fund was currently $38,312.  If this article passes the 

fund would contain $63,312. 

 

Hearing no further discussion, Moderator Eaton ordered Article 14 placed on the ballot as 

written. 
 

Brian Klinger moved to restrict reconsideration on Article 14.  Phil Boynton seconded the 

motion. 

 

Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the motion. The motion carried. 

 

 

Article 15 was read by Moderator Eaton. 

 

ARTICLE 15.    To see if the Town will vote to raise and appropriate the sum of 

five thousand dollars ($5,000) to be added to the Rye Public Library Building 

Maintenance Expendable Trust Fund established by Article 14 at the 2005 Town Meeting 

under the provisions of RSA 31:19-a, as a maintenance fund for the Rye Public Library 

building.  This appropriation is in addition to the Library’s operating budget.  (Majority 

vote required.) 
 

This article is recommended by the Selectmen (3-0) 

This article is recommended by the Budget Committee (6-1) 

 

It was moved by Selectman Musselman and seconded by Selectman Jenness to bring the article to 

the floor for discussion. 

 

Brian Klinger advised this fund is available for emergency purposes and is separate from the 

Library’s operating budget.  The current balance is $19,500. 

 

No further discussion was called for.  Moderator Eaton ordered Article 15 placed on the ballot 

as written. 

 

Moderator Eaton read Article 16. 

 

ARTICLE 16.    Shall the Town raise and appropriate as an operating budget, not 

including appropriations by special warrant articles and other appropriations voted 

separately, the amounts set forth on the budget posted with the warrant or as amended by 

vote of the first session, for the purposes set forth therein totaling ($9,104,794) nine 

million one hundred four thousand seven hundred ninety-four dollars?  Should this article 

be defeated, the default budget shall be ($8,828,460) eight million eight hundred twenty-
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eight thousand four hundred sixty dollars which is the same as last year, with certain 

adjustments required by previous action of the Town or by law; or the governing body 

may hold one special meeting, in accordance with RSA 40:13, X and XVI, to take up the 

issue of a revised operating budget only. (Majority vote required.)   

NOTE:  This operating budget warrant article does not include appropriations in 

ANY other warrant articles. 
 

This article is recommended by the Selectmen (3-0) 

This article is recommended by the Budget Committee.  (9-0) 

 

 

It was moved by Selectman Musselman and seconded by Selectman Jenness to move the article to 

the floor for discussion. 

 

Selectman Musselman explained that this budget has gone through a significant process.  The 

Selectmen “hacked away” at everything, line by line.  Then the Budget Committee examined it 

thoroughly.  Rye is considered to be “cheap” and he likes that characterization. 

 

Peter Crawford believes the budget sheet on the taxes is misleading. It shows the taxes going down 

but that is only because significant debt has been retired.  In actuality, spending is up 4% as 

compared to a 2% inflation rate. 

 

Mike Thiel would like to see the difference between the budget and actual spending stated.  In his 

opinion the budget should be less if last year’s spending was down compared to last year’s budget. 

 

Tom Farrelly asked why one line in the town’s budget was up over $60,000 over last year. 

 

Selectman Musselman explained $30,000 was for site investigation for the Parsons Creek 

Watershed. 

 

Peter Crawford asked why all money not spent was not used to reduce taxes. 

 

Cyndi Gillespie answered that only $400,000 of the $800,000 overlay was used to reduce taxes.  

The balance was saved to help reduce taxes in the coming few years. 

 

Selectman Mills advised that the auditors state how much should remain in the overlay. 

 

It was moved by Jane Ireland, seconded by Jaci Grote, to end debate on the budget.  Moderator 

Eaton called for a vote on the motion.  The motion carried. 

 

Moderator Eaton ordered Article 16 placed on the ballot as written. 

 

Beth Yeaton made a motion to restrict reconsideration on Article 16.  Her motion received a 

second from Charles Sleeper. 

 

Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the motion.  The motion passed. 

 



20 

 

 

Jaci Grote made a motion to deliberate Article 24 at this time.  Her motion received a second from 

Mark Josephs.  The vote called for by Moderator Eaton showed the motion carried. 

 

Moderator Eaton read Article 24. 

 

ARTICLE 24. (By Petition) To see if the Town will vote to require Town 

Meeting approval prior to the purchase, sale, gift or lease for a period of more than one 

year, of any real property, owned, or to be owned, by the Town.  This action rescinds, 

pursuant to RSA 41:14-c, Article 12 of the 2002 Town Meeting.  Any contemplated 

transaction where the assessed value or the consideration exceeds $200,000 shall require 

an appraisal, by a State-licensed appraiser, commissioned by the Town.  A property 

survey plan shall be required unless one is already recorded with the Registry of Deeds.  

This article shall govern all transactions by Town Boards and Commissions, except that 

Town Meeting approval shall not be required where State law specifically permits 

acquisition without such approval. 

 

The article was moved to the floor by Peter Crawford and seconded by Andrea Morrissey. 

 

Peter Crawford began by stating it would have been nice to have such an article passed before 

the Parsonage Apartments were considered to be sold to the Housing Partnership or the Rand 

Lumber Co. land was purchased.  It is time to bring back the decision on property purchases to 

the voters. 

 

Mr. Crawford offered an amendment to strike “transaction” from the third line and replace it 

with “purchase, sale or gift by the Town”.   His amended received a second from Ben 

Chichester. 

 

Joe Cummins questioned whether the Town can make a gift to a private party. 

 

Selectman Musselman stated the Board of Selectmen had never had a thought of selling the 

Parsonage Apartments or any other land without voter approval. 

 

Hearing no further discussion, Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the amendment.  The 

amendment failed. 

 

Selectman Musselman felt that Rye has led the State in the transparency of its land purchases.  

Conservation Commission land purchases cannot be held up by such an article. 

 

 

Jaci Grote made a motion to amend the article which would add “, such as land purchased by 

the Rye Conservation Commission where RSA 36-A:5 overrides.”  Her amendment was 

seconded by Mae Bradshaw. 

 

After a short discussion, Jaci Grote withdrew her amendment as it was unnecessary.  Mae 

Bradshaw agreed with the withdrawal of the amendment. 
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Shawn Crapo offered an amendment to remove the word “purchase” from line two.  Phil 

Winslow seconded the amendment.  

 

After some discussion Mr. Crapo offered a revision to his amendment to strike from the third 

line “This action rescinds, pursuant to RSA 41:14-c, Article 12 of the 2002 Town Meeting.” 

Mr. Winslow agreed to the revision. 

 

Since no further discussion was called for, Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the amendment.  

The amendment passed. 

 

Scott Marion called the question.  Jane Ireland gave a second. 

 

 

Moderator Eaton called for a vote on ending debate on the article.  The vote showed the motion 

carried. 

 

Moderator Eaton ordered Article 24 placed on the ballot as amended. 

 

A motion to restrict reconsideration of Article 24 was received and seconded by Scott Marion and 

Jane Ireland respectively.  Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the motion.  The motion carried. 

 

(After the meeting concluded, the Board of Selectmen voted to not recommend Article 24 by a vote 

of 3 to 0.) 

 

 

Moderator Eaton read Article 17. 

 

ARTICLE 17.  To see if the Town will vote to amend the “TOWN DUMP 

REGULATION” as proposed by the selectmen as follows: 
  

Add a new paragraph at the end of the section on “PERMITS”, which reads as follows:  
 

“Contractor permits shall be issued to contractors and landscapers doing business with 

residents of and in the Town of Rye, NH. Contractors shall obtain a yearly permit issued 

at the Transfer Station, by the Transfer Station staff, for a yearly fee of $150.00. Said 

contractor permit being good for one calendar year, running from January 1
st
 until 

December 31
st
 of each calendar year.” 

 

Said amendment meaning and intending to require contractors and landscapers doing 

business in and with residents of Rye to pay a $150 fee per year for the privilege of using 

the services of the transfer station. 

 

It was moved by Selectman Mills and seconded by Selectman Musselman to bring the article to the 

floor for discussion. 

 



22 

 

Selectman Mills stated Town is just catching up with the times. The Board of Selectmen is trying to 

assure only Rye waste is going to the Transfer Station. 

 

Russ Bookholz asked why not charge everyone using the facility.  He offered an amendment to add 

“non-resident” before “contractors” wherever it appears in the article.  Charles Sleeper gave a 

second to the amendment. 

 

Highway Director Dennis McCarthy stated he agreed with the proposed amendment. 

 

Tom Farrelly felt the fee is way too low. 

 

Dennis McCarthy said this would just be a change to the Transfer Station regulations. A database 

would be established. They would have information on who these contractors are and where the 

debris is coming from. 

 

Tom Farrelly asked if the contractors should be made to show proof of where the debris is coming 

from. 

 

Mr. McCarthy replied his staff does not have time to collect this information. 

 

Some voters thought the amendment should state both non-residents contractors and landscapers. 

 

Mr. Bookholz and Mr. Sleeper agreed to revise the amendment to state such. 

 

Moderator Eaton read the article as it would read if amended. 

 

  To see if the Town will vote to amend the “TOWN DUMP REGULATION” as 

proposed by the selectmen as follows: 
 

Add a new paragraph at the end of the section on “PERMITS”, which reads as follows:  
 

“Contractor permits shall be issued to contractors and landscapers doing business with 

residents of and in the Town of Rye, NH. Contractors shall obtain a yearly permit issued 

at the Transfer Station, by the Transfer Station staff, for a yearly fee of $150.00 for non-

resident contractors and landscapers. Said contractor permit being good for one 

calendar year, running from January 1
st
 until December 31

st
 of each calendar year.” 

 

Said amendment meaning and intending to require contractors and landscapers doing 

business in and with residents of Rye to pay a $150 fee for non-resident contractors and 

landscapers per year for the privilege of using the services of the transfer station. 

 

Moderator called for a vote on the amendment.  The amendment passed. 

 

There being no further discussion, Moderator Eaton ordered Article 17 placed on the ballot as 

amended. 
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Article 18 was read by Moderator Eaton. 

 

ARTICLE 18.  To see if the Town will vote to approve the Health Regulation re: 

onsite wastewater treatment system pump-out and inspection applicable to Parsons Creek 

Watershed as adopted by the Health Officer and approved by the Board of Selectmen 

with the purpose of improving the water quality of Parsons Creek. 

 

It was moved by Selectman Musselman and seconded by Selectman Jenness to move the Article 18 

to the floor for discussion. 

 

Selectman Musselman stated the article was proposed by Health Officer Dr. Snow.  This area 

regularly has high bacteria counts.  Children play in the water at the beach affected by the runoff of 

Parsons Creek. Properties within the catchment area would be required to show proof of having 

their septic systems pumped out every three years.  Properties in less sensitive regions could apply 

for a waiver to allow pump outs every seven years. 

 

Steve Borne asked, if the article is passed, would property owners have three years to have their 

septic systems pumped out. 

 

Town Counsel Michael Donovan replied that after June 2016 property owners would receive a letter 

from the Building Inspector advising them they would need to show proof of their last pump out.  If 

not done within the last three years, their systems would have to be pumped out immediately. 

 

Don Beeson commended the selectmen for this article. 

 

Shawn Crapo asked if this would apply to holding tanks. 

 

Selectman Musselman stated that properties with holding tanks must obtain a state permit to have 

one and be identified to the Town. 

 

Building Inspector Peter Rowell advised that 4 or 5 properties have them. 

 

No further discussion was called for.   

 

Moderator Eaton ordered Article 18 placed on the ballot as written. 

 

Kim Reed made a motion to restrict reconsideration on Article 18.  Her motion received a second 

from Janice Ireland. 

 

Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the motion.  The motion passed. 

 

A motion to take up Article 25 at this time was requested by Joe Cummins.  Steve Borne seconded 

the motion. 

 

Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the motion.  The vote passed. 
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Moderator Eaton read Article 25. 

 

ARTICLE 25. (By Petition) To see if the Town will vote to make permanent the 

established limited public forum zone at the Transfer Station used for electioneering, 

distribution of campaign materials, the obtaining of petition signatures and other similar 

activities, during Station’s hours of operation.  Approval shall be contingent only based 

on safety considerations. 

 

It was moved by Scott Marion and seconded by Sam Winebaum to move the article to the floor for 

discussion. 

 

Scott Marion stated the article was self-explanatory.  Some of the people running for office have 

requested this. 

 

Selectman Joe Mills offered an amendment to add the words “and operational” before 

“considerations” in the last line.  Nick Toumpas gave a second to the amendment. 

 

Hearing no call for discussion, Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the amendment.  The 

amendment passed. 

 

Nancy Weiand inquired who gives the approval. 

 

Since it was agreed that the Board of Selectmen gives the approval, Andrea Morrissey, seconded by 

Jane Ireland, offered an amendment to add “by the Board of Selectmen” after “Approval”. 

 

Shawn Crapo, seconded by Nick Toumpas, called the question on the amendment. 

 

Moderator Eaton called for a vote on ending debate on the amendment. The motion passed. 

 

Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the amendment.  The amendment passed. 

 

Frank Drake called the question on the article.  Phil Winslow gave the motion a second. 

 

Moderator Eaton called for a vote to end debate on the article.  The motion carried. 

 

Moderator Eaton ordered Article 25 placed on the ballot as amended. 

 

A motion to restrict reconsideration on Article 25 was presented by Shawn Crapo and seconded 

by Charlie Sleeper.  Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the motion.  The motion carried. 

 

 

 

Article 19 was read by Moderator Eaton. 
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ARTICLE 19.  To see if the Town will vote to amend the PARKING ORDINANCE 

by adding in Section 12, the following:  “In certain areas, the Town may designate that 

parking shall be restricted at certain driveways and crosswalks lined and marked ‘No 

Parking’.”  (Authorization:  RSA 41:11 and RSA 47:17 XVIII)   

 

It was moved by Selectman Mills and seconded by Selectman Jenness to move the article to the 

floor for discussion. 

 

Selectman Mills stated this article addresses safety concerns, especially in the beach area during the 

summer season. 

 

After a short discussion, Moderator Eaton ordered Article 19 placed on the ballot as written. 

 

 

Article 21 was read by Moderator Eaton. 

 

ARTICLE 21. (By Petition) In anticipation of The State of New Hampshire’s 

agreement to allow the Town of Rye to collect parking revenue to defray infrastructure 

costs which are borne solely by Rye tax payers, to see if the Town will vote to 

require the Board of Selectmen to proceed with the third and sixth recommendations on 

page 1-2 of the Town-commissioned parking study dated January 5, 2015, so that full 

operation would occur by June 30, 2017 if voters approve at the March 2017 election.  

These recommendations are, for the portions of Ocean Blvd. between Marsh Rd. and 

Highland Park Ave., and between Harbor Rd. and Perkins Rd., to stripe individual 

parking stalls and install parking kiosks.  The study estimates annual profit, after the first 

year, of $405,000, and recommends the kiosks as a way to “address congestion and 

improve safety.”  The Board of Selectmen shall take all necessary steps during 2016 so 

that a warrant article will be ready for an up or down vote at the March 2017 election, 

shall obtain public input throughout the process, and fine tune the study 

recommendations based on any new information received. 
 

This article is not recommended by the Selectmen (3-0) 

 

It was moved by Peter Crawford and seconded by Don Beeson to move the article to the floor for 

discussion. 

 

Tom Farrelly stated Rye is possibly the only town on the eastern seaboard not to charge a parking 

fee.  The charges in neighboring towns seem to be going up and that just drives more cars to Rye. 

Charging for parking could generate almost $500,000 which would help defray the costs of 

operating the beaches.  Senator Nancy Stiles and the DOT Commissioner are in agreement with this 

article to allow Rye to keep the parking revenues.  It would lower the tax burden.  A shuttle bus 

could be provided to replace any lost parking spaces should Article 19 pass.   

 

Referring to the $10,000 parking study, he thinks we should stop studying this subject and get 

moving on it. The selectmen have stated concerns that the State will take the revenue from the 

parking fees.  The State has stated that they would not take the fees.  The Town of Hampton has 

been charging for years and the State has not taken the fees. 



26 

 

 

Selectman Musselman said they are not doing another study but, rather, taking the $10,000 study to 

another level.  He presented an amendment to change the wording of the article to: 

 

In anticipation of The State of New Hampshire’s agreement to allow the Town of Rye to 

collect parking revenue to defray costs which are borne solely by Rye tax payers, to see if 

the Town will vote to require that, after reviewing the recommendations of the John 

Burke parking study currently underway, the Board of Selectmen consider proceeding 

with the third and sixth recommendations on page 1-2 of the Town-commissioned parking 

study dated January 5, 2015 (i.e. the Tighe & Bond Study), so that full operation might 

occur by June 30, 2017 if voters approve at the March 2017 election.  These 

recommendations are, for the portions of Ocean Blvd. between Marsh Rd. and Highland 

Park Ave., and between Harbor Rd. and Perkins Rd., to stripe individual parking stalls 

and install parking kiosks.  The study estimates annual profit, after the first year, of 

$405,000, and recommends the kiosks as a way to “address congestion and improve 

safety.”  The Board of Selectmen shall review during 2016 whether or not a warrant 

article should be presented for an up or down vote at the March 2017 election, shall 

obtain public input throughout the process, and shall revise the Tighe & Bond 

recommendations based on any new information received. 

 

Jane Ireland gave a second to his amendment. 

 

Tom Farrelly asked why we would risk delay and let the State get their hands on this money if we 

don’t pass this article. We need to do this now and not later.  He would like to see commitment 

from the Board of Selectmen. 

 

After conferring with his fellow selectmen, Mr. Musselman offered to revise his amendment to 

change “so that full operation might occur by June 30, 2017” to “so that full operation will occur at 

the earliest reasonable date”.  Jane Ireland agreed with this change. 

 

Shawn Crapo, seconded by Phil Winslow, called the question on the amendment.  Moderator 

Eaton called for a vote on ending debate on the amendment.  The motion passed. 

 

Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the amendment.  The vote showed the amendment passed. 

 

Peter Crawford offered an amendment to strike “This article is not recommended by the 

Selectmen (3-0)”.  No second was received for his amendment. 

 

Frank Drake, seconded by Charlie Sleeper, called the question.  Moderator Eaton called for a vote 

on ending debate on the article.  The motion passed. 

 

Moderator Eaton ordered Article 21 placed on the ballot as amended. 

 

A motion to restrict reconsideration on Article 21 was presented by Shawn Crapo and seconded 

by Phil Winslow.  Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the motion.  The motion carried. 
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(After the meeting concluded, the Board of Selectmen voted to recommend Article 21 by a vote of 3 

to 0.) 

 

 

Moderator Eaton read Article 22. 

 

ARTICLE 22. (By Petition) To see if the Town will vote to support only those 

options for Rye Town Hall that include saving the Town Hall, in order to allow pursuit of 

private and public grants and contributions. 

 

It was moved by Mae Bradshaw and seconded by Burt Dibble to move the article to the floor for 

discussion. 

 

Mae Bradshaw, Chairman of the Rye Heritage Commission, advised that the Town Hall building 

had made the NH Preservation Alliance “Seven To Save” list last year.  Being on that list means 

preferential treatment is given when it comes to grants being awarded.  If demolition of the building 

is being considered, grant approval by NH Preservation Alliance would no longer be an option.  The 

Alliance would need to confirm the voter’s intent to save the building before they would consider 

awarding any grants. 

 

Selectman Jenness offered an amendment to add “building” after “saving the Town Hall”.  She felt 

the amendment would clarify the intent of the article.  Mae Bradshaw seconded her motion. 

 

No discussion on the amendment was called for.  Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the 

amendment.  The amendment carried. 

 

Jane Holway related that the current church burned in 1959.  It was torn down and rebuilt in the 

same location.  In her opinion, the new church built after the fire is a fine building which has served 

its congregations well over of the years.  There is nothing sacred about the Town Hall building and 

we should take a lesson from the church’s history and build a new building. 

 

Frank Drake doesn’t like telling the whole town that only one option exists to solve Town Hall 

problems.  He felt it would leave many voters out of the question and is too heavy handed. 

 

A motion to call the question was made and seconded.  The motion failed. 

 

Charlie Sleeper felt the town could get into problems when the building is opened up during a 

renovation.  Old post and beam buildings were not designed for today’s structural loads. 

 

Alan Gould presented an amendment to strike “only” from the article and replace it with 

“consider”.  A second was received from Jane Ireland. 

 

John Loftus did not support this amendment.  The Town Hall Committee worked hard to bring 

Article 11 to the voters and all options should be considered as written. 
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Shawn Crapo stated the cost of each option needs to be known before any options are taken off the 

table. 

 

Rich Davis stated we already know what the costs are.  The hotel at the Isles of Shoals, also listed 

as one of the “Seven to Save”, got $100,000 in grants last year.  This money is drying up and we 

need to have the ability to apply for grants soon before that happens. 

 

Peter Crawford was not supportive of the amendment or the article.  The voters should be able to 

vote on all options. 

 

Mae Bradshaw felt sad that some voters are not in favor of saving the building. 

 

Paul Goldman advised that a process was in place guiding the Town Hall Committee members in 

reaching their conclusions.  He felt we can’t consider possible grants until we know what option the 

voters want. 

 

A suggestion of a friendly addition to the amendment being considered was discussed.  It would add 

“also” before “include” in the second line.  Alan Gould and Jane Ireland agreed to the change. 

 

A motion to call the question on the amendment was presented by Shawn Crapo and was seconded 

by Ray Jarvis. 

 

Moderator called for a vote on ending debate on the amendment.  The motion carried. 

 

Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the amendment.  The amendment passed. 

 

A motion to call the question on the article was presented by Shawn Crapo and was seconded by 

Alan Gould. 

 

Moderator Eaton called for a vote to end debate on the article.  The motion passed. 

 

Moderator Eaton ordered Article 22 placed on the ballot as amended. 

 

 

Article 23 was read by Moderator Eaton. 

 

ARTICLE 23. (By Petition) To see if the Town will vote to require that all future 

Town office designs be limited to a space need equal to the current Town Hall envelope 

inasmuch as the requirements have been reduced due to: 

1. The Recreation and Sewer Departments relocated to facilities outside of Town 

Hall in 2015; and 

2. The continued use of the second floor of the Town Hall for offices rather than a 

large meeting room. 
 

This article is not recommended by the Selectmen (3-0) 
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It was moved by Burt Dibble and seconded by Ray Jarvis to move the article to the floor for 

discussion. 

 

Burt Dibble referred to the Space Needs Study done in 2012.  It spells out how much space is 

required.  Currently the building has 6,100 square feet.  The study stated 600 square feet are need 

per employee.  Since there are 12 workers in the building, 7,600 square feet would be needed not 

including meeting spaces. 

 

Burt Dibble offered an amendment, seconded by Mae Bradshaw, which would change the first 

sentence to: 

  

To see if the Town will vote to require that Town office designs be limited to a space need 

equal to building space currently owned by the Town, inasmuch as the space  

requirements have been reduced due to: 

 

A motion to call the question on the amendment was presented by Frank Drake and was seconded 

by Shawn Crapo. 

 

Moderator called for a vote on ending debate on the amendment.  The motion carried. 

 

Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the amendment.  The amendment passed. 

 

John Loftus stated there was a misconception regarding building square footage.  There is a 

difference between job square footage and building square footage.  He felt the intent of this article 

is to discount the Town Hall Committee’s work. 

 

Selectman Musselman agreed with Burt Dibble.  He proposed an amendment to replace 

“recommend” with “consider” and strike “all future” from the article.  Selectman Jenness gave a 

second to the amendment. 

 

Joe Cummins asked Moderator Eaton to enforce his rules on civility.  He also questioned the 

validity of the 2012 Space Needs Study. 

 

A motion to call the question on the amendment was presented by Shawn Crapo and was 

seconded by Alan Gould. 

 

Moderator called for a vote on ending debate on the amendment.  The motion carried. 

 

Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the amendment.  The amendment passed. 

 

Frank Drake, seconded by Sally King, called the question on the article.  Moderator Eaton called 

for a vote on ending debate on the article.  The motion carried by a show of hands. 

 

Moderator Eaton ordered Article 23 placed on the ballot as amended. 
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A motion to restrict reconsideration on Article 23 was presented by Shawn Crapo and seconded 

by Alan Gould.  Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the motion.  The motion carried. 

 

 

Moderator Eaton read Article 26. 

 

ARTICLE 26. To see if the Town will vote to authorize the Selectmen to sell to 

the highest bidder at public auction, or sealed bid, such surplus Town equipment as is not 

traded in on new equipment in 2016. 

 

It was moved by Selectman Mills and seconded by Selectman Musselman to move the article to the 

floor for discussion. 

 

Selectman Mills explained this is a housekeeping article and is included in the warrant every year. 

 

Hearing no call for discussion, Moderator Eaton ordered Article 26 placed on the ballot as 

written. 
 

 

 

Article 27 was read by Moderator Eaton. 

 

ARTICLE 27. To transact any other business which may legally come before this 

meeting. 

 

Ned Paul made a motion to adjourn which was seconded by many. 

 

Moderator Eaton called for a vote on the motion to adjourn.  The motion carried. 

 

Moderator Eaton adjourned the meeting at 4:55 p.m. 

 

A count of the checklist showed 116 voters checked in for the meeting. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

Elizabeth M. Yeaton 

Town Clerk/Tax Collector 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 


