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CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION 
NON-PROGRAMMATIC ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT SUMMARY 

 
Action/Project Name: Farmington  State Project Number: 16212 

Federal Project Number: X-A001(092)    

 
Description of Project (Attach Location Map, As Appropriate): 
 
The proposed action would involve the reconstruction of NH Route 11 to add a center left turn lane and tie into the 
existing center turn lane southeast of the intersection with Main Street (NH Route 153). The project extends southerly 
approximately 3500 feet. Also, a centerline rumble strip will be installed from the southeasterly end of this center lane 
construction, southeasterly to the Town Line with Rochester. The Project is scheduled to have a Public Hearing June, 24 
2014 and advertise June 2016. (See Exhibits 1-3)  
 
Project Purpose and Need: 
 
The Purpose of this project is to improve the safety deficiencies at the project location. 
  
The need for this project is demonstrated by the many traffic accidents on this part of NH Route 11. Traffic data from 2002 
to 2009 noted one accident with a fatality, three accidents with severe injuries and 41 other accidents with minor injuries 
or property damage. Many of the accidents were rear end collisions from vehicles stopped, attempting to make a left turn, 
side impacts from trying to enter NH Route 11 from driveways or drivers drifting over the centerline and causing a head-on 
collision. Many of these accidents most likely could have been avoided by the inclusion of a center turn lane and a 
centerline rumble strip. (See Exhibit 13) 
 
Alternatives Considered: 
 
Alt. No. 1 No Build. This alternative would provide no improvements to the roadway and was rejected as it would not 

address the safety issues here and serious accidents would most likely still occur. No other alternatives were 
considered as there were no viable options to correct the safety issues. 

 
Project Setting: 
 
Urban        Village        Rural   
Scenic Byway/NH Scenic Road? Yes      No   
National/State Forest Highway? Yes      No   
 
Unique Features:   This area has an old railroad corridor nearby with some potentially historic houses, but the   

 project should not impact either the rail line or the houses. 

 
 

 IMPACT ASSESSMENT SUMMARY 
 

1.       Air Quality                                                                                                                                                               NOT APPLICABLE   
 

Is project located in ozone nonattainment area?   Yes      No   
Is project located in carbon monoxide nonattainment area?   Yes      No   
Is project included in conformity determinations?   Yes      No   Year       . 
Is project exempt from conformity determination?   Yes      No   
Is project exempt from CO analysis? Yes      No   
Exemption Code (from most recent conformity document):      . 
Has project changed since the conformity analysis?    Yes      No   N/A 

 
Is project exempt from NEPA requirement to consider air quality?  Yes      No   

 
For Projects Requiring a Carbon Monoxide Microscale Analysis: N/A 
 
Maximum Predicted 1-Hour Concentrations (ppm): 
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  YEAR        CONCENTRATIONS 
Current Year (     )          to           NAAQS Violations?   Yes      No   
Opening Year (     ) build         to           NAAQS Violations?   Yes      No   
Opening Year (     ) no-build         to           NAAQS Violations?   Yes      No   
Design Year (     ) build         to           NAAQS Violations?   Yes      No   
Design Year (     ) no-build         to           NAAQS Violations?   Yes      No   

 
Comments: A conformity determination is not required, as the project is consistent with exempt projects listed in Table 
2 of 40 CFR 93.126.  Additionally, when completed, the project is not expected to result in any meaningful changes in 
traffic volumes, vehicle mix, location of the existing facility, or any other factor that would cause an increase in emissions 
impacts relative to the no-build alternative or contribute to violations of the NAAQS.  As a result, it can be concluded that 
this project will not have an adverse impact on air quality.  No further air quality review is warranted.   
 

2.       Historic/Archaeological Resources (Section 106 or RSA 227-C:9) 
                                       NOT APPLICABLE   

 
 Historic Resources Investigated?  Yes     No   National Register Eligible?  Yes   No  

Comments  

 
 Archaeological Resources Investigated? Yes     No   National Register Eligible?  Yes   No  

Comments  

 
 Findings:  No Historic Properties Affected                No Adverse Effect                Adverse Effect   
 

Agency Comments: NHDOT will discuss the centerline rumble strip at the Public Hearing. (See Exhibits 4 

and 16).  (Effects Memo will be issued after Public Hearing )    Review Completed:  

 
Advisory Council Consultation Comments (when Adverse Effects are found):            N/A 

 Review Completed:  

 
Mitigation: None needed 
 
 

3.       Threatened or Endangered Species/Natural Communities                                                  NOT APPLICABLE   
 
 Endangered species in project area?  Yes      No   In vicinity?  Yes      No   
 Section 7 consultation necessary?   Yes      No   
 

Comments from NH Natural Heritage Inventory: 
 A program of the NH Department of Resources and Economic Development See Exhibit 5 

 
Comments from State, Federal, or private agency: See Exhibit 6 

 
Mitigation (Describe): None 

 
 

4.       Floodplains or Floodways                                                                                                                           NOT APPLICABLE   
 

Does the proposed project encroach in the floodplain? Yes      No   Acreage       . 
Volume         . 

 
Significance (Describe): NH Route 11 crosses part of a flood plain, but this project should not remove any 

 flood storage capacity from the floodplain. 
 

Does the proposed project encroach in the floodway? Yes      No   Acreage       . 
Volume         . 

 
Significance (Describe):  

 
 Coordination With FEMA Required? Yes      No   
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Comments from NH Offices of Emergency Management and State Planning: See Exhibit 7 

 
Comments from Federal Highway Administration: N/A 

 
Comments from US Army Corps of Engineers: N/A 

 
Mitigation (Describe):  None required 

 

5.       Noise                                                                                                                                                                           NOT APPLICABLE   
 
 Is project a Type I Highway Project?   Yes    No   
 Are There Receptors Present?    Yes    No  :     # of Residential       .     # Of Commercial       . 
 

 Range of Noise Levels (dBA Leq) Noise Abatement Criterion Impacts 
Year Residential (R)  Commercial (C) #  Approaching #  At or Exceeding 

 No-Build  to    to   Res,     Comm  Res,     Comm 

 Build  to    to   Res,     Comm  Res,     Comm 

 No-Build  to    to   Res,     Comm  Res,     Comm 

 Build  to    to   Res,     Comm  Res,     Comm 

 
 Will completed project increase noise levels   3 dBA or more? Yes      No   
       15 dBA or More? Yes      No   
 
 Are mitigation measures included in project?  Yes      No   

Explain: As this project does not involve the construction of a new highway, the addition of through traffic 
lanes or alterations to the vertical or horizontal alignment of the existing roadway, the subject project 
is not a Type I highway project.  Since this project is not a Type I highway project a noise impact 
assessment is not necessary. 

  
Has the municipality received a copy of the traffic noise assessment? Yes      No         N/A 
 
 

6.       Right-of-Way                                                                                                                                                          NOT APPLICABLE   
 
 Is additional ROW required?  Yes      No   Acreage  0.45 acres. 
 Are improved properties acquired? Yes      No   Acreage       . 
 Displacement: Rental Units       , Private Homes       , Businesses       .                          None 
 Relocation Report received from the Bureau of Right-of-Way?    Yes      No                        N/A 
 

Relocation services to be provided? N/A 

 
Properties available for relocation? N/A 

 Public Land (Federal State, or Municipal) Involvement?  Yes      No  .  (See Section 7 below.) 
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Parcel 
No. 

Parcel Name 
Driveway 
Easemt. 

sq. ft. 

Slope 
Easemt. 

sq. ft. 

Drive and 
slope 

Easemt. 
combined 

Perm. 
Right of 

Way   
sq.ft. 

Add. 
Pvmt. 
Bus 

pulloff 

1 409 Route 11 Family Trust   525   

2 Pike Industries  50 0   

3 Steven Coppola Properties, LLC. 125 0 0   

4 Barron, E. W. , III and M.L. 0 0 6400 150  

5 Pike Industries 2150 0 0 825  

6 S.C. & K.J.  McDuffee 1650 0 0 1625  

7 Claremont Properties, Inc. 0 0 0 250  

8 Blaney, E.C. 675 0 0 6000  

9 Brookside Property Services, INC. 0 0 4300 0  

10 Holy Rosary Regional Credit Union 1150 0 0 5000  

11 Frisbee Foundation 0 6900 0 0  

12 Frisbee Memorial Hospital 0 0 950 0  

13 Frisbee Memorial Hospital 0 0 2525 1850 350 

14 
Aubert. T. R. 
Anctil ;. W.B. 
 

0 0 325 1350 100 

15 
Aubert, T. R. 
Anctil, W.B 

0 0 1500 2050 400 

16 Amrhein, J. H. and R. 0 0 550 650 0 

  0 0 0 0 0 

Totals  5750 6950 17075 19750 850 

 
 

7.       Section 4(f) Resources                                                                                                                                   NOT APPLICABLE   
 
 Public Parkland Impacts?     Yes      No      Temporary    Permanent   
 Public Recreational Area Impacts?    Yes      No      Temporary    Permanent   
 Public Wildlife/Waterfowl Refuge Impacts?   Yes      No      Temporary    Permanent   
 Historic Properties Impacted?     Yes      No      Temporary    Permanent   
 LCIP Recreational Land?     Yes      No      Temporary    Permanent   
 
 Acquisition required?   Yes      No      Area     . 
 

Comments: See Exhibits 4, 11 and 16  

 
 Non-acquisition use of 4(f) property (23 CFR 771.135(p)):   
 Noise Level Increase Yes     No      Visual Intrusion  Yes     No     
 Access Restriction Yes     No      Vibration Impacts Yes     No     
 Ecological Intrusion Yes     No     
 
 Programmatic 4(f) Evaluation   4(f) Evaluation   
 
 For impacts to recreational 4(f) resources, obtain a statement of significance from official with jurisdiction: 
 Date Requested:       .  Date Received:      . 
 
 

8.       Section 6(f) Resources                                                                                                                                   NOT APPLICABLE   
 
 Are there impacts to any properties acquired or improved with funds made available through Section 6(f) of the  

Federal Land and Water Conservation Fund Act?  Yes      No         Temporary      Permanent   
 

 Recommendation received from State Liaison Officer?  Yes      No   
 Coordination with the US Department of the Interior necessary? Yes      No   
 

Comments: See Exhibit 8 



State of New Hampshire – Department of Transportation 

March 2000 
Revised January 2005 
Revised January 2006   

5 

 
 

9.       Water Quality/Streams, Rivers, and Lakes                                                                                      NOT APPLICABLE   
 
 Erosion Control Plan Required? Yes    No   
 Groundwater Impacts? Yes    No   
 Surface Water Impacts? Yes    No   
 Wells Impacted? Yes    No        Private       Community       Municipal  
 Stream Alteration Required? Yes    No   
 
 Coordination Required on: Public Waters Access? Yes      No   
 Shoreland Protection? Yes      No   
 Lakes Management? Yes      No   
 Wild and Scenic River? Yes      No   
 NH Designated River? Yes      No   

Comments: A NHDES Shoreland permit will be required. Letters have been sent to the River Management 
Bureau at NHDES and the Cocheco River Advisory Committee regarding this project. The project will disturb less 
than 50,000 sq. ft. of protected Shoreland. The project will result in more than 100,000 sq. ft. of ground 
disturbance. The project is within a wellhead protection area so the contractor shall utilize stringent BMPs to 
prevent and contamination of groundwater. See Exhibits 9 and 10  

 
 

10.       Wetlands                                                                                                                                                               NOT APPLICABLE   
 
 Will this project impact lands under the jurisdiction of the NH Wetlands Bureau?  Yes      No   
 
 Type of permit required:  expedited     minimum     minor     major . 
 
 Does this project qualify under the ACOE NHSPGP?    Yes      No  . 
 
 ACOE Individual Permit required?  Yes      No  . 
 

 
Landform Type 

USF&W 
Classification 

Permanent  
Impacts 

Temporary 
Impacts 

                 0             0 
    

 Total   

Non-Wetland Bank 
(Jurisdictional land adjacent to lakes, ponds, streams and rivers) 

0           0            0 

Upland Portion of the Tidal Buffer Zone 
(Land within 100’ of the highest observable tide line) 

N/A   

 Total              0          0 
 
 
Estimated length of permanent impacts to banks        ft. 
Estimated length of permanent impacts to channel        ft. 
Estimated volume of impacts in Public Waters         cu. yd. 
If a channel is to be constructed, or a culvert or a bridge is to be installed, give the distance the flow of water is to 
be rerouted       ft. 
If waterfront project, indicate total length of shoreline frontage        ft. 
If wall, riprap, beach, or similar project, indicate length of proposed shoreline impact        ft. 
 
Describe Mitigation:   
 
Comments:  

 
 

11.       Land Conservation Investment Program (LCIP)                                                                        NOT APPLICABLE   
 

Will land or easements obtained through the LCIP be impacted?     Yes      No   
(Contact the LCIP Coordinator at the NH Office of State Planning) 
Have the impacts been reviewed at a monthly Natural Resource Agency Meeting? Yes      No   N/A 

 Has an application been made to CORD demonstrating compliance with RSA 162-C:6? Yes      No   N/A 
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Comments: See Exhibit 11 

 

12.       Wildlife and Fisheries                                                                                                                                   NOT APPLICABLE   
 
 Does the project impact important habitat?    Yes      No   
 Does the project have the potential to impact Essential Fish Habitat? Yes      No   
 

Comments:   

  

 
Mitigation (Describe):   

 

13.       Agricultural Land                                                                                                                                             NOT APPLICABLE   
 
 Does the project impact agricultural land? Yes      No      Active farmland? Yes     No  
 Does project area contain prime, unique, statewide or local important farmland? Yes     No  
 Completion of Form AD-1006 Required?      Yes     No  
 

Comments: Project will stay within the NHDOT Right of Way except for a very small amount of slope, 
construction and driveway easements. 

 

14.       Coast Guard                                                                                                                                                        NOT APPLICABLE   
 
 Does the project involve work in navigable waters?  Yes      No   
 Does the project impact a historic bridge?   Yes      No   
 Does the project require a Coast Guard Permit?   Yes      No   
 

Determination of FHWA and/or Coast Guard:  

 
Comments:  

 
 

15.       Hazardous/Contaminated Materials Liabilities                                                                           NOT APPLICABLE   
 
 Does the project area include sites from NHDES Groundwater Protection Bureau list? Yes      No   
 ISA completed and attached?  Yes      No         Additional investigation required? Yes      No   
 CERCLA involvement? Yes      No   
 Remediation required? Yes      No   
 

Comments: There are several sites listed in the NHDES contaminated sites list within the project area. Two  
 of them  are outside the immediate project location and have been closed. The other site is at parcel 5, Pike 
industries. This site is also closed and was a limited fuel spill from 1990. There are no other contamination issues 
with this project. See Exhibit 12 

 
 

16.       Public Participation Opportunity                                                                                                          NOT APPLICABLE   
 
 Public Informational Meeting?  Yes      No      Date  7/11/2012 and 4/21/2014 
 Public Hearing Required?  Yes      No      Date  6/24/2014 (scheduled) 
 On site meeting?   Yes      No      Date       . 
 

Comments:  

 

 
 

17.       Social and Economic Impacts                                                                                                                NOT APPLICABLE   
 
 Is the project consistent with local and regional land use plans? Yes      No   
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Describe: This project will improve the safety of the driving public and decrease the number of vehicle 

collisions on NH Route 11. It will also provide protected stopping areas at the medical facility for bus traffic. 

See Exhibits 13 and 15.      

 
 Neighborhood and community impacts? Yes      No   
   Churches     Handicapped    Schools   

  Low Income Housing   Minorities    
 

Describe No permanent impacts.  

 

 
 Impacts to local businesses?  Yes        No         Temporary       Permanent   
 

Describe: This project will result in temporary construction impacts to travel along this road, but access to  

all residences and businesses will be maintained throughout the construction of the project. 

 
 

18.       Environmental Justice    (Executive Order 12898)                                                                                   NOT APPLICABLE   
 
 Does the area affected by the proposed action contain minority or low-income populations? Yes      No   
 
 Are the anticipated environmental impacts resulting from the proposed action likely to fall  
 disproportionately on the minority and/or low-income populations? Yes      No   
 

Comments: This project area includes senior and low-income populations. It will improve travel on NH Route  

11 and make it safer for these groups to access businesses located here. Notices of the Public Hearing have  

been sent to the suggested minority groups. See Exhibit 14 

 
 

19.       Traffic Patterns                                                                                                                                                 NOT APPLICABLE   

 
 Temporary detour required? Yes      No        Length     . 
 Temporary bridge required? Yes      No        Impacts?  Yes      No   
 

Describe:  

 

 
 Permanent changes to traffic patterns?  Yes      No   
 

Describe: A center turning lane will be added. 

 

 
 

20       Construction Impacts:                                                                                                                                  NOT APPLICABLE   
 

Describe: During construction there will be; increased noise and dust; possible  alternating one way 

 traffic at times, delays, slight changes in traffic patterns. These will go away after construction is finished. 

 

 
 

21.       Field Inspection Comments: 

 
There is a small area of the invasive plant Honeysuckle, located near Sta. 534 on the west side of the  

roadway. If this plant area is to be disturbed, the contractor shall use the  ‘Best Management Practices for  

Roadside Invasive Plants’ to treat the area. 
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22.       Coordination 
 

Meeting Date Comments 

Public information meeting 7/17/2012  

NH SHPO Meeting 11 14 2013 Initial meeting, provide more photos 

Public information meeting 4/21/2014  

   

 

 
CONTACT LETTERS SENT & REPLIES RECEIVED 

 
 

AGENCY/ORGANIZATION 
 

CONTACT 
LETTER 

SENT 
REPLY 
RECV’D 

Town of Farmington-  Town Administrator 9/28/2011  

Town of Farmington-  Historical Society 9/28/2011  

Town of Farmington-  Conservation Comm. 9/28/2011 10/14/2011 

Town of Farmington-  Planning Board 9/28/2011  

Town of Farmington-  Public Works 9/28/2011  

Town of Farmington-  Select Board 9/28/2011  

Town of Farmington-  Emergency Management 9/21/2011  

NHDES Ground Water Bureau Sarah Pillsbury 9/21/2011  

NH OEM Flood Management Bureau Jennifer Gilbert 9/28/2011 9/30/2011 

NHDRED- 6(f) properties Jane Carey 9/21/2011 10/7/2011 

NH Conservation Land Stewardship Steve Walker 9/21/2011 9/21/2011 

NHDOT Environmental Justice Jay Ankenbrock 4/28/2011 06/15/2011 

Strafford Regional Planning Cynthia Copeland 9/28/2011 10/10/2011 

LCHIP Jess Charpentier 10/15/1013  

Cocheco River Local Advisory Committee Tom Fargo 02/06/2014 04/07/2014 

 
 

Exhibits 
 

1. Maps of Project area 
2. Plan of Project 
3. Air Photos of Project area 
4. Email from NHDHR 
5. Memo from NHNHB 
6. Memo from USFWS 
7. Memo from NHOEP regarding flood plains 
8. Memo from NHDRED regarding 6(f) properties 
9. Water quality information 
10.  Reply from Cocheco River Local Advisory Committee 
11.  Memo from CLS regarding LCIP properties 
12.  Contaminated properties near project area 
13.  Vehicle collisions from 2002 to 2009 
14.  Memo regarding Environmental Justice 
15.  Reply from Strafford Regional Planning Commission 
16.  No Historic properties affected Memo ( included after Public Hearing) 

 
 

23.       Environmental Mitigation and/or Commitments: 
 

The following environmental commitments have been made for this project. The NHDOT Bureau (s) responsible for these 

commitments are listed in bold type. 
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1. This project requires coverage under the Environmental Protection Agency's National Pollutant Discharge 

Elimination System's (NPDES) Construction General Permit (CGP).  The Contractor shall prepare a Stormwater 

Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), and submit it to the Department at least 15 working days prior to the start of 

construction.  (CONSTRUCTION, ENVIRONMENT) 

 

2. Prior to the commencement of work, all appropriate erosion control and stormwater management measures shall 

be installed to prevent detrimental environmental impacts.  Such measures shall be inspected and maintained 

throughout construction. The project is within a wellhead protection area, so stringent BMPs shall be used to 

prevent any contamination of the groundwater (CONSTRUCTION, ENVIRONMENT) 

 

3. Precautions will be employed to minimize noise, dust, and vibrations during the construction period, primarily for 

the abutting receptors located adjacent to the project area.  (CONSTRUCTION) 

4. Access to all abutting properties shall be maintained throughout the construction period. (CONSTRUCTION) 

 

5. A hazardous waste remediation site is located within the project area (Parcel 5).  While concerns associated with 

this site are not anticipated during construction, if any visual or olfactory indications of the presence of 

contamination are encountered during excavation, the Bureau of Environment (603-271-3226) shall be notified 

immediately and construction shall be discontinued until the situation is assessed. (CONSTRUCTION, 

ENVIRONMENT) 

  

6. Any work, including access, staging and vehicle parking, shall be located on paved or gravel surfaces, or 

maintained vegetated areas.  In all instances, such areas shall be dry and firm enough to support all equipment. 

(CONSTRUCTION) 

7. It is not anticipated that any work will be conducted in areas under the jurisdiction of the NH Department of 

Environmental Services Wetlands Bureau.  However, should design changes or the contractor's method of 

construction require work within NH Wetlands Bureau jurisdiction, the appropriate permits from the NH 

Wetlands Bureau and the US Army Corps of Engineers shall be obtained prior to the commencement of 

construction.  (CONSTRUCTION, ENVIRONMENT) 

8. The project area contains invasive plants listed on the NH List of Prohibited Invasive Species (AGR PART 

3802.01): Honeysuckle.  All work, including daily removal of plant material from construction equipment, shall 

be conducted in accordance with the Department publication Best Management Practices for Roadside Invasive 

Plants. (CONSTRUCTION) 

 
 
 

Prepared by:    

 Project Environmental Coordinator  Date 
 
 
 

Cathy Goodmen   

Approval 
Recommended By:    

 Section Chief  Date 
 
 
 

Ronald C. Crickard   

Approved by:    

 Administrator, Bureau of Environment  Date 
        Kevin T. Nyhan 
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Exhibit 1- Maps of Project area 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Project start 

Project end 
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Project start 

Project end 
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Exhibit 2- Plan of project-Western end 
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Plan of Project- Center section 
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Plan of Project - Eastern end 
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Exhibit 3- Air Photos of Project area 
 
Northern end 
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Southern End 
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Exhibit 4- Email from NHDHR  
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Exhibit 5- Memo from NHNHB 
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Exhibit 6- Memo from USFWS 
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Exhibit 7- Memo from NH OEP regarding flood plains 
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Exhibit 8- Reply from NHDRED Regarding 6(f) properties 
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Exhibit 9- Water quality information  

 
 

Map of Shoreland buffer zones; distance from reference line 
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Exhibit 10- Reply from Cocheco River Local Advisory Committee. 
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Exhibit 11- Memo from CLS regarding LCIP properties 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



State of New Hampshire – Department of Transportation 

March 2000 
Revised January 2005 
Revised January 2006   

27 

Exhibit 12- Contaminated properties near project area 
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Exhibit 13- Vehicle collisions from 2002 to 2009 
 

 
 

Start of Project 

End of Project 
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Exhibit 14- Memo regarding Environmental Justice 
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Exhibit 15- Reply from Strafford Regional Planning Commission 
 
 

Proposed NHDOT Project-Farmington 16212 

 
This document has been prepared for the New Hampshire Department of Transportation Bureau of 
Environment in response to their request for information regarding proposed NHDOT project #16212. 
These responses represent the efforts of the Strafford Regional Planning Commission (SRPC) only and 
do not include input from the Town of Farmington or any other community or agency. Strafford Regional 
Planning Commission, October 7, 2011 
 

Farmington – 16212  
1. This project will consist of construction of a two-way left turn lane on NH Route 11 for approximately 1700ft 
east of NH Route 153  
 
Question #1  
“Are there any existing or proposed community or regional plans that might have a bearing on this project?”  
Yes, the SRPC “2011-2035 Metropolitan Transportation Plan,” the “Route 11 Corridor Study,” and the Access 
Management Agreement for Route 11 between Rochester and NH DOT District 6.  
 
Question #2  
“Are there any natural or cultural resources of significance in the vicinity of the project? (e.g. prime wetlands, 
floodplains, stonewalls, cemeteries, historical or archeological resources, etc.)”  
There are multiple areas of the 100yr floodplain near or crossing the project vicinity. SRPC is not aware of any 
prime wetlands, stonewalls, cemeteries, or historical or archaeological resources in the project vicinity.  See 
Figure 6. 
 
Question #3  
“Are there any public parks, recreation areas or wildlife/waterfowl refuges in the vicinity of the project? Have Land 
& Water Conservation funds been used in the project area?”  
SRPC is not aware of any public parks, recreation areas or wildlife/waterfowl refuges in the vicinity of the project 
area. We are also not aware of any Land & Water Conservation funds that have been used in the project area.  
 

Question #4  
“Are there any locally or regionally significant water resources or related protection areas in the project vicinity? 
(e.g. public water supplies, wellhead protection areas, aquifer protection districts, etc.)”  
There are two public water supplies (shown in DES’ PWS database) that are near the project vicinity. These are 
Lem’s Seafood Restaurant and Marie’s Restaurant. The entire project vicinity is also within a wellhead protection 
area and lies on top of a stratified drift aquifer. See Figure 2.  
 
Question #5  
”Are there any water quality concerns that should be addressed during the development of this project? (e.g. 
stormwater management, NPDES Phase II, impaired waters, etc.)”  
Stormwater management should be addressed to protect the nearby Cocheco River and the underlying stratified 
drift aquifer. See figure 2.  
 
Question #6  
“Are you aware of any existing or potential hazardous materials or contaminants in the vicinity of the project? Are 
there asbestos landfills or asbestos containing utility pipes located within the project limits?”  
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There are three hazardous waste generating businesses (shown in DES’ RSITE database) near the project vicinity. 
These include Aranco Oil Co., Pike Industries Inc., and Gozzies Garage. There are no asbestos landfills or asbestos 
containing utility pipes in the project vicinity that SRPC is aware of. See Figure 3.  
 
Question #7  
“Do you have any environmental concerns not previously noted (e.g. noise impacts, farmland conversion, etc.) that 
you feel the Department should be aware of for this project?”  
There are none that SRPC is aware of.  
 
Question #8:  
“Will the proposed project have a significant effect upon the surrounding area? If so, please explain.”  
This project should have a positive impact on the surrounding area by allowing vehicles to turn left safely while 
also allowing through vehicles to continue traveling at posted speed limits. If used properly, this turning lane 
should help to reduce accidents and near misses related to left-hand turning movements on this stretch of NH 
Route 11.  

 
Question #9  
“Are you aware of any existing roadside populations of non-native invasive plant species (such as Japanese 
knotweed, phragmites, or purple loosestrife) in the project area?”  
There are none that SRPC is aware of.  
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Exhibit 16- Effects Memo from NH DHR ( included after Public Hearing. 
 


