MEMO
To:

Ronald Crickard
NHDOT – Bureau of Environment

Project: Peterborough – Main Street Bridge
Federal Project No. X-A002(107) / State Number 14933
Peterborough US Route 202 Retaining Wall
Federal Project No. X-A000(535) / State Number 14772-A
RE:

From: Kimberly Peace
Manchester, NH
Date: August 7, 2017

Re-Evaluation of Categorical Exclusion/Final Section 4(f) Evaluation

On December 2, 2016 the Categorical Exclusion/Final Section 4(f) Evaluation for the Peterborough
Main Street Bridge and improvements to the existing Main Street/US Route 202 intersection and
Retaining Wall was approved by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA). As described in this
document, the proposed project entails replacing the existing Main Street Bridge with a cast-inplace concrete rigid frame bridge on spread cast-in-place concrete footings. The replacement
bridge will match the overall dimensions and aesthetics of the existing bridge to the extent
practicable, including the geometry, railing type and reuse of the existing fascia stone. The
intersection of Main Street and US Route 202 will be reconstructed with geometrical improvements
to the existing “T” configuration with volume capacity remaining unchanged, and sections of the
retaining wall supporting US Route 202 will be reconstructed or stabilized.
The proposed project will have adverse effects to the following historic resources eligible for listing
on the National Register of Historic Places: the Main Street Bridge, the Brick Block, and the
Peterborough Town Library (Library). The project will also affect the register-eligible Peterborough
Downtown Commercial, Civic, Residential and Historic (Historic District), and contributing
structures including the US Route 202 Retaining Wall and the Transcript Dam. These effects were
described in the Section 106 Cultural Resources Effect Memo issued by the New Hampshire
Department of Transportation (NHDOT)/FHWA and the New Hampshire Division of Historical
Resources (NHDHR) and fully evaluated in the Final Section 4(f) Evaluation. Mitigation for these
adverse effects was memorialized in a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) between the Town,
NHDHR, NHDOT and FHWA dated May 31, 2016.
During the development of the preliminary design and environmental documentation (collectively
referred to as the NEPA process), several alternatives were explored for the project, but the
Proposed Action as approved includes a replacement bridge with similar geometry and overall
width but with 3’-0” wider lanes, which would be possible by removal of the downstream/north
sidewalk. Maintaining the overall width of the existing bridge was a desire of the Peterborough
Heritage Commission and minimized design costs, environmental and cultural resource impacts.
In order to meet the purpose and need for the project, a permanent free-standing pedestrian
bridge was proposed as a replacement of the downstream sidewalk. This pedestrian bridge would
have been located adjacent to the Library. The Library Board of Trustees was in support of the
free-standing bridge as it would have provided a direct connection from the Library property
directly across the river. The permanent pedestrian bridge also would have served as a carrier of
electric, cable, phone and water utilities across the river as the Town was interested in relocating
existing aerial utilities on the east side of the river underground.
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Upon completion of the NEPA process, several of the local consulting parties indicated to the Town
concerns that the pedestrian bridge would have unacceptable effects on planned renovations of
the historic Library property. At the request of the consulting parties, and with permission from
NHDOT and FHWA, the Town has re-evaluated the alternatives analysis presented in the October
2016 Categorical Exclusion/Final 4(f) Evaluation, approved on December 2, 2016, in order to
remove the permanent pedestrian bridge while still accommodating pedestrian passage on the
downstream/north side of the bridge. The Library will be undertaking a restoration project that
will remove features which detract from the historic nature of the building and will be restoring
the Library in a historically-sensitive manner.
In order to accommodate this request the following additional alternatives were evaluated:
#1 Placement of the permanent pedestrian bridge upstream of the vehicular bridge; this would
maintain the overall vehicular bridge width while allowing for an increase in lane width, but the
costs were determined to be substantial, the pedestrian bridge would need to be longer, impacts
to the retaining wall would increase, Right-of-Way impacts would increase, and the construction
schedule would be extended. For these reasons, this alternative was determined to be
impractical.
#2 Elimination of the permanent pedestrian bridge and maintaining only one sidewalk on the
new vehicular bridge, likely on the downstream side; this would reduce the cost and permanent
environmental impacts, but would not allow for safe pedestrian crossing on the upstream side
and would cause pedestrians to cross Main Street twice to access the downtown area and
businesses on the southwest side of the project area. It would also produce complicated utility
accommodation, and may not accommodate relocation of the existing waterline crossing. This
alternative was determined to be undesirable to the Town.
#3 Elimination of the permanent pedestrian bridge and placement of two sidewalks on a new
vehicular bridge matching the width of the existing bridge; this would reduce costs and
permanent environmental impacts, but the curb-to-curb roadway width would not be increased
and would not produce improved vehicular passage over the bridge. It would also produce
complicated utility accommodation, and may not accommodate relocation of the existing
waterline crossing. This alternative was determined to be undesirable to the Town.
#4 Eliminate the permanent pedestrian bridge and put two sidewalks on a new wider vehicular
bridge; this would potentially reduce permanent environmental impacts, but may increase costs,
would produce complicated utility accommodation, and may not accommodate relocation of the
existing waterline crossing.
After a thorough review of these alternatives, the Revised Proposed Action has been determined
to be Alternative #4. This alternative avoids the constructability and right-of-way impacts
associated with a permanent upstream pedestrian bridge, meets the full purpose and need of the
project by maintaining two sidewalks on the replacement structure, but provides a slight increase
in the overall width of the bridge to accommodate travel lane widening for improved safety.
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Utility and Waterline Accommodation
Alternative #4 will require an additional temporary relocation of overhead wires that was not
necessary with the previous preferred alternative (permanent pedestrian bridge). This extra
relocation will require additional efforts, but the bulk of that extra effort will be at the end of the
project when the utilities are moved from their temporary location (likely on or over the temporary
pedestrian bridge) to the permanent location (buried on/in the roadway bridge). The Town will
only incur the cost necessary to relocate the utilities underground, which does not change versus
the previous preferred alternative. Any additional relocation, temporary or otherwise, required of
the utility companies to accommodate construction activities will be borne by the utility companies;
the magnitude of additional cost for this extra relocation is not anticipated to be substantial or
unreasonable for a project of this scale.
It is anticipated that there is at least one viable solution for accommodating the water line in the
absence of the permanent pedestrian bridge. Two primary options that will be evaluated are:
1: Preferred solution- install the water main on the roadway bridge, in/below the downstream
sidewalk, where the most vertical clearance exists between the top of the rigid frame and the
finished grade of the sidewalk. Some combination of sleeve and insulation would be necessary to
make this option viable, however the geometry of the rigid frame may not allow for this option.
2: Keep the water main in the existing location, where it is buried in the river. A portion of the
existing main is exposed on the northeast corner of the bridge (with a vertical drop along the
existing retaining wall from the retained soil side of the wall down to the section of pipe in the
river). Minor relocation of the water main would be necessary for construction of the replacement
bridge, since the foundation of the wider replacement bridge conflicts with the existing water main.
The portion of the water main buried in the river has not experienced issues, so removal and
replacement of the piping isn’t critical. While this option is most likely feasible and would be less
expensive than installing the water main on the pedestrian or roadway bridge, since most of the
existing water main could be retained, the Town would prefer to remove the water main from the
river if possible.
Per discussion with FHWA and NHDOT, prior to proceeding to Final Design, the October 2016
Categorical Exclusion/Final 4(f) Evaluation needs to be amended and approved. Since the impacts
to natural and cultural resources associated with the revised design are similar in nature to the
approved design, with no significant modifications, a Re-Evaluation has been prepared in lieu of
reproducing the entire NEPA document.
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Peterborough – Main Street Bridge
Federal Project No. X-A002(107) / State Number 14933
Peterborough Route 202 Retaining Wall
Federal Project No. X-A000(535) / State Number 14772-A
The following supplemental information provides a Re-Evaluation of the proposed impacts
associated with the Revised Proposed Action evaluated upon completion of the NEPA process, as
several local consulting parties indicated to the Town concerns that the pedestrian bridge would
have unacceptable effects on planned renovations of the historic Peterborough Town Library
(Library) property. This Revised Proposed Action is depicted as Alternative #4, Sheet #4 in the
plan set provided as Exhibit A. The Revised Proposed Action varies from the Proposed Action
documented in the October 2016 Categorical Exclusion/Final 4(f) Evaluation, approved on
December 2, 2016 as detailed below.
Description of Project
The proposed projects include:
1)
Replacement of the Main Street Bridge over the Contoocook River in the existing bridge
location [Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Project No. X-A002(107), NH Department of
Transportation (NHDOT) Project 14933 (NHDOT Bridge No. 092/089)] including repair of the
immediate existing roadway approaches and improvements to the existing canal running beneath
Main Street immediately to the west of the bridge. The structure is municipally-owned by the
Town of Peterborough, New Hampshire.
2)
Improvements to the existing Main Street/US Route 202 intersection and Retaining Wall
[FHWA Project No. X-A000(535), NHDOT Project 14772-A].
The replacement bridge is intended to match the overall dimensions and aesthetics of the existing
bridge to the extent practicable, including the geometry, railing type and reuse of the existing
fascia stone. The intersection of Main Street and US Route 202 will be reconstructed with
geometrical improvements to the existing “T” configuration with volume capacity remaining
unchanged, and sections of the retaining wall supporting US Route 202 will be reconstructed or
stabilized.
Project Purpose and Need
The project’s purpose and need has not changed from the October 2016 Categorical
Exclusion/Final 4(f) Evaluation.
Alternatives Analysis
At the request of the consulting parties, and with permission from NHDOT and FHWA, the Town
has re-evaluated the alternatives analysis presented in the October 2016 Categorical
Exclusion/Final 4(f) Evaluation, in order to remove the permanent pedestrian bridge while still
accommodating pedestrian passage on the downstream/north side of the bridge. The Library will
be undertaking a restoration project that will remove features which detract from the historic
nature of the building and will be restoring the Library in a historically-sensitive manner.

K:\907410\4-Design\Permitting\CatEx\NEPA_4(f) Final Re-Evaluation.docx

Page 1 of 6

ENVIRONMENTAL RE-EVALUATION
In order to accommodate this request the following additional alternatives were evaluated:
#1
Placement of the permanent pedestrian bridge upstream of the vehicular bridge; this
would maintain the overall vehicular bridge width while allowing for an increase in lane width,
but the costs were determined to be substantial, the pedestrian bridge would need to be longer,
impacts to the retaining wall would increase, Right-of-Way impacts would increase, and the
construction schedule would be extended. For these reasons, this alternative was determined to
be impractical.
#2
Elimination of the permanent pedestrian bridge and maintaining only one sidewalk on the
new vehicular bridge, likely on the downstream side; this would reduce the cost and permanent
environmental impacts, but would not allow for safe pedestrian crossing on the upstream side
and would cause pedestrians to cross Main Street twice to access the downtown area and
businesses on the southwest side of the project area. It would also produce complicated utility
accommodation, and may not accommodate relocation of the existing waterline crossing. This
alternative was determined to be undesirable to the Town.
#3
Elimination of the permanent pedestrian bridge and placement of two sidewalks on a new
vehicular bridge matching the width of the existing bridge; this would reduce costs and permanent
environmental impacts, but the curb-to-curb roadway width would not be increased and would
not produce improved vehicular passage over the bridge. It would also produce complicated utility
accommodation, and may not accommodate relocation of the existing waterline crossing. This
alternative was determined to be undesirable to the Town.
#4
Eliminate the permanent pedestrian bridge and put two sidewalks on a new wider
vehicular bridge; this would potentially reduce permanent environmental impacts, but may
increase costs, would produce complicated utility accommodation, and may not accommodate
relocation of the existing waterline crossing.
After a thorough review of these alternatives, the Revised Proposed Action has been determined
to be Alternative #4. This alternative avoids the constructability and right-of-way impacts
associated with a permanent upstream pedestrian bridge, meets the full purpose and need of the
project by maintaining two sidewalks on the replacement structure, but provides a slight increase
in the overall width of the bridge to accommodate travel lane widening for improved safety.
Utility and Waterline Accommodation
Alternative #4 will require an additional temporary relocation of overhead wires that was not
necessary with the previous preferred alternative (permanent pedestrian bridge). This extra
relocation will require additional efforts, but the bulk of that extra effort will be at the end of the
project when the utilities are moved from their temporary location (likely on or over the temporary
pedestrian bridge) to the permanent location (buried on/in the roadway bridge). The Town will
only incur the cost necessary to relocate the utilities underground, which does not change versus
the previous preferred alternative. Any additional relocation, temporary or otherwise, required of
the utility companies to accommodate construction activities will be borne by the utility
companies; the magnitude of additional cost for this extra relocation is not anticipated to be
substantial or unreasonable for a project of this scale.
It is anticipated that there is at least one viable solution for accommodating the water line in the
absence of the permanent pedestrian bridge. Two primary options that will be evaluated are:
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1: Preferred solution- install the water main on the roadway bridge, in/below the downstream
sidewalk, where the most vertical clearance exists between the top of the rigid frame and the
finished grade of the sidewalk. Some combination of sleeve and insulation would be necessary
to make this option viable, however the geometry of the rigid frame may not allow for this option.
2: Keep the water main in the existing location, where it is buried in the river. A portion of the
existing main is exposed on the northeast corner of the bridge (with a vertical drop along the
existing retaining wall from the retained soil side of the wall down to the section of pipe in the
river). Minor relocation of the water main would be necessary for construction of the replacement
bridge, since the foundation of the wider replacement bridge conflicts with the existing water
main. The portion of the water main buried in the river has not experienced issues, so removal
and replacement of the piping isn’t critical. While this option is most likely feasible and would be
less expensive than installing the water main on the pedestrian or roadway bridge, since most of
the existing water main could be retained, the Town would prefer to remove the water main from
the river if possible.
Revised Proposed Action
The Revised Proposed Action includes an increase in the overall width of the Main Street bridge
from a previously proposed width of 43 feet to 47 feet 7 inches. This revised width will allow for
the widening of the travel lanes, necessary for improved vehicle movement and safety over the
bridge and through the Main Street/US Route 202 intersection, while providing two sidewalks on
the bridge. The previously proposed permanent free-standing pedestrian bridge will be not be
constructed. As such, the permanent impacts to the abutting historic Library parcel will be
minimized with the Revised Proposed Action because the downstream sidewalk approaches will
remain in approximately the same location as existing, thereby reducing impacts associated with
rerouting the sidewalk through the Library’s front lawn area resulting from the previously
proposed permanent free-standing pedestrian bridge. Pedestrian accommodation during
construction will be maintained with the installation of a temporary pedestrian bridge in
approximately the same location as the previously proposed permanent pedestrian bridge.
Impacts to the Contoocook River will be reduced versus the previously approved Proposed Action
in the October 2016 Categorical Exclusion/Final 4(f) Evaluation because the need for a separate
permanent bridge abutment on the west side of the river to support the pedestrian bridge is
eliminated.
The proposed modifications to the retaining wall and the Main Street/US Route 202 intersection
as detailed in the October 2016 Categorical Exclusion/Final 4(f) Evaluation will not change.
Impact Assessment Summary
Since the impacts to natural and cultural resources associated with the revised design are similar
in nature to the approved design, with no significant modifications, supplemental information
outlining the changes are included herein in lieu of reproducing the entire NEPA document. The
incorporation of the revised bridge and sidewalk layout will result in slight differences in the
effects on resources as detailed in the October 2016 Categorical Exclusion/Final 4(f) Evaluation.
There will be no change in the project effects on the following resource categories, thus, the
description of resource effects still applies:
•
•
•

Safety/Transportation Patterns
Noise
Utilities
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•
•
•

Environmental Justice
Recreation
Cultural Resources

The following resources will have slightly modified resource impacts, as described below:
Cultural Resources- the Revised Proposed Action will result in temporary and permanent
resource impacts as shown in Table 1. These impacts include a reduction of permanent impacts,
when compared to the Proposed Action approved in the October 2016 Categorical Exclusion/Final
4(f) Evaluation to the front lawn of the Library, a resource that is eligible for listing on the National
Register of Historic Resources (National Register). In addition, impacts to the Peterborough
Downtown Commercial, Civic & Residential Historic District (Historic District) will be minimized
because the previously proposed pedestrian bridge will not be installed in front of the downstream
face of the Main Street Bridge. Mitigation memorialized in a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA)
between the Town, NHDHR, NHDOT and FHWA dated May 31, 2016 includes re-use of the stones
from the existing Main Street Bridge as facing on the new bridge to the extent practicable, as
such, the existing visual aspects to and from the Library will be substantially retained.
Table 1: Comparison of Section 4(f) Resource Impacts, Replacement of Main Street
Bridge and Repair of Stone Retaining Wall along US Route 202, Peterborough
Resource

Location

Original Proposed Action
Permanent
Temporary/
Acquisitions
Slope
and
Impacts (SF)
Easements
(sf)

Revised Proposed Action
Permanent Temporary/
Acquisitions
Slope
and
Impacts (SF)
Easements
(sf)

Individually Eligible
Main
Bridge

Street

Brick Block*
Peterborough
Library*

Bridge over
Contoocook
River
1-7 Concord
Street
2 Concord
Street

4,527

NA

4,527

NA

257

145

257

145

327

308

33

602

Contributing Resources to the District
Retaining Wall
Transcript
Dam

District Total
(sf)
Project Total
(sf)

Along US
Route 202
Spanning the
Contoocook
River
Upstream of
Bridge

2,542

NA

2,542

NA

65

NA

65

NA

2,607

0

2,607

0

7,718

453

7,424

747

*Impacts will be to the lawn in front of the structures, neither structure will be directly impacted.

The Cultural Resources Effect Memo originally executed on January 22, 2016 by NHDHR and
FHWA was revised to remove the permanent pedestrian bridge from the Proposed Action (Exhibit
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B). The Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) originally executed between FHWA, NHDHR, NHDOT
and the Town of Peterborough has been amended to include an additional stipulation regarding
re-use by the Town in a future project of the granite roof slabs from the historic canal, which will
be slip-lined, located on the west end of the Main Street Bridge. The Amended MOA is attached
to this document (Exhibit C).
Hazardous Materials- the elimination of the downstream pedestian bridge from the project will
result in a reduced potential for disturbance of the sediments within the Activity and Use
Restriction (AUR) at 3-15 Main Street, as the footing/abutment for the pedestrian bridge, which
would have been located adjacent to this area, will no longer be installed, and the temporary
pedestrian bridge will have a smaller abutment without permanent foundation features. The site
contractors will still be required to include site monitoring and potential testing of excavated
materials at this location.
Floodplains/Floodways/Wetlands- the elimination of the pedestrian bridge from the project
will result in reduced fill in the floodway/floodplain and reduced impacts to the Contoocook River,
a resource jurisdictional to the NH Department of Environmental Services (NHDES) and the US
Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), as the footing for the bridge will no longer be installed. This
wil also reduce the potential for impacts to Essential Fish Habitat (EFH).
Environmental Commitments
Condition # 8 is modified as follows: Appropriate mitigation for the removal of the eligible bridge
and the re-use by the Town of the historic canal’s granite roof slabs, in a future project that will
identify or mark the location of the historic canal, has been detailed in an amended Memorandum
of Agreement signed by SHPO, FHWA, the Town of Peterborough and NHDOT.
There are no other changes to the Environmental Commitments listed in the October 2016
Categorical Exclusion/Final 4(f) Evaluation.
Coordination & Public Participation
In addition to the public participation opportunities outlined in the original NEPA document, the
Town of Peterborough mailed letters to the consulting parties identifying the proposed change
and requesting their participation and comment in the NEPA re-evaluation. The changes to the
project, as well as the alternatives explored, were also discussed at the Peterborough Select
Board meetings on December 20, 2016 and January 10, 2017, the minutes of which are attached.
The Select Board voted unanimously to support Alternative #4, the Revised Proposed Action, at
a duly noticed Select Board meeting on May 16, 2017 (Exhibit D). Letters of support for the
Revised Proposed Action were issued by the Peterborough Town Library, the 1833 Society which
is the non-profit organization tasked with overseeing the renovations of the Library, the
Peterborough Economic Development Authority, and the Peterborough Heritage Commission
(Exhibit E)
The Revised Proposed Action and NEPA Re-Evaluation was discussed at the June 8, 2017 NHDOT
Cultural Resources Agency meeting (meeting minutes Exhibit F); no concerns were identified with
the exception that the MOA be revised to include a stipulation regarding re-use of the historic
canal stones by the Town in a future project.

K:\907410\4-Design\Permitting\CatEx\NEPA_4(f) Final Re-Evaluation.docx

Page 5 of 6

ENVIRONMENTAL RE-EVALUATION
Exhibits:
Exhibit A: Alternatives Plan Set
Exhibit B: Revised Cultural Resources Effect Memo
Exhibit C: Revised Memorandum of Agreement
Exhibit D: Peterborough Select Board Meeting Minutes
Exhibit E: Consulting Party Support Letters
Exhibit F: NHDOT Cultural Resources Agency Meeting Minutes, June 8, 2017
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FINAL SECTION 4(f) RE-EVALUATION
Peterborough – Main Street Bridge
Federal Project No. X-A002(107) / State Number 14933
Peterborough Route 202 Retaining Wall
Federal Project No. X-A000(535) / State Number 14772-A
The Section 4(f) Evaluation that was prepared as part of the October 2016 Categorical
Exclusion/Final 4(f) Evaluation still applies to the Revised Proposed Action. The Main Street Bridge
will be replaced, resulting in loss of this resource and alteration of the views within the Historic
District; there is no feasible or prudent way to avoid this impact while meeting the purpose and
need for the project.
Description of Project
The proposed projects include:
1)
Replacement of the Main Street Bridge over the Contoocook River in the existing bridge
location [Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Project No. X-A002(107), the NH Department
of Transportation (NHDOT) Project 14933 (NHDOT Bridge No. 092/089)] including repair of the
immediate existing roadway approaches and improvements to the existing canal running beneath
Main Street immediately to the west of the bridge. The structure is municipally-owned by the
Town of Peterborough, New Hampshire.
2)
Improvements to the existing Main Street/US Route 202 intersection and Retaining Wall
[FHWA Project No. X-A000(535), NHDOT Project 14772-A].
The replacement bridge is intended to match the overall dimensions and aesthetics of the existing
bridge to the extent practicable, including the geometry, railing type and reuse of the existing
fascia stone. The intersection of Main Street and US Route 202 will be reconstructed with
geometrical improvements to the existing “T” configuration with volume capacity remaining
unchanged, and sections of the retaining wall supporting US Route 202 will be reconstructed or
stabilized.
Project Purpose and Need
The project’s purpose and need has not changed from the October 2016 Categorical
Exclusion/Final 4(f) Evaluation.
Alternatives Analysis
Upon completion of the NEPA process, several of the local consulting parties indicated to the
Town concerns that the pedestrian bridge would have unacceptable effects on planned
renovations of the historic Peterborough Town Library (Library) property. At the request of the
consulting parties, and with permission from NHDOT and FHWA, the Town has re-evaluated the
alternatives analysis presented in the October 2016 Categorical Exclusion/Final 4(f) Evaluation in
order to remove the free-standing pedestrian bridge while still accommodating pedestrian
passage on the downstream/north side of the bridge. The Library will be undertaking a restoration
project that will remove features which detract from the historic nature of the building and will
be restoring the Library in a historically-sensitive manner.
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In order to accommodate this request the following additional alternatives were evaluated:
#1
Placement of the permanent pedestrian bridge upstream of the vehicular bridge; this
would maintain the overall vehicular bridge width while allowing for an increase in lane width,
but the costs were determined to be substantial, the pedestrian bridge would need to be longer,
impacts to the retaining wall would increase, Right-of-Way impacts would increase, and the
construction schedule would be extended. This alternative was determined to be infeasible.
#2
Elimination of the permanent pedestrian bridge and maintaining only one sidewalk on the
new vehicular bridge, likely on the downstream side; this would reduce the cost and permanent
environmental impacts, but would not allow for safe pedestrian crossing on the upstream side
and would cause pedestrians to cross Main Street twice to access the downtown area and
businesses on the southwest side of the project area. It would also produce complicated utility
accommodation, and may not accommodate relocation of the existing waterline crossing. This
alternative was determined to be undesirable to the Town.
#3
Elimination of the permanent pedestrian bridge and placement of two sidewalks on a new
vehicular bridge matching the width of the existing bridge; this would reduce costs and permanent
environmental impacts, but the curb-to-curb roadway width would not be increased and would
not produce improved vehicular passage over the bridge. It would also produce complicated utility
accommodation, and may not accommodate relocation of the existing waterline crossing. This
alternative was determined to be undesirable to the Town.
#4
Eliminate the permanent pedestrian bridge and put two sidewalks on a new wider
vehicular bridge; this would potentially reduce permanent environmental impacts, but may
increase costs, would produce complicated utility accommodation, and may not accommodate
relocation of the existing waterline crossing.
After a thorough review of these alternatives, the Revised Proposed Action has been determined
to be Alternative #4. This alternative avoids the constructability and right-of-way impacts
associated with a permanent upstream pedestrian bridge, meets the full purpose and need of the
project by maintaining two sidewalks on the replacement structure, but provides a slight increase
in the overall width of the bridge to accommodate travel lane widening for improved safety.
Utility and Waterline Accommodation
Alternative #4 will require an additional temporary relocation of overhead wires that was not
necessary with the previous preferred alternative (permanent pedestrian bridge). This extra
relocation will require additional efforts, but the bulk of that extra effort will be at the end of the
project when the utilities are moved from their temporary location (likely on or over the temporary
pedestrian bridge) to the permanent location (buried on/in the roadway bridge). The Town will
only incur the cost necessary to relocate the utilities underground, which does not change versus
the previous preferred alternative. Any additional relocation, temporary or otherwise, required of
the utility companies to accommodate construction activities will be borne by the utility
companies; the magnitude of additional cost for this extra relocation is not anticipated to be
substantial or unreasonable for a project of this scale.
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It is anticipated that there is at least one viable solution for accommodating the water line in the
absence of the permanent pedestrian bridge. Two primary options that will be evaluated are:
1: Preferred solution- install the water main on the roadway bridge, in/below the downstream
sidewalk, where the most vertical clearance exists between the top of the rigid frame and the
finished grade of the sidewalk. Some combination of sleeve and insulation would be necessary
to make this option viable, however the geometry of the rigid frame may not allow for this option.
2: Keep the water main in the existing location, where it is buried in the river. A portion of the
existing main is exposed on the northeast corner of the bridge (with a vertical drop along the
existing retaining wall from the retained soil side of the wall down to the section of pipe in the
river). Minor relocation of the water main would be necessary for construction of the replacement
bridge, since the foundation of the wider replacement bridge conflicts with the existing water
main. The portion of the water main buried in the river has not experienced issues, so removal
and replacement of the piping isn’t critical. While this option is most likely feasible and would be
less expensive than installing the water main on the pedestrian or roadway bridge, since most of
the existing water main could be retained, the Town would prefer to remove the water main from
the river if possible.
Revised Proposed Action
Main Street Bridge
The Revised Proposed Action includes an increase in the overall width of the Main Street Bridge
from a previously proposed width of 43 feet to 47 feet 7 inches. This revised width will allow for
the widening of the travel lanes, necessary for improved vehicle movement and safety over the
bridge and through the Main Street/US Route 202 intersection, while providing two sidewalks on
the bridge. The previously proposed permanent free-standing pedestrian bridge will be not be
constructed. As such, the permanent impacts to the abutting historic Library parcel will be
minimized with the Revised Proposed Action because the downstream sidewalk approaches will
remain in approximately the same location as existing, thereby reducing impacts associated with
rerouting the sidewalk through the Library’s front lawn area resulting from the previously
proposed permanent free-standing pedestrian bridge. Pedestrian accommodation during
construction will be maintained with the installation of a temporary pedestrian bridge in
approximately the same location as the previously proposed permanent pedestrian bridge.
Impacts to the Contoocook River will be reduced versus the previously approved Proposed Action
in the October 2016 Categorical Exclusion/Final 4(f) Evaluation because the need for a separate
permanent bridge abutment on the west side of the river to support the pedestrian bridge is
eliminated.
Main Street/US Route 202 Intersection and Retaining Wall
The modifications to the Main Street/US Route 202 Intersection and Retaining Wall as detailed in
the October 2016 Categorical Exclusion/Final 4(f) Evaluation will not change.
Impacts to Section 4(f) Resources Summary
Since the impacts to Section 4(f) resources associated with the revised design are similar in nature
to the approved design, with no significant modifications, supplemental information outlining the
changes are included herein in lieu of reproducing the entire Section 4(f) Evaluation.
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The Revised Proposed Action will result in temporary and permanent resource impacts as shown
in Table 1. These impacts include a reduction of permanent impacts, when compared to the
Proposed Action approved in the October 2016 Categorical Exclusion/Final 4(f) Evaluation, to the
front lawn of the Library, a resource that is eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic
Resources (National Register). In addition, impacts to the Peterborough Downtown Commercial,
Civic & Residential Historic District (Historic District) will be minimized because the previously
proposed pedestrian bridge will not be installed in front of the downstream face of the Main Street
Bridge. Mitigation memorialized in a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) between the Town, the
NH Division of Historical Resources (NHDHR), NHDOT and FHWA dated May 31, 2016 includes
re-use of the stones from the existing Main Street Bridge as facing on the new bridge to the
extent practicable, as such, the existing visual aspects to and from the Library will be substantially
retained.
Table 1: Comparison of Section 4(f) Resource Impacts, Replacement of Main Street
Bridge and Repair of Stone Retaining Wall along US Route 202, Peterborough
Resource

Location

Original Proposed Action
Permanent Temporary/
Acquisitions
Slope
and
Impacts
Easements
(SF)
(sf)

Revised Proposed Action
Permanent Temporary/
Acquisitions
Slope
and
Impacts
Easements
(SF)
(sf)

Individually Eligible
Main Street
Bridge
Brick Block*
Peterborough
Library*

Bridge over
Contoocook
River
1-7 Concord
Street
2 Concord
Street

4,527

NA

4,527

NA

257

145

257

145

327

308

33

602

Contributing Resources to the District
Retaining
Wall
Transcript
Dam

District Total
(sf)
Project Total
(sf)

Along US
Route 202
Spanning
the
Contoocook
River
Upstream of
Bridge

2,542

NA

2,542

NA

65

NA

65

NA

2,607

0

2,607

0

7,718

453

7,424

747

*Impacts will be to the lawn in front of the structures, neither structure will be directly impacted.

The Cultural Resources Effect Memo originally executed on January 22, 2016 by NHDHR and
FHWA was revised to remove the permanent pedestrian bridge from the Proposed Action (Exhibit
B). The Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) originally executed between FHWA, NHDHR, NHDOT
and the Town of Peterborough has been amended to include an additional stipulation regarding
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FINAL SECTION 4(f) RE-EVALUATION
re-use by the Town in a future project of the granite roof slabs from the historic canal, which will
be slip-lined, located on the west end of the Main Street Bridge. The Amended MOA is attached
to this document (Exhibit C).
Least Overall Harm Analysis
FHWA may not approve the use of Section 4(f) property unless a determination is made that:
there is no feasible and prudent avoidance alternative to the use of land from the property; and,
the action includes all possible planning to minimize harm to the property resulting from such
use. If the analysis concludes that there is no feasible and prudent avoidance alternative, then
FHWA may approve, from among the remaining alternatives that use Section 4(f) property, only
the alternative that causes the least overall harm in light of the preservation purpose as identified
in 23 CFR 774.3. The least overall harm is determined by balancing the following factors:
(1) The ability to mitigate adverse impacts to each Section 4(f) property (including any
measures that result in benefits to the property);
(2) The relative severity of remaining harm, after mitigation, to the protected activities,
attributes, or; features that qualifies each property for Section 4(f) protection;
(3) The relative significance of each Section 4(f) property;
(4) The views of the officials with jurisdiction over each Section 4(f) property;
(5) The degree to which each alternative meets the project purpose and need;
(6) After reasonable mitigation, the magnitude of any adverse impacts to resources not
protected by Section 4(f);
(7) Substantial differences in costs among the alternatives.
The evaluation of the least harm criteria has not changed from the October 2016 Categorical
Exclusion/Final 4(f) Evaluation with the exception minor clarifications of Criterion #1, #2, #4 and
#6 as noted below:
1) Ability to mitigate adverse impacts to each Section 4(f) resource. Mitigation of adverse effects
will be in accordance with the Amended MOA executed by SHPO, NHDOT, and FHWA. Impacts to
the historic canal will be mitigated with the re-use by the Town of Peterborough of its granite
roof slabs. The Revised Proposed Action will reduce the permanent impacts to the Library lawn.
The ability to mitigate the other Section 4(f) Resources as detailed in the October 2016 Final 4(f)
Evaluation will not change with the Revised Proposed Action.
2) The relative severity of remaining harm, after mitigation, to the protected activities, attributes,
or; features that qualifies each property for Section 4(f) protection. The aesthetics impacts of
Revised Proposed Action to the Historic District and the Library will be lessened from the October
2016 Proposed Action, due to the elimination of the permanent pedestrian bridge. The severity
of harm to the other Section 4(f) Resources as detailed in the October 2016 Final 4(f) Evaluation
will not change with the Revised Proposed Action.
4) The views of the officials with jurisdiction over each Section 4(f) property. The Department
has coordinated with SHPO, FHWA, Peterborough Town Officials, and concerned citizens to
discuss the project, alternatives and measures to minimize harm to the Section 4(f) properties,
and the Revised Proposed Action. Consulting parties to the project include the Peterborough
Heritage Commission, Peterborough Town Library, Peterborough Economic Development
Authority, and Peterborough Greater Downtown Tax Increment Fund.
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FINAL SECTION 4(f) RE-EVALUATION
A Determination of Effects memo was prepared which addresses unavoidable impacts to the
historic properties (Exhibit B) and was signed by NHDHR/SHPO and FHWA. Mitigation was
developed in consultation with NHDHR, the Town of Peterborough, the consulting parties listed
above, and any other interested parties. Pursuant to the provisions of Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act (36 CFR 800), an Amended MOA addressing the Proposed Action and
agreed-to mitigation measures to minimize/mitigate harm to Section 4(f) properties was
developed (Exhibit C).
6) After reasonable mitigation, the magnitude of any adverse impacts to resources not protected
by Section 4(f). Permanent impacts to the Contoocook River, streambed and banks, will be

reduced by the elimination of the permanent pedestrian bridge. If the existing water main line
cannot be replaced on the roadway bridge in the downstream sidewalk, as noted above as the
preferred option, there may be minor and temporary impacts to the river and bank for relocation
of the water main line, as the replacement bridge requires a wider foundation. These impacts
would be permitted and, if required, mitigated for, via coordination with NHDES and USACE and
are not expected to be unreasonable for such a project.
There is no feasible and prudent avoidance alternative to the use of land from the other affected
Section 4(f) resources, as detailed in the October 2016 Categorical Exclusion/Final 4(f) Evaluation,
however the Revised Proposed Action will reduce such impacts, and continues to include all
possible planning to minimize harm to the properties resulting from such use. The Revised
Proposed Action described herein has been determined to be the alternative that will cause the
least overall harm.
Measures to Minimize Harm/Mitigation
The mitigation measures described in the October 2016 Categorical Exclusion/Final 4(f) Evaluation
and memorialized in the MOA executed by NHDOT, FHWA and NHDHR on May 31, 2016 will not
change per this re-evaluation. Mitigation targeted towards the lost resource, the Main Street
Bridge, includes re-using the stone facing from the existing bridge as facing on the new bridge
to the extent practicable, development of an educational brochure detailing the history of the
Main Street Bridge and the features contained within the Historic District, and development of a
video capturing footage before, during and after the Main Street Bridge replacement, along with
aerial video or still photographs of the Downtown Peterborough Historic District and the
surrounding area. An additional stipulation has been provided in the Amended MOA (Exhibit C)
to address comment from NHDHR regarding re-use of the granite roof slabs from the historic
canal.
Coordination & Public Participation
In addition to the public participation opportunities outlined in the original NEPA document, the
Town of Peterborough mailed letters to the consulting parties identifying the proposed change
and requesting their participation and comment in the NEPA re-evaluation. The changes to the
project, as well as the alternatives explored, were also discussed at the publicly advertised
Peterborough Select Board meetings on December 20, 2016 and January 10, 2017, the minutes
of which are attached. The Select Board voted unanimously to support Alternative #4, the Revised
Proposed Action, at a duly noticed Select Board meeting on May 16, 2017 (Exhibit D). Letters of
support for the Revised Proposed Action were issued by the Peterborough Town Library, the 1833
Society which is the non-profit organization tasked with overseeing the renovations of the Library,
the Peterborough Economic Development Authority, and the Peterborough Heritage Commission
(Exhibit E)
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FINAL SECTION 4(f) RE-EVALUATION
The Revised Proposed Action and NEPA Re-Evaluation was discussed at the June 8, 2017 NHDOT
Cultural Resources Agency meeting (meeting minutes Exhibit F); no concerns were identified with
the exception that the MOA be revised to include a stipulation regarding re-use of the historic
canal stones by the Town in a future project.
Summary
Based upon the above considerations, it was concluded that there are no feasible and prudent
alternatives to the use of land from Section 4(f) properties, and the Revised Proposed Action
includes all planning to minimize harm to these properties resulting from such use.
Exhibits:
Exhibit A: Alternatives Plan Set
Exhibit B: Revised Cultural Resources Effect Memo
Exhibit C: Revised Memorandum of Agreement
Exhibit D: Peterborough Select Board Meeting Minutes
Exhibit E: Consulting Party Support Letters
Exhibit F: NHDOT Cultural Resources Agency Meeting Minutes, June 8, 2017
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Exhibit A
Alternatives Plan Set
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Exhibit B
Revised Cultural Resources Effect
Memo

Cultural Resources Effect Memo
(Local Public Agency Projects)

RECEIVED

Project Town: Peterborough

Date: November 13, 2015

S,tate No.: Main Street Bridge 14933

Federal No. X·A002(107)

State No.: US Route 202 Retaining Wall 14772·A

Federal No. X·AOOO(535)

~fJ~/9ao

BUREAU OF EiWIHONMENT

JAN 22 2016
NH DEPhRTMENT OF
TRANSPORT/ITION

Pursuant to meetings on April 1, 2010, October ~ 2010, lUi" 9, 2011, Ildy 14, 2011, December 11, 2014
September 10,2015, and for the purpose of compliance with the regulations of National Historic Preservation
Act and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation's procedures/or the Protection 0/ Historic Properties
(36 CPR 800). the NH Division of Historical Resources and the NH Division of the Federal Highway
Administmtion have coordinated the identification and evaluation of cultuml resources relative to (project
description):
The purpose of this project is to provide cost-effective, safe, and sustainable multimodal movement of
bicycles, pedestrians, and motorized vehicles over the Contoocook River In Peterborough, NH, and
through the Main StreetJUS Route 202 intersection that will meet the current and future transportation
.demands of the community and region. The historic Main Street Bridge must be removed due to its
currently deficient condition, as detailed in the Eng/lleerillg Study For Tlte Reconstruction 0/ The Main
Street Bridge (NHDOT#14933) and US Roule 2021ntel'$ectioll Improvements & Reltlilling Wall SlabiU1Jdion
(NHDOT #14772·A), August 2011.

.

.

.

Several project alternatives were evaluated, as detailed In the Engineering Study referenced above. The
proposed Bction is replacement of the bridge with a similar structure of simUar size, utDizing a traffic
detour. A perm_ent pedestrian hrldle will he leeated deViRstream er til. rapist_eat bridge &e F41plaee
-the existing std"""alk en the downstream stele of the brielle anel allow hr three wider Janes af tr8me on
the hrlelle! as opposed to the existing nanow 19' lanes, elilninating the need for o.er ,.idening of the
-bridge; A realignment of US Route 202, with additJonal sidewalk.? and pavement markings is also
proposed, providing improved pedestrian Bnd vehicular sorety while maintaining the existing "T"
intersection configuration. The existing failing boulder retaining wall along US Route 202 will be rebuilt
and stablUzed, maintaining the existing boulders where possible.

Red-line revision per NEPA Re-Evaluation for the project, July 30, 2017
Consulting parties to the project Include the Peterborough Heritage Commission, Peterborough Town
Library, Peterborough Economic Development Authority and Peterborough Greater Downtown Tax
Increment Fund.
Based on a review of the project, as presented on this date, it has been determined that:

o

No Historic or Archaeological Properties will be Affected

o

There will be No Adverse Effect on Historic or Archaeological Properties
Describe any outstanding commitments:_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __

181 There will be an Adverse Effect on Historic or Archaeological Propertles or Resources
describe the effect. measures to minimize hann and proposed mitigation
Despite all efforts to avoid and minimize impacts, by removing the Main Street Bridge the Project will
adversely affect both the Main Street Bridge (PETO028) and the Peterborough Downtown Commerclal,
Civic, Residential and Historic District, both of whieb are eUgible for listing on the National Register of
Historic Places as determined In June 2011.
C:\UlClllJamle.sllcora\AppDGIII\LoeOIIMImJ.ol\\W1adoWl\Tcmponry IlW!mtl FIIe1\Conteol,()\lllookll9LLTlCV\Peterbcrouah 141133 CIt l!trm Memo necdlll""uuleI
".ll.lOU.doc.
Page 1 of 2

The US Route 202 retoining willi (PET009) und Moln Street Bridge nrc contributing clemen!! to the
Peterborough Hlstorlc D1.~trict . The 8riclt Block lIouse (PET0027) nnd the J'eterborough LIbrary
(pET0023), located within the project arcn, nre olso individulllly eligible for listing ond are contributing ,
clements to the Historic District. As n t'e.qult of the Project's Adverse Effects (0 Nllt!onlll Register-eligIble
re.~ouree, n Memoraudum of Agreement (MOA) will be drnrted dctnllillg mltlgntion. Mitigatlun will be
developed In consultaUon with NHDHR, the Town of Peterborough, the consulting parties listed abuve, and
Any other Interested parties. MitigAtion will be targeted towards the lost resource, the Main Street Bridge,
and the los9 or the bridge as n contributing clement within tIle historIc dIstrict.
In accordnnce with the Advisory Council's regulations, we will continue to consult, liS appropriate, ns this project
proceeds,

....-~r' &c~-L'j...J)J'.P/-'cr

The NH Stutc Hi.~torlc Preservation Oflicl!r concnrs with these nndlngs:
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As documented ir:l the NEPA Re-Evaluation, the proposed undertaking was modified to
remove the permanent downstream pedestrian bridg,e and place two sidewalks on a new,
slightly wider vehicular bridge. A temporary downstream pedestrian bridge will be installed
to allow for continual pedestrian passage across the bridge during construction , This
modification will result in a reduction of permanent impacts to the lawn of the
Peterborough-Town Library of 294 sq ft as compared to the originally approved
undertaking; temporary impacts to the Library lawn will increase but will be restored upon
project completion ,
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NHDOT Cultural Resources Agency
Meeting Minutes, June 8, 2017

CONFERENCE REPORT
PROJECTS:

DATE OF
CONFERENCE:

US 202 Intersection and US 202
Retaining Wall
NHDOT Project No. 14772A
Federal Project Number X-A000(535)
Main Street Bridge
NHDOT Project Number 14933
Federal Project Number X-A002(107)
Peterborough, NH
NEPA Re-Evaluation
June 8, 2017

DATE ISSUED:

June 14, 2017

LOCATION:

NHDOT

ATTENDEES:

Jillian Edelmann, NHDOT, Cultural Resources
Sheila Charles, NHDOT, Cultural Resources
C.R. Willeke, NHDOT, Bureau of Planning and Community Assistance
Ron Crickard, NHDOT, Bureau of Environment
Marc Laurin, NHDOT, Bureau of Environment
Karen Malburne, NHDOT Bureau of Environment
Laura Black, NHDHR
Richard Boisvert, NHDHR, SHPO
Jamie Sikora, FHWA
Rodney Bartlett, Town Administrator, Peterborough
Peggy Shaughnessy, Peterborough Heritage Commission
Matthew Low, P.E., Hoyle, Tanner
Kimberly Peace, Hoyle, Tanner
Via teleconference:
Corinne Chronopoulos, Peterborough Library
Karen Struthers, Peterborough Library Board of Trustees
Marcia Patten, Peterborough Library Board of Trustees

SUBJECT:

Cultural Resources Meeting

PREPARED BY:

Kimberly R. Peace, Hoyle, Tanner
Hoyle, Tanner No. 907410

Distribution:

All attendees

The Department of Transportation held a cultural resources meeting to review the NEPA reevaluation for the above-listed projects. Hoyle, Tanner personnel presented to the Committee to
update them on the current status of the project and to discuss the steps necessary to complete the
NEPA re-evaluation, including Section 4(f) analysis.
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M. Low provided an introduction of the project, briefly, replacement of the Main Street Bridge with
an in-kind structure, reconstruction and stabilization of the boulder retaining wall along US Route
202, and safety improvements to the intersection of US Route 202 and Main Street.
K. Peace provided a more detailed review of the project’s history and NEPA evaluation. The project
will affect the following Section 4(f) resources: The Main Street Bridge, the Peterborough Town
Library and the Brick Block Row House, which are eligible for listing on National Register of Historic
Places (National Register); the Peterborough Downtown Commercial, Civic and Residential Historic
District, eligible for listing on the National Register as a Historic District; and the Transcript Dam and
Retaining Wall, which are contributing elements to the District.
The following steps have occurred to complete the NEPA process:






An Effect Memo was issued January 22, 2016, noting adverse effects to the Bridge and
Historic District;
An MOA was developed between SHPO, NHDOT and FHWA, May 31, 2016, stipulating
mitigation targeted towards loss of the Bridge and changes to the Historic District, including:
 Re-use of stone facing on bridge
 Develop tri-fold brochure with information about Historic District
 Develop video documenting Bridge before, during and after construction
A NEPA Cat Ex and Final Section 4(f) Evaluation was completed on October 2016,
FHWA Execution of the Cat Ex and Section 4(f) Determination was completed on December
2, 2016.

Consulting parties to the project include the Peterborough Heritage Commission, Peterborough Town
Library, Peterborough Economic Development Authority and Peterborough Greater Downtown Tax
Increment Fund.
K. Peace explained how the original Proposed Action included a permanent pedestrian bridge located
downstream of and adjacent to the replacement Main Street bridge. In December 20, 2016, the
Town of Peterborough and several consulting parties requested re-evaluation of alternatives to
eliminate the permanent pedestrian bridge, in part because the Library has plans for the outdoor
areas adjacent to the Bridge. Four new alternatives were evaluated:
#1 – Relocate the permanent pedestrian bridge upstream of the vehicular bridge.
#2 – Eliminate the permanent pedestrian bridge and maintain only one sidewalk on the new
vehicular bridge, likely on the downstream side.
#3 – Eliminate the permanent pedestrian bridge and put two sidewalks on a new vehicular bridge
matching the width of the existing bridge.
#4 – Eliminate the permanent pedestrian bridge and construct two sidewalks on a new wider
vehicular bridge.
The Select Board approved Alternative #4 on May 16, 2017. This alternative will have reduced
permanent impacts to the Library. Because a mitigation stipulation is re-use of the stone facing from
the existing bridge on the replacement bridge, the proposed alternative will allow for a reduced
visual impact as removal of the pedestrian bridge will result in an unimpeded view of the
downstream side of the bridge from the Library.
A NEPA Draft Re-Evaluation was submitted to NHDOT and FHWA May 18, 2017, including support
letters from the Select Board, the Heritage Commission, the 1833 Society, and the Library Trustees.
R. Bartlett provided a letter of support from the Economic Development Authority. M. Laurin had
responded with edits and comments on the Re-Evaluation, including a comparison table of impacts
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to Section 4(f) resources and a more detailed review of the Least Overall Harm Analysis criteria. K.
Peace handed out a comparison impact table and discussed how the only two of the criteria will be
changed, reflecting the reduction of permanent impacts to the Library lawn.
L. Black asked about the proposed width of the Main Street Bridge as compared to the original
proposed action. K. Peace explained that although one of the alternatives discussed in the original
NEPA Evaluation included a wider bridge to include sidewalks on both sides of the bridge, this would
have been in connection with a phased construction schedule, so the bridge would have had to be
over-widened by approximately 15 feet. The new proposed action will only need to widen the bridge
approximately 5 feet as the Town has decided to close the bridge during construction, eliminating
the need for an additional lane.
R. Boisvert asked about the impacts to the historic canal and the proposed rehabilitation. M. Low
explained the canal will be slip-lined and stones from the canal ceiling, which have fallen, will be reused in future Town development to show the historic location of the canal through the Town.
R. Boisvert suggested that the re-use of the canal stones should be included in the MOA as a
stipulation.
K. Peace asked if the Effect memo and the MOA would need to be re-issued, or could the documents
be line edited? J. Sikora stated he would defer to NHDOT for this determination. J. Edelmann stated
that the MOA could be amended, with signatures as needed, to preserve project chronology. J.
Sikora said he would determine if the Re-Evaluation and Amendment would need to be reviewed by
FHWA.
R. Boisvert asked if the MOA stipulation regarding the video would be available online? K. Peace
stated that the MOA specified the Town would post the video on YouTube and the Town website,
and DVD’s would be available.
K. Peace stated the next steps in the process: Amend the MOA, line item the Effect memo, respond
to NHDOT comments and revise the Draft NEPA Re-Evaluation. This was agreed to verbally by the
attendees.
If the contents of this conference report are incomplete or not to your understanding of the
conference, please contact the preparer at Hoyle, Tanner & Associates as soon as possible.
Submitted by:

Kimberly R. Peace
Senior Environmental Coordinator
Cc: Attendees, File
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