BUREAU OF ENVIRONMENT

CONFERENCE REPORT

DATE OF CONFERENCES: July 13, 2006
LOCATION OF CONFERENCES: J.O. Morton Building

ATTENDED BY: Kevin Nyhan, Jon Evans, Christine Perron, Ram Maddali, and Dave
Powelson, NHDOT; Jim Garvin, Linda Wilson, Jim McConaha, and Edna Feighner,
NHDHR; Harry Kinter, FHWA; Richard Roach, ACOE; D. Scott Osgood,
Administrative Services; Jason Gallant, Louis Berger; Lynne Monroe, Preservation Co.;
Peter Howe, FST; Steve Pesci, UNH Campus Planning; Tom Samyn, Samyn-D’elia
Architects; Jay Poulin, HE Bergeron Engineers; John Theriault, Ames; and Albert Rex,
Ames Consultant.

SUBJECT: Monthly SHPO-FHWA-ACOE-NHDOT Cultural Resources Meeting

Thursday, July 13, 2006

Lebanon, X-A000(232), 14194. Participant: Jason Gallant, Louis Berger (
jeallant@]louisberger.com).

The purpose of the discussion regarding Bridge 077/107 in Lebanon was to score the bridge for
NRHP eligibility as per the conclusion of the 6 April 2006 bi-monthly cultural resources meeting.
Both DOT and DHR received information compiled by Berger prior to the 13 July meeting,
which included reproductions of select views from the original bridge plans, information
regarding any improvements or changes to the structure since construction, a list of comparable
bridges in the state, and other pertinent information collected from the Bureau of Bridge Design
files.

Jason Gallant explained that the city’s preference for this project is to rehabilitate the existing
structure by extending the floor beams to accommodate wider vehicular travel lanes and
pedestrians. Discussion of the bridge’s significance followed, and the bridge was scored for
NRHP eligibility using criteria established by the DOT and DHR within the continuous variable
plate girder type. The bridge scored a provisional score of 15, and was determined not to be
eligible for inclusion in the NRHP within this context. Consensus was that the scoring effort was
not sufficient to determine the bridge’s NRHP eligibility, but is sufficient for the purposes of the
proposed undertaking. It was agreed that if the bridge design stays on rehabilitation track that the
project would have no adverse effect on historic properties. However, in the event that the bridge
is replaced or extensively altered from its original design, DHR has requested a full historic
bridge inventory form, focusing on a comparative review within the continuous variable plate
girder type.

Action items:Berger is to complete a Cultural Resources Memorandum of Effect for municipally
managed projects and a brief individual form with black and white photographs to document the
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changes to the floor system. Once reviewed, the green sheet will indicate that more information
is needed if bridge is replaced or significantly altered rather than rehabilitated.

Salem (no project #’s). Participant: Jason Gallant, Louis Berger (jgallant@louisberger.com

).

Jason Gallant explained that the bridge replacement project in Salem will require minimal
roadway re-alignment and that impacts to the project area will be limited to the removal of the
structure and its present footprint. The bridge represents a cast in place deck on stone masonry
abutments. It is not a rigid frame bridge. It was agreed by meeting participants that the bridge
does not meet National Register criteria for historical association or architectural or engineering
significance; therefore it is not eligible for inclusion in the NRHP. The bridge, however, is
located near a crossroads cluster of historic period residences. The proposed new bridge’s design
may be a concern in this potentially historic area. Design modifications that may help the new
bridge fit into the surrounds and that are economically feasible were discussed, including railing
design and materials.

Action items: Berger will present preliminary design alternatives for the bridge (tentatively
scheduled for 10 August 2006) and will include more detailed photographs of the surrounding
project area before a determination of effect is made.

Loudon (no project #’s). Participant: Jason Gallant, Louis Berger (
jeallant@]louisberger.com).

The bridge is located on Chichester Road over Beehole Brook (061/044). It was a concrete slab
bridge, which had been previously rehabilitated. It is a Bridge Aid project. The Loudon bridge
replacement project is classified as an emergency replacement as a result of the floods in May
2006. During the flooding, the abutments of the bridge were severely undermined, which caused
the bridge to fail. Since then, the town received an emergency DES permit, and the bridge has
been demolished.

Action items: Berger will complete a No Historic Properties Affected Cultural Resources
Memorandum of Effect for the municipally managed project.

Alstead, X-A000(425), 145411. Participants: Kevin Nyhan.

Kevin Nyhan discussed this project, which involves permanently repairing the intersection of NH
Route 123 with Cooper Hill Road and Cobb Hill Road. This project was previously reviewed and
a No Adverse Effect memo was signed. Subsequent to that meeting, additional right-of-way
involvement was identified. This work involves primarily slope work along Warren Brook,
specifically on parcels 32 & 35 on either side of Cooper Hill Road. After review of impacts,
which are significantly set back from the project area, it was determined that this work would not
change the effect. It was also determined that no architectural survey work would be needed on
these additional parcels. Edna Feighner requested that the project area on parcel 35 be examined
for archaeological sensitivity and tested while University of Massachusetts was in the field
completing a Phase II at the Wildes (Forstall) property. The original memo stays in effect.
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Hinsdale, X-A000(426), 14540N. Participant: Jon Evans.

The floods of October 2005 resulted in the collapse of a section of NH Route 63 adjacent to
Kilburn Brook in Hinsdale, NH. Following this event, the Department constructed a single lane
temporary detour, shifting the road west, away from the collapsed section. The Department is
currently planning the construction of a permanent fix to these temporary repairs. The limits of
work begin approximately 1,300 feet north of the intersection with NH Route 119, and continue
north approximately 1,000 feet. Work may include roadway and pavement rehabilitation and/or
reconstruction, as well as drainage and guardrail improvements.

Jon Evans provided an update as to the progress of this project and an overview of the
proceedings at the public informational meeting. He indicated that at this point design has
progressed to the point where many of the alternatives have been examined, and it appears that
avoidance of the Jeffords (Smith) property at 51 Chesterfield Road is unlikely. The property
owner has requested a complete acquisition of his property as all alternatives involve removal of
a large portion of the front yard and garage. Both Harry Kinter and Linda Wilson indicated that it
was also their understanding that avoidance of this property was unlikely. Upon conclusion,
Linda Wilson and Harry Kinter signed the Adverse Effect Memo.

Tamworth, X-A000(299), 14317 (14317B, 14422, 13918). Participants: Peter Howe,
FST (phowe@fstinc.com); Lynne Monroe, Preservation Company; and Ram
Maddali.

II. Introduction and Project Overview by Peter Howe

1. FST reviewed the 40-scale color plot of the existing conditions roll plan, noting the study
limits along with the existing topography and features of the village area.

2. Chocorua Village Safety Improvements project is a Municipally Managed TE/CMAQ
project in the early stages of the Engineering Study. Project timeline/history was
reviewed.

3. The project funding consists of several sources that will generally be combined for the

intersection and pedestrian safety improvements. The engineering study will focus on a
corridor extending roughly %2 North and South of the intersection of Routes 113 and 16 in
the Village Center. Final designs will be developed for prioritized improvements within
the available funds.

4. The intersection improvements will focus on pedestrian safety improvements, sidewalks
and crossings, geometric/turning movement improvements, and sight line improvements.
The locations of the intersections that will be the main focus in the Village area were
noted; with the possible “T” intersection of Chocorua Road with Rte. 16 being noted as
the most substantial potential modification.

5. Excessive speed is a major problem, and NHDOT conducted “traffic calming” island
tests. Pedestrian activity is at serious peril due to vehicle speed and lack of crossings; ice
cream stand and gas station/store generates pedestrian crossing needs. The test conducted
by the NHDOT did not yield the desired result of reduced speed due to negligible



II.
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horizontal diversion of the test island. Traffic calming islands will be studied as part of
the project.

Pocket Park on corner of the intersection is considered second in priority to roadway
safety improvements. No parking is desired. Possibilities include a park with
path/benches and retaining wall to generally “level” the area, a simple terraced and
planted area, and a low cost solution to simply accommodate drainage and protect against
erosion. FST is working with Carolyn B. Russell of NHDES on water quality initiative.
NHDES encourages the incorporation of bio-retention into the project. Any of the three
likely pocket park options could include bio-retention elements.

Actual sidewalk materials have not been discussed. FST plans on providing cost
differences to Town for various options. Future meeting with Cultural Resources will
address specifics.

The bridge carrying Rte. 113 over Chocorua River should be wide enough for a single
sidewalk. This proposal will be reviewed as part of the study.

Historical Work Overview by Lynne E. Monroe

L. Monroe indicated approximate northerly and southerly limits of proposed historic district
boundary.

The northeast corner of 113/16 intersection contains remnants of an overall intersection
landscaping design that was produced in the 1920’s by America’s first prominent woman
landscape architect. The remnant steps and small courtyard evidence an early recognition of
the need to improve pedestrian access in this steep area. There was a brief circulation of
Lynne’s site photos.

There is no evidence of mills of the former Chocorua Village Iron Works.
The dam was re-built and altered relatively recently.

Old NHDOT Route 16 design plans offered useful information. It indicated locations of a
number of Village “tea rooms”.

Discussion w/ and Input from NHDOT, NHDHR and FHWA

R.O.W. is close to cemetery border on east side of 16, 1000’ south of 113/16 intersection.
Therefore, the sidewalk should probably be on west side. Lynne Monroe offered pictures
showing that the cemetery is actually sited on a knoll above the road, and would not be in
the ROW. Further, the cemetery is compromised by the large billboard, which is also on
the knoll.

“Red flags” are often raised in Section 106 review when an element is added to a historic
area that was not there before. But on this project, the addition of sidewalks, while a “new”
element, would most likely be viewed as an enhancement to the area, and therefore not
raise “red flags.” Materials should be subtle, however, avoiding inappropriate paving
material, for example. With the addition of curbing, it would be preferable to utilize
granite curbing vs. bituminous curbing.



3. Regarding ornamental lighting, Peter Howe mentioned the funding issue, but there was a
desire to consider installation for the infrastructure for future lighting.

4. Tt was mentioned that if excavation was required outside the ROW for lighting and/or
drainage installation, there might be a need for historical archaeologist to become involved,
particularly concerned in the Village Center area. More direction will be provided when
concepts are further developed and another Cultural Resource Agency meeting is attended.
Coordination with the Tamworth Select Board will be required, as archaeology was not
anticipated in the original “historical” scope of work.

5. Proposed material will need to figure prominently in future reviews.

6. Peter Howe mentioned that a wall, if incorporated into the “pocket park” designs, would
likely be pre-cast concrete block or panel type. The intent of the wall would be to makeup
the grade differential between the roadway and the Chocorua River, to provide a relatively
level area for the park concept.

7. No 4-F required if geometric intersection improvements (including “T”) fall within R.O.W.
of NHDOT/Town.

8. Brief discussion and review of L. Monroe’s site photos of the existing bridge carrying 113
over the Chocorua River west of Route 16 occurred. Bridge abutments are ¢.1930 concrete
on the north. On the south side, old granite abutments with evidence of an old sluiceway,
which is mostly obliterated by bridge alterations/repairs constructed over time, are evident.
These features are possibly a component for early waterpower. A sidewalk on bridge would
be a welcome addition.

9. The idea of a platform or walkway to provide a safe place to congregate on west side of the
guardrail in Mill Pond area is not objectionable.

10. There is a prominent, potentially eligible farm at the southwesterly limit of the survey that
is not shown on the survey plan. FST will review and modify plan as appropriate.

11. Roundabouts, while considered in some early design charrettes, are not desirable for the
Village from a historical-context perspective but will be reviewed as part of the study phase
of the project.

12. Ideas for a Village Gateway / traffic calming treatment north of 113/16 intersection, for
example a center island, deflection, Dublin-like oval etc., to slow people down may be
desirable, but careful attention should be paid to the historic character of the village center
so that they don’t add an incompatible element.

Jaffrey, Stone Culvert/Wetland Permit (no project #’s). Participant: Christine
Perron.

Photographs of a stone box culvert on Dublin Road in Jaffrey were presented. A metal pipe has
been extended from the outlet side of the box. The pipe and possibly the box culvert may be
replaced or repaired by District 4 in the near future. It was determined that if any work was



proposed for the stone box, that is if more than just the pipe is replaced and the structure itself
would be impacted, the project should be presented at a future meeting with photographs showing
the interior of the box.

Rochester, X-A000(320), 14350.

L. Wilson signed an adverse effect memo for the Washington Street project. She made several
additions to the memo including the HABS documentation of the single contributing building that
was being removed and completion of all necessary phases of archaeology prior to demolition of
the two properties and the property encompassed by the square.

Bridge Maintenance: Stone Arch Culvert in Canterbury. Participant: Tim Boody

T. Boody described the damage to a stone arch culvert, which occurred during the May flooding.
The culvert is located just south of the rest area in Canterbury under the Boston, Concord, and
Montreal Railroad line that parallels I-93 along its west side between exists 18 and 19. The east
end is tied to a concrete drop culvert that runs under 1-93. The main damage was sustained by the
east end of the culvert, where the stone along its south wall were partially collapsed. The railroad
bed above the culvert also fell in. Flooding has apparently undermined that end of the structure.
The structure is approximately 13’ tall by 10.5” wide. The west end of the culvert remains in
good condition.

Rail and Transit will stabilize the slope and rebuild the track, installing sheet piling on either side
of the end of the culvert and over the opening. The arch will be stabilized. This process may
require the removal of 12°-15” of the east end. J. Garvin requested that black and white
photographs be taken of the arch and placed on an individual form front. J. McKay agreed to take
the photographs on July 17, 2006, while bridge maintenance was at the structure.

National Historic Covered Bridge Preservation Program. Participants: Jim Garvin,
Dave Powelson, and Mark Richardson and Deb Loiselle, DES.

Discussion identified covered bridges for funding under the National Historic Covered Bridge
Preservation Program. Because the deadline for the application is August 1, 2006 (not August 15,
2006 as initially thought), the work for potential candidates would need to be currently well
defined. It was also suggested that the more applications submitted, the more likely some of the
proposed projects would be funded.

The Thompson Bridge in Swanzey received the most discussion. An engineering study defining
the level of scouring around the center pier was completed several years ago. It was felt that
removal of the adjacent dam would accelerate the scour. There are voids in the pier. However,
even if the Woolen Mill Dam remained, the pier would require rehabilitation at some future date.
The bridge was extensively rehabilitated in the early 1990s. The estimate for the pier
rehabilitation provided by the engineering report was $200,000.

Mark Richardson agreed to determine the level of matching funds needed for each project. Jim
Garvin indicated that he would send a list of covered bridge owners to Bridge Design.

It was also suggested that NHDOT include fire protection for several bridges.



Claremont, Monadnock Mills Riverside Training Wall (no project number).
Participant: D. Scott Osgood (Dosgood@dot.state.nh.us/4523) and Michelle Juliano,
Department of Administrative Services and Richard Roberts, Consulting Engineer.

Richard Roberts, consulting engineer, discussed the engineering studies completed for the
Monadnock Mill State Office Building (Mill No. 1)’s wall that faces the Sugar River. The initial
presentation at a Cultural Resources meeting occurred in November 2004. Administrative
Services had proposed placing a concrete training wall that would cover most of the riverside
wall of the building. The concrete would be bonded with the existing, unmortared rubble stone
foundation.

Rich Roach indicated that there would very likely need to be an Army Corps permit because fill,
the concrete wall, would be placed below the high water mark would and displace the water. Ifa
permit is needed, then Section 106 needs to be followed. The mill was listed in the National
Register on February 15, 1979, as a contributing structure in the Monadnock Mills National
Register Historic District, and DHR stated that the impact would be adverse. The proposed
approach to the project, the proposed training wall, would be irreversible.

Richard Roberts noted that there was clear evidence of structural movement of the dry laid
foundation wall, and Administrative Services is concerned about wall failure. J. Garvin observed
that the proposed solution was not reversible since it bonded with the existing wall. He also
noted that the dry-laid wall was intentionally constructed to allow any water that entered the
basement to drain. He requested that the structural weakness of the wall be verified and that
alternatives to the current proposal be examined. The typical approach followed under the
Secretary of Interior’s Standards would be to rebuild the sections of the wall that appear unstable.
That way the basement will continue to self-drain. Building a protective wall that did not bond to
the rubble wall to a lower height than currently proposed so that the rubble wall is visible was
discussed as an alternative.

Scott Osgood reaffirmed that the purpose of the project was to stabilize the wall and protect it
from floating debris. J. Garvin reminded S. Osgood that the wall had survived floods for the last
150 years. Further discussion looked at different options that had less effect on the existing wall
and worked toward a reversible treatment. There was additional discussion about repair to
damaged areas with replacement of stone, the use of mortar of higher strength in repaired areas,
injection of mortar into the wall, and an internal structure that would add strength to the wall.

Durham, X-A000(070), 13870. Participant: Steve Pesci (spesci@unh.edu), UNH
Campus Planning.

Referring to May 25 memo, Pesci explained that this project has a fleet and an infrastructure
component. The scope is determined by a November 4, 2005 approval from CMAQ, NHDES
and NHDOT that ties in to companion FTA and DOE projects. Understanding that the CE is only
required for the construction elements, fleet replacement has been approved and procurement
completed, of which there are two:

A) The expanded, existing CNG fueling facility: Pesci explained that the facility was
being moved approximately 50 west and expanded on a peninsula of land adjacent to
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wetlands. The May 25 packet includes a map showing wetlands boundaries. UNH has
met with Dory Wiggins of NHDES on-site and has received assistance in designing site
plan that avoids wetlands and the 100 year floodplain. The final design plan is being
engineered. Request CE approval is now with understanding that these issues are
adequately addressed. The fueling area is mainly unpaved. Only dispensing area is
paved. Cascade tanks and fuel maker units are on concrete pads in gravel field. There
was discussion regarding archeological findings. Pesci replied that he was not
aware of any issues. Attendees requested that the site be reviewed by Edna Feighner of
the Division of Historical Resources. [Subsequently, E. Feighner indicated that the area
would not be sensitive since it contains fill.]

After consultation with the UNH project manager, UNH wishes to add that the

site and adjacent A-lot are built upon fill. It also clarified that these fuel tanks are all
above ground units. UNH will only be installing cement pads and utility lines slightly
below or above soil surface so that there will be no significant disturbance to the site and
minimal impermeable surface added to existing pavement areas. The tanks etc that are
not on pads are on gravel to be installed on existing soil.

B) Renovation of existing vehicle maintenance facility: The project is a CE. There is no
work outside the existing structure, which is a transit and non-transit vehicle facility.
Work will upgrade fire, safety systems for CNG.

It was determined that no historic properties would be affected.

Durham, X-A000(344), 14404 and , X-A000(068), 13868. Participant: Steve Pesci,
UNH Campus Planning.

Pesci presented these two projects together. They are designed to expand transit capacity to
create an intermodal bus/rail facility and dedicated transit passenger waiting areas. The TE
project will focus specifically on historic restoration of the historic depot facility. UNH will not
need any additional easements from Guilford except for possible construction easements.

The work will be on existing UNH property.

UNH is starting an RFP process for an architectural consultant with historic structure experience.
There will be no water quality or ESA impacts. It has been made clear to the consultant teams
that the historic integrity of the structure is important and should be maintained or improved.

Pesci noted that his May 25 letter had been sent to several agencies, which have already
replied with comments noting lack of findings.
- There are no LWCEF properties in any of the project sites
- There are no identified impacts on Section 6(f)
- DRED provided ESA findings, which were historical records of observed species in
the 60s. None of these sites were in any of the specified project areas.

The Committee suggested that UNH keep them apprised of design alternatives as they evolve
during a will likely be October-November timeframe. Pesci agreed to do this as a courtesy.
Pesci asked that NHDOT inform UNH of CE approval process. It is anticipated that UNH will
return for further review.



Durham, X-A000(067), 13867. Participant: Steve Pesci, UNH Campus Planning.

This project is along Main Street, East.

e This project is almost entirely within the curb-to-curb of the existing Main Street
corridor.

e The Goal is to expand bike/ped safety and capacity while also expanding capacity
(pullouts) for increased bi-directional transit service on the corridor.

e UNH has completed preliminary design phase in coordination with Town of Durham.
UNH has been designated by the Town as the project manager. The final design contract
is pending.

e Nesmith driveway relocation from Main to College is the only area outside of the
curb/sidewalk work. An alternative to relocate Nesmith Driveway to Colovos Road
would traverse a wooded area. This would likely necessitate additional review by
environmental agencies. However, this alternative has not been considered at this point.

e There are no known or expected cultural or historic issues. This roadway has been
virtually unchanged for 50 years. Pesci displayed UNH photos of the corridor dating to
circa 1930s showing a wider streetscape than existing

UNH seeks full CE designation. If Nesmith drive relocation to Colovos is pursued, it will solicit
additional resource agency feedback. As defined, the project would not have an adverse effect on
historical resources.

Plymouth, X-A000(356), 14416: Participant: Tom Samyn, Samyn-D’elia Architects
(tom@sdarchitects.com), PA.

T. Samyn described the project, which is the renovation of the existing second floor spaces to
accommodate expanded programs as well as new programs for the seniors. The space is currently
used for storage. This renovation has been anticipated since the Phase I project of thirteen years
ago. The program includes an elevator, toilets, meeting space, offices, crafts, exercise space, and
a card room. Egress stairs currently exist, having been part of Phase I. The most significant
changes involve removal of the existing wooden coffered ceiling, which is too low to provide
adequate headroom, and installation of a dormer. The ceiling originally spanned a two-story
space until the 1960’s when a floor was installed as part of a factory renovation. The new ceiling
will be designed to reflect the old ceiling in part as a reminiscent element in the room. With the
ceiling removed, there will be some very nice industrial type trusses exposed consisting of steel
rods and timbers. There will be a dormer with two sets of three windows on the east side of the
meeting room to provide light and ventilation

Discussion Points:

1. J. Garvin indicated that the adaptation would affect original fabric, specifically
the barrel vault. He suggested that large format photos be taken of the existing
condition before the ceiling is demolished. He suggested Charlie Freiberg of
New London as a possibility.

2. T. Samyn will show locations and directions of photos taken on a floor plan. The
8.5 x 11 plan drawings presented at the meeting will be suitable for this purpose.
3. There should be a follow-up meeting to review the project when we are at the

95% stage of drawing development. We are at approximately 60% now. The
project has been underway for the past two years, which is considerably before



DOT funding became available. That is why we are so far along with the work,
noting the fact that this is the first review meeting with DOT.

Moultonborough, X-A000(354), 14414. Participant: Jay Poulin, HE Bergeron
Engineers (jpoulin@hebcivil.com); Chuck Connell, Town of Moultonborough;
Donna Kuethe, Moultonborough Pathway Committee.

Jay Poulin opened the meeting with a brief description of the overall pathway project, including
the project limits and different phases of the project. J. Poulin noted the total pathway project is
anticipated to stretch from the intersection of Route 25 and Moultonborough Neck Road to the
intersection of Winaukee Road and Moultonborough Neck Road. He noted that Phase I consisted
of the southern portion of the project and construction was completed in 2004. Phase II, currently
in the design phase, will consist of pathway construction along the northernmost 2.5 miles of
Moultonborough Neck Road. Phase III will ultimately connect both phases and complete the
pathway project.

J. Poulin described the general design intent for Phase II, which primarily includes construction
of 4’ paved pathways on each side of Moultonborough Neck Road from the intersection of
Highway Garage Road to Kona Farm Road. Phase II construction will begin at the intersection of
Playground Drive & Highway Garage Road due to the proximity of parking and sanitary facilities
on Playground Drive. J. Poulin noted that no actual construction is anticipated along Playground
Drive, only the use of the facilities. J. Poulin also noted that all construction should be completed
within the ROW of both Moultonborough Neck Road and Highway Garage Road. No easements
are anticipated.

With respect to permitting, J. Poulin noted that several resource agencies were notified of the
project including both cultural and natural resource agencies. With respect to cultural resources,
he noted that submissions were made to Shari Colby, Land and Water Conservation Fund; Steve
Walker, CLS/LCIP Properties; and Linda Wilson, NH Division of Historical Resources. J. Poulin
noted responses were received from Shari Colby and Steve Walker. Ms. Colby responded that
the Moultonborough Recreation Area along Playground Drive was a 6(f) property. Mr. Walker
responded that no CLS/LCIP properties are located within the project area. J. Poulin noted that
no impacts to the aforementioned 6(f) property are expected because no construction is
anticipated along Playground Drive.

Harry Kinter asked if any abutting properties would be affected such as by the removal of trees,
retaining walls, etc. J. Poulin noted that there may be some impacts but all efforts will be made to
avoid such disturbances. H. Kinter asked if any stone boundary walls and/or stone property
markers would be impacted. J. Poulin responded that none are anticipated. J. McKay asked if
any pictures were available. J. Poulin stated none were brought to the meeting. J. McKay asked
that photos be submitted along the project area. She asked that the photos to be supplemented
with a plan identifying location of the photos and the entire package mailed to Charlie Hood for
distribution at the next cultural resources meeting. J. Poulin can complete a municipal effect
memo without checking the type of effect. The effect can be checked at the meeting, and the
memo will then be signed.

Ram Madali noted that the Town of Moultonborough would like to advertise the project in

September for construction in October. R. Maddali noted that this might require the project to be
shifted into FY 2006 in order to do so. H. Kinter recommended that he speak with John Kater for

10
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advice. R. Maddali then noted that the natural resource meeting scheduled for July 19" was
cancelled and stated that moving this project to the next meeting may be too far out if
advertisement is expected in September. J. Poulin noted that responses from some of the natural
resource agencies had been received but not all. Rich Roach then asked if any wetland impacts
were anticipated. J. Poulin stated that there were none. R. Roach then suggested that an e-mail to
him and Gino Infacelli, NHDES, stating that no wetland impacts are anticipated would suffice for
their agencies.

Hillsborough Wal-Mart Project. Participant: Albert Rex, architectural consultant
and John Theriault, Ames (207-947-0153-343/jtheriault@amesae.com) (contact
Charles Willeke).

Albert Rex stated that he had completed and was about to submit to NHDHR a project area form
that encompassed the Lower Hillsborough Village. It encompasses West Main, the NH Route 31
and 9 intersection, the intersection of West Main and NH Route 9, and the intersection at NH
Route 202 and Main. He noted that there were few project locations that affected historical
resources, but deferred to NHDHR on that assessment. It was noted that an Army Corps permit is
required for the project. The design for the roadway modifications is 95% complete.

NHDHR expressed concern about the effect of the project on the Second New Hampshire
Turnpike and observed that there was a north-south historic connection between the Pierce
Homestead and this area.

Because NHDHR had not had the opportunity to review the project area form, a concrete
discussion of effects would need to wait until a later meeting.

Minutes sent by Albert Rex in late August and incorporated in these minutes on September 6,
2006:

John Theriault of AMES A/E presented the 95% plan for the Hillsborough Wal-Mart Store. He
focused on the intersections of West Main and the 9 Bypass and on the intersection of Routes 9
and 31 near the Franklin Pierce Homestead. Mr. Theriault described the process that lead to plan
including meeting with interested parties to work to reduce potential impacts to the Pierce
Homestead by keeping road widening to a minimum and to shifting changes to Route 31 to the
west side of the highway across from the Pierce Homestead. Mr. Theriault also described the
discussion with DOT that lead to keeping the intersection free of traffic controls in order to allow
the continued flow of traffic from the bypass.

Albert Rex, the historic consult, described the context of the area from his research. He noted
that the Pierce homestead was listed as a National Historic Landmark and the McNeil House just
south of the Pierce Homestead was eligible for listing on the National Register. Mr. Rex felt that
the design of the intersection already took into account the potential impacts from traffic
generated by the proposed project and that few changes could be made to have a further affect on
these historic properties. He noted that the integrity of the properties immediately south of the
intersection, the 1830 Motel and the Corner Store, had already been compromised and that
several properties, a 1950’s motel, a house and an outbuilding to the northwest of the intersection
had been demolished.

The discussion then turned to the question of impacts to other potential historic resources. Mr
Rex described the area known as the Lower Village, from Saw Mill Road at the intersection of
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West Main Street to the 2" New Hampshire Turnpike and to the intersection of routes 9 and 31,
as being potentially eligible for listing as a district on the National Register. Mr. Rex described
this area a being a residential village built around industries that developed along the North
Branch River. He described this district as being fairly intact despite the loss of most of the
industrial buildings related to its development.

Mr. Rex and Mr. Theriault then discussed ways to mitigate impacts to this area. They noted that
Saw Mill Road and Keith Road, which meet the intersection of West Main Street- run to the
northeast and rejoin, are not roads that are easily driven on and would not be seen as short cuts to
avoid traffic on West Main Street near the project site. Mr. Rex noted that West Main Street was
not extended until the early 1950’s and that there was only one resource over 50 years old along
that portion of roadway near the project site. He described the impact of this extension as the last
significant change that impacted the period of significance to the Lower Village, impacting the
last remaining large tracts of land associated with the Village’s farming history. He described
how farmland to the south had been destroyed in the mid-1920s for the creation of the Jackman
Reservoir, now Pierce Lake. Mr. Theriault mentioned that a section of the 2" New Hampshire
Turnpike, just to the south of the Village, had recently been paved for the first time. Mr.
Theirault suggested that signage at the intersection of West Main and Saw Mill Road could
mitigate potential impacts by not allowing left turns by cars traveling north on West Main Street
onto Saw Mill Road. He also mentioned the possibility of making Saw Mill Road a one-way
street. Mr. Rex mentioned that local residents seemed willing to explore this concept.

**Memos: Gorham 14407; Portsmouth, STP-X5379(027), 13523; Hinsdale, X-A000(426),
14540N; Loudon-Belmont 14462, X-A000(398)

Submitted by Joyce McKay, Cultural Resources Manager

c.C. K. Cota N. Mayville Bill Cass
C. Barleon, OSP C. Waszczuk D. Lyford
V. Chase R. Roach, ACOE H. Kinter, FHWA
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