
Memorandum 

 To:       Board of Selectman 
 From:  Marti Noel, Assessor 
 Date:   6/27/2022 
 Re: Veterans Tax Credit – For Approval 
Tax Credit for Total Service-Connected Disability:  1 

The attached list of property owners have applied for a Veteran’s Credit. 

Map/
Lot 

Applicant Veteran Benefit Amount Date Received Status 

18/28 Weitenbeck, Justin Weitenbeck, 
Justin 

RSA 72:35 $1,500 May 31, 2022 New 
Applicant 

47/58 Boggis, Pauline Boggis, Donald 72:28 (IV)(a) 400 June 8, 2022 Spouse of 
Veteran 

56/3 Crawford, Susan Crawford, David 72:28 (IV)(a) 400 May 26, 2022 Spouse of 
Veteran 

Select Person Signature Date 
Paul Dargie, Chair 6/27/2022 
Tim Finan, Vice Chair 6/27/2022 
Gary Daniels 6/27/2022 
Laura Dudziak 6/27/2022 
David Freel 6/27/2022 

6/27/2022 

5:30 Veterans Tax Credit, Elderly Exemption, One Property Abatement Application for 
approval and seven for denial - Assessing Director, Marti Noel



Memorandum 

To:  Board of Selectman 
CC:        John Shannon 
From:   Marti Noel, Assessor 
Date      April 25, 2022    
Re:  Elderly Exemption - For Approval 
72:33 Application for Exemption or Tax Credit. 

For Approval ( 1)  

No person shall be entitled to the exemptions or tax credits provided by RSA 72:28, 29-a, 30, 31, 
32, 35, 36-a, 37, 37-a, 37-b, 38-b, 39-b, 62, 66, and 70 unless the person has filed with the 
selectmen or assessors, by April 15 preceding the setting of the tax rate, a permanent 
application therefore, signed under penalty of perjury, on a form approved and provided by the 
commissioner of revenue administration, showing that the applicant is the true and lawful 
owner of the property on which the exemption or tax credit is claimed and that the applicant 
was duly qualified upon April 1 of the year in which the exemption or tax credit is first claimed, 
or, in the case of financial qualifications, that the applicant is duly qualified at the time of 
application…”. 

72:34 Investigation of Application and Decision by Town Officials. 
On receipt of an application provided for in RSA 72:33 or RSA 72:38-a, the selectmen or 
assessors shall examine it as to the right to the tax exemption, tax deferral or tax credit, the 
ownership of the property listed, and, if necessary, the encumbrances reported. 

  May request true copies of any documents as needed to verify eligibility. Unless otherwise 
provided for by law, all documents submitted with an application or as requested, as provided for 
in paragraphs I and II, and any copies shall be considered confidential, handled so as to protect the 
privacy of the individual, and not used for any purpose other than the specific statutory purposes 
for which the information was originally obtained. All documents and copies of such documents 
submitted by the applicant shall be returned to the applicant after a decision is made on the 
application. 
II. For those exemptions having income or asset limitations, the assessing officials may request true
copies of any documents as needed to verify eligibility. Unless otherwise provided for by law, all
documents submitted with an application or as requested, as provided for in paragraphs I and II,
and any copies shall be considered confidential, handled so as to protect the privacy of the
individual, and not used for any purpose other than the specific statutory purposes for which the
information was originally obtained. All documents and copies of such documents submitted by the
applicant shall be returned to the applicant after a decision is made on the application.
III. The assessing officials shall grant the exemption, deferral, or tax credit if:

(a) They are satisfied that the applicant has not willfully made any false statement in the
application for the purpose of obtaining the exemption, deferral, or tax credit; and 

(b) The applicant cooperated with their requests under paragraph II, if it applies.

The documentation needed to verify eligibility is as follows: 
IRS Federal Form 1040 
NH Interest & Dividends Tax Return 
Annual 1099 Social Security Statement(s) 
All Other 1099 Statements 
Property Tax Inventories from other Towns/States/Communities 
72:40-b Publishing Prohibited. 
The names of persons receiving an exemption under RSA 72:39-b (the Elderly Exemption) shall not 
be printed in any list for publication except as required under RSA 74:2 



This was a late filed application for Elderly Exemption. The applicant has received the exemption since 
2015. This year they were delayed filing due to medical issues.  Statute does allow for late filed 
applications due to …”Accident, mistake or misfortune”, and I do feel the late filing does meet that 
criterial   I recommend that the Board of Selectman approve the applicant for Elderly Exemption for the 
tax year 2022. The attached list identifies all applicants approved as a matter of public record and to 
expedite your decision making process. Due to the financial criteria governing elderly exemptions and in 
adherence to RSA 72:40-b, properties will be listed excluding the names and addresses of the applicants.  
As a reminder to the Board members, the assessing office is on a bi-annual schedule for applications.    

File #  Exemption 
Amount 

Assessed Value Date of Application Code  Code By Age 

1260 59,200 59,200 4/25/2022 Eld4 Eld3 

SELECTMEN PRINTED 
NAME 

SELECTMEN SIGNATURES OF 
APPROVAL  

             DATE 

PAUL DARGIE 6/27/2022 
TIM FINAN 6/27/2022 
GARY DANIELS 6/27/2022 
LAURA DUDZIAK 6/27/2022 
DAVID FREEL 6/27/2022 



MEMORANDUM 

DATE:  June 27, 2022 

TO:  Board of Selectmen 

CC: John Shannon 

FROM: Marti Noel, Assessor 

RE:    2021 Property Abatement Applications   
Recommendation for Denial – 7 
Recommendation for Approval -1 

________________________________________________________________________         

As a refresher on the Abatement process, if a property owner feels their assessment is 
incorrect or inequitable, an abatement application may be submitted to the assessing 
office between the date the final tax bill is mailed and March 1st of the following year.   
The deadline for filing for abatement for the 2021 tax year is March 1, 2022.  

The deadline for response by the municipality to all abatements timely filed is July 1.  If 
no decision has been made, the abatement is to be considered to have been denied, and 
the Appellants may begin filing for appeal at the state level, either the BTLA or Superior 
Court.   

This year there are a total of 20 abatements that have been timely filed. Seven 
Abatements are recommended this evening for Denial based on insufficient data provided 
to support any change in value.   

Two abatement requests remain open at this time. Statutorily, the municipal response 
deadline is July 1. A failure to respond by the municipality by that date is to be 
considered a denial. There is nothing that would stop the municipality from on-going 
discussions for open abatements; this date simply provides a timeframe from which 
where the applicant can automatically move on to the Appeal phase.  In both instances, 
more data is being sought, and the property owners have been given until July 1 in order 
to provide maximum time to provide that information.  These abatements will be 
formally addressed after that date.  

The last abatement (#2121) was not timely filed. The property owner noticed only after 
receiving the 2022 tax bill that the Veteran’s Credit had not been applied. While this has 
been rectified for 2022, there remains the issue of the Tax Credit that was missed due to 
an assessing clerical error.  I recommend this Veteran’s Credit be reimbursed to the 
deserving Veteran.   

Thank You 



TY 2021 Abatement Recommendations

App # Map/ Lot Address Property Owner Request Recommend Reason Letter Sent

 2019 
Assessed 

Value 

 Adjusted 
Assesed 

Value 

 Abatement 
Amount @ 

$25.97 rate 

2111 44/10 599 Nashua St Tax Rep Data Provided Deny
Tax Rep did not provide sufficient data to support 
abtement request 6/10/2022 9,768,900         9,768,900     

2115 4/3-16 131 Cortland Rd

Concerns of erosion, shared 
driveway,  and Conservation area 
access Deny

Topography and shared driveway access are already 
accounted for in assessment; Conservation access 
was across private land and was not intrinsic to the 
value of this property 6/1/2022 367,100            367,100        

2116
22/27, 28, 
&29 80 Adams St Tax Rep Data Provided Deny

Tax Rep did not provide sufficient data to support 
abtement request 6/10/2022 3,182,900         3,182,900     

2117 29/99 161 Granite St Tax Rep Data Provided Deny
Tax Rep did not provide sufficient data to support 
abtement request 6/10/2022 5,646,200         5,646,200     

2118 44/6 586 Nashua St Tax Rep Data Provided Deny
Tax Rep did not provide sufficient data to support 
abtement request 6/10/2022 18,387,300       18,387,300   

2119 38/1 128 Savage Rd Tax Rep Data Provided Deny
Tax Rep did not provide sufficient data to support 
abtement request 6/10/2022 6,595,300         6,595,300     

2120 35/34 43 Ledgewood Dr Tax Rep Data Provided Deny
Tax Rep did not provide sufficient data to support 
abtement request 6/10/2022 8,883,600         8,883,600     

2121 47/27-1 50 Armory Rd
Refund Veteran's Credit that was 
ommitted due to clerical error Approve

There was a clerical error that resulted in the Veteran's 
credit being missed for the 2021 tax year. 

6/3/2022-
Verbally 400.00 

- 
Total Amount of Abatement Recommended for 
Approval this Session 400.00 

Total from prior granted 2018 Abatements              11,001.99 

Appeals Resolved in 2019

Total 11,401.99            



6:00 – Library Update – 
Library Trustee Chair, 
Kathy Parenti (VERBAL) 



Date: June 22, 2022 
To: Board of Selectmen 

John Shannon, Town Administrator 
From: Lincoln Daley, Community Development Director 
Subject: Adoption of  Milford Municipal Code, entitled Title 5 Health & Safety, Chapter 5.32 

Stormwater Management Ordinance (First Public Hearing) 
This item represents the first public hearing to replace Town’s current stormwater ordinance, Milford 
Municipal Code, entitled Title 5 Health & Safety, Chapter 5.32 Stormwater Management and Erosion 
Control, with a new and updated stormwater ordinance, Chapter 5.32 Stormwater Management 
Ordinance, in compliance with the Town’s  EPA-issued small Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System 
(MS4) Permit. 
Like 44 other municipalities in New Hampshire, the Town of Milford’s stormwater discharges to the 
environment are regulated by the Environmental Protection Agency under the Clean Water Act through 
the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES). One key Clean Water Act requirement is 
that Amherst have an EPA-issued small Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) Permit. The 
Town’s current MS4 permit was issued in July 2018 and the Town received an Authorization to Discharge 
from EPA Region 1 on May 2019. 

Among numerous other requirements, the current MS4 permit requires the Town to review its stormwater 
management regulations to ensure those regulations incorporate appropriate stormwater retention and 
treatment requirements for new development and redevelopment occurring within the town. The technical 
requirements for stormwater retention and treatment are detailed in the MS4 permit itself and in state 
stormwater control handbooks and Best Management Practices. 

 The Town’ s current stormwater regulations were adopted in 2007 and do not meet the current technical 
requirements for stormwater retention and treatment. The 2007 regulations also include outdated 
references to expected precipitation values and do not require design for severe precipitation events 
commonly used by the state and other communities (a so-called “50- year storm”).  

With the assistance of the Town’s engineering consultant, the Town’s Office of Community Development, 
Planning Board, and Conservation Commission have cooperatively developed draft stormwater 
regulations to address the MS4 permit requirements and these other issues. Their efforts started with a 
model regulation developed by a coalition of towns and cities in the Manchester and Nashua area (the 
New Hampshire Lower Merrimack Valley Stormwater Coalition) to meet the 2018 MS4 permit 
requirements. Appropriate stormwater requirements from the current regulations were incorporated into 
that draft after updating references and design standards. The attached proposed regulations are the result 
of those efforts.(See attached draft Stormwater Ordinance) 

The Stormwater Ordinance would impact/apply to developments that disturb 20,000 square feet or larger. 
Larger development projects (those disturbing more than 100,000 square feet (just over two acres) are 

1 UNION SQUARE, MILFORD, NH 03055        TEL: (603)249-0620         WEB: WWW.MILFORD.NH.GOV 

T O W N  O F  M I L F O R D ,  N H  
O F F I C E  O F  C O M M U N I T Y  D E V E L O P M E N T

6:05 1st Public Hearing to update the current stormwater ordinance, Chapter 5.32 - Community 
Development Director, Lincoln Daley



already subject to extensive stormwater controls under the NHDES’s Alteration of Terrain Permit Program 
Rules. Projects disturbing an acre or more of land are required to comply with the federal EPA NPDES 
Construction General Permit (CGP). The proposed stormwater regulations rely largely on the same 
calculations, technical requirements, and stormwater control methods that are already used under the state 
rules and federal program, which should reduce the need for applicants to perform different or duplicative 
analyses, or to use different control methods, to comply with the Town's proposed regulations.  



TOWN OF MILFORD 
STORMWATER MANAGEMENT 

ORDINANCE 

Prepared for: 

Town of Milford, New Hampshire 
1 Union Square 

Milford, NH 03055 

Prepared by: 

KVPartners LLC 
P.O. Box 432 

New Boston, NH 03070 

June 2022 
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A. Purpose and Goals
Developments shall not increase, decrease, modify, or alter the normal patterns of stormwater drainage
caused during the development of a site and/or by the eventual development itself. The goal of these
standards is to establish minimum stormwater management requirements and controls to protect and
safeguard the general health, safety, and welfare of the public in the Town of Milford. This Ordinance
seeks to meet that goal through the following objectives:

1. Prevent increases in stormwater runoff from any development to reduce flooding, siltation and
streambank erosion and maintain the integrity of stream channels.

2. Prevent increases in nonpoint source pollution caused by stormwater runoff from development
which would otherwise degrade local water quality.

3. Minimize the total volume of surface water runoff which flows from any specific site during and
following development to not exceed the pre-development hydrologic condition to the maximum
extent practicable as allowable by site conditions.

4. Reduce stormwater runoff rates and volumes, soil erosion and nonpoint source pollution, through 
stormwater management controls and to ensure that these management controls are properly
maintained and pose no threat to public safety or cause excessive municipal expenditures.

5. Protect the quality of groundwater resources, surface water bodies and wetlands.

B. Authority

This Ordinance is adopted pursuant to the authority vested in:

1. The authority vested in the Selectmen pursuant to RSA 41:11, RSA 47:17, VII, VIII, and XVIII; and

2. The Planning Board pursuant to RSA 674:35 and 36, and RSA 674:44; and, RSA 155-E:11; and

3. The authority vested in the Health Officer and Board of Health pursuant to RSA 147:1 and 147:14;
and

4. The authority vested in the Water and Sewer Commissioners pursuant to RSA 38:26 and RSA
149:I:6, respectively.

The Ordinance shall become effective upon adoption by the Town of Milford Planning Board,
Health Officer/Board of Health, the Board of Selectmen, Water and Sewer Commissions, in
accordance with the statutory sections identified above.

C. Jurisdiction

1. This Ordinance shall pertain to all land within the boundaries of the Town of Milford, New
Hampshire.

2. In any case where a provision of the Ordinance is found to be in conflict with a provision of any
other Ordinance, Regulation, code, or covenant in effect in the Town of Milford or with any State
Statute with particular reference to NHRSA Chapter 676:14 and 674:16 and 674:17 and the
relevant sections therein, the provision which is the more restrictive shall prevail.

D. Severability

The invalidity of any section, subsection, paragraph, sentence, clause, phrase, or word of this 
Ordinance shall not be held to invalidate any other section, subsection, paragraph, sentence, 
clause, phrase, or word of this Ordinance. 

E. Amendments

This Ordinance may be amended by the approval of the several boards identified in Section B 
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above, provided that each such agency complies with any applicable statutory or local procedures 
governing their authority to adopt such Ordinance. Amendments to zoning aspects must be 
approved at Milford Town Meeting. 

F:  Minimum Thresholds for Applicability 
1. The post-construction stormwater management standards apply to any development or

redevelopment project that:

a. Disturbs more than twenty thousand (20,000) square feet, or

b. Disturbs more than ten thousand (10,000) square feet cumulative within one hundred
(100) feet of existing surface waters, including ponds, rivers, perennial, and intermittent
streams (natural or channelized), and wetlands (including vernal pools) and shall be
protected by the minimum buffer setback distances (as specified in Section 6.02.03 of the
Zoning Ordinance).

2. Applications for Subdivisions and Site Plan Applications will be administered by the Planning Board 
and all other application that do not require Planning Board action (i.e., individual lots) will be
administered by the  or Community Development/DPW Department officials.

3. At the request of an applicant, the Planning Board or Community Development/DPW Department
officials, as applicable, may grant a waiver to any or all stormwater standards for projects that:
disturb less than one acre; create less than five-thousand (5,000) square feet of new impervious
surface; and do not disturb land within one-hundred (100) feet of a surface water body or
wetland, or as the Planning Board or Community Development/DPW Department officials
determines appropriate.  Community Development/DPW Department officials may consult with
the Conservation Commission as needed.

a. Runoff from new impervious surfaces shall be directed to a filtration and/or infiltration device
or properly discharged to a naturally occurring or fully replanted and vegetated area with
slopes of fifteen (15%) percent or less and with adequate controls to prevent soil erosion and
concentrated flow.

b. Impervious surfaces for parking areas and roads shall be minimized to the extent possible
(including minimum parking requirements for proposed uses and minimum road widths).

c. Runoff generated from new impervious surfaces shall be retained on the development site
and property and mimic natural hydrologic processes to the maximum extent possible, or it
is determined that the biological and chemical properties of the receiving waters will not be
degraded by or its hydrology will benefit from discharge of treated or filtered stormwater
runoff from the development site.

d. Compliance with standards 3.a to 3.c above will be determined by the Planning Board or
Community Development/DPW Department officials, as applicable, on a case-by-case basis
as site conditions and constraints differ greatly between various development and re-
development proposals.

4. The following activities are considered exempt from this Ordinance:

a. Agricultural and forestry practices that are using established best management practices.

b. Resurfacing and routine maintenance of roads and parking lots.

c. Exterior and interior alterations and maintenance to existing buildings and structures that do
not change the building footprint.

5. Application
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a. All projects subject to these standards require the applicant to complete a Stormwater Permit
Application form and submit plans and other required documents as required below. Prior to
commencement of land disturbance, the applicant must obtain written approval as required
by this Ordinance.

6. Other Required Permits

a. In addition to local approval, copies of the following permits shall be required if applicable:

i. RSA 485-A:17 requires a permit from the New Hampshire Department of
Environmental Services (NHDES) Water Supply and Pollution Control Division for
“…any person proposing to significantly alter the characteristic of the terrain, in
such a manner as to impede natural runoff or create an unnatural runoff …”
Regulations require this permit for any project involving more than one-hundred
thousand (100,000) contiguous square feet of disturbance or if such activity
occurs in or on the border of the surface waters of the state.

ii. RSA 482-A requires a permit from the Department of Environmental Services for
any person desiring to “…excavate, remove, fill, dredge or construct any
structures in or on any bank, flat, marsh, or swamp in and adjacent to any waters
of the State.”

iii. National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Stormwater Discharge
Permit. A permit issued by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) or by the
State under authority delegated pursuant to 33 USC, section 1342 (b) that
authorizes the discharge of pollutants to waters of the United States. For a
cumulative disturbance of one (1) acre of land that EPA considers “construction
activity,” which includes, but is not limited to clearing, grading, excavation, and
other activities that expose soil typically related to landscaping, demolition, and
construction of structures and roads, a federal permit will be required. Consult
the EPA for specific rules. This EPA permit is in addition to any state or local permit 
required.

b. Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), if applicable.

G:  Stormwater Management for New Development 

1. All proposed stormwater management practices and treatment systems shall meet the following
performance standards.

2. Alternatives to stream and wetland crossings that eliminate or minimize environmental impacts
shall be considered. Existing surface waters, including ponds, rivers, perennial, and intermittent
streams (natural or channelized), and wetlands (including vernal pools) shall be protected by the
minimum buffer setback distances (as specified in the Zoning and Regulations). Stormwater and
erosion and sediment control BMPs shall be located outside the specified buffer zone unless
otherwise approved by the Planning Board. Alternatives to stream and wetland crossings that
eliminate or minimize environmental impacts shall be considered. When necessary, as
determined by the Planning Board or their representative, stream and wetland crossings shall
comply with state recommended design standards to minimize impacts to flow and enhance
animal passage (see the NHDES Stream Crossing Guidelines, as amended).
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Low Impact Development (LID) site planning and design strategies must be used to the maximum 
extent practicable to reduce stormwater runoff volumes, protect water quality, and maintain 
predevelopment site hydrology. Low Impact Development techniques that preserve existing 
vegetation, reduce the development footprint, minimize, or disconnect impervious area, and use 
enhanced stormwater Best Management Practices (BMPs) (such as raingardens, bioretention 
systems, tree box filters, and similar stormwater management landscaping techniques) shall be 
incorporated into landscaped areas as discussed in the NH Stormwater Manual. Volumes 1 and 2, 
December 2008, as amended or other equivalent means approved by the Town. Capture and 
reuse of stormwater is strongly encouraged. The applicant must document in writing why Low 
Impact Development strategies are not appropriate when not used to manage stormwater. 
Community Development/DPW Department officials may consult with the Conservation 
Commission as needed. 

3. All stormwater treatment areas shall be planted with native plantings appropriate for the site
conditions: trees, grasses, shrubs and/or other native plants in sufficient numbers and density to
prevent soil erosion and to achieve the water quality treatment requirements of this section.

4. Salt storage areas shall be fully covered with permanent or semi-permanent measures and
loading/offloading areas shall be located and designed to not drain directly to receiving waters
and maintained with good housekeeping measures in accordance with New Hampshire
Department of Environmental Services published guidance. Runoff from snow and salt storage
areas shall enter treatment areas as specified above before being discharged to receiving waters
or allowed to infiltrate into the groundwater.

5. Surface runoff shall be directed into appropriate stormwater control measures designed for
treatment and/or filtration to the maximum extent practicable and/or captured and reused
onsite.

6. All newly generated stormwater from new development shall be treated on the development site. 
A development plan shall include provisions to retain natural predevelopment watershed areas
on the site by using the natural flow patterns.

7. Runoff from impervious surfaces shall be treated to achieve at least eighty (80%) percent removal
of Total Suspended Solids and at least fifty (50%) removal of both total nitrogen and total
phosphorus using appropriate treatment measures, as specified in the NH Stormwater Manual.
Volumes 1 and 2, December 2008, as amended or other equivalent means approved by the Town.
Where practical, the use of natural, vegetated filtration and/or infiltration practices or subsurface
gravel wetlands for water quality treatment is preferred given its relatively high nitrogen removal
efficiency. All new impervious area draining to surface waters impaired by nitrogen, phosphorus
or nutrients shall be treated with stormwater Best Management Practices (BMPs) designed to
optimize pollutant removal efficiencies based on design standards and performance data
published by the UNH Stormwater Center and/or included in the latest version of the NH
Stormwater Manual.

8. Measures shall be taken to control the post-development peak runoff rate so that it does not
exceed pre-development runoff for the 2-year, 10-year, and 25-year design storm at each
discharge point from the site. Drainage analyses shall include calculations using analysis
methodologies in the NH Stormwater Manual, December 2008, as amended comparing pre- and
post-development stormwater runoff rates (cubic feet/second) for the 2-year, 25-year, 50-year
storm and system/pond overflows shall be designed to accommodate the 100-year design storms
runoff rates.  Stormwater volume control shall mitigate the increase in the post-development
runoff volume to infiltrate the groundwater recharge volume GRV according to the ratios of
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Hydrologic Soil Group (HSG) type versus infiltration rate multiplier (see attached Stormwater 
Design Criteria Table). For sites where infiltration is limited or not practicable, the applicant must 
demonstrate that the project will not create or contribute to water quality impairment.  

9. The design of the stormwater drainage systems shall provide for the conveyance or recharge of
stormwater without flooding or functional impairment to streets, adjacent properties,
downstream properties, soils, or vegetation.  The design shall also provide adequate conveyance
systems for groundwater collected and diverted to a concentrated location without functional
impairment to streets, adjacent properties, or downstream properties.

10. The physical, biological, and chemical integrity of the receiving waters shall not be degraded by
the stormwater runoff from the development site.

11. The design of the stormwater management systems shall account for upstream and upgradient
runoff that flows onto, over, or through the site to be developed or re-developed and design for
this contribution of runoff.

12. All stormwater installations that received runoff must be designed to drain within a maximum of
seventy-two (72) hours.

13. Appropriate erosion and sediment control measures shall be installed prior to any soil
disturbance, the area of disturbance shall be kept to a minimum, and any sediment in runoff shall
be retained within the project area. Wetland areas and surface waters shall be protected from
sediment. Disturbed soil areas shall be either temporarily or permanently stabilized consistent
with the NHDES Stormwater Manual Volume 3, as amended, guidelines. In areas where final
grading has not occurred, temporary stabilization measures should be in place within 7 days for
exposed soil areas within 100 feet of a surface water body or wetland and no more than forty-
five (45) days for all other areas. Permanent stabilization should be in place no more than three
(3) days following the completion of final grading of exposed soil areas.

14. All temporary control measures shall be removed after final site stabilization. Trapped sediment
and other disturbed soil areas resulting from the removal of temporary measures shall be
permanently stabilized prior to removal of temporary control measures unless specifically
designed to remain.

15. Whenever practicable, native site vegetation shall be retained, protected, or supplemented. Any
stripping of vegetation shall be done in a manner that minimizes soil erosion.

16. Submission Requirements for Stormwater Management Report and Plans.

a. All applications subject to these Standards shall include a comprehensive Stormwater
Management Plan. The Stormwater Management Plan shall include a narrative description
and an Existing Conditions Site Plan showing all pre-development impervious surfaces,
buildings, and structures; surface water bodies and wetlands; drainage patterns, sub-
catchment, and watershed boundaries; building setbacks and buffers, locations of various
hydrologic group soil types, mature vegetation, land topographic contours with minimum 2-
foot intervals and spot grades where necessary for sites that are flat.

b. The Stormwater Management Plan shall include a narrative description and a Proposed
Conditions Site Plan showing all post-development proposed impervious surfaces, buildings
and structures; temporary and permanent stormwater management elements and Best
Management Practices, including GIS coordinates and GIS files; important hydrologic features
created or preserved on the site; drainage patterns, sub-catchment and watershed
boundaries; building setbacks and buffers; proposed tree clearing and topographic contours
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with minimum two (2) foot intervals. The plans shall provide calculations and identification of 
the total area of disturbance proposed on the site (and off-site if applicable) and total area of 
new impervious surface created. A summary of the drainage analysis showing a comparison 
of the estimated peak flow and volumes for various design storms (see Table 1. Stormwater 
Infrastructure Design Criteria) at each of the outlet locations shall be included. 

c. The Stormwater Management Plan shall describe the general approach and strategies
implemented, and the facts relied upon, to meet the goals of Section C. The Stormwater
Management Plan shall include design plans and/or graphical sketch(es) of all proposed above 
ground Low Impact Development (LID) practices.

d. The Stormwater Management Plan shall include calculations of the change in impervious
area, pollution loading and removal volumes for each best management practice, and GIS files
containing the coordinates of all stormwater infrastructure elements (e.g., catch basins,
swales, detention/bioretention areas, piping).

e. The Stormwater Management Plan shall include a description and a proposed Site Plan
showing proposed erosion and sediment control measures, limits of disturbance, temporary
and permanent soil stabilization measures in accordance with the NH Department of
Environmental Services Stormwater Manual Volume 3 (as amended) as well as a construction
site inspection plan including phased installation of best management practices and final
inspection upon completion of construction.  All temporary erosion and sediment control
measures shall be removed upon completion (complete stabilization) of the project site.

f. The Stormwater Management Plan shall include a long-term stormwater management Best
Management Practices (BMP) inspection and maintenance plan (Section E) that describes the
responsible parties and contact information for the qualified individuals who will perform
future inspections. The inspection frequency, maintenance and reporting protocols shall be
included.

g. The Stormwater Management Plan shall describe and identify locations of any proposed
deicing chemical and/or snow storage areas. Stormwater Management Plan will describe how
deicing chemical use will be minimized or used most efficiently.

h. In urbanized areas that are subject to the EPA MS4 Stormwater Permit and will drain to
chloride-impaired waters, any new developments and redevelopment projects shall submit a
description of measures that will be used to minimize salt usage, and track and report
amounts applied using the UNH Technology Transfer Center online tool
(http://www.roadsalt.unh.edu/Salt/) in accordance with Appendix H of the NH MS4 Permit.

12. General Performance Criteria for Stormwater Management Plans.

a. All applications shall apply site design practices as outlined in the Development Regulations,
to reduce the generation of stormwater in the post-developed condition, reduce overall
impervious surface coverage, seek opportunities to capture and reuse and minimize the
discharge of stormwater to the municipal stormwater management system.

b. Water Quality Protection.

i. No stormwater runoff generated from impervious cover from new development
or redevelopment shall  discharge directly into a jurisdictional wetland or surface
water body without adequate treatment as noted in this Ordinance.

ii. All developments shall provide adequate management of stormwater runoff and
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prevent discharge of stormwater runoff from creating or contributing to water 
quality impairment.  

c. Onsite groundwater recharge shall be maintained by promoting infiltration through use of
structural and non-structural methods. The recharge from the post development site shall
maintain or exceed the recharge from pre-development site conditions in accordance with
the soil type requirements discussed above in Section C.9. Capture and reuse of stormwater
runoff is encouraged in instances where groundwater recharge is limited by site conditions.
All stormwater management practices shall be designed to convey stormwater to allow for
maximum groundwater recharge. This shall include, but not be limited to:

i. Maximizing flow paths from collection points to outflow points.
ii. Use of multiple best management practices (NH Stormwater Manual).
iii. Retention of stormwater and discharge to fully vegetated areas.
iv. Maximizing use of infiltration practices.
v. Stormwater System Design Performance Standards described in Appendix A.

d. Stormwater system design, performance standards and protection criteria shall be provided
as prescribed in Appendix A. Calculations shall include sizing of all structures and best
management practices, including sizing of emergency overflow structures based on
assessment of the 100-year 24-hour frequency storm discharge rate.

e. The sizing and design of stormwater management practices shall utilize the higher
precipitation volume from new precipitation data from the Northeast Region Climate Center
(NRCC) Extreme Precipitation Tables or the most recent precipitation atlas published by the
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) for the sizing and design of all
stormwater management practices.

f. All stormwater management practices involving bioretention and vegetative cover as a key
functional component must have a landscaping plan detailing both the type and quantities of
plants and vegetation to be in used in the practice. Additional detail shall include how
vegetation is to be maintained and that the owner of the property is responsible for
maintaining vegetation. The use of native plantings appropriate for site conditions is required
for these types of stormwater treatment areas. The landscaping plan must be prepared by a
registered landscape architect, certified wetland scientist, or another qualified professional.

13. Water Quality Protection: All aspects of the application shall be designed to protect the quality of
surface waters and groundwater of the Town of Milford as follows:

a. No person shall locate, store, discharge, or permit the discharge of any treated, untreated,
or inadequately treated liquid, gaseous, or solid materials of such nature, quantity,
noxiousness, toxicity, or temperature that may run off, seep, percolate, or wash into surface
water or groundwater to contaminate, pollute, harm, impair or contribute to an impairment
of such waters.

b. All storage facilities for fuel, chemicals, chemical or industrial wastes, and biodegradable raw
materials shall meet the regulations of the New Hampshire Department of Environmental
Services (NHDES).

H:  Stormwater Management for Redevelopment 

1. Redevelopment (as applicable to this stormwater Ordinance) means:
a. Any construction, alteration, or improvement that disturbs existing impervious area (including
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demolition and removal of road/parking lot materials down to the erodible sub-base) or expands 
existing impervious cover by any amount, where the existing land use is commercial, industrial, 
institutional, governmental, recreational, or multi-family residential. 

b. Any redevelopment activity that results in improvements with no increase in impervious area shall
be considered redevelopment activity under this Ordinance.

c. Any new impervious area over portions of a site that are currently pervious.
d. The following activities are not considered redevelopment:

i. Interior and exterior building renovation (no change in building footprint).
ii. Resurfacing of an existing paved surface (e.g., parking lot, walkway, or roadway).

iii. Pavement excavation and patching that is incidental to the primary project purpose,
such as replacement of a collapsed storm drain.

iv. Landscaping installation and maintenance.

2. Redevelopment applications shall comply with the requirements of Sections C.10 Submission
Requirements for Stormwater Management Report and Plans, C.11 General Performance Criteria for
Stormwater Management Plans, and C.12 Water Quality Protection.

3. For sites meeting the definition of a redevelopment project and having less than forty (40%) percent
existing impervious surface coverage, the stormwater management requirements will be the same as
other new development projects. The applicant must satisfactorily demonstrate that impervious area
is minimized, and Low Impact Development (LID) practices have been implemented on-site to the
maximum extent practicable.

4. For sites meeting the definition of a redevelopment project and having more than forty (40%) percent
existing impervious surface area, stormwater shall be managed for water quality in accordance with
one or more of the following techniques, listed in order of preference:

a. Implement measures onsite that result in disconnection or treatment of one hundred (100%)
percent of the additional proposed impervious surface area and at least thirty (30%) percent of
the existing impervious area and pavement areas, preferably using filtration and/or infiltration
practices.

b. If resulting in greater overall water quality improvement on the site, implement Low Impact
Development practices to the maximum extent practicable to provide treatment of runoff
generated from at least forty (40%) percent of the entire developed site area.

c. An alternative plan resulting in greater overall water quality improvement from runoff from the
site, as approved by the Planning Board.

5. Off-Site Mitigation:

a. In cases where the applicant demonstrates, to the satisfaction of the planning board, that onsite
treatment has been implemented to the maximum extent possible or is not feasible, off-site
mitigation will be an acceptable alternative if implemented within the same sub-watershed,
within the project’s drainage area or within the drainage area of the receiving water body. To
comply with local watershed objectives the mitigation site would be preferably situated in the
same sub-watershed as the development and impact/benefit the same receiving water.

b. Off-site mitigation shall be equivalent to no less than the total area of impervious cover NOT
treated on-site.

c. An approved off-site location must be identified, the specific management measures identified,
and an implementation schedule developed in accordance with planning board review. The
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applicant must also demonstrate that there is no downstream drainage or flooding impacts as a 
result of not providing on-site management for large storm events. 

d. A monetary contribution may be allowed by the Planning Board if the funds can be used for water
quality mitigation that is at least equal to the impact caused by the development project and the
Planning Board determines that it is in the Town’s best interest.

I:  Stormwater Management Plan and Site Inspections 

1. The applicant shall provide that all stormwater management and treatment practices have an
enforceable operations and maintenance plan and agreement to ensure the system functions as
designed. This agreement will include all maintenance easements required to access and inspect the
stormwater treatment practices, and to perform routine maintenance as necessary to ensure proper
functioning of the stormwater system. The operations and maintenance plan shall specify the parties
responsible for the proper maintenance of all stormwater treatment practices. The operations and
maintenance plan shall be provided to the Planning Board as part of the application prior to issuance
of any local permits for land disturbance and construction activities.

2. The applicant shall provide legally binding documents for filing with the registry of deeds (recorded
plan for subdivisions and a deed reference for all other projects) which demonstrate that the
obligation for maintenance of stormwater best management practices and infrastructure runs with
the land and that the Town has legal access to inspect the property to ensure their proper function or
maintain onsite stormwater infrastructure when necessary to address emergency situations or
conditions.

3. The property owner shall bear responsibility for the installation, construction, inspection, and
maintenance of all stormwater management and erosion control measures required by the provisions
of these Ordinances and as approved by the Planning Board, including emergency repairs completed
by the Town.

J. Stormwater Management Plan Recordation

1. Stormwater management and sediment and erosion control plans shall be incorporated as part of any
approved development application. A Notice of Decision acknowledging the Planning Board approval
of these plans shall be maintained in the Town’s Planning Office.

2. The applicant shall submit as-built drawings (hard copy and CAD/GIS format) of the constructed
stormwater management system following construction.

3. Easements: Where a development is traversed by or requires the construction of a watercourse or a
drainage way, an easement to the Town of adequate size to enable construction, reconstruction and
required maintenance shall be provided for such purpose. Easements to the Town shall also be
provided for the purpose of periodic inspection of drainage facilities and Best Management Practices
should such inspections by the Town become necessary. All easements shall be recorded at the
County Registry of Deeds.

K. Inspection and Maintenance Responsibility
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1. Municipal staff or their designated agent, including but not limited to the Code Enforcement Officer
or Town Engineer, shall be granted site access to complete inspections to ensure compliance with the
approved stormwater management and sediment and erosion control plans. Such inspections shall
be performed at a time agreed upon with the landowner.

a. If permission to inspect is denied by the landowner, municipal staff or their designated agent
shall secure an administrative inspection warrant from the district or superior court under
RSA 595-B Administrative Inspection Warrants. Expenses associated with inspections shall be
the responsibility of the applicant/property owner.

b. If violations or non-compliance with a condition(s) of approval are found on the site during
routine inspections, the inspector shall provide a report to the Board of Selectmen and the
Planning Board documenting these violations or non-compliance, including recommend
corrective actions. The Code Enforcement Officer or other municipal staff shall notify the
property owner in writing of these violations or non-compliance and corrective actions
necessary to bring the property into full compliance. At their discretion, the Code
Enforcement officer may issue a stop work order if corrective actions are not completed
within 10 business days.

c. If corrective actions are not completed within a period of 30 days from property owner’s
notification, the Planning Board may exercise their jurisdiction under RSA 676:4-a, Revocation
of Recorded Approval.

2. The applicant shall bear final responsibility for the installation, construction, inspection, and
disposition of all stormwater management and erosion control measures required by the Planning
Board. Site development shall not begin before the Stormwater Management Plan receives
written approval by the Planning Board.

a. The applicant and the applicant’s engineer (or technical representative) shall schedule
and attend a mandatory preconstruction meeting with the Town Engineer or his designee
at least two weeks prior to commencement of construction.  All required escrow deposits
and bonding must be in place prior to the scheduled meeting.  (Note: Preconstruction
conferences will typically not be required for construction of one single-family home or
one residential duplex, not part of a larger plan of construction.)

b. The Department of Community Development and/or Department of Public Works reserve 
the right to prepare and request the applicant’s acknowledgement of a preconstruction
checklist.

c. The applicant shall bear final responsibility for the installation, construction, inspection,
and disposition of all stormwater management and erosion control measures required by
the provisions of this Ordinance.

d. The Department of Community Development may require a bond or other security with
surety conditions in an amount satisfactory to the Town, providing for the actual
construction, installation, and removal of such measures within a period specified by the
Town and expressed in the bond or the security.

e. The Department of Community Development and/or Code Enforcement may require the
owner or his authorized agent to deposit in escrow with the Town an amount of money
sufficient to cover the Town’s costs for inspection and any professional assistance
required for site compliance monitoring.

f. Site development shall not begin before all Town, State and Federal Permits are in place.
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3. The municipality retains the right, though accepts no responsibility, to repair or maintain stormwater
infrastructure if: a property is abandoned or becomes vacant; and in the event a property owner
refuses to repair infrastructure that is damaged or is not functioning properly.

4. Landowners subject to an approved Stormwater Management Plan shall be responsible for submitting 
an annual report to the Planning Board by September 1 each year by a qualified professional that all
stormwater management and erosion control measures are functioning per the approved stormwater 
management plan. The annual report shall note if any stormwater infrastructure has needed any
repairs other than routine maintenance and the results of those repairs. If the stormwater
infrastructure is not functioning per the approved stormwater management plan the landowner shall
report on the malfunction in their annual report and include detail regarding when the infrastructure
shall be repaired and functioning as approved.

5. If no report is filed by September 1st, municipal staff or their designated agent shall be granted site
access to complete routine inspections to ensure compliance with the approved stormwater
management and sediment and erosion control plans. Such inspections shall be performed at a time
agreed upon with the landowner and at the landowner’s expense.

6. If the stormwater infrastructure is not functioning per the approved stormwater management plan
the landowner shall report on the malfunction in their report and include detail regarding when the
infrastructure shall be repaired and functioning as approved.  Landowners are responsible for
maintaining their own records and the Town may request record information on any sites as they
determine necessary.

7. Municipal staff or their designated agent shall have site access to complete routine inspections to
ensure compliance with the approved stormwater management and sediment and erosion control
plans.   Such inspections shall be performed at a time agreed upon with the landowner and at the
landowner’s expense.

8. Confirmation by Registered Professional Engineer.  Upon such inspection, when the circumstances of
any suspected breach of condition or violation of this Ordinance involve standards that implicate
technical engineering criteria either included in this Ordinance or as a condition of such permits, the
Code Enforcement Officer, Health Officer, and/or DPW Director or their designee shall seek
confirmation that such circumstances constitute a violation of such criteria prior to taking any
enforcement at the landowner’s expense.

9. Enforcement.  Upon such confirmation by a Registered Professional Engineer, or when such
confirmation is not required due to the fact that the circumstances of such violation do not implicate
technical engineering criteria either included in this Ordinance or as a condition of such permit, the
Code Enforcement Officer, Health Officer, and/or DPW Director or their designee may proceed to
enforce the provisions of this Ordinance or conditions of the permit in accordance with applicable
statutes, rules or regulations and at the landowner’s expense.

L:  Glossary of Terms 

BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES (BMPs) - A structural or non-structural device designed to 
temporarily store or treat urban stormwater runoff in order to mitigate flooding, reduce pollution and 
provide other amenities.  
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BIORETENTION – A water quality practice that utilizes vegetation and soils to treat urban stormwater 
runoff by collecting it in shallow depressions, before filtering through an engineered bioretention 
planting soil media.  
 
BUFFER – An upland area adjacent to a wetland or surface water. This buffer zone, under the 
jurisdiction of the Town of Milford, shall include an area of one hundred (100) feet, measured on a 
horizontal plane from the mean high-water mark of a surface water, the delineated edge of a wetland, 
or the limits of hydric soils (whichever is most restrictive). 
 
DISTURBED AREA – An area in which the natural vegetative soil cover has been removed or altered 
and, therefore, is susceptible to erosion.  
 
EFFECTIVE IMPERVIOUS COVER (EIC) – The total impervious surface areas less the area of 
disconnected impervious cover (areas where runoff is captured and infiltrated or otherwise treated).  
 
ENVIRONMENTAL (NATURAL RESOURCE) PROTECTION - Policies and procedures aimed at conserving 
natural resources, preserving the current state of natural environments and, where possible, 
reversing degradation. Any activity to maintain or restore environmental quality through preventing 
the emission of pollutants or reducing the presence of polluting substances in environmental media 
and preventing physical removal or degradation of natural resources.  
 
FILTRATION – The process of physically or chemically removing pollutants from runoff. Practices that 
capture and store stormwater runoff and pass it through a filtering media such as sand, organic 
material, or the native soil for pollutant removal. Stormwater filters are primarily water quality control 
devices designed to remove particulate pollutants and, to a lesser degree, bacteria, and nutrients.  
 
GROUNDWATER RECHARGE – The process by which water that seeps into the ground, eventually 
replenishing groundwater aquifers and surface waters such as lakes, streams, and the oceans. This 
process helps maintain water flow in streams and wetlands and preserves water table levels that 
support drinking water supplies. 
 
GROUNDWATER RECHARGE VOLUME (GRV) – The post-development design recharge volume (i.e., on 
a storm event basis) required to minimize the loss of annual pre-development groundwater recharge. 
The GRV is determined as a function of annual pre-development recharge for site-specific soils or 
surficial materials, average annual rainfall volume, and amount of impervious cover on a site.  
 
IMPAIRED WATERS – Those waterbodies not meeting water quality standards. Pursuant to Section 
303(d) of the federal Clean Water Act, each state prepares a list of impaired waters (known as the 
303(d) list) which is presented in the state's Integrated Water Report as Category 5 waters. Those 
impaired waters for which a TMDL has been approved by US EPA and is not otherwise impaired, are 
listed in Category 4A.  
 
IMPERVIOUS COVER – Impermeable surfaces shall include buildings, paved and unpaved vehicular 
access and parking areas, and any other area incapable of percolating water at a rate comparable to 
dry uncompacted ground.  Term defined in Zoning Ordinance, Section IX General Standards, E. 
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INFILTRATION – the process of runoff percolating into the ground (subsurface materials). Stormwater 
treatment practices designed to capture stormwater runoff and infiltrate it into the ground over a 
period of days.  
 
LOW IMPACT DEVELOPMENT (LID) - Low impact development is a site planning and design strategy 
intended to maintain or replicate predevelopment hydrology through the use of site planning, source 
control, and small-scale practices integrated throughout the site to prevent, infiltrate, and manage 
runoff as close to its source as possible. Examples of LID strategies are pervious pavement, rain 
gardens, green roofs, bioretention basins and swales, filtration trenches, and other functionally 
similar BMPs located near the runoff source.  
 
MAXIMUM EXTENT PRACTICABLE (MEP) - To show that a proposed development has met a standard 
to the maximum extent practicable, the applicant must demonstrate the following: (1) all reasonable 
efforts have been made to meet the standard, (2) a complete evaluation of all possible management 
measures has been performed, and (3) if full compliance cannot be achieved, the highest practicable 
level of management is being implemented.  
 
MITIGATION – Activities, strategies, policies, programs, actions that, over time, will serve to avoid, 
minimize, or compensate for (by treating or removing pollution sources) the impacts to or disruption 
of water quality and water resources. MS4 – Refers to the Small Municipal Separate Storm Sewer 
System General Permit - the MS4 General Permit - issued by the EPA under the Clean Water Act. MS4 
applies to municipalities that contain any portion of an urbanized area as defined by the Census. It 
applies to stormwater conveyances owned by a State, city, town, or other public entity that discharge 
to ‘Waters of the United States.’ The MS4 Permit requires that operators of small MS4s develop a 
Storm Water Management Program that uses appropriate Best Management Practices (BMPs) for 
each of the six minimum control measures required in the MS4 permit.  
 
NATIVE VEGETATION AND PLANTINGS - Plants that are indigenous to the region, adapted to the local 
soil and rainfall conditions, and require minimal supplemental watering, fertilizer, and pesticide 
application. 
 
LOAD – means an amount of pollutants that is introduced into a receiving waterbody measured in 
units of concentration or mass per time (i.e., concentration (mg/l) or mass (lbs./day)).  
 
RETENTION – The amount of precipitation on a drainage area that does not escape as runoff. It can 
be expressed as the difference between total precipitation and total runoff from an area. TOTAL  
 
SUSPENDED SOLIDS (TSS) – The total amount of soils particulate matter which is suspended in the 
water column.  
 
WATER QUALITY VOLUME - The storage needed to capture and treat 90% of the average annual 
stormwater runoff volume. In New Hampshire, this equates to 1-inch of runoff from impervious 
surfaces.  
 
WATERSHED – All land and water area from which runoff may run to a common (design) discharge 
point.   
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Appendix A.  Stormwater Infrastructure Design Criteria 
Design Criteria Description 

Water Quality 
Volume (WQV) 

WQV = (P)(Rv)(A) 
P = 1 inch of rainfall 
Rv = unitless runoff coefficient, Rv = 0.05 + 0.9(l) 
I = percent impervious cover draining to the structure converted to decimal form 
A = total site area draining to the structure 

Water Quality Flow 
(WQF) 

WQF = (qu)(WQV)/640 
WQV = water quality volume calculated as noted above 
qu = unit peak discharge from TR-55 exhibits 4-II and 4-III 

  [1 square mile=640 acres, converts WQF equation to cubic feet per second] 
Variables needed for exhibits 4-II and 4-III: 

Ia = the initial abstraction = 0.2S 
S = potential maximum retention in inches = (1000/CN) - 10 
CN = water quality depth curve number 
      = 1000/(10+5P+10Q-10[Q2+1.25(Q)(P)]0.5) 
P = 1 inch of rainfall 
Q = the water quality depth in inches = WQV/A 
A = total area draining to the design structure 

Groundwater 
Recharge Volume 
(GRV) 

GRV = (Al)(Rd) 
Al = the total area of effective impervious surfaces that will exist on the site 
after development 
Rd = the groundwater recharge depth based on the USDA/NRCS hydrologic 
soil group, as follows: 

Hydrologic Group Rd (inches) 
A 0.40 
B 0.25 
C 0.10 
D 0.00 

Channel Protection 
Volume (CPV) 

If the 2-year, 24-hour post-development storm volume does not increase due to 
development then: control the 2-year, 24-hour post-development peak flow rate 
to the 2-year, 24-hour predevelopment level. 
If the 2-year, 24-hour post-development storm volume does increase due to 
development then: control the 2-year, 24-hour post-development peak flow rate 
to ½ of the 2-year, 24-hour pre-development level or to the 1-year, 24-hour pre-
development level. 

Peak Control Post-development peak discharge rates shall not exceed pre-development peak 
discharge rates for the 2-year, 10-year, 25-year, 24-hour storms 

EIC and UDC 
%EIC = area of effective impervious cover/total drainage areas within a project 
area x 100 
%UDC = area of undisturbed cover/total drainage area within a project area x 100 

[Source:  NH DES Stormwater Manual: Volume2 Post-Construction Best Management Practices Selection 
& Design (December 2008), as amended. 



6:20 Line Striping - Melendy Road - Nick Darchik

Director Lessard's recommendations below.



BOARD OF SELECTMEN 

MEETING 

LINE STRIPING TOWN WIDE 

5/9/22 

I am coming to the BOS to present the safety line striping for the 2022 season. The lines in town have not 

been striped since 2020, they are very much in need to be updated. The striping in towns as state roads are 

done yearly. I have revised the list of roads and lines to be painted. 

On the existing list you will see the highlighted in yellow blocks are the roads I have added. The red 

lettered words are the fog lines on the major aiteries I have added. The price is an estimate taken from the 

2020 cost. By putting out to bid will give an exact price. 

The stop bars and most of the parking lines will be painted by the DPW hopefully. With the little man 

power we will do our best to achieve. 

My recommendations are that the DPW puts out to bid the list I have attached for town wide line striping. 

This is a large safety hazard in the conditions that they are in, installing a fog line in areas that does not 

have them at this time is also a great safety concern for night time driving, especially when it rain for 

site. As we all do when a car come on to us at night with their high beams on with the rain the rain it's 

very hard to see the edge of the roadway. The fog line rectifies sight bar far in this situation. Fog lines are 

a must for safety. 

I am hoping that the Board sees the concern for this. 

Thank you 

Leo 

Public Works Suggestions as of May 2022
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REPORT ON INTERNAL CONTROL OVER FINANCIAL REPORTING 
AND ON COMPLIANCE AND OTHER MATTERS BASED ON AN AUDIT 

OF FINANCIAL STATEMENTS PERFORMED IN ACCORDANCE  
WITH GOVERNMENT AUDITING STANDARDS 

Independent Auditor’s Report 

To the Board of Selectmen  
Town of Milford, New Hampshire 

We have audited, in accordance with the auditing standards generally accepted in the United States 
of America and the standards applicable to financial audits contained in Government Auditing Standards 
issued by the Comptroller General of the United States, the financial statements of the governmental 
activities, the business-type activities, each major fund, and the aggregate remaining fund information of 
the Town of Milford, New Hampshire, as of and for the year ended December 31, 2020, and the related 
notes to the financial statements, which collectively comprise the Town of Milford, New Hampshire’s basic 
financial statements, and have issued our report thereon dated April 15, 2022. 

Internal Control Over Financial Reporting 

In planning and performing our audit of the financial statements, we considered the Town of 
Milford, New Hampshire’s internal control over financial reporting (internal control) as a basis for 
designing audit procedures that are appropriate in the circumstances for the purpose of expressing our 
opinions on the financial statements, but not for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the effectiveness 
of the Town of Milford, New Hampshire’s internal control. Accordingly, we do not express an opinion on 
the effectiveness of the Town of Milford, New Hampshire’s internal control. 

A deficiency in internal control exists when the design or operation of a control does not allow 
management or employees, in the normal course of performing their assigned functions, to prevent, or 
detect and correct, misstatements on a timely basis. A material weakness is a deficiency, or a combination 
of deficiencies, in internal control, such that there is a reasonable possibility that a material misstatement 
of the entity’s financial statements will not be prevented, or detected and corrected on a timely basis. A 
significant deficiency is a deficiency, or a combination of deficiencies, in internal control that is less severe 
than a material weakness, yet important enough to merit attention by those charged with governance. 

Our consideration of internal control was for the limited purpose described in the first paragraph of 
this section and was not designed to identify all deficiencies in internal control that might be material 
weaknesses or significant deficiencies. Given these limitations, during our audit we did not identify any 
deficiencies in internal control that we consider to be material weaknesses. However, material weaknesses 
may exist that have not been identified. 

Compliance and Other Matters 

As part of obtaining reasonable assurance about whether the Town of Milford, New Hampshire’s 
financial statements are free from material misstatement, we performed tests of its compliance with certain 
provisions of laws, regulations, contracts, and grant agreements, noncompliance with which could have a 
direct and material effect on the financial statements. However, providing an opinion on compliance with  

6:30 2020 Audit Review - Jarad Vartanien
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those provisions was not an objective of our audit, and accordingly, we do not express such an opinion. The 
results of our tests disclosed no instances of noncompliance or other matters that are required to be reported 
under Government Auditing Standards. 
 
Purpose of this Report 
  

The purpose of this report is solely to describe the scope of our testing of internal control and 
compliance and the results of that testing, and not to provide an opinion on the effectiveness of the entity’s 
internal control or on compliance. This report is an integral part of an audit performed in accordance with 
Government Auditing Standards in considering the entity’s internal control and compliance. Accordingly, 
this communication is not suitable for any other purpose. 
 

 
 
Manchester, New Hampshire 
April 15, 2022 
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REPORT ON COMPLIANCE FOR EACH MAJOR FEDERAL PROGRAM 
AND REPORT ON INTERNAL CONTROL OVER COMPLIANCE 

REQUIRED BY THE UNIFORM GUIDANCE 

Independent Auditor’s Report 

To the Board of Selectmen  
Town of Milford, New Hampshire 

Report on Compliance for Each Major Federal Program 

We have audited the Town of Milford, New Hampshire’s compliance with the types of compliance 
requirements described in the OMB Compliance Supplement that could have a direct and material effect on 
each of the Town of Milford, New Hampshire’s major federal programs for the year ended December 31, 
2020. The Town of Milford, New Hampshire’s major federal programs are identified in the summary of 
auditor’s results section of the accompanying schedule of findings and questioned costs.  

Management’s Responsibility  

Management is responsible for compliance with federal statutes, regulations, and the terms and 
conditions of its federal awards applicable to its federal programs. 

Auditor’s Responsibility 

Our responsibility is to express an opinion on compliance for each of the Town of Milford, New 
Hampshire’s major federal programs based on our audit of the types of compliance requirements referred 
to above. We conducted our audit of compliance in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted 
in the United States of America; the standards applicable to financial audits contained in Government 
Auditing Standards, issued by the Comptroller General of the United States; and the audit requirements of 
Title 2 U.S. Code of Federal Regulations Part 200, Uniform Administrative Requirements, Cost Principles, 
and Audit Requirements for Federal Awards (Uniform Guidance). Those standards and the Uniform 
Guidance require that we plan and perform the audit to obtain reasonable assurance about whether 
noncompliance with the types of compliance requirements referred to above that could have a direct and 
material effect on a major federal program occurred. An audit includes examining, on a test basis, evidence 
about the Town of Milford, New Hampshire’s compliance with those requirements and performing such 
other procedures as we considered necessary in the circumstances. 

We believe that our audit provides a reasonable basis for our opinion on compliance for each major 
federal program. However, our audit does not provide a legal determination of the Town of Milford, New 
Hampshire’s compliance. 
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Opinion on Each Major Federal Program 

In our opinion, the Town of Milford, New Hampshire complied, in all material respects, with the 
types of compliance requirements referred to above that could have a direct and material effect on each of 
its major federal programs for the year ended December 31, 2020. 

Report on Internal Control Over Compliance 

Management of the Town of Milford, New Hampshire is responsible for establishing and 
maintaining effective internal control over compliance with the types of compliance requirements referred 
to above. In planning and performing our audit of compliance, we considered the Town of Milford, New 
Hampshire’s internal control over compliance with the types of requirements that could have a direct and 
material effect on each major federal program to determine the auditing procedures that are appropriate in 
the circumstances for the purpose of expressing an opinion on compliance for each major federal program 
and to test and report on internal control over compliance in accordance with the Uniform Guidance, but 
not for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the effectiveness of internal control over compliance. 
Accordingly, we do not express an opinion on the effectiveness of the Town of Milford, New Hampshire’s 
internal control over compliance. 

A deficiency in internal control over compliance exists when the design or operation of a control 
over compliance does not allow management or employees, in the normal course of performing their 
assigned functions, to prevent, or detect and correct, noncompliance with a type of compliance requirement 
of a federal program on a timely basis. A material weakness in internal control over compliance is a 
deficiency, or combination of deficiencies, in internal control over compliance, such that there is a 
reasonable possibility that material noncompliance with a type of compliance requirement of a federal 
program will not be prevented, or detected and corrected, on a timely basis. A significant deficiency in 
internal control over compliance is a deficiency, or a combination of deficiencies, in internal control over 
compliance with a type of compliance requirement of a federal program that is less severe than a material 
weakness in internal control over compliance, yet important enough to merit attention by those charged 
with governance. 

Our consideration of internal control over compliance was for the limited purpose described in the 
first paragraph of this section and was not designed to identify all deficiencies in internal control over 
compliance that might be material weaknesses or significant deficiencies. We did not identify any 
deficiencies in internal control over compliance that we consider to be material weaknesses. However, 
material weaknesses may exist that have not been identified. 

The purpose of this report on internal control over compliance is solely to describe the scope of our 
testing of internal control over compliance and the results of that testing based on the requirements of the 
Uniform Guidance. Accordingly, this report is not suitable for any other purpose. 

Manchester, New Hampshire 
April 15, 2022 



60 

Town of Milford, New Hampshire 
Schedule of Findings and Questioned Costs 

For the Year Ended December 31, 2020 

Section I--Summary of Auditor’s Results 

Financial Statements 

Type of auditor’s report issued on whether the financial 
statements audited were prepared in accordance with GAAP: Unmodified – all reporting units 

Internal control over financial reporting: 
Material weakness(es) identified? _______ yes       X      no 
Significant deficiency(ies) identified? _______ yes       X      none reported 

Noncompliance material to financial statements noted? _______ yes       X      no 

Federal Awards 

Internal control over major federal programs: 
Material weakness(es) identified? _______ yes       X      no 
Significant deficiency(ies) identified? _______ yes       X      none reported 

Type of auditor’s report issued on compliance 
for major federal programs: Unmodified 

Any audit findings disclosed that are required to be 
reported in accordance with 2 CFR 200.516(a)?  _______ yes       X      no 

Identification of major federal programs: 

Assistance Listing Number(s) Name of Federal Program or Cluster

21.019 Coronavirus Relief Fund

Dollar threshold used to distinguish between Type A and Type B programs: $ 750,000 

Auditee qualified as low-risk auditee?       yes       X      no 
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Section II--Financial Statement Findings 

There were no findings relating to the financial statements required to be reported by GAGAS. 

Section III--Federal Award Findings and Questioned Costs 

There were no findings and questioned costs required to be reported under 2 CFR 200.516(a). 
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June 22, 2022 

To: Milford Board of Selectmen, Paul Dargie, Tim Finan, Gary Daniels, Laura Dudziak, 
Dave Freel 

Cc: Milford Town Administrator John Shannon, Executive Assistant Tina Philbrick 

From: Clifton Below, CPCNH Chair & Lebanon Director; Lisa Sweet, CPCNH Member Ops 
Committee Chair & Rye Director 

RE: Invitation to join the Community Power Coalition of New Hampshire 

Dear Milford Board of Selectmen, 

We are writing to invite the Town of Milford to join the Community Power Coalition of 
New Hampshire (CPCNH), a public nonprofit supporting Community Power programs 
across the state. There is no cost associated with joining the Coalition.  

CPCNH was designed to incorporate national best practices for Community Power 
markets. Benefits of the “Coalition Model” include long-term energy cost savings and 
fiscal stability, the ability to jointly develop local clean energy projects and customer 
programs, and stronger collective influence over New Hampshire’s energy policies.  

Under this Coalition Model, cities, towns, and counties establish a “Joint Action Agency” 
to enable joint exercise of their local authorities. In this case, those authorities include 
“Community Power” or “Electric Aggregation” authorities provided for under New 
Hampshire RSA 53-E (Relative to Aggregation of Electric Customers by Municipalities 
and Counties). 

To date, eighteen municipalities and one county have joined the Coalition by unanimous 
vote of their governing body to adopt the Joint Powers Agreement. Current Coalition 
Members include: 

We envision two phases of Coalition 
membership. First, Coalition members 
benefit from peer-to-peer resource 
sharing across the state towards 
authorizing Community Power locally. 
The process requires a Committee to 
draft an Electric Aggregation Plan; hold 
public hearings; and bring the plan 
before the local legislative body for 
approval (e.g., town meeting; city/town 
council vote). 

Secondly, when a city or town chooses to 
move forward with Community Power, 
that Coalition member will benefit from 

CPCNH
Milford Invitation to Join Coalition 

6:45 Community Power Coalition Of NH - Henry Herndon
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shared services and economies of scale in terms of (1) designing, launching and 
operating their Community Power program by relying on the Coalition’s administrative, 
advisory and operational support services (including energy procurement and risk 
management), (2) participating in joint project development opportunities (such as 
community solar and storage projects), and (3) jointly engaging at the Legislature and 
Public Utility Commission to speak with one voice on public advocacy issues related to 
energy and Community Power. 

There is no cost to joining the Coalition and Community Power programs are self-funded 
through revenues received from participating customers. Once Coalition members 
launch Community Power programs and begin providing electric power supply to their 
residents and businesses, Coalition operations will be funded through revenues 
associated with customers’ electricity purchases.  

As a public nonprofit, the Community Power Coalition of New Hampshire is governed by 
its member communities. Up until there are more than 21 members, each member 
community will appoint a representative to the CPCNH’s Board of Directors. (Thereafter, 
Directors will be elected by member representatives at annual meetings.) This ensures 
good governance, accountability, and financial transparency. If Milford elects to join the 
Coalition, the Board of Selectmen will appoint a primary representative and alternate to 
represent the town at Membership meetings and on the CPCNH Board. A Director or 
Alternate can be an elected official, staff, a committee member, or a volunteer selected 
by the Board of Selectmen and may be changed by the Town.  

We believe Community Power and the Coalition present a significant opportunity to 
empower our cities and towns to realize their energy goals, including reducing and 
stabilizing costs, increasing customer choice and stimulating local economic 
development of clean energy technologies. 

We are pleased to invite the Milford to join this Coalition. If you decide to do so, we 
recommend taking the following steps: 

● Review the Joint Powers Agreement;

● Join the Coalition by Board of Selectmen vote approving the Joint Powers Agreement
for adoption; and

● Establish an Electric Aggregation Committee in accordance with RSA 53-E:6 (which
may be an existing committee);

● Appoint primary representative and alternate.

Thank you and please do not hesitate to contact any of us for further discussion.

Sincerely, 

CPCNH Chair Clifton Below, Assistant Mayor, Lebanon Director 

CPCNH Member Ops Committee Chair Lisa Sweet, Rye Director 
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Attachment A: Template Motions to Join CPCNH, Appoint a 
Director and Alternate, Form EAC 

Template language to authorize a municipality to enter into the CPCNH Joint Powers 
Agreement: 

“[ELECTED OFFICIAL] MOVED, that the Board of Selectmen hereby authorizes 
the [MANAGER / ADMINISTRATOR / CHAIR] to enter into an intermunicipal 
agreement known as the “Joint Powers Agreement” under the provisions of New 
Hampshire RSA 53-A to create the Community Power Coalition of New 
Hampshire (CPCNH) for the purpose of supporting member municipalities and 
counties in developing and implementing electric aggregation plans, pursuant 
to RSA 53-E, as well as related statutory authorities. 

Template language to appoint representation to the CPCNH Board of Directors. 

BE IT FURTHER MOVED, that the Board of Selectmen, appoints 
_______________________ to  serve as [NAME OF TOWN/CITY/COUNTY’S]  primary 
representative and Director of CPCNH and _____________________  to serve as an 
alternate representative to CPCNH and its Board of Directors.” 

Template language to establish an Electric Aggregation Committee: 

“[ELECTED OFFICIAL] MOVED, that the Board of Selectmen hereby establish 
an Electric Aggregation Committee [OR DESIGNATE EXISTING COMMITTEE 
AS THE ELECTRIC AGGREGATION COMMITTEE] pursuant to RSA 53-E to 
research Community Power and develop a plan for an electric aggregation 
program.” 

Signed copies of the Joint Powers Agreement should be transmitted to the individuals 
below. Email transmittals are sufficient.

CPCNH c/o Henry Herndon 
14 Dixon Ave, Suite 201 
Concord, NH 03301 
Henry@cpcnh.org 

CPCNH c/o Sustainability Director  
Town of Hanover 
41 S. Main Street 
Hanover, NH 03755 
 Clifton.Below@cpcnh.org

Attachment B: Coalition Joint Powers Agreement 

The Coalition’s Joint Powers Agreement is available on our web site at the link below, 
and at www.cpcnh.org/about in the section titled “Key Documents”: 

● https://www.cpcnh.org/_files/ugd/202f2e_22bb91fef73b4affb863a52236b48970.pdf

mailto:Henry@cpcnh.org
http://www.cpcnh.org/about
https://www.cpcnh.org/_files/ugd/202f2e_22bb91fef73b4affb863a52236b48970.pdf


Milford Invitation to Join
Community Power Coalition of New Hampshire

A Public Nonprofit

For Municipal & County

Community Power Aggregations

Milford Board of Selectmen | June 22, 6:25pm | www.cpcnh.org

http://www.cpcnh.org/
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“For Communities, By Communities”
● Statewide public non-profit
● Governed by member communities
● Provides pooled procurement and 

shared services for Community Power 
programs

Status
18 municipalities + 1 county have joined by  
unanimous vote of governing body to 
adopt  the Joint Powers Agreement 
(4/21/22)

Joint Powers Agreement
Intermunicipal agreement establishing 
CPCNH  as a public nonprofit

All NH cities, towns, and counties are 
invited to join CPCNH

Member Communities
1. Town of Hanover
2. City of Lebanon
3. Town of Exeter
4. City of Nashua
5. Town of Harrisville
6. Town of Rye
7. City of Dover
8. Town of Warner
9. Town of Walpole
10. Town of Newmarket
11. Town of Plainfield
12. Town of Enfield
13. Town of Durham
14. Town of Pembroke
15. Town of Webster
16. Town of Hudson
17. Cheshire County

18. Town of New London
19. City of Portsmouth



Officers & 
Leadership

4

For Communities, By Communities

Committees

1. Executive

2. Finance

3. Member Operations &

Engagement

4. Risk Management

5. Regulatory & Legislative

Affairs

6. CEO & Staff Search



What is Community Power?
New Hampshire cities, towns, and counties procure electric power supply on behalf of 
their residents and businesses and provide related customer services.

Pooled Purchasing Power
For Energy Supply

Utility Company
Delivers Power

Communities Benefit from
Value Added Programs &

Services

RSA 53-E, Relative to Aggregation of Electric Customers by Municipalities & Counties

(Customers may switch back to utility default supply or take service from a Competitive Supplier)

5

Economies of Scale Grid Reliability Lower Rates & Product Choices

http://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rsa/html/iii/53-E/53-E-mrg.htm


Benefits of Community Power

Local Control Lower Costs Renewables Resilience & Innovation

6



What is the Community Power Coalition?
The Coalition is a statewide public nonprofit in formation, designed “For Communities, By Communities”

Streamlined Formation

Statewide Peer Network
Technical Services for Committees
Coalition Templates:
• Enabling resolutions
• Electric Aggregation Plan
• Public education materials

Shared Services

Vendor Vetting
Electricity Procurement and
Portfolio Risk Management
Contract Management
Customer Services
Local programs

Local Projects

Joint Power Solicitations &
Economies of Scale
Community Solar + Storage
Project Development

Phase 2 of Coalition Membership:
Shared services and economies of scale for launching 
Community Power programs, procuring electricity, 
operating the program, contracting for new project 
developments, implementing local programs, and 
engaging at the Legislature & Public Utility Commission 
on public advocacy and market reforms.
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Governance, Transparency & Oversight
- Educate and empower communities to make informed decisions
- Member’s control CPCNH revenues & reserves
Portfolio Risk Management, Reserve Fund Accrual, Energy 
Project Development
- Portfolio approach allows for long-term contracting and development of

local energy  generation & storage
- Accrue reserves, ensure long-term financial and rate stability
Public Advocacy & Policy Innovation
- Empower municipalities to remove regulatory barriers and lead on state

policy innovation

FOR COMMUNITIES, BY COMMUNITIES.

8

Why The “Coalition Model”?



Community Power Roadmap: Three Key Steps
1

2 3

9



How does a Community join the Coalition? 
• Local governing body votes to adopt the Joint Powers Agreement and then 

executes it to join the Coalition

• A Joint Powers Agreement is a contract among local governments, agreeing to 
delegate specific authorities to the agency under the terms of the agreement

10

• There is no cost to adopting the 
Joint Powers Agreement and 
joining the Coalition

• Up until 21 Members, each Member 
appoints a Director & Alternate to 
the Board. Beyond 21 Members, the 
Board is elected by Membership at 
the annual meeting





Reference Slides



Community
Power

Authorized

(SB 286, 2019)

Target Launch:

April-May 
2023

Q4 2019: “Organizing
Group” begins meeting

Q1-Q4 2020: Agency Design & 
Community Outreach

Q1-Q3 2021: Public
Advocacy to Defend 
Community Power

Q4 2021: Joint Powers Agency 
Incorporated

Q1-Q2 2022 Expansion & 
Implementation Planning

Coalition: Capacity Building Over Time

13

Cheshire County, Lebanon, 
Hanover, Nashua, Harrisville 
+ Clean Energy NH,
Community Choice Partners
& volunteers
Assess national best practice

Community Power Summit held 
(86+ attendees / 30+ municipalities)

DWGP hired to finalize draft 
“Joint Powers Agreement”
Coalition coordinates informal rule 
drafting at PUC staff request

Coalition leads statewide 
campaign to amend HB 315

Business Plan and cashflow 
model released
Attorney General approves JPA

13 municipalities and 1 county execute 
JPA to form Community Power 
Coalition of New Hampshire
Board & Committees begin meeting
DWGP hired as legal counsel

PUC issues proposed CPA rules
JPA membership grows to 19

~$130,000 raised in donations
Herndon Enterprises & 
Community Choice Partners hired
RFP issued



Public Power Joint Powers Agencies (JPAs)
Public power utilities formed 70+ joint power agencies over the past ~50 years to provide power  

supply services for many of the more than 2,000 municipal electric utilities in theU.S.

14

CPCNH is based on best practices established by these public power agencies
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16

Draft Business Plan 
Organizational 

Chart



Questions About the Coalition

Who can be a member of the 
Coalition?

How does a community join the 
Coalition?

1. Local governing body enters into Coalition 
Joint Powers Agreement.

2. Coalition Board of Directors votes to accept
member.

3. Governing body appoints a Director & alt.

What is expected of Coalition 
Members?

The first 21 members appoint a 
representative to the Board of Directors.

Participate in Board, Board Committees, 
and decisions.

What will the Coalition provide its
members?

Full service and a range of options to 
support  implementation and operation of 
Community Power Aggregations.

Towns | Cities | Counties
Jointly Operated Community Power 

Aggregations

17
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4. a) 1) Request approval to NOT USE PA-28 Inventory of Taxable Property Form for 2023





MEMORANDUM 

DATE:  June 27, 2022 

TO:  Board of Selectmen 

FROM: Marti Noel, Assessor 

RE:  State DRED owned Land  
_____ ______________________________________________________________ 

The attached form is an application needing to be signed annually for reimbursement of 
taxes for property owned by the NH State Department of Resources and Economic 
Development.     

Thank You 

4. a) 2) Request approval for annual reimbursement of taxes for property owned by the NH State 
Department of Resources and Economic Development





4. b) 1. Acceptance of
Acquisition of Land –
Map 19 Lot 29-5 (Dog
Park) in accordance
with NH RSA 41:14a.

(DECISION)



Town Status Report – June 27, 2022 

1. Brox AoT Update - The Town is still working with the NHDES and NHF&G to
have a new Alteration of Terrain permit issued for gravel operations at the
Brox.  Town Representatives are planning to meet with NH DES in the coming
weeks to discuss any remaining concerns.  We have no timetable for a final
determination at this time.

2. Community Power Update - Standard Power gave a presentation to the BOS
on February 28, 2022 concerning the Community Power program.  The
Community Power Coalition of New Hampshire will be presenting to the BOS
on June 27, 2022 on the same topic prior to any decisions being made by the
board.

3. Website Meeting Videos -   The town website has been experiencing a few
issues with the posting of meeting videos.  Our current equipment is near end
of life and new equipment has been approved for purchase.  Once installed, it
should alleviate any further problems or delays.

4. FY 23 Budget Cycle Schedule – The draft version of the FY 2023 Budget
Cycle Timeline has been developed by Town staff in cooperation with the
Budget Advisory Committee.  Once approved by the BOS, it can be found on
the town’s website along with other information concerning this effort.

* Any questions or concerns about any of these items may be directed to the
Town Administrator’s Office.

5. a) Town Status Report 



Start Date Budgetary Step
7/25/2022 Proposed 2023 expenses email goes out to Dept. Heads
8/22/2022 Individual meetings with Finance Director and DHs
9/5/2022 First overall Admin review of 2023 proposed budget

9/12/2022 Review % increases by departments/find efficiencies/make changes
9/19/2022 Prepare proposed budget for delivery to Budget Advisory Committee
10/3/2022 Delivery of Draft Budget to BOS and BAC

11/12/2022 Joint Saturday budget meeting with BAC and BOS
12/5/2022 Final proposed 2023 Budget
1/9/2023 Budget and Bond Meeting

1/28/2023 Deliberative Session
3/14/2023 Town Vote

2023 Budget Cycle Timeline



6/14/2022 10:00am

$10.05/sy $0.80/lf 3.5 /lf $16.30/sy

$11.00/sy $0.55 $4.00 $15.75 $9.00

$14.00/sy $2.00/lf $8.00 15.00/sy $10.00/sy
$758,574.00$523,724.00 $140,910.00 $93,940.00 $234,850.00

$147,955.50 $84,546.00 $232,501.50

$507,790.60

$619,058.75

Pike Industries

$354,652.10 $153,138.50
no bid

TOTAL BID ALT 
I

$153,138.50
Advanced Excavating and Paving 

disqualified for no bid, no bond amount $324,112.50 $11,289.60 $19,250.00

TOTAL BID 
COMBINED 2" 1/2" TOPMILE 

SLIP

$386,557.25

PAVING BID RESULTS  2022

3/4 WINTER 
BINDER MILE 

SLIP
TOTAL BID 
COMBIND

MACHINE 
SPREAD PER SY 

1/2 TOP
RUBBER JOINT LNFT CAPE COD BERM 

Brox Industries   LOW BID 
$354,750.00 $9,699.25 $22,108.00

$451,500.00 $28,224.00 $44,000.00

CONTRACTORS NAME 

5. b) Paving Bid, Intent to Proceed



Municipal Roadway Asphalt Pavement 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO AWARD 
 
 
 

Date: June 23, 2023 
 
 

TO: Stephen M. Brox President 
 Brox Industries Inc. 
 1471 Methuen Street  
 Dracut Ma 01826 

 
 
 

IN AS MUCH as you were the low responsible bidder for work entitled: 
 
 

 

In the Town of Milford, New Hampshire, you are hereby notified that the Towns intend to award 
the aforesaid project to you. 

 
You are further instructed to immediately take the necessary steps for execution of the Contract 
within ten (10) calendar days from the date of this Notice. 

 
Prior to starting work you must deliver to the Owner certificates of insurance which you are 
required to purchase and maintain in accordance with the Contract Documents. The Town 
reserves the right to revoke this Notice if you fail to take the necessary steps to execute this 
Contract. 

 
 
 
Town of Milford, 
New Hampshire 

 
 
 

 

 

Paul Calabria, Finance 
Director 



 
 

NOTICE TO PROCEED 
 

DATE: 

 
PROJECT: Municipal Roadway Asphalt Pavement 

 
TO:  Stephen M. Brox President  

Brox Industries Inc. 
 1471 Methuen Street  
 Dracut Ma 01826 

 
 
 

YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED TO COMMENCE WORK IN ACCORDANCE 
 

WITH THE AGREEMENT DATED            June 23, 
____________ 
 
AND THE DATE OF COMPLETIONOF ALL 
WORK SHALL BE August 1, 2022. 

 
Town of Milford, N.H. 

 
BY  

TITLE   

ACCEPTANCE OF NOTICE 

RECEIPT OF THE ABOVE NOTICE TO 
PROCEED IS HEREBY ACKNOWLEDGED BY 

2023

 
 

 

 

This the  day of  20  

By:     

Title:    

 

 



DRAFT 1 
MINUTES OF THE MILFORD BOARD OF SELECTMEN MEETING 2 

June 13, 2022 3 
4 

PRESENT: Paul Dargie, Member John Shannon, Town Administrator 5 
Tim Finan, Member  Tina Philbrick, Executive Assistant  6 
Gary Daniels, Member Andy Kouropoulos, Videographer  7 
Laura Dudziak, Member 8 
Dave Freel, Member   9 

10 
1.  CALL TO ORDER, BOARD OF SELECTMEN INTRODUCTIONS & PUBLIC SPEAKING INSTRUCTIONS:11 
Chairman Dargie called the meeting to order at 5:30 p.m., introduced Board members, and then led the audience in the 12 
Pledge of Allegiance.  13 

14 
2. APPOINTMENTS – (Approximate times)15 
5:30 p.m. – 2nd Public Hearing Acquisition of Land – Map 19 Lot 29-5 (Dog Park) in accordance with NH RSA 16 
41:14a. – Community Development Director, Lincoln Daley, Kierstyn Williamson and Zach Williamson, Dog Asso-17 
ciation President and Chair. 18 

19 
Chairman Dargie opened the public hearing. 20 

21 
Director Lincoln Daley said the purpose of this public hearing is for the Board to discuss the donation of the undeveloped 22 
7.1-acre portion of the 11.9-acre property owned by Brookstone Manor, LLC. The property is located at Tax Map 19, Lot 23 
25-9, 135 Elm Street. The donated area is represented in the attached Lot Line Adjustment Plan and labeled as "Parcel A".24 
To accept the donation of the property, the Board of Selectmen is required to hold two public hearings in accordance with 25 
NH RSA 41:14-a Acquisition or Sale of Land, Buildings, or Both. This is the second of two public hearings on the pro-26 
posal. The Selectmen's final vote would take place at the June 27th 27 

28 
Chairman Dargie asked about deed restriction – main issues are defined under recreation and conservation.  Allows the 29 
town to put sheds, dog park, trails and in the future, a pedestrian bridge connection from the field to the MCAA park.  Park-30 
ing will be on 127 Elm Street. There are other provisions for use of the property if the dog park goes away. 31 

32 
Selectman Free asked about the tax deficit.  Mr. Daley said it will be about $10,000 each year.  Maintenance will be about 1 33 
hour a week in the summer and there will be no maintenance needed in the winter. If someone wanted to go to the park in 34 
the winter with their dog, they will have to clear their own path. 35 

36 
Selectman Daniels asked if Brookstone has their own dog park.  Mr. Steinberg, Brookstone Representative said yes but 37 
they are not sure they will keep their dog park.  They may put a playground up instead.  There will be restricted signs delin-38 
eating the dog park from Brookstone’s property. It was also mentioned that the Brookstone Property on 135 Elm Street re-39 
cently paid $126,888.58 in taxes for 6 months.  Their taxes are approximately $253,000 for the year.  40 

41 
Selectman Finan had concerns under the use limitations section; conduit or utility lines because at some point they may be 42 
needed.  Further on does outline that they will be permitted.  Mr. Daley said it was to allow for minimum utilities.  There 43 
also may need to be cameras for safety reasons.  44 

45 
Chairman Dargie asked about a sewer line.  Mr. Daley said there is one there and it could be modified by the Board but 46 
requires additional steps. It’s also not where the dog park is going. 47 

48 
Paul Calabria, Finance Director, said there will not be a wash in property taxes.  The $10,000 will get factored into the total 49 
tax effort that we will have to raise in the fall.  It gets distributed over the commercial property taxes at ½ a cent on the tax 50 
rate. 51 

52 
Mr. Daley said an environmental assessment has been done on the property and there were no issues found. Ms. William-53 
son said $37,000 has been raised for the dog park so far. 54 

55 
Chairman Dargie closed the public hearing. 56 

57 
5:40 p.m. – Public Hearing Community Revitalization Tax Relief Incentive RSA 79E Map 19 Lot 14 – Community 58 
Development Director, Lincoln Daley 59 

60 
Chairman Dargie opened the public hearing. 61 

9. Approval of Draft Minutes - June 13, 2022
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The applicant, Wilsky Investments, LLC, is before the Board seeking approval of their Milford Community Revitalization 62 
Tax Relieflncentive Program Application related to the 5,400 square foot building addition and related external and intern 63 
rehabilitation of the existing 2,400 square foot building. Total cost of the project totals approximately 2.8 million dollars. 64 
See application for details and breakdown of costs. The applicant is seeking a five (5) year property tax exemption period. 65 
The applicant previously received Site Plan Approval from the Milford Planning Board for said project. The application 66 
meets the requirement of the statute.  Community Development supports this application. The business is expanding and 67 
adding more employment to the area.  The project is near completion.  68 

69 
Town Counsel responded to a question at the last meeting about the Selectmen not being able to accept the application 70 
within 60 days as required by the statute, and the project work has largely been completed. There’s no language in the stat-71 
ute that prohibits the Board from proceeding to review in the event that the public hearing on the application isn’t scheduled 72 
and conducted within 60 days. So, the Board could conclude that it’s a reasonable resolution even though each party did 73 
things that weren’t consistent with the time frames set forth in the statute.  74 

75 
Selectman Freel asked about the applications coming in after the start of the project and not at the end.  Mr. Daley agreed 76 
but due to the past two years being difficult, this is one of the only programs we have to encourage development.  Chairman 77 
Dargie said the purpose of 79E is to entice people to do things that may be marginal financial.  It’s something extra to get 78 
the tax break and get going.  Selectman Freel said there is a reason the rule is in place. Is this going to be allowed all the 79 
time?  Mr. Daley said this won’t happen again, there was a timing issue and in the future he will stress to applicants that the 80 
application needs to be in prior to construction. Selectman Freel asked if Mr. Daley tells people they can apply for a 79E if 81 
they qualify.  Mr. Daley said yes.   82 

83 
Chairman Dargie closed the public hearing. 84 

85 
Selectman Daniels asked where  our down town ends.  Mr. Daley said about a mile from the center of town.  Selectman 86 
Freel asked if it were allowed to go further than the mile.  Chairman Dargie said a zone would need to be created. 87 

88 
Selectman Daniels made a motion to approve the  Community Revitalization Tax Relief Incentive RSA 79E Map 19 89 
Lot 14 application. Seconded by Selectman Freel.  All were in favor. The motion passed 5/0. 90 

91 
5:50 p.m. - Update on Citizens Complaint for 545 Elm Street, Millhaven Park – Community Development Director, 92 
Lincoln Daley 93 
Mr. Daley provided a summary of the concerns raised by a resident of the Millhaven Park property. 94 

95 
• Exposed Corrugated Steel Pipe – Resident raised concerns about potential health and safety issues with an ex-96 

posed corrugated steel pipe.  Pipe was removed, no further action is required.97 
• Low Hanging Power & Communications Lines – Resident raised concerns about potential health and safety risk98 

to park residents.  Property owner is working with Consolidated Communications and Xfinty/Comcast to resolve99 
the issues. OCD will continue to monitor the situation.100 

• Private Sewer System/Sewage Odor & Contamination – Resident raised concerns about the odor from the pri-101 
vate sewer lines and pump station. The pump station continues to function property as installed.  The private sys-102 
tem falls under the jurisdiction and approval of the NH Dept. of Environmental Services.  The Fire Department103 
and Community Development Staff performed the requested site investigations, but were unable to verify the odor104 
or evidence of a sewer leakage. Town staff previously suggested, as an additional measure, that the resident may105 
consider testing the soil within the identified area(s) of concern. However, if there are continued concerns and106 
complaints raised by residents of the Millhaven Park, it is recommended that the resident contact NH Dept. of En-107 
vironmental Services be brought in to assess the private system.108 

• Replacement of Abutting Units - Replacement of Unit #4, Resident raised concerns involving the replacement109 
of the unit. Town Counsel determined that no additional land use approvals were required.  The unit has been con-110 
structed and is in compliance with applicable State building/ fire codes and local regulations. During the construc-111 
tion of abutting Unit #4, the resident's unit experienced an electrical malfunction originating from the buried ser-112 
vice line which led to some internal damage and required the replacement of some appliances. The resident asserts113 
that the incident was caused by the property owner's contractor. Upon review of the incident, the cause is incon-114 
clusive. Further, it is Town's staff understanding that the property owner responded to resident accordingly to rem-115 
edy the issues. The property owner hired a licensed electrician to install a new 3 inch conduct and replaced the116 
main service line. In addition, the property owner replaced the appliances. Replacement of Unit #6, Resident117 
raised concerns regarding damage to private property (e.g. garden, plantings, and trees) during the construc-118 
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tion/installation of the Unit #6. The unit has been constructed in compliance with applicable State building/ fire 119 
codes and local regulations. It must be noted that there are no internal property lines within the parcel delineating 120 
each individual home. The property owner took additional steps post construction to restore and improve the area 121 
between the two units.  122 

• 123 
Chief Flaherty, said he was on the property for several issues and things were resolved. He has no jurisdiction under the 124 
state fire codes as far as the homes being closes together. 125 

126 
Cindy Nickerson, Milford resident and concerned resident of issues above, brought pictures about some of the issues. She 127 
has lived at Millhaven for 20 years and has had some issue with Sam Proctor, manager of the park. She feels that they have 128 
piping and wiring problems because the park is so old.  She has issues with the closeness of the trailers. When the trailers 129 
are being changed, the footprint of the grounds is being changed with more people on an already taxed system. She doesn’t 130 
understand why Mr. Proctor doesn’t call dig safe before digging up wires and pipes because he damages things. Mr. Proctor 131 
also blew up an entire road. She understands that the Board is not responsible for Mr. Proctor’s property, but she is in-132 
volved with the Board of Manufacturing Housing because there are rules that need to be followed.  RSA 205A outlines 133 
rules that the trailer park owner needs to follow. She feels that nothing is getting done. Mr. Proctor destroyed her garden 134 
when he put the new trailer in and she had to call the police.  She feels that Mr. Proctor is allowed to do whatever he wants 135 
without repercussions. She asked if Mr. Daley new the capacity of the sewer and water system and has it been exceeded. 136 

137 
Mr. Daley said the system is designed to handle many more units than it currently has in place. Ms. Nickerson said Kevin 138 
Lynch was the original person that Mr. Daley sent out to investigate and Mr. Lynch told her that he didn’t feel safe about 139 
some of the things that were not being addressed in the park.  140 

141 
Chairman Dargie said Ms. Nickerson’s issue is with Mr. Proctor, not the town which is a civil issue and she needs to deal 142 
directly with him or go to the courts.  Ms. Nickerson said Mr. Proctor has responsibilities that the town isn’t up holding. 143 

144 
Selectman Freel said this is private property and doesn’t fall within the jurisdiction of the town. As far as electrical, it isn’t 145 
the town, its Eversource and she has to contact them.  The above ground lines would be the only thing that she could come 146 
to the town about. Ms. Nickeson said the town allows for rules and regulations and they have to approve them.  We have 147 
problems and no one wants to help. 148 

149 
Selectman Freel tried to explain who is responsible.  The other Selectman agree that this is a civil action and is between Ms. 150 
Nickerson and the park owner.   There was some discussion about water and sewer. Selectman Freel said the town is only 151 
responsible for the sewer system on the road.  Ms. Nickerson said they are responsible for the property line. Ms. Nickerson 152 
repeated that the town is allowing a person to overload a broken system.  Who holds the property owner responsible for his 153 
abuse of the law? Chairman Dargie repeated that this is a civil issue. Ms. Nickerson said if something happens, we all bear 154 
responsibility if something happens.  155 

156 
Ms. Nickerson said when there were sewer problems, the town made Mr. Proctor fix it.  Mr. Daley said they investigate any 157 
kind of septic issues for contamination.  If the system is failing, they contact DES for corrective action. If they had discov-158 
ered something, they would have contacted DES, but they didn’t find anything. 159 

160 
161 

3. PUBLIC COMMENTS (regarding items that are not on the agenda) No one spoke at this time.162 
163 

4. DECISIONS164 
a) CONSENT CALENDAR165 
1. Approval of three (3) Reports of Wood Cut, Map 40 Lot 14, Map 48 Lot 22 and Map 53 Lot 67-03166 
2. Approval to host the 33rd Annual Milford Pumpkin Festival scheduled for October 7, 8, and 9, 2022167 
3. Acceptance and Appropriation of Unanticipated Revenues Under $10,000 (31:95(b))168 

• $300 donation to the Milford Fire Department for Fire/Life Safety Education Special Purpose Fund from Cirtron-169 
ics Corporation170 
• $50 donation to the Milford Ambulance Department Special Purpose Fund from the American Legion Auxiliary171 
Post 23.172 

Selectman Freel made a motion to accept the consent calendar.  Seconded by Selectman Finan.  All were in favor. 173 
The motion passed 5/0. 174 
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175 
b. OTHER DECISIONS176 

1. N/A177 
5. TOWN STATUS REPORT –178 
1.   Town Status179 
• Independent Day Fireworks Celebration – Contract was signed and the fireworks will be held on July 2nd.180 

181 
• Keyes Swimming Pool Information – The pool will open on Monday, June 13th.182 

183 
• Paving Update – Bid went out June 1st and is on the town’s website.  Bids will be opened on Tuesday, June 14, 2022 in184 
the Auditorium. 185 

186 
• Line Striping Update – Bid went out the end of May and opened June 8th. Only one bid was received. They won’t be187 
starting until July. Selectman Freel asked if only having one bid is considered sole source.  Chairman Dargie said no be-188 
cause it was an open bid. There is also a citizen who will be in at the end of the month because he has an issue with one of 189 
the roads being striped, and there is a Traffic Safety Committee meeting on June 23rd to discuss this subject as well. 190 

191 
• BROX AoT Update - The Town is still working with the NHDES and NHF&G to have a new Alteration of Terrain per-192 
mit issued for gravel operations at the Brox. We have no timetable for a final determination at this time. There were 61 193 
items that NH Fish and Game would like addressed.  Many of the issues are adding notes on the documents.  These are only 194 
recommendations. Selectman Daniels asked if there was a chance of cleaning up the requested issue prior to July 1, 2022. 195 
Administrator Shannon said they will have a better idea once they meet again.  Selectman Daniels asked about shutting 196 
down the gravel operation again during the migration period.  Administrator Shannon said no because that’s the time that 197 
was set for us. Selectman Daniels asked what kind of pushback to we expect recognizing that many of these issues are rec-198 
ommendations, if we determine that we are not going to take their recommendations.  Administrator Shannon said its part 199 
of the discussions that will take place next week. 200 

201 
• Keys Park Study Update - The Milford Recreation Department is currently awaiting the delivery of the final version of202 
the Keyes Park Study that was approved and initiated by the BOS in 2021.  The Town should receive it by the end of July 203 
and it will then be presented at a standing BOS Meeting. 204 

205 
• Community Power Update - Standard Power gave a presentation to the BOS on February 28, 2022 concerning the206 
Community Power program.  The Community Power Coalition of New Hampshire will be presenting to the BOS on June 207 
27, 2022 on the same topic prior to any decisions being made by the board. 208 

209 
• Milford Marker Placement - Per a vote of the Milford citizenry, the granite “Welcome to Milford” marker will be210 
placed in a prominent position on the Oval.  Completion of this project is expected before the end of June. 211 

212 
Selectman Daniels asked about the recent water line break that occurred this past week.  Administrator Shannon said At 213 
roughly 8:30AM on Thursday Water Utilities saw a brief Pressure spike up to 122 PSI in the water system, Immediately 214 
followed by a drastic drop in pressure.  We lost an estimated 500,000 gallons of water in 2 and ½ hours, which signaled a 215 
major water main break.  The water department, along with DPW, Police, and Fire, swept the town street by street and were 216 
unsuccessful in finding the break initially.   The water department then started isolating sections of town, to try and narrow 217 
down the area that the break was in.  At approximately 11PM last night the break was located on Nashua Street, the water 218 
was going into an old underground Granite culvert near Riverside Cemetery.  The water department worked to isolate the 219 
area so that tanks could start being filled. 220 

221 
2.    2021 MACC Base Surplus Funds – Presented by Captain Frye, MACC Base Board of Governor222 
The results of the MACC Base Financial Audit completed by Plodzik & Sanderson results in a surplus of $141,900 being 223 
returned to Milford, Wilton and Mont Vernon. 224 
Included in this surplus amount is money that was held back in 2020 for MACC Base at the request of the towns for work 225 
to be completed in 2021: 226 

227 
• Town of Milford did not retain any funds.228 
• Town of Wilton approved MACC Base to retain $7,550.00 out of the $19,670.65, of their surplus funds.  As of229 

this report Wilton has spent $6,400.00 of the surplus funds.  MACC Base still is holding a balance of $1,150.00.230 
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• Town of Mont Vernon approved MACC Base to retain $3,200.00 out of the $12,887.35 of their surplus funds.  As 231 
of this report their funds are still being held in surplus by MACC Base.232 

233 
Total adjusted amount of surplus to be returned to the three member towns is $131,150.00. 234 

235 
• The Town of Milford will receive back  @ 71.2938%- $93,501.82236 
• The Town of Wilton will receive back @ 17.3435% - $22,746.00 + $1,150.00 for $23,896.00237 
• The Town of Mont Vernon receive back @ 11.3627% - $14,902.18 + $3,200.00 for $18,102.18238 

239 
As your appointed Board of Governor representative, I request your permission to hold Milford’s portion of our surplus 240 
within MACC Base for the work that is being completed for the upgrade to Federal Hill cell tower site. The surplus will 241 
reduce the total cost of this upgrade. 242 

243 
Administrator Shannon said the 2nd half of the ARPA funds are due soon.  Department heads took some things off the orig-244 
inal list were completed and are making adjustments.  He plans to update the Board at the July 11th meeting. Chairman 245 
Dargie said we are also getting slightly over $600,000 for roads and bridges where we usually get only $320,000 this year.  246 
Chairman Daniels would like to have this money on the list that Administrator is working on. 247 

248 
Selectman Daniels made a motion to hold Milford’s portion of the MACC Base surplus for work being completed 249 
for upgrade to Federal Hill cell tower site.  Seconded by Selectman Freel.  All were in favor.  The motion passed 5/0. 250 

251 
6.  DISCUSSIONS252 
1. Traffic Safety Concern – Ridgefield Drive/Crosby Street253 

254 
A resident has concerns about speeding on Ridgefield Drive and Crosby Street. Patrols have been in the area but when they 255 
are not, people continue to speed.  The resident suggests “doubling” speed limit fines and putting up signs letting speeders 256 
know. Resident also suggests putting up an electronic speed sign. 257 

258 
Chief Viola gave stats for Ridgefield Drive and Crosby Street.  Last Friday they put a speed trailer out to hopefully make a 259 
difference. They have spent a lot of time out there.  When school is out the SRO motorcycle officer will be out there as 260 
well.  The fine for speeding depends on the speed the vehicle is doing.  They did a speed count in December.  There have 261 
been multiple complaints and he has spoken to Mr. Jorgensen several times about this.  The fine depends on the speed of 262 
the individual.  We don’t get revenues from writing tickets. We did a speed count in November. 263 

264 
2. Selectmen’s Goals265 
Chairman Dargie explained the first goal which is Community Power.  He is looking for volunteers to join a committee to 266 
review both options.  Selectman Daniels asked about a charge.  Administrator Shannon said they would do that after the 267 
second presentation is complete.  The committee will research and decide in the fall if it should be a warrant article for next 268 
season. 269 

270 
The other goals are just a starting point. 271 

272 
7.  PUBLIC COMMENTS. (Regarding items that are not on the agenda)   There were no comments at this time.273 

274 
8. SELECTMEN’S REPORTS/DISCUSSIONS275 

a) FROM PROJECTS, SPECIAL BOARDS, COMMISSIONS & COMMITTEES276 
Selectman Freel said the last ZBA meeting was cancelled because there wasn’t a quorum.  They will be looking for more 277 
volunteers. 278 

279 
Selectman Freel said there is about a $55,000 balance in the account but they still have expenses that haven’t come in yet. 280 
The activities are doing well. It sounds like they are doing a good job. 281 

282 
b) OTHER ITEMS (that are not on the agenda)283 

284 
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9. APPROVAL OF FINAL MINUTES – Selectman Dudziak moved to approve the minutes of May 23, 2022 as 285 
amended and May 31, 2022 (5th Monday Forum).  Seconded by Selectman Freel.  All were in favor. The motion 286 
passed 5/0. 287 

288 
10. INFORMATION ITEMS REQUIRING NO DECISIONS.289 
a. N/A290 

291 
11.  NOTICES.  Notices were read.292 

293 
12. NON-PUBLIC SESSION – Selectman Dudziak made a motion to enter into non-public in accordance with (RSA294 
91-A: 3, II(c)) Reputation.  Seconded by Selectman Freel.  A roll call vote was taken with all in favor.  The motion295 
passed 5/0. 296 

297 
In non-public, the Board discussed a personnel matter and made no decisions.  298 

299 
Selectman Daniels moved and Selectman Finan seconded to exit the non-public session.  All were in favor.  The mo-300 
tion passed 5/0. 301 

302 
Selectman Freel moved and Selectman Finan seconded to seal the non-public minutes of June 13, 2022, under Repu-303 
tation.    All were in favor.  The motion passed 5/0. 304 

305 
13. ADJOURNMENT: Selectman Finan moved to adjourn at 7:07 pm. Seconded by Selectman Finan. All were in306 
favor.  The motion passed 5/0.  307 

308 
__________________________ __________________________ 309 
Paul Dargie, Chairman  Laura Dudziak, Member   310 

311 
_________________________ __________________________ 312 
Tim Finan, Vice-Chairman Dave Freel, Member   313 

314 
_________________________ 315 
Gary Daniels, Member 316 



CHECKING TOWN CLERK 

ACCOUNT ACCOUNT 

Beginning Balance as 4/01/22 10,367,165.95 39,592.57 

Receipts: 

Taxes and Interest 94,330.49 
Water & Sewer User Fees 129,412.51 
Other Revenues 135,926.89 438,503.11 
Ambulance 
Recreation 
Escrow Deposit 
Escrow Transfers 
Interest Income 
Investment Transfers 3,450,000.00 
TAN Deposit 
Bond Proceeds 

Total Receipts: $ 3,809,669.89 $ 438,503.11 

Disbursements: 

Accounts Payable Warrants (1,495,729.96) (89,045.85) 
Payroll Warrants (697,489.67) 
Milford School District Appropriation (2,053,014 00) 
Hillsborough County Appropriation 
Escrow Transfers 
Investment Transfers (4,028,349.32) (333,000.00) 
TAN Disbursement 
Suntrust Disbursement 
Bank Charges (616.39) 
Voided Checks 252.4 7 

Total Disbursements: $ (8,274,946.87) $ (422,045.85) 

Ending Balance as of 4/30/22 $ 5,901 888.97 $ 56,049.83 

�/-J)l.L�.,....,.�.21 
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TOWN TREASURER 

2022 TREASURERS REPORT.>Js:MONTHL V TREASURERS REPORT !]l.F"1ar,ci,:6/13r.'022; 10:)9 A.M 

TREASURER'S REPORT 
TOWN OF MILFORD, NEW HAMPSHIRE 

4/30/2022 
(unaudited) 

ESCROW NHPDIP DISBURSEMENT BAR HARBOR INVESTMENT 
ACCOUNT ACCOUNT ACCOUNT ACCOUNTS ACCOUNT TOTAL 

117,336.54 3,960.50 8,165.35 10,683.33 2,365,650.68 $ 12,912,554.92 

34,092.20 $ 128,422.69 
43,668.76 $ 173,081.27 
5,657.55 $ 580,087.55 

65,133. I 8 $ 65,133.18 
5,306.00 $ 5,306.00 

$ 
$ 

9.65 1.13 0.45 398 08 $ 409.31 
4,513,349.42 $ 7,963,349.42 

$ 
$ 

$ 9.65 $ 1.13 $ 153,857.69 $ 0.45 $ 4,5 I 3,747.50 $ 8,915,789.42 

(422.16) $ (1,585,197.97) 
$ (697,489.67) 
$ (2,053,014.00) 
$ 
$ 

(153,000.00) (3,449,000.10) $ (7,963,349.42) 
$ 
$ 
$ (616.39) 

$ 252.47 

$ $ $ (153,422.16) $ $ (3,449,000.10) $( 12,299,414.98) 

$ 117,346.19 $ 3,961.63 $ 8,600.88 $ I 0,683.78 $ 3,430,398.08 $ 9,528,929.36 

10. Treasurers Report for March and April 2022
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