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July 10, 2014 

 

Bedford, 13953, X-A000(143) 

Participants: John Butler, Ron Crickard, Marc Laurin, NHDOT 

 

Continued consultation on the widening of NH Route 101 and reviewed the potential visual 

impacts to three contributing properties to the Bedford Village Historic District.  John Butler 

evaluated the potential visual impacts of the proposed widening that would occur to three 

properties on Bedford Center Road (14, 20 and 24/26 Bedford Center Road) resulting from the 

proposed raise of the NH 101 profile from Shaw Drive to Liberty Hill Road.  The two easternmost 

properties are presently at approximately the same level as the existing roadway and the property 

to the west sits fairly high above the road on top of the ledge cut.  Videos of the existing view of 
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NH 101 from Bedford Center Road were shown and cross sections showing the locations of the 

houses in relation to the existing and proposed elevation of NH 101 were developed.   

 

The proposed elevation of NH 101 at Parcel 53 (14 Bedford Center Road) was shown to be 

basically at the same level as existing.  An existing stockade fence blocks the view.  This fence 

will not be impacted and very little visual change is expected to occur. 

 

The proposed elevation of NH 101 at Parcel 50 (20 Bedford Center Road) will be about 3 feet 

higher.  The proposed slopes will match into the existing ground at the ROW line, which is before 

the start of a wooded area.  Some of the existing smaller vegetation will be impacted within the 

ROW; however large trees will not be impacted.  The view of the traffic is filtered by the trees, this 

will remain much the same, but the traffic will be a little bit higher. 

 

The proposed elevation of NH 101 at Parcel 45/46 (24/26 Bedford Center Road) will be about five 

feet higher at its highest point and tapering down to one foot at the western end of the property.  

The property is about 12 feet higher than the road, the slope is wooded and trees are present on the 

top of the ledge.  The video showed that the trees screen the property from the traffic.  The trees 

will remain and the view shed will not change that much. 

 

Laura Black agreed with the assessment and stated that this confirms the determination of a No 

Adverse Effect on the District.  Jamison Sikora concurred. 

 

 

Roxbury-Sullivan, 10439, F-X-0121(034) 

Participants: John Butler, Marc Laurin, Bill Saffian, NHDOT 

 

Continued consultation and discussion of the red listed NH Route 9 bridge over Otter Brook.  

Alternative and detour options that minimize impacts to the East Sullivan Historic District were 

reviewed. 

 

Laura Black asked about DOT’s coordination with the consulting party, Christopher Pratt.  Marc 

Laurin will inform him of the upcoming August Public Informational meeting and will provide 

him with the Monthly Coordination meeting minutes.  

 

John Butler provided an update on the project, specifically regarding the bridge replacement 

options that were reviewed with the Town at the April Public Informational meeting.  The DOT’s 

preferred alternative was for relocating the bridge upstream.  This is being re-evaluated due to the 

Town concerns and consensus from the public for an on-line replacement of the bridge.  DOT’s 

big concern with the on-line is the estimated cost of $6M, resulting from a longer bridge being 

required due to the skew of the new bridge, and the cost of providing a temporary detour bridge.  

To reduce the cost of an on-line replacement, the Department is proposing detouring NH 9 traffic 

through the East Sullivan Historic District over the existing Center Street bridge and onto Valley 

Road.  Some widening of the sharp corner at the intersection of Valley Road and Center Street 

would need to occur to accommodate turning truck traffic.  Valley Road is not proposed to be 

widened at this time.  Due to the narrowness of Valley Road and the sharp corner at the 

intersection, which will not allow for large trucks to turn without using the opposite lane, a formal 

detour will need to be put in place with signs directing through truck traffic to avoid the work zone 

by using NH 101 and NH 202.  The majority of trucks will be expected to use the detour. 
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Laura Black stated that this is a good alternative and favors that Valley Road not be widened to 

accommodate the detour, unless it were returned to its existing width.  She would be interested in 

hearing the Town and public comments from the next Public Informational meeting on this 

proposed detour through the District.  

 

The bridge replacement is an Adverse Effect to the East Sullivan Historic District.  Jamison Sikora 

agreed that the detour would minimize the impacts to the District and asked if the bridge 

construction could be done in one construction season.  Bill Saffian stated that the design has not 

been fully evaluated yet to determine if the replacement is suitable for rapid bridge construction.  J. 

Butler stated that the profile of the new bridge will be raised about 6 feet with the intersection of 

NH 9 with Valley Road raised about 8 feet.  A rendering will be done to show how this will affect 

the visual impacts of the bridge to the District.  If desired, the abutments could be designed to 

incorporate aesthetic treatment in consultation with the abutting neighbors.  A Google Street View 

was reviewed to show the context of the elevation difference.  L. Black agreed that consultation 

with the neighbors and public on any proposed aesthetic treatment was appropriate.   

 

J. Butler discussed the retaining wall in Roxbury.  The wall will be removed, with two options 

being evaluated; the construction of a new wall or of an engineered slope that extend up the hill to 

Houghton Ledge Road.  The engineered slope will most likely be the chosen option.  Jill Edelmann 

stated that the wall has been investigated and will be reviewed at the next DOE meeting 

(subsequently at the DOE meeting the wall was determined not eligible). 

 

 

Farmington, 16146, X-A001(152) 

Participants: Christine Perron, Bob Landry, NHDOT 

 

Christine Perron noted that the purpose of the meeting was to continue discussing mitigation for 

the replacement of the NH Route 153 bridge in Farmington.  At the May meeting, Laura Black 

asked the Department to reach out to the Farmington Historical Society for input on possible 

mitigation measures.  A letter was sent to the Historical Society on May 22
nd

, and the Board of 

Selectmen received a copy as well.  The Historical Society was asked to provide input by the end 

of June.  Before sending the letter, C. Perron checked the Historical Society’s website to ensure the 

group would be meeting prior to the end of June, and learned that the meeting date was scheduled 

for June 6
th

.  No response to the letter has been received.  

 

It was agreed at the last meeting that the abbreviated version of the NH Historic Property 

Documentation Form would be completed as one mitigation measure.  C. Perron suggested that a 

brochure could be completed as additional mitigation.  She reviewed various local websites and 

did not feel that any were appropriate for development of a new webpage, and the Department felt 

that an interpretive panel would not be ideal for the project site given the lack of a good viewing 

area and potential for vandalism.  A brochure could easily be placed on various State and local 

websites and, if town offices and/or town library are interested, hardcopies could be provided.  The 

brochure could be site specific and discuss the history of the crossing, bridge type, and Army 

Corps levee. 
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L. Black agreed that the brochure would be appropriate mitigation.  It was further agreed that the 

Consultant’s scope would include coordination with the Historical Society and other town entities 

to ensure that local input is received. 

 

Marketing of the bridge, documentation of the bridge and creation of a brochure will be included 

in a Memorandum of Agreement, which Jill Edelmann will prepare. 

 

 

Pelham, 16145, X-A001(151)   

Participants: Christine Perron, Jason Tremblay, David Scott, NHDOT 

 

Christine Perron noted that the purpose of the meeting was to initiate Section 106 consultation and 

provide an overview of the project.  Jason Tremblay discussed the project site, as well as the 

purpose and need. 

 

The project will address the bridge that carries Main Street over Beaver Brook (110/090) just east 

of the Pelham town center.  The bridge is a twin stone arch constructed in 1839.  The Main Street 

bridge is the second oldest stone arch bridge remaining in New Hampshire.  The oldest is the 

Abbott Bridge, also in Pelham, located half a mile downstream of the Main Street bridge.   

 

Each arch is 19’, with a pier in the center, for a total bridge length of 46’.  The bridge was added to 

the NHDOT Red List in 1988.  The bridge was listed as scour critical in 2010 due to the potential 

scour depth and the unknown and unprotected footing at the pier.  The calculated potential scour 

depth is 13.5’.  The National Bridge Inventory status of the bridge is Structurally Deficient with a 

Federal Sufficiency Rating of 30.1%. In 1929, the bridge was widened to the downstream (south) 

side with steel I-beams and concrete.  In 2012, the NHDOT Bureau of Bridge Maintenance filled 

voids in the stones with grout.  

 

In 1988, an overflow pipe was installed to the east of the Main Street bridge. Despite the presence 

of an overflow structure, flooding still occurs, with water overtopping the road during 100-year 

storm events.  Two recent flood events in 2006 and 2007 have caused town officials to become 

very concerned about the Main Street bridge and the two downstream bridges constricting flow.   

 

The purpose of the project is to address the Main Street Bridge (Bridge 110/090) over Beaver 

Brook to: 

1) improve the hydraulic capacity of the crossing to alleviate flooding concerns;  

2) remove the bridge from the NHDOT Red List by correcting structural deficiencies and 

deterioration;  

3) resolve scour concerns. 

 

The need for the project is apparent in the bridge’s deteriorated condition, structural deficiencies, 

and inadequate hydraulic capacity.  The deck and substructure are rated as poor condition, the 

bridge has an FSR of 30.1%, and the bridge is listed as scour critical.  Furthermore, the Town of 

Pelham has substantial concerns regarding flooding. 

 

At this time, four design alternatives are undergoing further study: bridge rehabilitation, 

installation of additional overflow structures, bridge bypass, and bridge replacement.  To address 

scour concerns, the rehabilitation alternative would require removing the bridge to replace the 
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foundations and then reconstructing the bridge in the same location.  A concrete slab could span 

over the arches to safely distribute vehicle loads.  This would leave the historic stone masonry 

intact, but would not address hydraulic capacity. 

 

Laura Black commented that the scour issue seems to be a question rather than a known problem, 

and the first step should be to determine if scour really is a problem.  David Scott responded that 

the issue of unknown footings is recognized nationally as a problem, and was a topic of discussion 

at a recent AASHTO conference.  The Department does anticipate scour at the Main Street bridge; 

the bridge is inspected during every flood event and closed whenever both arches are flowing full.  

There is currently evidence of some scour.  L. Black asked if there were really two questions to 

address, the first being the scour potential and the second being unknown foundations.  She noted 

that typically scour concerns are addressed by placing riprap.  D. Scott noted that if the bridge was 

on piles, scour would not be a concern.  However, not knowing the foundation is a concern.  The 

substrate at the site is fine material that is susceptible to scour and there is evidence of some minor 

settling at the bridge. 

 

Jamie Sikora asked if the Department would design for a 100-year storm and D. Scott replied yes.  

He noted that the drainage area is huge and extends into neighboring towns.  The large increase in 

impervious surface in the watershed has resulted in more water flowing under the bridge, and the 

bridge was not designed for the flows that are now commonly seen. 

 

J. Sikora asked if the Department would also need to look at the two downstream bridges that the 

town is concerned about.  J. Tremblay stated that the two downstream bridges are town bridges.  L. 

Black asked if the town would need to remove the downstream Abbott Bridge if the Department 

increased the hydraulic capacity at the Main Street bridge.  D. Scott replied that the intention 

would be to design the Main Street bridge for current conditions with the Abbott Bridge left in 

place. 

 

J. Sikora asked if there are other potentially historic properties in the project area.  C. Perron said 

that the a historic district is located to the west of the project.  Within the Area of Potential Effect 

(APE), a 1961 school is located in the southwest quadrant of the bridge.  Residences dating to 

1796 and 1960 are located just to the east of the APE.  L. Black recommended completing an 

inventory form on the school property, and determining the need for a form on the properties to the 

east if the potential for impacts is identified. Also, determination of archaeological needs is 

contingent on knowing impacts.  

 

L. Black commented that the Pennsylvania DOT has done a lot of work on stone arch bridges and 

may have engineering tips or resources.  J. Tremblay agreed to look into this. 

 

C. Perron commented that the project would be proceeding with the alternatives analysis.  D. Scott 

noted that the project is currently scheduled to advertise in October 2016 but recognized that this 

may be too aggressive. 

 

C. Perron noted that the town planner has expressed interest in becoming a Consulting Party, and 

that she has sent letters to all town officials, the Historical Society, and NH Preservation Alliance 

that included information on becoming Consulting Parties.  L. Black noted that an award was 

given for the Abbott Bridge rehabilitation and it would be worthwhile to reach out to those 
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involved in that effort.  She also suggested that there may be a national stone bridge organization 

that could be contacted. 
 
 

Salem, 16031, X-A001(097) 

Participants: Greg Bakos, Nicole Benjamin-Ma, VHB; Leon Goodwin, Town of Salem; 

Ronald Crickard, NHDOT 

 

Initial consultation to review construction of a 1.6 mile recreational trail along NH 28 from Old 

Rockingham Road to NH 111. The Salem-Windham Rail Trail Project includes: construction of a 

10-foot wide multi-use path with 2-ft wide granular shoulders within a former railroad corridor 

from the existing Windham Rail Trail to Range Rd in Salem and within and adjacent to the 

western embankment of the rail bed from Range Rd to the intersection of Old Rockingham Rd and 

NH Route 28; minor improvements to the pedestrian crossing at the NH 28/Range Rd intersection; 

and installation of privacy screening along portions of the proposed trail and pedestrian railings 

along a small portion of the path over an old cattle pass. The goal of the meeting is to determine 

project effects. 

 

 Greg Bakos gave an overview of the project, explaining that VHB completed an 

engineering study that examined the ~5 miles of abandoned railroad line in Salem, 

analyzing which segment should be upgraded to recreational trail use at this time. A 1.6-

mile segment in the north portion of the town was chosen in large part because it would 

meet up with a rail trail segment in Windham that is currently being improved. This project 

will meet the Windham Rail Trail improvements within Windham at a point 200 feet north 

of the pedestrian bridge over Route 111. The path will eventually be paved to a width of 10 

feet with shoulders of variable width. It appears that there is currently not enough funding 

for paving the path, but paving is likely at a later time. Due to the variable topography, 

some areas will be filled, and some portions of the path in Salem will edge east toward 

Route 28 or west toward residential areas to avoid filling existing wetlands and drainage 

swales.  

 Nicole Benjamin-Ma provided a short synopsis of local historic resources and development 

patterns. The Manchester-Lawrence RR, which has two contributing resources along this 

segment of railroad line in addition to the corridor itself – a cattle pass, and a pipe culvert 

which was not located during the field visit due to waterlogged conditions. The Canobie 

Lake depot was formerly located at the Range Road intersection, but both the depot and the 

village buildings around it are no longer extant. Other resources include the eligible 

Canobie Lake Neighborhood District north of Range Road in Windham, the boundary of 

which abuts the railroad ROW/bed. On Old Rockingham Road, the original 1860s house 

and stone walls still stand, among the later 20
th

 century houses that were constructed on its 

subdivided property.  Route 28 has primarily mid- and late-20
th

 century commercial 

development. 

 Laura Black mentioned that railroad-related resources that were not captured on the 

railroad inventory form may be hidden in the vegetation, and should be watched for during 

project work. Also, as the trail is moving away from the railroad path at the Range Road 

intersection, it is recommended that the project not do anything to further obstruct the clear 

visual path along the original railroad route crossing Range Road.  
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 Edna Feighner commented there should be monitoring during construction activity in the 

area of the former Canobie Lake depot, in case underground features or deposits associated 

with the station are uncovered. 

 Laura Black noted that the inventory form for the railroad assigns particular significance to 

the engineering required to construct this line, including extensive cutting and fill. As there 

are railroad cuts in this area, will they be obscured? If so, can an alternative be considered? 

Greg Bakos theorized that in some places, the proposed profile of the trail may be adjusted 

downslope, so as not to obscure/remove as much of the railroad ledge cuts, however it 

appears that ledge removal will still be necessary. From the design perspective the primary 

consideration is preventing flooding of the new path within the wet cut sections. VHB will 

adjust the cut design to better reflect the steepness of the original cuts. Laura requested that 

VHB examine the areas of the railroad cuts that will be obscured/removed in order to look 

for signs of the engineering of the rock cut – if there are physical signs of the engineering, 

then removing these could be considered an adverse effect, suggesting documentation 

should be carried out in some way.  

 Laura Black mentioned that the Canobie Lake Neighborhood Historic District boundary is 

defined as extending up to the railroad bed, so the surveying should be checked for 

accuracy, to confirm that the work stays within the confines of the rail bed (defined as the 

point of the berm) and doesn’t encroach into the parcels themselves and thus, the eligible 

district boundary.  

 Laura Black asked for more information regarding the portion of the trail that will be filled 

and raised closer to the level of the residential properties that abut the railroad to the west. 

Will there be a disturbance of privacy? Greg Bakos stated that there has been a lot of 

discussion on this topic during the public meetings due to this concern, and screening may 

be used to supplement the privacy fences that the properties already have. Furthermore, the 

path will remain lower than the adjacent back yards. Laura stated that as work proceeds, the 

effects to the privacy of the fenced properties should be monitored. Laura also mentioned 

that the 1914 valuation maps of the railroad may contain some information about the 

characteristics of the bed that may be of use in determining the exact location of the bed in 

places where it has been obscured by wetland. Jill Edelmann mentioned that the 1914 maps 

appear in the railroad inventory form, and she will send them to VHB. Laura also wanted 

confirmation that the slight shifts of the trail away from the actual railroad bed would still 

visually read as the railroad corridor (even though the actual new pathway would derail a 

train). 

 Greg Bakos noted that a wood railing will be built on the cattle pass, for the safety of those 

on the trail. Installing this additional element was not considered to be an issue.  

 Greg Bakos mentioned the tight timeline imposed by the project grant deadline, which 

requires a NEPA filing before the end of July. Jamie Sikora and Ron Crickard discussed 

the possibilities of a no adverse effect finding, and how an adverse effect finding could be 

rectified. In regard to 4(f), they discussed a potential programmatic agreement for net 

benefit, as the project will result in the preservation of the corridor.  

 A finding of effects cannot be issued until a few questions are answered. Next steps – VHB 

will prepare a memo to NHDOT, NHDHR, and FHWA addressing: 

o Signs of the engineering of the rock cuts, and information about how they can/will 

be impacted/avoided 

o Confirmation of the property/project boundaries of the Windham portion of the trail 

adjacent to the eligible Canobie Lake Neighborhood Historic District. It was 
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suggested that the boundaries may extend to the bottom of the rail bed and that 

widening (filling) to the west should be avoided as a result. 

 This information can be put into an effects memo draft, as well. 

 Laura Black inquired about the two previous public meetings, and if any effort has been 

made to reach out to consulting parties from a Section 106 standpoint. People need to 

understand that they can be part of the process under Section 106. 

 

 

Claremont, 13248, X-MGS-STP-X0131(039) 

Participants: Greg Bakos, Nicole Benjamin-Ma, VHB; Ronald Crickard, C.R. Willeke, 

NHDOT; Bruce Temple, City of Claremont 

 

Initial consultation on improvements to the intersection of NH 12 and North Street. Review of 

LPA project which would reconfigure the North Street/Main Street (NH 12/NH 103) intersection 

to improve safety and operations. North Street will no longer terminate at Main Street, but will 

instead form a continuous connection that will continue in a northwesterly direction along NH 12 

/103, while the Main Street approach that comes from downtown would terminate in a “Tee” at the 

new North Street / NH 12/103 roadway. The project includes approximately 2,100 ft of the 

existing Main Street (NH 12/103) roadway and about 2,550 ft of North Street. 

 

 Greg Bakos gave an overview of the project. The goal is to improve the intersection, as it is 

utilized by trucks and bicyclists in addition to cars. The preferred alternative will form a 

continuous connection from Route 12/Main Street to North Street. Turning lanes will be 

incorporated into each approach, and a wide shoulder will be constructed for use by bikes 

and pedestrians. In addition, the project will include repaving North Street, and improving 

raising the profile of a section of Route 12 as the Sugar River occasionally floods the 

roadway. There will be approximately 11 impacted properties, with most of the impacts 

being grading of slopes to widen the road; a few driveways will be reconstructed but no 

buildings will be taken. Current and projected traffic volumes do not necessitate signalizing 

the intersection. Bank Avenue will also be realigned so it does not meet North Street at such 

a skew angle.  

 Nicole Benjamin-Ma gave an overview of development patterns and age of the properties in 

the project area. Most of the area is lightly developed. Along Route 12/Main Street, there 

are a few early- and mid-20
th

 century residential and commercial properties, which have 

been altered. At the intersection of North Street, a new Tractor Supply store has replaced the 

single previously-inventoried property. On the south side of North Street are two 

cemeteries, and the City has a public works yard north of the road. There are also remnants 

of the Claremont Street Railway, including a culvert, which will be impacted. The southeast 

end of the project just meets the edge of a dense village area that extends northwest from the 

center of the city. The proposed work in that area is minimal.  

 Laura Black mentioned that in order to determine whether properties over 50 years old will 

require survey, we will need to understand the impacts. Laura Black and Jill Edelmann also 

noted that for buildings with obvious integrity issues, describing these issues in a memo or 

other document may be an alternative to completing a full inventory form. 

 Laura Black noted the village area at the southeast end of the project, and would like to 

know more about whether the village has/constitutes a potential historic district. Preparation 

of a full district area form, or establishing district boundaries, are likely not necessary. 

However, an analysis of the village area for eligibility potential should be undertaken. If this 
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potential is identified, it will be important to understand what, if any, implications the 

project has to the infrastructure in order to determine effects.  

 Laura Black also mentioned the Claremont Railway, which appears to have been an 

important resource. There’s been little documentation, and there appear to be fragments of 

track extant in this area. Laura also noted that culverts were sometimes specifically designed 

to meet the needs of a specific railway, and efforts should be made to find out if this is the 

case for the Claremont Railway culvert in the project area. It is possible that an inventory 

form will be advisable, but for now research should be conducted into how much of the 

former railway is still intact (Bruce Temple noted that some of the bed is extant behind 

Lambert Building Supply).  

 Edna Feighner noted there are no archaeology concerns, citing IAC’s Phase 1A report and 

the distance of the project from the cemeteries. 

 Greg Bakos noted the project is on an accelerated schedule. NHDOT review of the 

engineering study is expected to be completed shortly. The project team is hoping to get a 

CE.  

 Laura Black inquired why the RPR was submitted after the alternatives were evaluated and 

presented at a public meeting. Section 106 should be initiated earlier, while the alternatives 

are still being considered. It was noted by the project team that there was essentially only 

one viable alignment alternative and the order in which process tasks need to be completed 

– namely public discussions, final alternative selection, NEPA - can be challenging. The 

need to initiate Section 106 at an earlier date was reiterated.  

 Next steps – VHB to investigate the Claremont Railway, including extant sections and 

culvert design; the district potential of the village area; and report on the precise impacts to 

properties over 50 years old. The results do not need to be formalized in a memo at this 

time, but instead just reported to Jill via email.  

 

 

Amherst, 20242 (no federal number) 

Participants: Sean James, Hoyle Tanner; Bruce Berry, Town of Amherst 

 

Continued consultation on the proposed bridge replacement if the 1980 metal pipe culvert 

(134/100) that carries Manchester Road over Beaver Brook. The bridge is a non-contributing 

feature within the Amherst Historic District.  The goal of the meeting was to discuss project 

coordination with the Amherst Historic District Commission and current design plans. 

 

Bruce Berry and Sean James presented an update to this project which was previously presented to 

the committee on March 8, 2012.  S. James summarized the proposed project which includes 

replacement of a 3-span metal pipe culvert with a single span prestressed concrete deck beam 

bridge on cast in place concrete abutments.  Since the previous cultural resource committee 

meeting, two presentations on the project have been made to the Amherst Selectboard, 3 

presentations have been made to the Amherst Historic District Commission (HDC) and a special 

meeting was held with abutters to the project.  The Town has made the following commitments to 

the HDC which has approved the proposed plan:  1) powder coat brown all steel railing; 2) 

wingwall and abutment concrete will have a large block formliner; 3) wingwall concrete and fascia 

curb concrete will have a pigmented (grey) sealer; 4) the fascia of the deck beams will have a 

pigmented (brown) sealer and 5) no granite will be added as a cap to the wingwalls.  
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S. James noted that the Town has held five, public meetings and obtained easements from three of 

the 4 abutters, however one abutter at the southwest corner of the project is unhappy with the 

proposed project.  A summary of comments received by the abutter were discussed in detail.  In 

summary, the objections were directly related to the proposed project but rather the lack of 

personal public outreach and larger traffic issues within the village area.  The Town has attempted 

to resolve this abutter’s concerns, however they are outside of the current scope of the project.  B. 

Berry discussed that the closure of the bridge has created a hardship in Town with additional 

traffic being detoured down another road which has a soccer field on it.  He expanded upon the 

Town’s efforts to work with the abutter, however no resolution has been made.  After some 

discussion, it was agreed that the Town should continue to work to resolve issues with the abutter, 

however in the meantime the effect memo can be signed so that the project can proceed. 

 

 

Henniker, 28735, X-A003(775) 

Participants: Tom Yennerell, Town of Henniker; Michael Vignale, KVPartners, LLC 

 

Initial consultation on the Safe Routes to School Sidewalk Improvement Project to discuss the 

proposed work within the Henniker Village Historic District, listed on the National Register.  The 

work includes replacing sidewalks in place and adding new sections where there are gaps. 

 

Mike Vignale and Tom Yennerell gave a brief description of the project as follows: 

 

 The limits of work include portions of Western Avenue, Hall Avenue, Maple Street (NH Route 

114), and Main Street.  Proposed work includes constructing new sidewalks in the same 

location (approximately) as the existing sidewalks and some new sidewalks will be constructed 

to fill gaps where no sidewalks currently exist.  All nearby private property features (walls, 

stairs, posts, etc.) will remain in place and will not be impacted by this project.  Impacts to 

private properties may include some grading on driveways and grass areas to match existing 

grades in limited areas.  A curb line modification at the Main Street westbound approach 

(between Rush Road and NH Route 114) will be made to reduce the number of approach lanes.  

The project area is within the Henniker Village Historic District (NR Eligible) and requires 

work on the Tucker Library property. 

 

 We discussed that all of the proposed sidewalk work will be in areas that are currently 

sidewalks or paved areas.  Proposed sidewalks will be bituminous concrete except for curb 

ramps and some sidewalks near the NH Route 114/Western Avenue intersection that will be 

cement concrete. 

 

 Work on the Tucker Library property is required but is limited to removing and replacing a 

bituminous concrete sidewalk in the same location as the exiting sidewalk and installation of 

curb ramps. 

 

 The use of granite curbing was discussed.  We explained that the sloped granite curbing on 

Western Avenue would remain in place except at the corner radii where the curb ramps are 

required.  In these locations, vertical granite curb will be installed to provide proper transitions 

for the curb ramps and to provide a more substantial curb considering the sloped curb is being 

driven over by busses and large vehicles and is in poor condition.  In other locations where 

new sidewalks are proposed vertical granite curbing will be installed. 
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 Drainage was discussed.  We explained that the existing drainage systems will be used as much 

as possible and drainage structures will be adjusted to match the new curb line as required. 

 

 Drainage at the church driveway (a town road) was discussed.  We indicated that an additional 

catch basin on NH Route 114 and a drop inlet on the driveway was required.  We would 

coordinate with the NHDOT District about the improvements. 

 

 The panel felt that the project would have no adverse impact and the details of the Cultural 

Resources Effect Memo were discussed. 
 
 

DRED Project Review 2014 

Participants: Chris Gamache, Lisa Meffert, Cody Grondin, DRED 

 

As part of the yearly review of projected DRED trail projects, Chris Gamache presented the 

proposed projects and the consideration of cultural and historical impacts included a review of site 

specific documentation, including a location map, USGS map, photographs and anticipated 

impacts. 

 

Additional detail was requested for the following projects:  

14-15 Northern Forest Canoe Trail Due to proposed ground disturbance including at canoe 

washing station, provide additional details on impacts, 

supply photos of ramp area, update information  

14-44 Southeast Land Trust of New 

Hampshire 

Prepare archaeological site forms with maps for each 

mill site prior to conducting work, including for Bartlett 

Saw Mill and Moses-Tucker Mill; provide more 

information on mill pond impacts; Dennis Lewis will 

realign stonework damaged from floods 

44-65 Town of Belmont Continue consultation with NHDHR due to 

archaeological sensitivity, provide information on 

impacts at abutments 

44-69 Bear-Paw Regional 

Greenways, Nottingham 

Due to archaeological sensitivity, provide more 

information on locations and impacts 
 

 
 (When viewing these minutes online, click on a project to zoom to the minutes for that project) 

 

*Memos/MOA’s:  

 
 Submitted by: Sheila Charles and Jill Edelmann, Cultural Resources  

 

 
http://www.nh.gov/dot/org/projectdevelopment/environment/units/technicalservices/crmeetings.htm  

http://www.nh.gov/dot/org/projectdevelopment/environment/units/technicalservices/crmeetings.htm

