
 

 

 
 

 

ABATEMENT RECOMMENDATION 

 

DATE:  June 15, 2026 

 

TOWN OF:  Durham    

 

TO:  Town Council         

 

FROM:  Darcy Freer, CNHA    

 

OWNER: Preston Callander 

  Rachel Callander 

  23 Timber Brook Lane 

       Durham, NH  03824 

          

REPRESENTATIVE: N/A 

 

PROPERTY LOCATION: 23 Timber Brook Lane, Durham, NH  03824 

 

PID: 118-8 

 

PROPERTY TAX YEAR(S) APPEALED:  2025 

 

APPLICATION FILING DATE:  2/27/26 

 

INVENTORY FILING DATE (Filing Date April 15th):  N/A 

 

ASSESSMENT APPEALED: $682,400 

        

Municipalities may abate taxes “for good cause shown.” RSA 76:16. Good cause is generally established 

by showing an error in the assessment calculation or a disproportionate assessment. Good cause can also 

be established by showing poverty and inability to pay the tax.  If the abatement application is based on 

disproportionate assessment, the taxpayer has the burden to show how the assessment was 

disproportionate. To carry this burden the taxpayer must show: 

 

a. What the property was worth (market value) on the assessment date. 

 

b. The property’s “equalized assessment” exceeded the property’s market value. To calculate the 

equalized assessment, simply divide the assessment by the municipality’s equalization ratio 

(assessment ÷ ratio). Because a property’s market value is a crucial issue, taxpayers must have 

an opinion of the market value estimate. Obtaining an appraisal or presenting sales of 

comparable properties can show this value estimate. 

   

 

 

TOWN OF DURHAM 
8 NEWMARKET ROAD 

DURHAM, NH 03824-2898 
Tel:  603/868-8064 
Fax:  603/868-8033 



                             
                              
REASON FOR APPEAL: The owner has applied for an abatement of their 2025 property taxes because 

they believe the assessment of $682,400 does not reflect the market data for similar houses. They cite ten 

comparable sale properties.  

 

ASSESSORS COMMENTS: The subject property is a colonial style house constructed in 2007 and has 

2,121 sf of living area above grade. It is situated on 2.3 acres of land and is considered to be in average 

condition for its age. The exterior of the property was inspected on 3/13/26, at this time an interior 

inspection was denied by the homeowner. 

 

During the inspection, a very minor change was made to the outbuilding/extra features of the property. 

Additionally, a land adjustment was made for the property’s location on a Class VI road. Prior to the 2025 

revaluation, no market difference was found for a property’s location on a Class VI road. All these 

changes resulted in an overall negative adjustment to the properties assessed value.  

 

The comparables presented by the applicant utilize the total square footage of the building, including 

finished below grade square footage, when calculating a per square foot value. Below is an updated table 

to include the updated assessed value based on the inspection. 

 

    

Assessed 

Value 

Total LA (including 

BMT)  $/SF  

Subject   $667,400 2121  $    314.66  

          

  Sale Date Sale Price 

Total LA (including 

BMT)  $/SF  

5 Meader Ln 7/14/2023 $715,000 2772  $    257.94  

46 Ross Rd 8/30/2023 $743,000 2642  $    281.23  

75 Newmarket Rd 9/9/2023 $730,000 2155  $    338.75  

206 Longmarsh Rd 12/21/2023 $850,000 2944  $    288.72  

8 Palmer Dr 3/28/2024 $815,000 3009  $    270.85  

13 Sumac Ln 4/15/2024 $760,000 3648  $    208.33  

2 Razorbill Cir 5/9/2024 $835,000 2192  $    380.93  

22 Sumac Ln 6/20/2024 $900,000 2896  $    310.77  

2 Strout Ln 10/16/2024 $740,000 3489  $    212.10  

20 Ross Rd 1/24/2025 $861,000 3034  $    283.78  

          

      Average $/SF  $    283.34  

          

LA=from MLS         

 

 



While the updated table demonstrates that the subjects price per square foot is higher than the comparable 

sale properties, no interior inspection of the property was performed. As such, until such time that the 

total square footage of the building can be verified, no further change is warranted. If an interior 

inspection of the property can be obtained prior to 8/1/26, the Council may see a different 

recommendation come before them. 

 

The applicant also makes note that looking at sales which occurred more than one year back from the date 

of value is not appropriate and creates a “false/misleading narrative” due to 2023 being a “boom period”. 

When analyzing the table above, 5 of the sales occurred more than 1 year outside of our date of value and 

5 occurred within the year prior. When averaging the sales by this grouping you get $770,600 for the 

older sales and $819,200 for the more recent sales. While this is a very superficial analysis, it actually 

indicates the opposite of what the applicant is implying. 

 

RECOMMENDATION: Based upon the above information, I recommend reducing the overall 

assessments from $682,400 to $667,400 and granting the abatement for the assessed value differences of 

$15,000. This calculates to an abatement of $289.70 including interest (interest is calculated to a 

repayment date of July 10, 2026, and is subject to change per tax collector). If the taxes have not been 

paid, then no refund or interest is due. 





























Town of Durham, NH

Property Tax Bill Calculation

Owner Preston & Rachel Callander

PID 118-8

Address 23 Timber Brook Lane

WHAT WAS TAXED

Total Assessed Value 553,500                682,400                

Exemption (solar,)

Value Tax Applied To: 553,500.00           682,400.00           

Credit (veterans,)

Tax Bill#: 119079 120540

PropTax Issue 1
st
 or 2

nd
1 2

Due Date: 7/2/2025 1/12/2026

Paid Date: 7/1/2025 1/8/2026

Tax Rate Applied:

Town 2.875 5.120

County 0.925 1.900

Local School 5.760 10.790

State School 0.605 1.060

Total Rate 10.165 18.870

tax will be roughly 5,626.33            12,876.89          

Resulting in Taxes of:

Town 1,591.00               3,494.00               

County 512.00                  1,297.00               

Local School 3,188.00               7,363.00               

State School 335.00                  723.00                  

Tax Calculated 5,626.00               12,877.00             

Less Credit & 1st Bill

is the Amount Billed: 5,626.00               7,251.00               

Total Assessed Value 553,500                667,400                

Exemption (solar,) -                        -                        

Value Tax Applied To: 553,500.00           667,400.00           

Credit (veterans,) -                        -                        

Tax Bill#: 119079 120540

PropTax Issue 1
st
 or 2

nd
1 2

Due Date: 7/2/2025 1/12/2026

Paid Date: 7/1/2025 1/8/2026

Tax Rate Applied:

Town 2.875 5.120

County 0.925 1.900

Local School 5.760 10.790

State School 0.605 1.060

Total Rate 10.165 18.870

tax will be roughly 5,626.33            12,593.84          

Resulting in Taxes of:

Town 1,591.00               3,417.00               

County 512.00                  1,268.00               

Local School 3,188.00               7,201.00               

State School 335.00                  707.00                  

Tax Calculated 5,626.00               12,593.00             

Less Credit & 1st Bill

is the Amount Billed: 5,626.00               6,967.00               

Difference in Billed-SHB = Abate -                        284.00                  284.00                  = To Be Abated

RSA 76:17-a Rate of Interest Pybl 4.00% 4.00%

Enter Date Town will Payback 6/19/2026 7/10/2026

Number of Days of Interest = 353 183

Interest Payable -                        5.70                      5.70                      = Interest Owed

Less Previously Abated Amount of

Total To Be Abated -                        289.70                  289.70                 

WHAT SHOULD HAVE BEEN TAXED

WHAT SHOULD BE ABATED

118-8 Abatement Calculation_Callander Callander



 

 

 
 

 

ABATEMENT RECOMMENDATION 

 

DATE:  June 15, 2026 

 

TOWN OF:  Durham    

 

TO:  Town Council         

 

FROM:  Darcy Freer, CNHA    

 

OWNER: George E & Julie P Oakes 

  12 Timber Brook Lane 

       Durham, NH  03824 

          

REPRESENTATIVE: N/A 

 

PROPERTY LOCATION: 12 Timber Brook Lane, Durham, NH  03824 

 

PID: 118-9 

 

PROPERTY TAX YEAR(S) APPEALED:  2025 

 

APPLICATION FILING DATE:  2/25/26 

 

INVENTORY FILING DATE (Filing Date April 15th):  N/A 

 

ASSESSMENT APPEALED: $654,700 

        

Municipalities may abate taxes “for good cause shown.” RSA 76:16. Good cause is generally established 

by showing an error in the assessment calculation or a disproportionate assessment. Good cause can also 

be established by showing poverty and inability to pay the tax.  If the abatement application is based on 

disproportionate assessment, the taxpayer has the burden to show how the assessment was 

disproportionate. To carry this burden the taxpayer must show: 

 

a. What the property was worth (market value) on the assessment date. 

 

b. The property’s “equalized assessment” exceeded the property’s market value. To calculate the 

equalized assessment, simply divide the assessment by the municipality’s equalization ratio 

(assessment ÷ ratio). Because a property’s market value is a crucial issue, taxpayers must have 

an opinion of the market value estimate. Obtaining an appraisal or presenting sales of 

comparable properties can show this value estimate. 

   

 

 

                             

TOWN OF DURHAM 
8 NEWMARKET ROAD 

DURHAM, NH 03824-2898 
Tel:  603/868-8064 
Fax:  603/868-8033 



                     
                  
REASON FOR APPEAL: The owner has applied for an abatement of their 2025 property taxes because 

they believe the assessment of $654,700 does not reflect the market value due to its location on a Class VI 

road.   

 

ASSESSORS COMMENTS: The subject property is a colonial style house constructed in 2000 and has 

2,400 sf of living area above grade and 420 sf of finished basement area. It is situated on 3.41 acres of 

land and is considered to be in average condition for its age. The property was inspected on 3/11/26. 

 

During the inspection, changes were made to the sketch, most notably an area of finished basement space 

was discovered. Additionally, a land adjustment was made for the property’s location on a Class VI road. 

Prior to the 2025 revaluation, no market difference was found for a property’s location on a Class VI 

road. All these changes resulted in an overall positive adjustment to the properties assessed value.  

 

The applicant did not provide comparable properties, but they were included in other applications before 

this Council. As such below is a table which includes the updated assessed value  of the subject based on 

the inspection and ten comparable sale properties. 

 

    

Assessed 

Value 

Total LA (including 

BMT)  $/SF  

Subject   $665,800 2820  $    236.10 

          

  Sale Date Sale Price 

Total LA (including 

BMT)  $/SF  

5 Meader Ln 7/14/2023 $715,000 2772  $    257.94  

46 Ross Rd 8/30/2023 $743,000 2642  $    281.23  

75 Newmarket Rd 9/9/2023 $730,000 2155  $    338.75  

206 Longmarsh Rd 12/21/2023 $850,000 2944  $    288.72  

8 Palmer Dr 3/28/2024 $815,000 3009  $    270.85  

13 Sumac Ln 4/15/2024 $760,000 3648  $    208.33  

2 Razorbill Cir 5/9/2024 $835,000 2192  $    380.93  

22 Sumac Ln 6/20/2024 $900,000 2896  $    310.77  

2 Strout Ln 10/16/2024 $740,000 3489  $    212.10  

20 Ross Rd 1/24/2025 $861,000 3034  $    283.78  

          

      Average $/SF  $    283.34  

          

LA=from MLS         

 

 



The updated table clearly demonstrates that the subject’s price per square foot is in line with the 

comparable sale properties. 

 

RECOMMENDATION: After thoroughly reviewing the property, including all elements of value, based 

upon the above information, I recommend the Council DENY the abatement request. 



RECEIVED

Town  of Durham

FEB 2 5 2026
Planning,  Zoning

and Assessing

FOR  MUNICIPALITY  USE ONLY:

TaxpayerName: Oe.lbes

TAXPAYER'S  RSA 76:16 ABATEMENT  APPLICATION  TO MUNICIP  ALITY

SECTION  A.  Party(ies)  Applying  (Owner(s)/Taxpayer(s))

Name(s):  George E & Julie P Oakes

Mailing  Address:

Telephone  Nos.:  (Home)

12 Timber  Brook  Lane, Durham,  NH 03824
?20S

Note:  If  an abatement  is granted  and taxes  have  been  paid,  interest  on the abatement  shall  be paid  in

accordance  with  RSA  76:17-a.  Any  interest  paid  to the applicant  must  be reported  by the municipality

to the United  States  Intemal  Revenue  Service,  in accordance  with  federal  law. Prior  to the payment  of

an abatement  with  interest,  the taxpayer  shall  provide  the municipality  with  the applicant's  social

security  number  or federal  tax  identification  number.  Municipalities  shall  treat  tl'ie social  security  or

federal  tax  identification  information  as confidential  and exempt  from  a public  information  request

ui'ider  RSA  91-A.

SECTION  B.  Party's(ies')  Representative  if  other  than  Person(s)  Applying  (Also  Complete  Section  A)

Name(s):

Mailing  Address:

Teleplione  Nos.:  (Home) (Cell) (Work) (Email)

SECTION  C.  Property(ies)  for  which  Abatement  is Sought

List  tlie  tax  map  and lot  number,  tlie  actual  street  address  and town  of  each  property  for  which  abatement  is

sotaght,  a brie'F  descripticri  of  the parcel,  arid  the assessi.:nt.

Town  Parcel  ID#  Street  Address/Town   Assessi'nent

118-9  12TirnberBro-o-kLane  SFHo-m-e  $654,700

1



SECTION  D.  Other  Property(ies)

List  other  property(ies)  in the i'nunicipality  owned  in the same name(s),  even  if  abatements  for  tlie  other
property(ies)  have  not  been  sought.  The  taxpayer's  entire  real  property  estate  must  be considered  in determining
whether  the appealed  property(ies)  is (are)  disproportionately  assessed.

Town  Parcel  ID# Street  Address/Town Description Assessment

SECTION  E.  Reasons  for  Abatement  Application

RSA  76:16  provides  that  an abatement  may  be granted  for  "good  cause  shown."  "Good  cause"  generally  means:
1) establishing  an assessment  is disproportionate  to market  value  and  the  municipality's  level  of  assessment;  or
2) establisl'iing  poveity  and inability  to pay  the tax. This  form  can be utilized  for  eitlier  basis  of  requesting  an
abatement.  The  taxpayer  has the burden  to prove  good  cause  for  an abatement.

1) If  claiming  disproportionality,  state  with  specificity  all  the reasons  supporting  your  application.
Statements  such  as "taxes  too  high,"  "disproportionately  assessed"  or "assessment  exceeds  market  value"
are insufficient.  Generally,  specificity  requires  the  taxpayer  to present  material  011 the following

2.

1.

3.

Note:  If  you  have  an appraisal  or other  docuinentation,  please  submit  it with  this  application.

2) If  claiming  poverty  or inability  to pay,  state in detail  why  abateinent  of  taxes  is appropriate  as opposed  to
some  other  relief  such  as relocating,  refinancing  or obtaining  some  alternative  public  assistance.
Ansara  v. City  of  Nashua,  118  N.H.  879  (1978).

(Attach  additional  sheets  if  needed.)

Class  Vl road  adjustment  not  applied.

2



SECTION  F.  Taxpayer's(s')  Opinion  of  Market  Value

State  your  opinion  of  the market  va]ue  of  tlie  property(ies)  appealed  as of  April  1 of  the year  under  appeal.

Town  Parcel  ID#  118-9 Appeal  Year  Market  Value  $ 6 40'900

Town  Parcel  ID# Appeal  Year  Market  Value  $

Explain  tlie  basis  for  your  value  opinion(s).  (Attach  additiona)  sheets  if  necessary.)

SECTION  G.  Sales,  Rental  and/or  Assessment  Comparisons

List  the  properties  you  are relying  upon  to show  overassessment  of  your  property(ies).  If  you  are appealing  an

income  producing  propeity,  list  tlie  comparable  rental  properties  and  tlieir  rents.

(Attach  additional  sheets  if  needed.)

Town  Parcel  ID# Street  Address Sale Price/Date  of  Sale Rents Assessment

SECTION  H.  Certification  by  Party(ies)  Applying

Pursuant  to BTLA  Tax  203.02(d),  the applicant(s)  MUST  sign  the application.  By  signing  below,  the Party(ies)

applying  ceitifies  (ceitify)  and swear(s)  under  the penalties  of  RSA  641:3  tlie  application  lias a good  faith  basis

and the facts  stated  are true  to the best  of  my/our  knowledge.

Date: ,,)-l 79 Iz(n

Q.=Oi?-4c  Orlk'ES,

(Print  Name)

3



 

 

 
 

 

ABATEMENT RECOMMENDATION 

 

DATE:  June 15, 2026 

 

TOWN OF:  Durham    

 

TO:  Town Council         

 

FROM:  Darcy Freer, CNHA    

 

OWNER: Christopher D & Alyson K Mueller 

  Family Revocable Trust 

  6 Timber Brook Lane 

       Durham, NH  03824 

          

REPRESENTATIVE: N/A 

 

PROPERTY LOCATION: 6 Timber Brook Lane, Durham, NH  03824 

 

PID: 118-12 

 

PROPERTY TAX YEAR(S) APPEALED:  2025 

 

APPLICATION FILING DATE:  2/24/26 

 

INVENTORY FILING DATE (Filing Date April 15th):  N/A 

 

ASSESSMENT APPEALED: $724,400 

        

Municipalities may abate taxes “for good cause shown.” RSA 76:16. Good cause is generally established 

by showing an error in the assessment calculation or a disproportionate assessment. Good cause can also 

be established by showing poverty and inability to pay the tax.  If the abatement application is based on 

disproportionate assessment, the taxpayer has the burden to show how the assessment was 

disproportionate. To carry this burden the taxpayer must show: 

 

a. What the property was worth (market value) on the assessment date. 

 

b. The property’s “equalized assessment” exceeded the property’s market value. To calculate the 

equalized assessment, simply divide the assessment by the municipality’s equalization ratio 

(assessment ÷ ratio). Because a property’s market value is a crucial issue, taxpayers must have 

an opinion of the market value estimate. Obtaining an appraisal or presenting sales of 

comparable properties can show this value estimate. 

   

 

 

TOWN OF DURHAM 
8 NEWMARKET ROAD 

DURHAM, NH 03824-2898 
Tel:  603/868-8064 
Fax:  603/868-8033 



                             
                              
REASON FOR APPEAL: The owner has applied for an abatement of their 2025 property taxes because 

they believe the assessment of $724,400 does not reflect the market data for similar houses. They cite ten 

comparable sale properties.  

 

ASSESSORS COMMENTS: The subject property is a colonial style house constructed in 1997 and has 

2,201 sf of living area above grade and 882 sf of finished basement. It is situated on 3.11 acres of land 

and is considered to be in very good condition for its age. The property was inspected on 3/11/26. 

 

During the inspection, minor changes were made to the sketch, AC and a shed were added. Additionally, 

a land adjustment was made for the property’s location on a Class VI road. Prior to the 2025 revaluation, 

no market difference was found for a property’s location on a Class VI road. All these changes resulted in 

an overall negative adjustment to the properties assessed value.  

 

The comparables presented by the applicant utilize the total square footage of the building, including 

finished below grade square footage, when calculating a per square foot value. When the applicant 

developed the per square foot value for the subject property, they neglected to include their finished 

basement space. Below is an updated table to include the below grade area of the subject and the updated 

assessed value based on the inspection. 

 

    

Assessed 

Value 

Total LA (including 

BMT)  $/SF  

Subject   $718,000 3083  $    232.89  

          

  Sale Date Sale Price 

Total LA (including 

BMT)  $/SF  

5 Meader Ln 7/14/2023 $715,000 2772  $    257.94  

46 Ross Rd 8/30/2023 $743,000 2642  $    281.23  

75 Newmarket Rd 9/9/2023 $730,000 2155  $    338.75  

206 Longmarsh Rd 12/21/2023 $850,000 2944  $    288.72  

8 Palmer Dr 3/28/2024 $815,000 3009  $    270.85  

13 Sumac Ln 4/15/2024 $760,000 3648  $    208.33  

2 Razorbill Cir 5/9/2024 $835,000 2192  $    380.93  

22 Sumac Ln 6/20/2024 $900,000 2896  $    310.77  

2 Strout Ln 10/16/2024 $740,000 3489  $    212.10  

20 Ross Rd 1/24/2025 $861,000 3034  $    283.78  

          

      Average $/SF  $    283.34  

          

LA=from MLS         



 

 

The updated table clearly demonstrates that the subjects price per square foot is not out of line with the 

comparable sale properties. The applicant also makes note that looking at sales which occurred more than 

one year back from the date of value is not appropriate and creates a “false/misleading narrative” due to 

2023 being a “boom period”. When analyzing the table above, 5 of the sales occurred more than 1 year 

outside of our date of value and 5 occurred within the year prior. When averaging the sales by this 

grouping you get $770,600 for the older sales and $819,200 for the more recent sales. While this is a very 

superficial analysis, it actually indicates the opposite of what the applicant is implying. 

 

RECOMMENDATION: Based upon the above information, I recommend reducing the overall 

assessments from $724,400 to $718,000 and granting the abatement for the assessed value differences of 

$6,400. This calculates to an abatement of $123.43 including interest (interest is calculated to a repayment 

date of July 10, 2026, and is subject to change per tax collector). If the taxes have not been paid, then no 

refund or interest is due. 



RECEIVED

Town  of  Durham

FEB 2 % 2026

Planning,  Zoning
and Assessing

FOR  MUNICIPALITY  USE ONLY:

TownF  eNo.:  "25 30

TAXPAYER'S  RSA  76:16  ABATEMENT  APPLICATION  TO  MUNICIPALITY

SECTION  A.  Party(ies)  Applying  (Owner(s)/Taxpayer(s))

Mueller  Family  Revocable  Trust,  Christopher  D & Alyson  K Mueller,  Trustees
Name(s):

M.l.  Add  . 6 Timber Brook Lane, Durham, NH 03824al lng  reSS.

TelephoneNos.:  (Home)  (Cell)  (Work)  (Email)  kv%j'.  (A)t"i

Note:  If  an abatement  is granted  and taxes  have  been  paid,  interest  on the abatement  shall  be paid  in

accordance  with  RSA  76:17-a.  Any  interest  paid  to the applicant  must  be reported  by the municipality

to the United  States  Internal  Revenue  Service,  in accordance  with  federal  law. Prior  to the payment  of

an abatement  with  interest,  the taxpayer  shall  provide  tlie  municipality  with  the applicant's  social

security  number  or federal  tax  identification  number.  Municipalities  shall  treat  tl'ie social  security  or

federal  tax  identification  information  as confidential  and  exempt  from  a public  information  request

under  RSA  91-A.

SECTION  B.  Party's(ies')  Representative  if  other  than  Person(s)  Applying  (Also  Complete  Section  A)

Name(s):

Mailing  Address:

Telephone  Nos.:  (Home) (Cell) (Work)

SECTION  C.  Property(ies)  for  which  Abatement  is Sought

(Email)

List  the tax  map  and lot  number,  the actual  street  address  and town  of  each  property  for  which  abatement  is

sought,  a brief  description  of  the parcel,  and  the assessment.

Town  Parcel  ID#

il8-12

Street  Address/Town

6 Timber  Brood  Lane

1



SECTION  D.  Other  Property(ies)

List  other  property(ies)  in the municipality  owned  in the same  name(s),  eveii  if  abatements  for  tlie  other

propeity(ies)  have  not  been sought.  The  taxpayer's  entire  real  property  estate  must  be considered  in determining

whether  the appealed  property(ies)  is (are)  disproportionately  assessed.

Town  Parcel  ID# Street  Address/Town Description Assessment

JA

SECTION  E.  Reasons  far  Abatement  Application

RSA  76:16  provides  that  an abatement  may  be granted  for  "good  cause  shown."  "Good  cause"  generally  means:

l)  establishing  an assessn'ient  is disproportionate  to market  value  and  the  n'iunicipality's  level  of  assessment;  or

2) establishing  poverty  and inability  to pay  tlie  tax. This  form  can be utilized  for  either  basis  of  requesting  an

abatement.  The  taxpayer  has the burden  to prove  good  cause  for  an abatement.

1) If  claiming  disproportionality,  state  with  specificity  all the reasons  supporting  your  application.

Statei'nents  sucli  as "taxes  too  liigh,"  "disproportionately  assessed"  or "assessment  exceeds  market  value

are insufficient.  Generally,  specificity  requires  the  taxpayer  to present  n'iaterial  on the following

2.

1.

3.

Note:  If  you  have  an appraisal  or other  documentation,  please  submit  it with  this  application.

2) If  claiming  poverty  or inability  to pay,  state in detail  why  abatement  of  taxes  is appropriate  as opposed  to

some  other  relief  such  as relocating,  refinancing  or  obtaining  some  alternative  public  assistance.

Ansara  v. City  of  Nas}iua,  118  N.H.  879  (1978).

e  v\eus  c,ose
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SECTION  F.  Taxpayer's(s')  Opinion  of  Market  Value

State  your  opinion  of  the market  value  of  tlie  propeity(ies)  appealed  as of  April  1 of  the year  under  app

Town  Parcel  ID# Appeal  Year  Market  Value  $

Explain  the basis  for  your  value  opinion(s).  (Attach  additional  sheets  if  necessary.)

4kkhc  ,w sq  k (o#liffl  -VO  zvpse  (gO(eJ\A'LS-  $SlMS  Slff

List  the properties  you  are relying  upon  to show  overassessment  of  your  property(ies).  If  you  are appealing  an

incon'ie  producing  propeity,  list  tlie  comparable  rental  properties  and  their  rents.

(Attach  additional  sheets if  needed.)

Town  Parcel  ID#  Street  Address  Sale Price/Date  of  Sale  Rents  Assessment

S-E!a   A(,-  DM'-,s

SECTION  H.  Certification  by  Party(ies)  Applying

Pursuant  to BTLA  Tax  203.02(d),  the applicant(s)  MUST  sign  the application.  By  signing  below,  the Party(ies)

applying  ceitifies  (ceitify)  and swear(s)  under  the penalties  of  RSA  641 :3 the application  lias a good  faitl'i  basis

and the facts  stated  are true  to the best  of  my/our  knowledge.

Date:

(Signature)

Date:

(Print  Name)

(Signature)

CAt;e-ts ,rv!tie-tter:
(Print  Name)

3



Residential  - Closed Number  of  Properties:  10

' Ca

Num  Address  %'AT5-MLS#  Status  County  BedsTot  SqFtFnAG  SldPrcSqft  a
1 175 Newmarket Road 'l  ) 2023 4959209 ' Closed INH-Strafford 13 i;_,oni $338.75

i2
I

2 Razorbill  Circle  S  )2=:a2_g 4994562 Closed INH-Strafford 13 I 2',192 $380.93

13 46 ROSS Road "  IIQ-a23 4961149 Closed INH-Strafford 14 12,642 $281.23
I

4 5 Meader  Lane  1  ) 2021 4958071 Closed
I

NH-Strafford 13 12:380 $257.94

5 22 Sumac Lane 6,i 2si-ZH 4991711 Closed NH-Strafford 14
l'

2,504 , $310.77
6 206 Lonqmarsh Road ' 2\20?_E 4976161 i Closed NH-Strafford b 2,944 1$288.72
7 s Palmer  Drive  g 2._i:zg 4983536 IClosed NH-Strafford

I

5 2,859 : $270.85

8 20 Ross Road  ")  '2-02S;a 5020761 IClosed NH-Strafford 4 i 3,034 i$283.78

i9 2StroutLane  Js:ij  '102'! 5004960 IClosed NH-Strafford 4
l'

2,943 I $212.10

10 13SumacLane  '4j2C)2g 4983177 IClosed NH-Strafford 4 2,680 I $208.33

Avg

I

I 3 2621.90
I

$283.34

Min

I
I

3 2041.00 $208.33

Max 5 3034.00 $380.93

Med I
I 4 2661.00 $282.51

Sct,vsah  €

w SsAsSTRc €  copo,>s,qy

"  "Xds  .&i?:E <  "l 2  S-  F-T



,AyD'rlS0tJAL-  5(,ES  € T-A , 6

Residential  Closed Number  of  Properties:  34

Num  Address  MLS#  Status  County  BedsTot  SqFtFnAG  SldPrcSqft

1 9 Burnham  Avenue 4954142 I Closed INH-Strafford 4 1,888 I $376.06

2 75 Newmarket  Road 4959209 IClosed INH-Strafford 3 2,041 I $338.75

3 2 Razorbill  Circle 14994562 IClosed INH-Strafford 3 2,192 I $380.93

4 49 Edqewood  Road 14914600
I

Closed INH-Strafford 3 2,293 !$283.91
15 8 Falls Way

I

4989278 Closed
I

NH-Strafford i3 2,384 1$308.31
l,. 10  Woodside  Road 4955797 Closed NH-Strafford 4 2,392 I $324.00
I

7 7 Ambler  Way 089095 Closed NH-Strafford 4 . 2,298 1$264.89
8 127  Madbur'v  Road 5038637 Closed NH-Strafford 3 2,631 1$323.07
g 19  Tall  Pines Road 5008321 Closed NH-Strafford 5 2,640 1$285.98
10 46 Ross Road 4961149 Closed NH-Strafford 4 2,642 ' $281.23

11 49 Emerson  Road 4994982 Closed NH-Strafford 4 2,308 $249.62

12 ' 19 Surrey  Lane 4908274 Closed NH-Strafford 4 2,688 $261.35

13  i 5 Meader  Lane 4958071 Closed NH-Strafford 3 2,380 $257.94

14 9 Stonewall  Way 4861784 Closed NH-Strafford 4 2,853
I

$245.36

15 22 Sumac  Lane 4991711 Closed NH-Strafford 14 2,504 $310.77
i I
i 16 206 Lonqmarsh  Road 4976161 Closed NH-Strafford 1, 2,944 $288.72

117 22 0ld  Piscataqua  Road 4878263 Closed NH-Strafford
I
i4 2,970 1$294.61

18 4 Moharinet  Way 4950878 Closed NH-Strafford Is I 2,381 I $241.53
ig 8 Palmer  Drive 4983536 Closed i NH-Strafford

I

15 l 2',859 1$270.85
20 20 Ross Road 5020761 Closed NH-Strafford 4 I 3,'034 1$283.78
21 19  Sandy  Brook  Drive 4877437 Closed NH-Strafford 5

l'
I 3,056 ' $222.51  I

22  I 23 Surrey  Lane 4915823 Closed NH-Strafford 4 2,476 $290.18  I
23  ! 5 Sumac  Lane 4901608 Closed NH-Strafford 4 2,556 $236.44  I
24 4 Stonewall  Way 4881631 Closed NH-Strafford 4 3,228

I

$224.44

25 16 Emerson  Road 4908326  IClosed NH-Strafford  i 4 2,839 $237.32

26 33 Mill Road <ssg:izz  IClosed  INH-Strafford  I 5 2,621 $187.80

27 2 Strout  Lane 5004960 IClosed  NH-Strafford I4 2,943 $212.10

28 10 Laurel  Lane 4913090  I I
Closed  i NH-Strafford 3 3,497 $238.78

29 8 Williams  Way 4947182 Closed I NH-Strafford 5 3,012  i $225.10

30  I13 Sumac  Lane 4983177 Closed INH-Strafford 4 , 2,680  I$208.33



, 31
i I
, 6 Deer  Meadow  Road 4992569 ' Closed  l' NH-Strafford 14 II 3,686  I1$226.53

rffi :1 Briaood  Lane 4914205 Closed  ! NH-Strafford .1
I

2,720 $195.63

33 54 Edaewood  Road 4903164 Closed  I' NH-Strafford l,+ I' 2,822 $1S)1.45

134 29 Mill Road 4855757 Closed  I: NH-Strafford

I

5
I

3,763 iI $173.33

lAvg 4

I
2712.38

I
$262.99

Min
3 1888.00 $173.33

Max

II j

5 , 3763.00 $380.93

Med
.1 12661.00 I1$259.65

p-  v  re-vy-  .)  l.S  "  2-61,



Town of Durham, NH

Property Tax Bill Calculation

Owner Christopher D & Alyson K Mueller Fam Rev Trust

PID 118-12

Address 6 Timber Brook Lane

WHAT WAS TAXED

Total Assessed Value 604,000                724,400                

Exemption (solar,)

Value Tax Applied To: 604,000.00           724,400.00           

Credit (veterans,)

Tax Bill#: 119067 120528

PropTax Issue 1
st
 or 2

nd
1 2

Due Date: 7/2/2025 1/12/2026

Paid Date: 7/2/2025 1/8/2026

Tax Rate Applied:

Town 2.875 5.120

County 0.925 1.900

Local School 5.760 10.790

State School 0.605 1.060

Total Rate 10.165 18.870

tax will be roughly 6,139.66            13,669.43          

Resulting in Taxes of:

Town 1,737.00               3,709.00               

County 559.00                  1,376.00               

Local School 3,479.00               7,816.00               

State School 365.00                  768.00                  

Tax Calculated 6,140.00               13,669.00             

Less Credit & 1st Bill

is the Amount Billed: 6,140.00               7,529.00               

Total Assessed Value 604,000                718,000                

Exemption (solar,) -                        -                        

Value Tax Applied To: 604,000.00           718,000.00           

Credit (veterans,) -                        -                        

Tax Bill#: 119067 120528

PropTax Issue 1
st
 or 2

nd
1 2

Due Date: 7/2/2025 1/12/2026

Paid Date: 7/2/2025 1/8/2026

Tax Rate Applied:

Town 2.875 5.120

County 0.925 1.900

Local School 5.760 10.790

State School 0.605 1.060

Total Rate 10.165 18.870

tax will be roughly 6,139.66            13,548.66          

Resulting in Taxes of:

Town 1,737.00               3,676.00               

County 559.00                  1,364.00               

Local School 3,479.00               7,747.00               

State School 365.00                  761.00                  

Tax Calculated 6,140.00               13,548.00             

Less Credit & 1st Bill

is the Amount Billed: 6,140.00               7,408.00               

Difference in Billed-SHB = Abate -                        121.00                  121.00                  = To Be Abated

RSA 76:17-a Rate of Interest Pybl 4.00% 4.00%

Enter Date Town will Payback 6/19/2026 7/10/2026

Number of Days of Interest = 352 183

Interest Payable -                        2.43                      2.43                      = Interest Owed

Less Previously Abated Amount of

Total To Be Abated -                        123.43                  123.43                 

WHAT SHOULD HAVE BEEN TAXED

WHAT SHOULD BE ABATED

118-12 Abatement Calculation_Mueller Mueller



 

 

 
 

 

ABATEMENT RECOMMENDATION 

 

DATE:  June 15, 2026 

 

TOWN OF:  Durham    

 

TO:  Town Council         

 

FROM:  Darcy Freer, CNHA    

 

OWNER: Donna E Vittands Revocable Living Trust 

  72 Piscataqua Road 

       Durham, NH  03824 

          

REPRESENTATIVE: N/A 

 

PROPERTY LOCATION: 72 Piscataqua Road, Durham, NH  03824 

 

PID:  209-73 

 

PROPERTY TAX YEAR(S) APPEALED:  2025 

 

APPLICATION FILING DATE:  3/2/26 

 

INVENTORY FILING DATE (Filing Date April 15th):  N/A 

 

ASSESSMENT APPEALED: $947,700  

        

Municipalities may abate taxes “for good cause shown.” RSA 76:16. Good cause is generally established 

by showing an error in the assessment calculation or a disproportionate assessment. Good cause can also 

be established by showing poverty and inability to pay the tax.  If the abatement application is based on 

disproportionate assessment, the taxpayer has the burden to show how the assessment was 

disproportionate. To carry this burden the taxpayer must show: 

 

a. What the property was worth (market value) on the assessment date. 

 

b. The property’s “equalized assessment” exceeded the property’s market value. To calculate the 

equalized assessment, simply divide the assessment by the municipality’s equalization ratio 

(assessment ÷ ratio). Because a property’s market value is a crucial issue, taxpayers must have 

an opinion of the market value estimate. Obtaining an appraisal or presenting sales of 

comparable properties can show this value estimate. 

   

 

 

   

TOWN OF DURHAM 
8 NEWMARKET ROAD 

DURHAM, NH 03824-2898 
Tel:  603/868-8064 
Fax:  603/868-8033 



                                                    
                                         
REASON FOR APPEAL: The owners have applied for an abatement of their 2025 property taxes 

because they believe the assessment of $1,326,004 is overassessed due to the property’s location along 

the Johnson Creek. The owners submitted a comparative market analysis prepared by Becky Vardell of 

the Aland Realty Group. 

 

ASSESSORS COMMENTS: The subject property consists of a conventional home which is situated on 

12.92 acres of land with 11.17 acres enrolled in current use assessment. It has approximately 2,038’ of 

water frontage. The home was constructed in 2020, has 2,904 sf of living area above and is considered to 

be in overall average condition relative to its age. An inspection of the property occurred on 3/19/26.  

 

The applicant is aggrieved because they believe their property to be located along the Johnson Creek and 

not along the Oyster River. As such, they feel the property value is overassessed. The property was 

inspected on 3/19/2026 and GIS mapping has been thoroughly reviewed. An additional adjustment was 

applied to the first land line to account for the property’s location bordering and into said Creek.  

 

The applicant’s submittal included a Comparative Market Analysis, which determined the value to be 

$1,265,000. After applying the land adjustment, the assessed value of the subject is $1,278,883.  

 

RECOMMENDATION: Based upon the above information, I recommend reducing the overall 

assessments from $1,326,004 to $1,278,883 and granting the abatement for the assessed value differences 

of $47,121. This calculates to an abatement of $907.71 including interest (interest is calculated to a 

repayment date of July 10, 2026, and is subject to change per tax collector). If the taxes have not been 

paid, then no refund or interest is due. 









































































Town of Durham, NH

Property Tax Bill Calculation

Owner Donna E Vittands Rev Liv Trust

PID 209-73

Address 74 Piscataqua Road

WHAT WAS TAXED

Total Assessed Value 931,752                1,326,004             

Exemption (solar,)

Value Tax Applied To: 931,752.00           1,326,004.00        

Credit (veterans,)

Tax Bill#: 119343 120805

PropTax Issue 1
st
 or 2

nd
1 2

Due Date: 7/2/2025 1/12/2026

Paid Date: 7/1/2025 12/30/2025

Tax Rate Applied:

Town 2.875 5.120

County 0.925 1.900

Local School 5.760 10.790

State School 0.605 1.060

Total Rate 10.165 18.870

tax will be roughly 9,471.26            25,021.70          

Resulting in Taxes of:

Town 2,679.00               6,789.00               

County 862.00                  2,519.00               

Local School 5,367.00               14,308.00             

State School 564.00                  1,406.00               

Tax Calculated 9,472.00               25,022.00             

Less Credit & 1st Bill

is the Amount Billed: 9,472.00               15,550.00             

Total Assessed Value 931,752                1,278,883             

Exemption (solar,) -                        -                        

Value Tax Applied To: 931,752.00           1,278,883.00        

Credit (veterans,) -                        -                        

Tax Bill#: 119343 120805

PropTax Issue 1
st
 or 2

nd
1 2

Due Date: 7/2/2025 1/12/2026

Paid Date: 7/1/2025 12/30/2025

Tax Rate Applied:

Town 2.875 5.120

County 0.925 1.900

Local School 5.760 10.790

State School 0.605 1.060

Total Rate 10.165 18.870

tax will be roughly 9,471.26            24,132.52          

Resulting in Taxes of:

Town 2,679.00               6,548.00               

County 862.00                  2,430.00               

Local School 5,367.00               13,799.00             

State School 564.00                  1,356.00               

Tax Calculated 9,472.00               24,133.00             

Less Credit & 1st Bill

is the Amount Billed: 9,472.00               14,661.00             

Difference in Billed-SHB = Abate -                        889.00                  889.00                  = To Be Abated

RSA 76:17-a Rate of Interest Pybl 4.00% 4.00%

Enter Date Town will Payback 6/19/2026 7/10/2026

Number of Days of Interest = 353 192

Interest Payable -                        18.71                    18.71                    = Interest Owed

Less Previously Abated Amount of

Total To Be Abated -                        907.71                  907.71                 

WHAT SHOULD HAVE BEEN TAXED

WHAT SHOULD BE ABATED

209-73 Abatement Calculation_Vittands Vittands



 

 

 
 

 

ABATEMENT RECOMMENDATION 

 

DATE:  June 15, 2026 

 

TOWN OF:  Durham    

 

TO:  Town Council         

 

FROM:  Darcy Freer, CNHA    

 

OWNER: Sheldon Wheeler 

  Shannon Gifford 

  38 Piscataqua Road 

       Durham, NH  03824 

          

REPRESENTATIVE: N/A 

 

PROPERTY LOCATION: 38 Piscataqua Road, Durham, NH  03824 

 

PID: 209-81 

 

PROPERTY TAX YEAR(S) APPEALED:  2025 

 

APPLICATION FILING DATE:  2/27/26 

 

INVENTORY FILING DATE (Filing Date April 15th):  N/A 

 

ASSESSMENT APPEALED: $947,200 

        

Municipalities may abate taxes “for good cause shown.” RSA 76:16. Good cause is generally established 

by showing an error in the assessment calculation or a disproportionate assessment. Good cause can also 

be established by showing poverty and inability to pay the tax.  If the abatement application is based on 

disproportionate assessment, the taxpayer has the burden to show how the assessment was 

disproportionate. To carry this burden the taxpayer must show: 

 

a. What the property was worth (market value) on the assessment date. 

 

b. The property’s “equalized assessment” exceeded the property’s market value. To calculate the 

equalized assessment, simply divide the assessment by the municipality’s equalization ratio 

(assessment ÷ ratio). Because a property’s market value is a crucial issue, taxpayers must have 

an opinion of the market value estimate. Obtaining an appraisal or presenting sales of 

comparable properties can show this value estimate. 

   

 

 

TOWN OF DURHAM 
8 NEWMARKET ROAD 

DURHAM, NH 03824-2898 
Tel:  603/868-8064 
Fax:  603/868-8033 



                   

      
                              
REASON FOR APPEAL: The owner has applied for an abatement of their 2025 property taxes because 

they believe the assessment of $947,200 is disproportionate and substantially exceeds market value. They 

provide an appraisal which reconciles a market value of the property of $650,000.   

 

ASSESSORS COMMENTS: The subject property is a ranch style house constructed in 1950 and has 

2,319 sf of living area above grade. It is situated on 3.30 acres of land with 316’ of water frontage on the 

Oyster River. It is considered to be in very fair condition for its age. The property was inspected on 

3/27/26. 

 

During the inspection, the applicant highlighted all of the major and minor deficiencies of the home. 

These deficiencies are numerous and substantial. They include rodent issues, mold, water damage, 

foundation cracks, roof deflecting/bowing, exterior rot/siding damage, and insulation damage. I applied a 

substantial functional depreciation adjustment of -25 to account for all of these deferred maintenance 

items. In addition to this, corrections were made to the sketch, outbuildings, and interior data points.  

 

The appraisal submitted, along with the extensive other documentation provided by the applicant, has 

been thoroughly and carefully reviewed. The appraiser considers this property to merely have a water 

view as opposed to being a waterfront property. This statement is false and misleading, as this property is 

situated directly on the Oyster River. The appraiser does not utilize any waterfront property sales in their 

analysis. Rather they applied a small “view” adjustment to the comparable properties. As such the 

appraisal ignores a waterfront property sale, which was located directly across the Oyster River from the 

subject. This sale located at 59 Durham Point Road, while it would require adjustments should be 

considered due to its proximity to the subject. Grid below outlines the superficial differences of the two 

properties. Although the subject building is heavily adjusted, not considering waterfront properties in an 

appraisal of the subject does not compensate for the full value of the property. 

 

 Style Grade Age Condition Land Fin 

SF 

LP or SP 

Subject Ranch Avg +10 1950 Fair 3.30ac, 316’ 

WF OR 

2,319  

        

59 Durham 

Point Road 

Ranch Good 1972 V Good 2.53ac, 192’ 

WF OR 

3,271 $1,750,000, 

6/10/24 

 



 

The applicant also provides an equalization analysis of the current assessed value, utilizing the Town’s 

2024 equalization ratio. Even though the 2025 equalization ratio was not available at the time of 

submission, the 2024 equalization ratio cannot be used to adjust the assessment to market value. Per RSA 

76:16-f Abatement; Equalization of Market Value, “…The market value of the property shall be 

equalized at 100 percent in any tax year for which the municipality conducts a full reassessment in 

accordance with RSA 75:1 and RSA 75:8-a.”  

 

RECOMMENDATION: Based upon the above information, I recommend reducing the overall 

assessments from $947,200 to $822,800 and granting the abatement for the assessed value differences of 

$124,400. This calculates to an abatement of $2,394.06 including interest (interest is calculated to a 

repayment date of July 10, 2026, and is subject to change per tax collector). If the taxes have not been 

paid, then no refund or interest is due. 
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FOR  MUNICIPALITY  USE ONLY:

Town  File  No.  : Z S '  5

RSA  76:16  ABATEMENT  APPLICATION  TO  MUNICIPALITY

SECTION  A.  Party(ies)  Applying  (Owner(s)/Taxpayer(s))

Name(s): Sheldon  Wheeler  & Shannon  Gifford

MailillgAddl.eSS,  38 Piscataqua Rd., Durham NH 03824
, 207-557-2400  207-557-2401TelephoneNumbei(s):  (Work)  (Hon'ie')

Note:  If  an abatement  is granted  and taxes  have  been  paid,  interest  011 tlie  abatement  sliall  be paid  in
accordance  witli  RSA  76:17-a.  Any  interest  paid  to tlie  applicant  must  be repoited  by tlie  municipality
to the United  States  Internal  Revenue  Service,  in accordance  witli  federal  law. Prior  to tlie  payi'nent  of
an abatement  witl'i  interest,  tlie  taxpayer  shall  provide  tlie  rmmicipality  witl'i  the applicant's  social
security  number  or federal  tax  identification  number.  Municipalities  shall  treat  tlie  social  security  or
federal  tax  identification  information  as confidential  and exempt  from  a public  information  request
under  RSA  91-A.

SECTION  B.  Party's(ies')  Representative  if  other  than  Person(s)  Applying  (Also  Complete  Section  A)

NAName(s):

Mailing  Address:

Teleplione  Number(s):  (Work) (Hoine)

SECTION  C.  Property(ies)  for  which  Abatement  is Sought

List  tlie  tax  map  and lot  mimber,  tlie  actual  street  address  and town  of  eacli  property  for  whicli  abatement  is
souglit,  a brief  description  of  tl'ie parcel,  and tlie  assessment.

Town  Parcel  ID#  Street  Address/Town   Assessment

209-81 38 Piscataqua  Rd Durham NH Residential  $947,200

1



SECTION  D.  Otlier  Property(ies)

List  other  property(ies)  in tlie  municipality  owned  in tlie  same name(s),  even  if  abatements  for  tlie  other
propeity(ies)  have  not  been  sought.  Tlie  taxpayels  entire  real propeity  estate  must  be considered  in determining
wlietlier  tlie  appealed  propeity(ies)  is (are)  dispropoitionately  assessed.

Town  Parcel  ID# Street  Address/Town Description Assessment

NA

SECTION  E.  Reasons  for  Abatement  Application

RSA  76:16  provides  tl'iat  an abatement  may  be granted  for  "good  cause sl'iown."  "Good  cause"  generally  means:
1) establishing  an assessment  is disproportionate  to market  value  and tlie  municipality's  level  of  assessment;  or
2) establishing  poveity  and inability  to pay tlie  tax. This  form  can be utilized  for  eitlier  basis  of  requesting  an
abateinent.  The  taxpayer  lias the burden  to prove  good  cause  for  an abatemei'it.

1) If  claii'ning  dispropoitionality,  state with  specificity  all the reasons  supporting  your  application.
Statements  SLICII as "taxes  too higl'i;'  "dispropoitionately  assessed"  or "assessment  exceeds  market  value"
are insufficient.  Generally,  specificity  reqriires  tlie  taxpayer  to present  material  on tl'ie following

3.

Note:  If  you  liave  an appraisal  or otlier  documentation,  please  submit  it witli  tliis  application.

2) If  claiming  poveity  or inability  to pay,  state in detail  wliy  abatement  of  taxes  is appropriate  as opposed  to
some  otlier  relief  sucl'i  as relocating,  refinancing  or obtaining  some  alternative  public  assistance.
Ansara  v. City  of  Nasluia,  118  N.H.  879 (1978).

(Attacli  additional  sheets  if  needed.)

See  '1 0-page  attachment,  'Attachment  to Section  E' and  related

artifacts  including  a USPAP-Compliant  retrospective  appraisal  dated 2/27/26

effective  April  I 2025.

2



SECTION  F.  Taxpayer's(s')  Opinion  of  Market  Value

State your  opinion  of  tlie  market  value  of  tlie  propeity(ies)  appealed  as of  April  1 of  tlie  year  under  appeal.

Town  Parcel  ID#  209-81 Appeal  Year  Market  Value  $ 650'000
Town  Parcel  ID# Appeal  Year  Market  Value  $

Explain  tlie  basis  for  your  value  opinion(s).  (Attacli  additional  sheets  if  necessary.)

See  4-page  attachment,  'Attachment  to Section  F'

SECTION  G.  Sales,  Rental  and/or  Assessment  Comparisons

List  tlie  propeities  you  are relying  upon  to sliow  overassessment  of  your  property(ies).  If  you  are appealing  an
income  producing  propeity,  list  tl'ie comparable  rental  properties  and tlieir  rents.
(Attacli  additional  sheets  if  needed.)

Town  Parcel  ID#  Street  Address  Sale Price/Date  of  Sale  Rents  Assessment

See  4-page  attachment,  'Attachment  to Section  G'

SECTION  H,  Certification  by  Party(ies)  Applying

By  signing  below,  tlie  Paity(ies)

acation  l'ias good  faitli  basis,

(s .

3



SECTION  I.  Certification  and  Appearance  by  Representative  (If  Other  Than  Party(ies)  Applying)

By signing  below,  tlie  representative  of  tlie  Paity(ies)  applying  ceitifies  and swears  under  penalties  of
RSA  cl'i.  641:

1. all certifications  in Section  H are true;

2. tlie  Party(ies)  applying  lias (have)  authorized  this  representation  and l'ias (liave)  signed  tliis  application;
and

3. a copy  of  tliis  form  was  sent  to tlie  Paity(ies)  applying.

Date:

(Representative's  Signature)

SECTION  J.  Disposition  of  Application"  (For  Use by  Selectmen/Assessor)

*RSA  75:16,  II states:  tlie  i'nunicipality  "sliall  review  tlie  application  and sliall  grant  or deny  tlie  application  in
writing  by July  1 after  notice  of  tax  date...."

Abateinent  Reqriest:  GRANTED Revised  Assessment:  $ DENIED

Remarks:

Date:

(Selectmei'i/Assessor  Signature) (Selectmen/Assessor  Signature)

(Selectmei'i/Assessor  Signature) (Selectmen/Assessor  Signature)

Rev. 3/12

4



S. Wheeler/S.  Gifford  38 Piscataqua  Rd  Iurliam  NH

ATT  ACHMENT  TO  SECTION  E

Reasons  for  Abatement  Application

RSA  76:16  Abatement  Application  to Municipality

38 Piscataqua Road, Durliam, NH 03824 i Tax Map 209, Lot 81 l Tax Year 2025

Overview

The  applicants,  Slieldon  Wheeler  and  Sl"iannon  Gifford,  claim  disproportionate  assessment  ruider
RSA  76:16.  The  Town  of  Durliam's  2025  assessment  of  $947,200  substantially  exceeds  tlie
property's  fair  market  value  as of  April  1, 2025.  An  independent  retrospective  appraisal  prepared
in  accordance  witli  tlie  Uniform  Standards  of  Professional  Appraisal  Practice  (USPAP),  witli  an
effective  date  of  April  1, 2025,  concludes  a market  value  of  $650,000.  The  assessment  therefore
exceeds  fair  market  value  by  approximately  $297,200,  representing  an overassessment  of  45.7%.

The  applicants  present  evidence  across  all  three  categories  identified  by  tlie  form:  (1)  market  data
supported  by  a professional  appraisal  and  comparable  sales;  (2)  pliysical  data  documenting
significant  physical  deterioration,  deferred  maintenance,  and  external  obsolescence;  and  (3)  level
of  assessment  analysis  demonstrating  disproportionate  treatment  relative  to comparable
properties  and  the  town-wide  assessment  level.

1. Market  Data  -  Professional  Appraisal  Opinion

A  USPAP-compliant  retrospective  appraisal  dated  Febrriary  27,  2026  (effective  date  April  1,
2025)  was  prepared  by  a licensed  appraiser  and  is submitted  witli  tliis  application.  The  appraisal
was  developed  to estimate  the  market  value  of  the  fee  simple  interest  in  the  sribject  propeity  for
property  tax  abatement  purposes,  in  accordance  witli  New  Hampshire  law  (RSA  75:8  and  RSA
76:16).  April  1 represents  the  statutory  assessment  date  for  the 2025  tax  year  in  tlie  Town  of
Durham.

The  appraisal  employed  the  Sales  Comparison  Approach  as the  primary  indicator  of  yalue,
reflecting  the  actions  of  typical  buyers  and  sellers  for  owner-occupied  residential  propeities.
Three  comparable  arm's-length  sales  in  Durham  were  analyzed:

Property Sale Price

82 Piscataqua  Rd (Map  $642,000
209, Lot  72)

23 Riverview  Rd (Map  $750,000
215, Lot  32)

31 Laurel  Ln (Map 117,  $960,000
Lot  39)

Sale Date  i Adjusted
Value

5/31/2024   $560,722

1/31/2025  $650,305

3/18/2025  $726,304

Lower  indicator;  pliysical
differences  reduce weiglit

Greatest  weight;  most

comparable  in design,

size,  utility

Upper  benclu'nark;  superior
quality/condition  reqriire
larger adjustments
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The  adjusted  sale price  range  of  $560,700 to $726,300 reflects  market-supported  adjustments  for
differences  in size,  condition,  location,  and external  influences.  The  appraiser  placed  greatest
weight  on Sale  #2 (23 Riverview  Rd)  due to its overall  similarity  in  design  (ranch  style),  gross
living  area (2,338  sq ft  vs. 2,319  sq ft  for  tl'ie subject),  minimal  adjustment  reqriirements,  and
close  alignment  with  the  subject's  ritility.  Based  on this  analysis,  the Sales  Comparison
Approach  supports  a final  opinion  of  market  value  of  $650,000  as of  April  1, 2025.

2. Physical  Data  -  Condition  and  External  Obsolescence

2a.  Deferred  Maintenance

The  appraisal  documents  significant  deferred  maintenance  reqriiring  an estimated  $80,000 cost-
to-cure.  Observable  conditions  include  ceiling  cracking  and drywall  separation  in tlie  kitclien,
dining  room,  and other  interior  areas,  as well  as other  items  detailed  in  the appraisal  addendum.
Tlie  appraiser's  consolidated  condition  adjustment  of  $80,000 was applied  to each comparable
sale to reflect  the subject's  inferior  condition  relative  to tlie  market-ready  condition  of  those
sales. The  town's  final  assessment  still  does not  appear  to accurately  account  for  this  condition
despite  a modest  revision  to tlie  assessment.

Additional  condition  defects  beyond  the scope  of  the appraisal  further  substantiate  tlie  propeity's
inferior  pliysical  condition  and reduce  its fair  market  value  relative  to comparable  sales.  Tliese
defects  include  structural  compromise  of  the  roof  and forindation  systems,  evidence  of  active
moisture  intrusion  and  mold  contamination,  and large-scale  rodent  damage  to the  building
envelope.

Substantial  Roof  Structural  Deficiency  -  Ridge  Line  Deflection  and  Roof-to-Sill
Separation:

The  property  exliibits  substantial  deflection  of  the  roof  ridge  line,  indicating  structural
compromise  of  tlie  roof  framing  system.  Additionally,  considerable  fractures  are evident  across
the concrete  garage  forindation,  and  tl'iere  is visible  deflection  of  the roof  line  wliere  it meets  tlie
sill  plate,  suggesting  possible  settlement,  forindation  failure,  or inadeqriate  roof  suppoit.  Tliese
conditions  indicate  potential  failures  of  the structural  suppoit  systems  that  bear  vertical  loads.
Ridge  line  deflection  and  roof-to-sill  separation  are serious  red flags  in  residential  property
evaluation,  as they  suggest  either  settlement  of  tlie  foy'tndation,  deterioration  of  structural  framing
members,  or failure  of  the load-bearing  coi'inections  between  the roof  system  and  the forindation.
Remediation  of  roof  structural  deflection  typically  requires  strrictural  engineering  assessment,
possible  sistering  or replacement  of  compromised  framing  members,  and foundation  stabilization
or repair.  Depending  on the  extent  of  the structural  compromise,  professional  remediation  can
range  from  $8,000  to $35,000  or more.  For  residential  byiyers,  yisible  strrictural  deflection  of  roof
lines  is a critical  safety  and  stability  concern  that  materially  impacts  purchase  decisions  and
propeity  value.

Concrete  Foundation  Fractures  and  Structural  Separation:

The  considerable  fractures  evident  in  tlie  concrete  garage  forindation,  coupled  witli  the roof  line
deflection  at the sill,  indicate  active  or developing  structural  distress.  Forindation  cracks  can
result  from  settlement,  frost  lieave,  poor  drainage,  or original  construction  defects.  Depending  on
their  location,  width,  and  orientation,  forindation  cracks  may  indicate  cosmetic  issues  or serious
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structural  problems  reqriiring  remediation.  Repair  of  significant  forindation  cracks  typically
involves  professional  assessment,  possible  installation  of  structural  repair  systems  (carbon  fiber
reinforcement,  epoxy  injection,  or concrete  patcliing),  and possible  underpinning  or foundation
stabilization.  Structural  forindation  repairs  typically  cost  $5,000  to $25,000  or more,  depending
on the extent  and cause  of  the cracking.  The  presence  of  both  roof  structural  deflection  and
foundation  cracking  suggests  systemic  structural  distress  affecting  the integrity  of  tlie  building.

Mold  Contamination  in Bathroom  and  Attic  -  Poor  Ventilation:

The  propeity  exliibits  evidence  of  mold  growtl'i  in botli  bathroom  and attic  areas,  indicating
moisture  accumulation  resulting  from  inadeqriate  ventilation  or moisture  control  systems.
Batl'iroom  mold  typically  results  from  excessive  moisture  witliout  adeqriate  exharist  ventilation;
attic  mold  indicates  roof  leaks,  inadequate  attic  ventilation,  or condensation  accumulation.  Mold
contamination  is a material  health  and safety  concern  affecting  indoor  air  quality  and posing
potential  respiratory  hazards  to occupants.  Remediation  of  mold  requires  identification  and
correction  of  tlie  moisture  source,  professional  mold  remediation  (removal  and sanitization  of
affected  materials),  and installation  or repair  of  ventilation  systems  (batl'iroom  exhaust  to
exterior,  attic  ventilation,  or dehumidification).  Depending  on the extent  of  mold  contamination,
remediation  typically  ranges  from  $2,000 to $10,000  or more.  Beyond  direct  remediation  costs,
the presence  of  mold  is a material  disclosure  item  that  substantially  affects  buyer  perception  and
marketability;  briyers  routinely  demand  price  reductions  or reqriest  seller  remediation  as a
condition  of  purcliase.  Mold-affected  properties  experience  significant  market  resistance  and
reduced  buyer  confidence.

Large-Scale  Rodent  Penetration  -  Siding  Damage  Covered  by  Wire  Mesh  and  Plywood:

The  propeity  exhibits  large-scale  rodent  penetration  damage  to exterior  siding,  with  evidence  of
compromised  siding  sections  that  liave  been  temporarily  covered  or patclied  with  wire  mesli  and
plywood.  The  presence  of  protective  coverings  (mesli  and plywood)  indicates  that  tlie  rinderlying
rodent  damage  was significant  enough  to require  temporatay  closure  to prevent  continued  animal
entry  and  weather  infiltration.  Tliis  condition  evidences  an extensive  pest  problem  that  lias
caused  material  strrictural  damage  to the building  envelope.  Large-scale  rodent  damage  to siding
typically  results  from  prolonged  infestation  and can  compromise  tlie  strrictural  integrity  of  the
wall  system,  create  patliways  for  moisture  infiltration,  and allow  continued  pest  entry  despite
temporary  patching.  Permanent  remediation  reqriires  replacement  of  damaged  siding  sections,
structural  repair  or replacement  of  compromised  framing  members  (if  rodents  have  cl'iewed
througl'i  structural  wood),  rodent  exclusion  measures,  and professional  pest  control.  Depending
on tlie  extent  of  rodent  damage  and the  munber  of  affected  siding  sections,  compreliensiye
remediation  typically  costs  $8,000 to $20,000 or more.  Tlie  presence  of  temporary  patches  (mesli
and  plywood)  is visible  evidence  of  structural  compromise;  buyers  routinely  perceiye  such
temporary  repairs  as red flags  indicating  ui'iresolved,  ongoing  problems.  Properties  with  visible
temporary  patches  for  rodent  damage  experience  significant  market  resistance.

Woodpecker  Infestation  and  Structural  Damage  to Exterior  Siding:

In addition  to large-scale  rodent  damage,  tlie  property  exhibits  extensive  woodpecker  damage  to
the exterior  siding,  witli  over  50 holes  completely  penetrating  the siding  material.  These  holes
represent  both  aesthetic  defacement  and functional  compromise  of  the building  envelope.
Woodpecker  damage  of  tliis  magnitude  indicates  a longstanding  infestation  problem,  reqriiring
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immediate  remediation  of  both  tlie  pest  infestation  and structural  repair  or replacement  of
affected  siding  sections.  Replacement  of  extensive  exterior  siding  damaged  by  woodpecker
activity  typically  requires  contractor  costs  of  $5,000  to $15,000  or more,  depending  on the extentof  the damage  and siding  material  specifications.  The  presence  of  numerous  throrigh-holes  in thesiding  also creates  moisture  infiltration  risk,  potentially  leading  to additional  water  damage  andstructural  deterioration  inside  the  exterior  wall  cavities.

Active  Rodent  and  Mole  Infestation  (Moles  and  Mice):

The  propeity  is affected  by active  infestation  of  moles  and mice,  creating  botli  l'iealtli  and
habitability  concerns.  Rodent  and  mole  infestations  reqriire  professional  remediation  and mayresult  in  fecal  contamination  of  insulation,  wall  cavities,  and attic  spaces,  creating  indoor  airqriality  conceriis  and potential  health  liazards  to occupants.  Remediation  of  rodent  and mole
infestations  typically  requires  professional  pest  control  services  followed  by exchision  measures,sanitization  of  affected  areas,  and  possible  replacement  of  contaminated  insulation.  These
remedial  activities  typically  cost  $2,000  to $8,000  or more  for  compreliensive  treatment.  Thepresence  of  active  infestation  at the time  of  any sale materially  affects  buyer  perception  and
worild  be a material  disclosure  reqriirement,  negatively  impacting  marketability  and buyer
confidence  in tlie  property's  overall  condition.

Water  Damage  Near  Chimney  with  Sheetrock  Bleeding  Through:

Recent  water  damage  is evident  near  the chimney,  with  visible  evidence  of  water  penetration
manifestirig  as discoloration  and  material  degradation  ("bleeding  throrigli")  of  interior  slieetrock.
Tliis  condition  indicates  active  or recent  moisture  intrusion,  likely  resulting  from  deterioration  ofcliimney  flasliing,  roof-to-chimney  interface,  or tlie  cliimney  structure  itself.  Water  damage  nearchimneys  is a serious  defect  tliat  requires  investigation  and  remediation  of  tlie  water  intrusion
source  (roof  and flashing  repair  or cliimney  repointing),  removal  and  replacement  of  water-
damaged  slieetrock  and  insulation,  and  potential  mold  remediation.  Depending  on the extent  ofmoisture  infiltration  and any associated  mold  contamination,  comprehensive  repair  of  a chimney
water  intrusion  problem  typically  ranges  from  $3,000  to $12,000  or more.  Tlie  presence  of  actiyemoisture  intrusion  also  poses  ongoing  risk  of  structural  damage,  mold  growth,  and  interior  airqriality  degradation.  For  a residential  buyer,  evidence  of  active  water  damage  is a significant  redflag  affecting  botli  safety  perception  and confidence  in tl'ie property's  structural  integrity.

Collectively,  these  deferred  maintenance  and pliysical  condition  defects  substantially  reduce  tliesubject  propeity's  fair  market  value  relative  to tl'ie market-ready  condition  of  comparable  sales.
Tlie  defects  encompass:  (1) structural  compromise  of  roof  and foundation  systems;  (2)  active
mold  contamination  indicating  moisture  intrusion  and  ventilation  failure;  (3)  large-scale  rodent
damage  with  visible  temporary  patclies;  (4)  extensive  woodpecker  infestation;  and (5)  active
rodent  and  mole  infestation.  The  estimated  remediation  costs  for  these  defects  range  from
$35,000 to $125,000 or more,  sribstantially  exceeding  the $80,000  deferred  maintenance
adjustment  documented  in  the appraisal.  In appraisal  practice,  market  participants  typically  apply
significant  downward  adjustments  or resistance  to prircliase  for  properties  exhibiting  structural
defects,  active  mold  contamination,  visible  pest  damage  (including  temporary  patches),  active
infestations,  and active  water  damage.  Tliese  conditions  would  not  typically  be present  in
properties  selected  as market  comparables,  as SIICII properties  are risually  in  reasonably  sound
structural  condition  at tlie  time  of  sale. The  presence  of  multiple  concurrent  defects  of  this
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magnitude  at 38 Piscataqria  Road-inctuding  structural  compromise  that  affects  property  safety
and  liabitability-furtlier  supports  the  conclusion  that  tlie  property's  current  assessment  of

$947,200 substantially  exceeds  its  fair  market  value  of  $650,000 and  represents  a
disproportionate  overassessment  rinder  RSA  76:16.

2b. External  Obsolescence  -  Incurable  Factors

The  property  is affected  by multiple  external  obsolescence  factors  that  are incurable  and
permanent,  beyond  the  control  of  the  propeity  owner:

ProximUy  to Sewage  Plant  (Municipal  Wastewater  Treatment  Facility)

The  subject  property  is located  in  immediate  proximity  to the  Durliam  Municipal  Wastewater
Treatment  Facility,  situated  at 50 Piscataqua  Road,  separated  by a single  intervening  parcel.  The
facility  is approximately  170  feet  from  tlie  subject  propeity  borindary  as sliown  on Durham  Tax
Map  209  (Spring  2025  revision).  This  facility  operates  rinder  NPDES  Permit  NHO100455  and
General  Permit  Autliorization  NHG590003-2024,  issued  by  tlie  U.S.  Envirorunental  Protection
Agency,  Region  1. Per  facility  Discliarge  Monitoring  Reports  (DMR  data  NHO100455-2024),  the
permitted  rolling  aiuuial  average  discharge  is 2.5 million  gallons  per  day  (MGD),  with  observed
median  monthly  averages  of  O.85 MGD,  median  daily  maximums  of  1.235  MGD,  and  observed
daily  maximums  reacliing  3.2  MGD.  Tlie  facility's  effluent  discharge  pipe  is located  within
approximately  100  yards  of  tlie  property.  Tliis  proximity  creates  tangible  foul  odor,  visual
impact,  envirorunental  perception  issues,  and  market  stigma.  Market  participants  demonstrate
sensitivity  to adjacency  to municipal  ritility  facilities,  particularly  a wastewater  treatment  facility,
for  residential  riverfront  properties.  The  appraisal  recognizes  this  factor  as contributing  to
external  obsolescence.

Heavily  Traveled  Roadway

Tlie  propeity  is located  on  the  Piscataqria  Road/Rorite  4 corridor,  a heavily  traveled  roadway.
The  driveway  entrance  is situated  at the  imi'nediate  end  of  an uphill  merge  onto  Rorite  4, wliere
accelerating  vehicles  produce  elevated  engine  noise  as RPMs  increase  on  tlie  grade.  Traffic-
related  noise,  exhaust,  and  reduced  privacy  are external  influences  tliat  diminish  tl'ie residential
appeal  of  tlie  site  relative  to comparable  properties  on qriieter  residential  streets.

Aircrafl  Ovedlight

The  property  lies  under  established  approacli  and  departure  flight  patlis  associated  with
Portsmouth  International  Airpoit  at Pease.  Published  Noise  Exposure  Maps  (NEM  Figures  4-5
and  4-8, Harris  Miller  Miller  &  Hanson  Inc.,  July  2014)  identify  tliis  area  as sribject  to periodic
aircraft  overfliglit  activity.  Tlie  propeity  falls  rinder  two  primary  air  traffic  control  tracks  (JWWI
and  TNWI).  Jet  noise  is substantial  during  operations,  materially  affecting  oritdoor  enjoyment  of
tlie  propeity.

Limited  Waterfroiit  Utility

The  Oyster  River  adjacent  to tlie  propeity  lias  experienced  severe  and  progressive  siltation
worsening  since  at least  1998,  rendering  it  largely  non-navigable.  The  estuary  is listed  on  the
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New  Ha'inpshire  303(d)  impaired  waters  list  (NHDES  Repoit  R-WD-20-14).  Tlie  EPA  liasidentified  nitrogen  loading  from  wastewater  treatment  facilities,  including  Durliam's,  asexceeding  the  assimilative  capacity  of  Great  Bay  (Great  Bay  Total  Nitrogen  General  Permit,2020).  Eelgrass  coverage  declined  37%  between  1990  and  2008  and  has disappeared  entirelyfrom  tidal  rivers.  The  '[JNH  Crew  Team  largely  abandoned  tl'ie Oyster  River  in  2014  due  toinadequate  water  depth.  As  of  the  April  1, 2025  assessment  date,  the  property's  dock  structureshad  been  removed  due  to disrepair  -  the  docks  liad  deteriorated  beyond  serviceable  conditionover  decades  of  rise.  A  downstream  mooring  has  also  been  lost,  likely  swept  away  by  ice.Effective  watercraft  access  is limited  to approximately  two  horirs  on either  side  of  higli  tide  usinga small  skiff.  These  conditions  substantially  diminish  tlie  waterfront  amenity  tliat  the  property'sassessment  appears  to reflect.

Grinder  Pump  Sewer  System

While  the  property  is connected  to municipal  sewer,  service  is provided  via  an individual  grinderpump  (pressure  sewer  system)  ratlier  than  a conventional  gravity  connection.  Grinder  pru'npsystems  rely  on  mechanical  components  and  electrical  operation,  require  periodic  maintenanceand  eventual  replacement,  and  may  be perceived  by  market  participants  as less desirable  tliangravity  sewer  connections.  The  propeity  owner  l'ias experienced  recurring  operational  issues,,including  a prior  system  malfunction  resulting  in  interior  sewage  backrip  and  subsequent  pumpoverhaul/repair.  Ongoing  issues  witl'i  water  and/or  sewer  backflow  into  the  holding  tank  result  innear-constant  operation  of  tlie  grinder  primp  and  higlier  than  expected  ritility  costs.  These  issueshave  been  the  subject  of  con'imunications  with  the  Durliam  Public  Works  Department  and  remainunresolyed,

Mxinicipal  Regulatory  Restrictions  on  Land  Use

The  subject  propeity  is further  affected  by  existing  and  proposed  municipal  regulatoryrestrictions  that  limit  the  use  and  enjoyment  of  the  land.  Tlie  property  is located  within  Iurham'sexisting  Shoreland  Protection  Overlay  District  (Aiticle  XIV  of  the  Durham  Zoning  Ordinance),wliich  imposes  setback,  vegetation  management,  and  development  restrictions  on  land  within250  feet  of  the  Oyster  River  reference  line  pursuant  to RSA  483-B  (Shoreland  Water  QualityProtection  Act).

Additionally,  the  Durham  Conservation  Commission  lias  endorsed  a proposed  Wetland  andShoreland  Overlay  District  (WSOD),  dated  May  27,  2025,  which  worild  significantly  expandthese  restrictions.  The  proposed  ordinance  would  establisli  a 330-foot  buffer  from  the  referenceline  for  all  tidal  waters,  including  tlie  tidal  portion  of  tlie  Oyster  River  adjacent  to the  subjectproperty.  Witliin  this  buffer,  the  proposed  ordinance  would  prohibit  tlie  creation  of  new  lawns  orlandscaped  areas  (except  within  15 feet  of  tlie  principal  building),  proliibit  mowing  of  existinglawns  within  30 feet  of  tlie  reference  line,  proliibit  the  application  of  feitilizers  and  pesticides,and  restrict  the  removal  of  trees  and  groundcover.  Tl'ie  proposed  ordinance  worild  also  restrict  orprohibit  i'iew  construction,  expansion  of  building  footprints,  and  subdivision  within  tlie  330-footbuffer.  No  areas  within  the  buffer  may  be counted  toward  minimum  lot  size  or densityrequirements,  and  new  septic  systems  must  be set  back  at least  150  feet  fron"i  the  reference  line.The  practical  effect  for  tlie  subject  propeity  -  a 3.3-acre  parcel  on  the  tidal  Oyster  River  -  is
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that  the  proposed  WSOD  would  substantially  limit  tlie  property's  development  potential  to its

existing  footprint.

Tliese  existing  and  proposed  regulatory  burdens  are external  factors  beyond  the property  owner's

control  that  affect  marketability  and  shohild  be considered  in  e'valuating  whether  the current

assessment  reflects  fair  market  value.

3. Level  of  Assessment  -  Disproportionality  Analysis

Durham  conducted  a 2025  statistical  revaluation,  in conjunction  with  Whitney  Consulting

Group,  LLC,  intended  to bring  assessments  to 100%  of  fair  market  value  as of  April  1, 2025.

Durham's  most  recent  equalization  ratio  published  by the  NH  Department  of  Revemie

Administration  is 82.5%  (2024).  The  following  analysis  demonstrates  that  the subject  property's

assessment  is dispropoitionate  relative  to comparable  properties  and  tlie  town-wide  level  of

assessment.

3a.  Assessment-to-Sale  Ratios  of  Comparable  Properties

Comparing  the 2025  town  assessments  of  tlie  comparable  properties  to tlieir  actual  arm's-length

sale prices  reveals  tlie  following  ratios:

82 Piscataqua  Rd

23 Riverview  Rd

31 Laurel  Ln

$685,600

$77 4,200

$796,800

38 Piscataqua  Rd (Subject)  $947,200

$750,000  103.2%  +3.2%

$960,000  83.0% -17.0%

$650,000  145.7%  +45.7%

Tlie  syibject  propeity's  assessment-to-'value  ratio  of  145.7%  far  exceeds  any  comparable

property's  ratio,  and vastly  exceeds  the 100%  target  of  tlie  2025  revaluation.  Tlie  spread  between

tlie  subject  (145.7%)  and 31 Laurel  Lane  (83.0%)  is over  62 percentage  points  -  a stark

illustration  of  disproportionate  treatment  within  tlie  same  municipality  and  tlie  same  revaluation

cycle.

Tlie  31 Laurel  Lane  sale  is paiticularly  probative:  it sold  for  $960,000  on Marcli  18, 2025  -  just

14 days  before  the April  1 assessment  date  -  yet  is assessed  at only  $796,800,  wliile  tlie  subject

property  is assessed  at $947,200  despite  tlie  appraisal  sliowing  it is worth  $297,200 less than the
Laurel  Lane  property  sold  for.

3b.  How  Assessment  Methodology  Compounds  Overvaluation

The  New  Hampsliire  Depaitment  of  Revemie  Administration  publishes  aru'uial  eqrialization  ratios

for  each  municipality  to measure  liow  riniformly  properties  are assessed  relative  to fair  market

value.  Durham's  2024  equalization  ratio  is 82.5%,  meaning  that  across  the  town  as a whole,

propeities  are assessed  at approximately  82.5%  of  tlieir  fair  market  value.  Tl'iis  ratio  represents

tlie  statistical  median  assessment-to-value  ratio  and  is publislied  as a quality-control  mechanism.

The  equalization  ratio  can  be inveited  to reveal  the  implied  fair  market  value  (100%)  of  any

assessed  propeity.  For  the subject  property,  applying  the equalization  ratio  formula  (assessment
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S. Wheeler/S.  Gifford  38 Piscataqria  Rd  Durliam  NH

-'- equalization  ratio)  demonstrates  how  tlie  town's  assessment  methodology,  wlien  applied  to this

property,  compounds  tlie  overvaluation:

Town  Assessment:  $947,200

Equalization  Ratio:  0.825  (82.5%)

Implied  Fair  Market  Value:  $947,200  *  0.825  = $1,148,121

The  town's  assessment  of  $947,200  implies  a fair  market  value  of  $1,148,121. However,  the

independent  appraisal  establishes  tlie  actual  fair  market  valtie  at only  $650,000. Tl'iis  means  tlie

town  has assessed  tlie  propeity  at a value  that  exceeds  the independently  appraised  fair  market

valrie  by  $498,121, or 76.6%.  This  enormoris  gap reveals  a critical  flaw  in  tlie  town's  assessment

metliodology.

Understanding  tl'ie meclianism  of  this  overvaluation  reveals  how  the town's  assessment

methodology  compounds  tl'ie problem:  The  equalization  ratio  of  82.5%  represents  the median

ratio  across  Durliam  properties.  This  ratio  indicates  that,  on average,  the  town  assesses  properties

at roughly  82.5%  of  fair  market  value.  However,  the  subject  property  and the comparables

demonstrate  that  tlie  town  is not  assessing  riniformly:

31 Laurel  Lane  (sold  March  18,  2025  for  $960,000)  is assessed  at $796,800  = 83.0%  of  sale

price

a 23 Riverview  Road  (sold  January  31, 2025  for  $750,000)  is assessed  at $774,200  = 103.2%  of

sale  price

82 Piscataqria  Road  (sold  May  31, 2024  for  $642,000)  is assessed  at $685,600  = 106.8%  of  sale

price

a 38 Piscataqua  Road  (subject,  appraised  at $650,000)  is assessed  at $947,200  = 145.7%  of

appraised  vahie

The  town's  assessment  methodology  comporuids  the overvaluation  throrigh  the interaction  of

two  factors:  First,  the town  applied  its waterfront  designation  and categorical  premium  to tliis

property  withorit  regard  for  the  actual  condition  and  ritility  of  tlie  waterfront  (as detailed  in

Section  3c). This  inflated  tlie  land  assessment  to $630,400,  nearly  double  that  of  comparable

properties.  Second,  liaving  inflated  tlie  land  value  throrigh  tliis  categorical  approacli,  the town

tlien  applied  additional  building  and structure  values  tliat  do not  reflect  the actual  condition

defects  documented  in Section  2a (structural  defects,  pest  damage,  water  damage,  and  mold).

The  result  is a combined  assessment  that  is both  categorically  inflated  (by  waterfront

classification)  and individually  inflated  (by  failure  to properly  accorint  for  tlie  mu'nerous

condition  defects).

This  two-fold  metliodology  failure  is reflected  in the  assessment-to-value  disparity:  tlie  subject

propeity's  assessment-to-value  ratio  of  145.7%  stands  62.7  percentage  points  above  the best-

comparable  (31 Laurel  Lane  at 83.0%).  This  enormoris  gap cannot  be explained  by  differences  in

propeity  type,  size,  or market  conditions-all  three  comparables  sold  in  tlie  same market  and

time  period  as the  April  1, 2025  assessment  date. Tlie  gap reflects  the town's  categorical

application  of  a waterfront  premirim  withorit  regard  to actual  waterfront  utility,  combined  with
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S. Wlieeler/S.  Gifford  38 Piscataqua  Rd  Durham  NH

the failure  to apply  appropriate  condition  adjustments  for  the  severe  physical  defects  present  at
the sribject  property.

The  equalization  ratio  analysis  demonstrates  that  the town's  assessment  methodology,  when
applied  to this  property,  yields  an implied  fair  market  value  ($1,148,121)  tliat  is 76.6% higlier
than  the independently  appraised  value  ($650,000).  Tliis  striking  discrepancy  reveals  tliat the
town's  metliodology  lias compounded  tlie  overvaluation  through  categorical  classification
choices  (waterfront  premiru'n)  and  failure  to properly  accorint  for  the property's  actual  condition.
The  assessment  stands  as botli  categorically  inflated  and insufficiently  adjusted  for  documented
physical  defects,  resulting  in  a disproportionate  overassessment  under  RSA  76:16.

Applying  the  town's  own  eqrialization  ratio  standard  to the independently  appraised  fair  market
value  reveals  tlie  scale  of  the overassessment.  If  a reasonable  assessor  had  applied  Durham's
standard  82.5%  eqrialization  ratio  to tl'ie appraised  value  of  $650,000,  the expected  assessment
worild  be:

Expected  Assessment:  $650,000  X O.825  = $536,250

Instead,  the  town  assessed  the propeity  at $947,200  -an  excess  of  $410,950 above what the
town's  own  metliodology  sliould  liave  produced.  Tliis  $410,950  overassessment  (76.6%  above
the reasonable  expectation)  demonstrates  that  the town's  methodology  has systematically
inflated  the assessment  throrigh  categorical  waterfront  classification  applied  withorit  regard  to
actual  waterfront  utility,  combined  witli  failure  to properly  account  for  the substantial  physical
defects  documented  in  Section  2a. A  reasonable  assessor,  applying  tlie  town's  own  eqrialization
ratio  to the independently  appraised  fair  market  value,  would  haye  assessed  this  property  at
$536,250-not  $947,200. Tlie  town's  depaitrire  from  tliis  reasonable  standard, by $410,950,
constitutes  clear  and convincing  evidence  of  disproportionate  overassessment  ruider  RSA  76:16.

3c. Waterfront  Premium  Applied  Without  Regard  to Actual  Waterfront  Utility

The  town's  assessment  assigns  tlie  subject  property  a land  use classification  of
"SFRACAPTWF"  (single  family  witli  accessory  apartment,  waterfront),  resulting  in  a land
assessment  of  $630,400  -  nearly  double  tlie  land  assessment  of  any comparable  property.  The
land  assessments  of  the  three  comparable  propeities  are $228,600 (82 Piscataqua  Road),
$338,400 (23 Riverview  Road),  ai'id $320,200 (31 Larirel  Lane)  -  none  of  which  carry a
waterfront  designation.

The  waterfront  premium  embedded  in tlie  subject's  land  classification  does  not  reflect  the actual
condition  or ritility  of  the waterfront.  As documented  in Section  2b, tlie  Oyster  River  frontage  is
severely  compromised  by  progressive  siltation,  non-navigability,  loss  of  dock  structures  due to
disrepair,  loss  of  a mooring,  and  limited  tidal  access.  Tlie  assessment  methodology  applies  a full
waterfront  premium  to a waterfront  tliat  is functionally  impaired,  producing  a land  value  that  is
dispropoitionate  to botli  the land's  actual  contributory  vatue  and  the  treatment  of  comparable
properties  witliin  the san'ie municipality.

The  town's  assessment  methodology  appears  to apply  a categorical  waterfront  premirim  based  on
classification  rather  tlian  an evaluation  of  actual  waterfront  utility.  This  results  in  a land
assessment  that  is disproportionate  to the land's  actual  contributory  valrie  and iriconsistent  with
the treatment  of  comparable  propeities-both  with  and  witliorit  waterfront  views.
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Supporting  Documentation  Submitted

Tlie  following  documents  are submitted  in  support  of  tliis  application:

Independent  USPAP-compliant  retrospective  appraisal  (effective  date  April  1, 2025)

including  Property  condition  photographs  documenting  significant  and  material

deficiencies.

Comparable  property  assessment  records  from  Iurliam's  VGSI  assessor  database

NPDES  Permit  NHO100455  and  General  Permit  Authorization  NHG590003-2024  (U.S.
EPA,  Region  1)

Discharge  Monitoring  Report  data  NHO100455-2024

Portsmoutli  International  Airport  at Pease  Noise  Exposure  Maps  (NEM  Figures  5-7 and

4-8,  Harris  Miller  Miller  &  Hanson  Inc.,  July  2014)

Durham  Tax  Map  209  (Spring  2025  revision)  showing  proximity  to wastewater  treatment

facility

Town  of  Durliam  municipal  assessment  records-38  Piscataqua  Rd

Deed  records  (Strafford  Corinty  Registry  of  Deeds)

Sheldon  Wheeler  &  Shannon  Gifford

38 Piscataqua  Rd.,  Durham,  NH  03824

(207)  557-2400  / (207)  557-2401
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ATTACHMENT TO SECTION F l Taxpayer's Opinion of Market Value 38 Piscataqcia Road, Durham, NH 03824 i TaxMap 209, Lot 81 Tax Year  2025

ATT  ACHMENT  TO SECTION  F
Taxpayer's  Opinion  of  Market  Value

RSA  76.' 16  Abatement  Application  to Municipality

38 Piscataqua  Road, Durham,  NH 03824 l Tax Map 209, Lot 81 l Tax Year 2025

209-81 2025 $650,000 $947,200

The  taxpayers,  Sheldon  Wheeler  and  Shannon  Gifford,  state  their  opinion  of market  value  for  38 Piscataqua  Road
as $650,000  as of  April  1, 2025.  The  Town  or Durham's  2025  assessment  of $947,200  exceeds  this figure by
$297,200, representing  an overassessment  of approximately  45.7%. The basis for this opinion is set forth below
across  three  analytical  frameworks:  (1) an independent  professional  appraisal;  (2) equalization  ratio  analysis
using  the town's  own  published  ratio;  and  (3) a comparative  assessment-to-sale-price  analysis  of  the three
comparable  properties  relied  upon  in the  appraisal.

'1. Independent  Professional  Appraisal

A USPAP-compliant  retrospective  appraisal  dated  February  27, 2026  (effective  date  April  '1, 2025)  was  prepared
by a licensed  appraiser  and  is submitted  with  this  application.  The  appraisal  was  developed  to estimate  the
market  value  of the  fee  simple  interest  in 38 Piscataqua  Road  for  property  tax  abatement  purposes,  in
accordance  with  New  Hampshire  law  (RSA  75:8  and  RSA  76:16).  April  1 is the  statutory  assessment  date  for  the
2025  tax  year  in the  Town  of Durham.

The  appraisal  employed  the  Sales  Comparison  Approach  as the primary  indicator  or value,  reflecting  the actions
of  typical  buyers  and  sellers  for  owner-occupied  residential  properties  in Durham.  Three  arm's-length  sales  were
analyzed:

The adjusted  sale price range of $560,700  to $726,300  reflects market-supported  adjustments  for differences  in
gross  living  area,  design,  condition,  location,  and  external  influences.  The  appraiser  placed  greatest  weight  on
Sale  #2 (23 Riverview  Rd)  due  to its overall  similarity  in design  (ranch  style),  gross  living  area  (2,338  sq ft vs.
2,319  sq ft for  the subject),  minimal  adjustment  requirements,  and  close  alignment  with  the  subject's  utility. The
adjusted price  for  Sale  #2 is $650,305.  The  Sales  Comparison  Approach  supports  a final opinion of market value
of  $650,000  as of April  'l, 2025.

2. Equalization  Ratio  Analysis

The  Town  of  Durham's  2024  equalization  ratio,  as published  by the New  Hampshire  Department  of Revenue
Administration  (DRA)  and  confirmed  on the  Town  of Durham  Assessing  Department's  website

Page 1 i Wheeler & Gifford v. Town of Dcii-ham i RSA 76:16 Abatement -  Tax Year 2025



ATTACHMENT  TO SECTION F l Taxpayer's  Opinion  of Market  Value  38 Piscataqua Road, Durham, NH 03824 i TaxMap  209,  Lot 81 Tax Year  2025

(ci.durham.nh.us/assessing),  is 82.5%. The equalization  ratio represents  the statistical  median  relationship
between  assessed  values  and actual  fair market  values  across  all qualifying  sales  in the municipality.  Durham
conducted  a 2025  statistical  revaluation,  in conjunction  with Whitney  Consulting  Group, LLC, intended  to reflect
property  values  as of April 1, 2025.

2a. Equalized  Assessment  of  the  Subject  Property

As the abatement  application  instructions  specify,  the equalized  assessment  is calculated  by dividing  the town
assessment  by the equalization  ratio (assessment  + ratio). For the subject  property:

'a!!!!fft!'#)'!lMfflW!m!! W!?-!!!m!m!a!!lWffilf
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Town  Assessment $947,200

Equalization  Ratio  (2024  DRA) 82.5%

Equalized  Assessment  ($947,200 + 0.825) $1,148,121

Independently  Appraised  Market  Value $650,000

Excess  of  Equalized  Assessment  over
Market  Value

+$498,121 (76.6%)

The town's  assessment  of $947,200  implies  a fair market  value  of $1,148,121  when  the equalization  ratio is
applied. The independently  appraised  market  value  is only $650,000.  The equalized  assessment  therefore
exceeds  appraised  market  value  by $498,121  or 76.6%  --- confirming  disproportionate  assessment  under  RSA76:16.

2b. Expected  Assessment  Applying  Town's  Own  Standard

Conversely,  applying  Durham's  own 82.5%  equalization  ratio to the independently  appraised  market  value
produces  the assessment  figure  that the town's  own methodology  should  have generated:

ftM!@Ill!!!?W:W!Me!=N!!lWWal!!#U!b)li!!M!!tW!!!Iffl!i!ltilJ!1
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Independently  Appraised  Market  Value $650,000

Equalization  Ratio  (82.5%) X O.825

Expected  / Reasonable  Assessment $536,250

Actual  Town  Assessment $947,200

Overassessment  above  Reasonable
Standard

+$410,950 (76.6% eXCeS8)

Applying  the town's  own equalization  ratio standard  to the independently  appraised  fair market  value  of $650,000
yields  an expected  assessment  of $536,250.  The town instead  assessed  the property  at $947,200  --- an excess
of $410,950  above  what  the town's  own methodology  should  have produced.  A reasonable  assessor,  applying
the standard  equalization  ratio to the independently  appraised  value,  would  have assessed  this property  at
$536,250  --- not $947,200.  The town's  departure  from this standard  by $410,950  constitutes  clear  and convincing
evidence  of disproportionate  overassessment  under  RSA 76:16.
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Map  209,  Lot 81 Tax Year  2025

3. Comparative  Assessment-to-Sale  Ratio  Analysis

Comparing  the 2025 town assessments  of the three  comparable  properties  used in the appraisal  against  their
actual arm's-length  sale prices  reveals  the systemic  disparity  between  the subject  and every comparable:

82 Piscataqua  Rd

23 Riverview  Rd

31 Laurel  Ln

38 Piscataqua  Rd

(Subject)

$685 600

$77 4,200

$796,800

$947,200

$642,000

$750 000

$960,000

$650,000

106.8%

103.2%

83.0%

145.7%

-17.0%

+45.7%

The subject  property's  assessment-to-value  ratio of 145.7%  far exceeds  any comparable  property's  ratio and
vastly exceeds  the 1 00% target  of  Durham's  2025 statistical  revaluation.  The  spread  between  the subject
(145.7%)  and 31 Laurel Lane (83.0%)  is over  62 percentage  points  --- a stark illustration  of disproportionate
treatment  within  the same  municipality  and  the same  revaluation  cycle.

The 31 Laurel  Lane sale is particularly  probative:  it sold for $960,000  on March  18, 2025 --- just  14 days before
the April I assessment  date --- yet is assessed  at only $796,800.  By contrast,  the subject  property  is assessed  at
$947,200  despite  an independently  appraised  va!ue  of $650,000  --- which  is $310,000  less than the Laurel Lane
sale price. This inversion  --- the subject  assessed  higher  than a recently-sold  property  that sold for $310,000
more --- is direct  evidence  of disproportionate  assessment.

Summary  of  Value  Analysis
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Town  Assessment  (April  1, 2025) $947,200

Appraised  Market  Value  (Sales  Comparison

Approach)
$650,000 -$297,200  (-31 .4%)

Expected  Assessment  at 82.5%  Equalization  Ratio

($650,000  X O.825)

$536,250 -$410,950  (-43.4%)

Equalized Assessment  of Subject ($947,200 + 0.825) $1148,121 +$498,121  implied  over
MV

Assessment-to-Appraised  Value  Ratio  (Subject) 145.7% vs.  83.0%-106.8%  for

comparables

Under  each of the three analytical  frameworks  above,  the subject  property's  2025 assessment  of $947,200
substantially  and demonstrably  exceeds  fair market  value  as of April 1, 2025. The taxpayers  respectfully  request
an abatement  consistent  with the independently  appraised  market  value  of $650,000,  or such other  relief  as the
Board  determines  appropriate  in light of  the evidence  presented.
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ATTACHMENT TO SECTION F I Taxpayer's Opinion of Market Value 38 Piscataqua Road, Durham, NH 03824 l Tax
Map 209, Lot 81 Tax Year 2025

See attached  independent  USPAP-compliant  apprais:at  dated  February  27, 2026  (retrospective  effective  date  April
1, 2025)  as supporting  exhibit.

Respectfully  submitted,

Sheldon Wheeler I 38 Piscataqua Rd., Durham, NH 03824 I (207) 557-2400

Shannon Gifford l 38 Piscataqua Rd., Durham, NH 03824 I (207) 557-2401

Date: Is/pl[-a(g>
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ATT  ACHMENT  TO  SECTION  G
Sales,  Rental  and/or  Assessment  Comparisons

RSA 76:16  Abatement  Application  to Municipality
38 Piscataqua Road, Durham, NH 03824 l Tax Map 209, Lot 81 I Tax Year 2025The  taxpayers  rely upon  the  following  three  arm's-length  comparable  sales,  as analyzed  in the independentUSPAP-compliant  retrospective  appraisal  (effective  date  April  1, 2025,  prepared  February  27, 2026),  todemonstrate that the Town  of Durham's  2025  assessment  of $947,200  for 38 Piscataqua  Road  (Tax  Map 209, Lot

8al ) is disproportionately  high  relative  to market  value.  Each  comparable  is a single-family  residential  sale  in
Durham,  NH. Town  assessment  data  is drawn  from  Durham's  VGSI  assessor  database  (gis.vgsi.com/durhamnh).Assessment-to-sale ratios are included to demonstrate the sub3ect property's disproportionate treatment.

82 Piscataqua  Rd
(Map 209, Lot 72)

$642 000

23 Riverview  Rd (Map $750,000
215, Lot 32)

31 Laurel Ln (Map
117, Lot 39)

38 Piscataqua  Rd
(Subject  -  Map 209,
Lot  81)

$960 000

5/31 /2024

1 /31 /2025

3/1 8/2025

$560,722

$650,305

$726,304

$650,000
(appraised)

$685 600

$77  4,200

$796,800

$947,200

106.8%

403.2%

83.0%

l45.7o/o

Source: Durham  VGSI  assessor  database  (gisygsi.com/durhamnh);  independent  appraisal  dated  February  27,
2026  (effective  April  1, 2025).  Adjusted  values  reflect  the appraiser's  market-supported  adjustments  for
differences  in size, design,  condition,  location,  and  external  influences.

Comparable  Sale  #1 -  82 Piscataqua  Road,  Durham,  NH

209-72
82 Piscataqua  Rd,
Durham  NH

$642 000 May 31  2024

$685 600 $228 600 $457 000 106.8%

Property  Characteristics

82 Piscataqua  Road  is a single-family  residence  with  accessory  apartment  (use  code  1011-  SFR  AC APT)
situated on 1.4 acres  in Durham,  zoned  RC. The  property  is a colonial-style  dwelling  with 2,618  sq ft of gross
living  area  above  grade,  3 bedrooms,  3 bathrooms,  and an attached  garage.  It also  contains  a studio/secondarykitchen, similar  to the subject.  The  property  is located  on the same  Piscataqua  Road  corridor  as the subject,approximately  O.60 miles  east,  and shares  similar  roadway  and locational  exposure.

Page 1 I Wheeler  & Giffotd  v. Town of Dbirhan'i I RSA 7616  Abateinent  -  "T-ax Year  2025



ATTACHMENT TO SECTION G I Sales, Rental and/or Assessment  Comparisons  38 Piscataqua Road, Durham, NH
03824 i Tax Map 209, Lot 81 i Tax Year 2025

Appraisal  Adjustments  Applied

The  appraiser  applied  a net  adjustment  of  -$8"l,278  to this  sale.  Key  adjustments  included:  a time  (market

conditions)  adjustment  of approximately  +6%  annually  from  the  contract  date  of  April  19, 2024  to the  April  1, 2025

effective  date;  a downward  location  adjustment  of 0% (locational  equivalence  given  shared  roadway  corridor);  an

upward  view  adjustment  of  +3.5%  (subject's  river  orientation  superior)  a GLA  adjustment  for  the  subjecfs  smaller

size;  a condition  adjustment  or -$80,000  to reflect  the  subject's  deferred  maintenance  and  physical  defects
relative to the comparable's  market-ready  condition;  and  a +$5,000  adjustment  for  additional  amenities. The

adjusted  sale  price  is $560,722.

Assessment-to-Value  Analysis

At a sale  price  of $642,000,  the  town's  2025  assessment  of  $685,600  represents  106.8%  of the  sale  price  -
marginally  above  the I 00%  revaluation  target.  This  ratio  is consistent  with  a property  that  was  assessed  at or

slightly  above  its actua1  market  value.  By stark  contrast,  the  subject  property's  assessment  of $947,200  against  an

appraised  market  value  of  $650,000  yields  a ratio  of 145.7%  -  a 39 percentage  point  premium  over  this
comparable.

Comparable  Sale  #2  -  23 Riverview  Road,  Durham,  NH

215-32 23 Riverview  Rd, Durham  $750  000
NH

January  31, 2025

$774  200 $338  400 $435,800 103.2%

Property  Characteristics

23 Riverview  Road  is a single-family  residence  located  on O.90 acres  in Durham,  zoned  RA, and  is the most

comparable  sale  to the subject.  It is a ranch-style  dwelling  with  2,338  sq  ft  of  gross  living  area  above  grade  -

nearly  identical  to the  subject's  2,319  sq ft -  with  3 bedrooms  and  2 bathrooms.  It is situated  on a quieter

residential  street  with  right-of-way  access  to the  Oyster  River  system,  without  proximity  to the  wastewater

treatment  facility  or  the Piscataqua  Road  traffic  exposure  affecting  the  subject.  The  sale  date  of January  31, 2025

is close  to the  April  1, 2025  assessment  date,  requiring  no market  conditions  time  adjustment.

Appraisal  Adjustments  Applied

The appraiser  applied a net adjustment  of  -$99,695  to this sale.  The  sale  required  no market  conditions  time
adjustment  given  its January  2025  date.  A downward  location  adjustment  of approximately  -6%  was  applied,  as

this property  is situated  in a superior  residential  setting  without  the  subject's  wastewater  facility  proximity  or traffic

exposure.  An upward  view  adjustment  of  +3.5%  was  applied  for  the  subject's  superior  river  orientation.  The

principal adjustment  was the -$80,000  condition  deduction  reflecting the subject's  deferred maintenance  and
physical  defects relative to this  market-ready  sale.  The  adjusted  sale  price  is $650,305,  the closest  to the final
value  conclusion  and  the sale  given  greatest  weight  in reconciliation  due  to its minimal  adjustments,  identical

style,  and  near-identical  size.

Assessment-to-Value  Analysis

At a sale price of $750,000, the town's 2025 assessment  of $774,200  represents  103.2%  of the sale price -
essentially  at the I 00% target  of  Durham's  2025  revaluation.  This  sale  demonstrates  that the town's revaluation

Page  2 i Wheelei-  & Gifford  v. Town  of Drirham RSA 76:16  Abaten'ient  -  Tax Year  2025



ATTACHMENT TO SECTION G i Sales, Rental and/or Assessment  Coinparisons  38 Piscataqua Road, Durham, NH
03824 i Tax Map 209, Lot 81 i Tax Year 2025

methodology  was  capable  of producing  accurate  assessments  for  comparable  properties  in superior  condition.
The  subject's  ratio  of 145.7%  -  a 42 percentage  point  premium  -  reflects  the  methodology's  failure  to properly
account  for  the subject's  documented  physical  defects  and  external  obsolescence  factors.

Siqnificance  -  Most  Probative  Comparable

The  appraiser  placed  greatest  weight  on this  sale  in reconciliation.  Its ranch-style  design,  near-identical  GLA,
close  sale  date,  and  minimal  adjustment  requirements  make  it the most  direct  substitute  for  the subject available
in the market. Its adjusted value  of $650,305  directly supports  the appraised  market  va1ue conclusion  of
$650,000.

Comparable  Sale  #3  -  3'l Laurel  Lane,  Durham,  NH

117-39 31 Laurel  Ln Durham  NH $960,000 March  18, 2025

$796 800 $320  200 $476,600 83.0%

Property  Characteristics

31 Laurel  Lane  is a single-family  contemporary-style  dwelling  on O.92 acres  in Durham,  zoned  RA, located
approximately  1.22  miles  southwest  of  the subject.  The  property  has  2,296  sq  ft  of gross  living  area,  with superior
overa!l  quality  ratings,  superior  kitchen  and  bathroom  finish,  and  superior  condition  relative  to the  subject.  It is
situated  in a residential  setting  with  reduced  exposure  to traffic,  municipal  infrastructure,  and  the  wastewater
treatment  facility.

Appraisal  Adjustments  Applied

The  appraiser  applied  the  largest  net  adjustment  of the  three  comparables  at -$233,696  to this sale.  Significant
downward  adjustments  were  applied  for  superior  overall  quality  (approximately  -6%),  superior  condition
(approximately  -3%),  superior  kitchen/bath  condition  (approximately  -2%),  and  superior  location  (approximately  -
5%).  An upward  view  adjustment  of  +3.5%  was  applied  for  the  subject's  superior  river  orientation.  The  -$80,000
condition  deduction  for  the  subject's  deferred  maintenance  was  applied.  The  adjusted  sale  price  is $726,304,
serving  as the  upper  bound  of the  value  range.

Assessment-to-Value  Analysis  -  Most  Siqnificant  Disparity

This  comparable  provides  the most  striking  evidence  of  disproportionate  assessment.  31 Laurel  Lane  sold  for
$960,000  on  March  18,  2025  -  just  14  days  before  the  April  1, 2025  assessment  date -  yet is assessed at
only  $796,800,  an assessment-to-sale  ratio  of  83.0%.  The  subject  property,  appraised  at $650,000  (a value
$310,000  lower  than  Laurel  Lane's  sale  price),  is assessed  at $947,200  -  $150,400  more  than Laurel  Lane's
assessment  and $297,200  more  than  the  appraised  market  value.  This  inversion  -  the  subject  assessed
higher  than  a contemporaneous  sale  that  sold  for  $310,000  more  -  is direct  and  compelling  evidence  of
disproportionate  assessment.  The  spread  between  the  subject's  A/\/  ratio  (145.7%)  and  Laurel  Lane's  AN  ratio
(83.0%)  is 62.7  percentage  points.

Page 3 i Wheeler & Gifford v. Town of D*irham i RSA 76 16 Abatement -  Tax Year 2025



ATTACHMENT  TO SECTION G I Sales,  Rental  and/or  Assessment  Comparisons  38 Piscataqua  Road, Durham, NH
03824 l Tax Map 209, Lot al i Tax Year  2025

Comparative  Assessment  Summary

82 Piscataqua  Rd

23 Riverview  Rd

31 Laurel Ln

38 Piscataqua  Rd
(Subject)

$642,000

$750 000

$960,000

$650,000

$685,600

$77  4,200

$796,800

$947,200

106.8%

103.2%

83 0%

145.7%

- 38.9 pts below subject

- 42.5 pts below sublect

- 62.7 pts below subject

The subject  property's  assessment-to-value  ratio  of 145.7%  exceeds  every  comparable  by between  38.9 and 62.7
percentage  points.  All three  comparables  were  assessed  at or below  their  sale  prices  (83.0%  to 106.8%).  The

subject  was  assessed  at 145.7'/o  of its independently  appraised  market  value  -  a ratio  that  is inconsistent  with
the I 00%  target  of  the 2025  revaluation  and inconsistent  with  the treatment  afforded  to the three  comparable

properties  sold  in the same  market  during  the same  period.  This  systematic  disparity  constitutes  disproportionate
overassessment  under  RSA  76:16.

See attached  independent  USPAP-compliant  appraisal  dated  February  27, 2026  (retrospective  effective  date  April
1, 2025)  and  Durham  VGSI  assessment  records  for  each  comparable  property  as supporting  exhibits.

Respectfully  submitted

Sheldon Wheeler i 38 Piscataqua Rd., Durham, NH 03824 i (207) 557-2400

o-t-= (;Bj G6 i)-d=,0

Page 4 i Wheeler  & Gifford v. Town of Durham RSA 76. 16 Abatement  -  Tax Year 2025



23 RIVERVIEW  ROAD

Location  23  RIVERVIEW  ROAD

Owner  O'REILLY,  MICHAEL

Appraisal  $774,200

Building  Count  1

Current  Value

Appraisal

Valuation  Year Improvements Land Total

2025 $435,800 $338,400 $77 4,200

Assessment

Valuation  Year Improvements Land Total

2025
$435,800 $338,400 $77 4,200

Parcel  Addreses

Mblu  215//32/00/0

Assessment  $774,200

PID  1222

Location

Additional  Addresses



No  Additional  Addresses  available  for  this  parcel

Owner  of  Record

Owner  O'REILLY,  MICHAEL

Co-Owner

Address  23  RIVERVIEW  ROAD

DURHAM,  NH  03824

Sale  Price  $750,000

Certificate

Book  & Page  5241/678

Sale  Date  02/03/2025

Instrument  00

Ownership  History

Ownership  History

Owner  SaJePrice  Certificate  Book&  Page  Instrument  SaleDate

O'REILLY,  MICHAEL

YOFFEE,  LAWRENCE

SLUTZKY  REV  TRUST,  MURIEL  A

SLUTZKY  REV  TRUST,  MURIEL  A

SLUTZKY,  JULIUS

' $750,000
I

I so
I

I
$0

$0

I

: $0

5241/678

5233/368

4051/0046

31 DO/0287

/O

I 00

I
I 38

I

I

j

I 02/03/2025

I 12/j7/2024

I
. 09/06/2012

I

i 11/16/2004  ,

1.

Building  Information

Building  I : Section  1

Year  Built:

Living  Area:

Replacement  Cost:

Building  Percent  Good:

1984

2,338

$505,943

82



Replacement  Cost

Less  Depreciation: $414,900
Building  Photo

Building  Attributes

Field Description

Style: Ranch

Model Residential

Grade: Average  +20

Stories: 1 Story

Occupancy

Exterior  Wall  1 Wood  Shingle

Roof  Structure: Gable/Hip

Roof  Cover Asph/F  Gls/Cmp

Interior  Wall  1 Drywall/Sheet

Interior  Wall2

Interior  Fir  1 Carpet

Interior  Fir  2 Ceram  Clay  Til

Heat  Fuel Electric

Heat  Type: Electr  Basebrd

AC  Type: None

Total  Bedrooms: 3 Bedrooms

Total  Bthrms: 2

Total  Half  Baths:

Total  Xtra  Fixtrs:

Total  Rooms: o

(https://images.vgsi.com/photos/DurhamNHPhotos//l0007\23%20RlVERVll
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Building  Sub-Areas  (sq  ff)  

Code Description
Gross

Area

Living

Area

BAS First  Floor 2,338 2,338

CRL Crawl 912 o



FBM Basement,  Finished 352 o

FGR Garage,  Framed 648 o

ROF Roof  Overhang 40 o

UBM Basement,  Unfinished 954 o

WOK Deck,  Wood 80 o

5,324 2,338

Bath  Style:

Kitchen  Style:

Num  Kitchens 01

Cndtn

Num  Park

Fireplaces

Color

Fndtn  Cndtn

Extra  Features

ExtraFeatures  

Code Description Size Assessed  Value

FPLI FIREPLACE  1 ST 1 .00  UNITS $4,700

Parcel  Information

Use  Code

Description

Deeded  Acres

1010

Single  Fam  MDL-01

1.7

Land

Land  Use

Use  Code

Description

1010

Single  Fam  MDL-01

Land  Line  Valuation

Size  (Acres)

Frontage



Zone RC

Neighborhood  70

Alt  Land  Appr  No

Category

Outbuildings

Depth  0

Assessed  Value  $338,400

Appraised  Value  $338,400

Outbuildings  

Code Description Sub  Code Sub  Description Size Assessed  Value

RD3 RES  DRIVEWAY  LG 1 .00  UNITS $2,800

PAT1 PATIO-AVG 67  4.00  S.F. $3,500

GENW GEN-WHOLE  HSE 22.00  KW $9,900

Valuation  History

Appraisal

Valuation  Year Improvements Land Total

2025 $435,800 $338,400 $77  4,200

2024 $414,600 $296,900 $711  ,500

2023 $414,600 $296,900 $711  ,500

Assessment

Valuation  Year Improvements Land Total

2025 $435,800 $338,400 $77  4,200

2024 $414,600 $296,900 $711 ,500

2023 $414,600 $296,900 $711 ,500



31 LAUREL  LANE

Location  31 LAUREL  LANE

Owner  CRITES,  JOSHUA  LEE

Appraisal  $796,800

Building  Count  1

Current  Value

Appraisal

Valuation  Year Improvements Land Total

2025 $476,600
_._..._....._......._..  .-_____._.._-..._..__u

$320,200 $796,800

Assessment

Valuation  Year Improvements Land Total

2025 $476,600 $320,200 $796,800

Parcel  Addreses

Mblu  117/  / 39/0  0/O

Assessment  $796,800

PID  765

Location

Additional  Addresses



No Additional  Addresses  available  for  this  parcel

Owner  of  Record

Owner

Co-Owner

Address

CRITES,  JOSHUA  LEE

CRITES,  BETH  ALISON

31 LAUREL  LANE

DURHAM,  NH  03824

Sale  Price  $960,000

Certificate

Book  & Page  5250/111

Sale  Date  03/24/2025

Instrument  00

Ownership  History

Ownership  History

Owner  SalePrice  Certificate  Book&Page  Instrument  SaleDate

CRITES,  JOSHUA  LEE

GLOVER  Ill,  DONALD  W

GLOVER  Ill, DONALD  W

ROBBINS  MARITAL  TRUST,  EVELYN  G

ROBBINS  REV  TRUST,  EVELYN  G '

I I $960,000  5250/111  i 00  03/24/2025
I -

' I 45$0i 5250/107 I ! 03/24/2025
' 13  12/15/2017i I

$310,000 . i 4535/0408 ;

$Oi, , , iI 3564/0550 i 08/17/2007
i$0  04/07/2004, 2969/0681

Building  Information

Building  I : Section  I

Year  Built:

Living  Area:

Replacement  Cost:

Building  Percent  Good:

1970

2,522

$572,ffl

82



Replacement  Cost

Less  Depreciation: $469,100
Building  Photo

Building  Attributes

Field Description

Style: Modern/Contemp

Model Residential
I

Grade: Average  +20

Stories: 1 Story

Occupancy

I

Roof  Structure: Gable/Hip

Roof  Cover Asph/F  Gls/Cmp

Interior  Wall  1 Drywall/Sheet

Interior  Wall  2

Interior  Fir  1 Hardwood

Interior  Fir  2 Ceram  Clay  Til

Heat  Fuel Oil

Heat  Type:
I

Hot  Water

AC  Type: Ductless  Unit

Total  Bedrooms: 4 Bedrooms

Total  Bthrms: 3.

Total  Half  Baths: o

Total  Xtra  Fixtrs: 3

Total  Rooms: 8Rooms  ',
I

(https://images.vgsi.com/photos/DurhamNHPhotos//\0005llMG31  43[1]5 €
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Building  Sub-Areas  (sq  ft)  

Code

I

I Description
Gross

Area

I Living
Area



BAS First  Floor 2,52212,522

CRL Crawl

I

870  . o

FSP Porch,  Screen  Framed 360 o

SFB Raised  Basement,  Finished 130 o

UBM Basement,  Unfinished 594 o

UGR Garage,  Undergrade 840 o

WOK Deck,  Wood 597 o

5,913 2,522

Bath  Style: , Modern

Kitchen  Style: Modern

Num  Kitchens 01

Cndtn

Num  Park

Fireplaces

Color

Fndtn  Cndtn I
I

Extra  Features

ExtraFeatures  

Code Description Size Assessed  Value

FPL1 FIREPLACE  1 ST 1 .00  UNITS $4,700

Parcel  Information

Use  Code

Description

Deeded  Acres

1010

Single  Fam  MDL-01

4.36

Land

Land  Use

Use  Code

Description

1010

Single  Fam  MDL-01

Land  Line  Valuation

Size  (Acres)

Frontage

4.36

o



Zone RB

Neighborhood  70

Alt  Land  Appr  No

Category

Outbuildings

Depth  0

Assessed  Value  $320,200

Appraised  Value  $320,200

Outbuildings  

Code Description Sub  Code Sub  Description Size Assessed  Value

RD3 j RES  DRIVEWAY  LG
I

1 .00 UNITS
I

$2,800

Valuation  History

Appraisal

Valuation  Year Improvements Land Total

2025 $476,600 $320,200 $796,800

2024 $428,900 $227,400 $656,300

2023 $427,700 $227,400 $655,100

Assessment

Valuation  Year Improvements Land Total

2025 $476,600 $320,200 $796,800

2024 $428,900 $227,400 $656,300

2023 $427,700 $227,400 $655,100



82  PISCATAQUA  ROAD

Location  82 PISCATAQUA  ROAD

Owner  WHITTET,  AARON

Appraisal  $685,600

Building  Count  I

Current  Value

Appraisal

Valuation  Year Improvements Land Total

2025 $457,000 $228,600 $685,600

Assessment

Valuation  Year Improvements Land Total

2025 $457,000 $228,600 $685,600

Parcel  Addreses

Mblu  209/  / 72/0  0/O

Assessment  $685,600

PID  1198

Location

Additional  Addresses



No  Additional  Addresses  available  for  this  parcel

Owner  of  Record

Owner  WHITTET,  AARON

Co-Owner

Address  82  PISCATAQUA  ROAD

DURHAM,  NH  03824

Sale  Price  $642,000

Certificate

Book  & Page  5187/991

Sale  Date  05/31/2024

Instrument  00

Ownership  History

Ownership  History

Owner  SalePrice  Certificate  Book&Page  Instrument  SaleDate

WHITTET,  AARON

HILTON  FAMILY  REV  TRUST

' HILTON,  JAMES  A & PAMELA  N

IASSETT RESOLUTION  CORP

I $642,0001

$01, $119,000  ,

$88,5001
I

i I
 I

I I
j i

I

j
 5187/991

4739/0833

1812/0785

1772/0194

00 ' 05/31/2024

03/06/2020

07/21  /1995

10/07/1994  
I

Building  Information

Building  1 : Section  1

Year  Built:

Living  Area:

Replacement  Cost:

Building  Percent  Good:

1924

2,898

$559,696

75



Replacement  Cost

Less  Depreciation:

Building  Attributes

Field Description

Style: Colonial

Model Residential

Grade: Average  +10

Stories: 2 Stories

Occupancy

Exterior  Wall  1

$419,800

Vinyl  Siding

Building  Photo

ExteriorWall2  IIClapboard
Roof  Structure:

I
Gable/Hip

Roof  Cover
j

Standing  Seam

Interior  Wall  4 Drywall/Sheet

Interior  Wall2 Wall  Brd/Wood

Interior  Fir  1 Hardwood

Interior  Fir  2 Ceram  Clay  Til

Heat  Fuel Oil

Heat  Type: IHot Water
I

AC  Type: None

Total  Bedrooms: 3 Bedrooms

Total  Bthrms: 3

Total  Half  Baths:

Total  Xtra  Fixtrs:

Total  Rooms: o

(https://images.vgsi.com/photos/DurhamNHPhotos//l00071lMG91  331  27
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Building  Sub-Areas  (sq  ft)
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Code

I

Description
Gross

Area
Living I
Area

BAS First  Floor "1,778 I ,778

FUS Upper  Story,  Finished 1 ,008 I ,008

:FAT Attic,  Finished  ,, 560 112

FOP Porch,  Open  Framed 274 o
l

UAT Attic,  Unfinished 448 o

UBM Basement,  Unfinished 1 ,008 01

i I

UGR Garage,  Undergrade 672 o

WOK Deck,  Wood 447 o

Bath  Style: Average

Kitchen  Style: Modern

Num  Kitchens 01

Cndtn

Num  Park

Fireplaces

Color

Fndtn  Cndtn

Basement

l:: 10,:: ? AOA

Extra  Features

ExtraFeatures  

Code Description Size Assessed  Value

FPL3 2 STORY  CHIM 1 .00  UNITS $5,300

KTH
I

Extra  Kitchen

I

1 .00  UNITS $7,900

Parcel  Information

Use  Code

Description

1011

SFR  AC  APT

Deeded  Acres  1.4

Land



Land  use

Use  Code  1011

Description  SFRACAPT

Zone  RC

Neighborhood  40

Alt  Land  Appr  No

Category

Outbuildings

Outbuildings  

Code Description ij Sub  Code Sub  Description Size II Assessed  Value
I

ISOLARELECPANELS  , , , I30.00  UNITS
II

' $24,000
I

Valuation  History

Land  Line  Valuation

Size  (Acres)

Frontage

Depth

Assessed  Value

Appraised  Value

1.4

o

o

$228,600

$228,600

Appraisal

Valuation  Year Improvements Land Total

2025

$457,0001 $228,600 $685,600

2024

$427,6001 $154,000 $581  ,600

2023

$437,8001 $154,000 $591  ,800

Assessment

Valuation  Year Improvements Land Total

2025 $457,000 $228,600 $685,600

2024
$427,600 $154,000 $5E11,600

2023 I $437,800 $154,000 $591  ,800



NH Medium  WWTF  General  Permit

NHG590003

2024  Draft  Authorization

Page 1 of  30

AUTHORIZATION  TO DISCHARGE  UNDER  THE

NATIONAL  POLLUT  ANT  DISCHARGE  ELIMINATION  SYSTEM  (NPDES)  GENERAL  PERMIT  FOR

NEW  HAMPSHIRE  MEDIUM  WASTEWATER  TREATMENT  FACILITIES

In compliance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Clean  Water  Act,  as amended,  (33 u.s.c.

Town  of  Durham,  New  Hampshire

is authorized  to  discharge  from  the  facility  located  at

Durham  Wastewater  Treatment  Plant

100  Piscataqua  Road

Durham,  NH 03824

to  receiving  water  named

Oyster  River

Piscataqua-Salmon  Falls  River  Watershed

in accordance  with  effluent  limitations,  monitoring  requirements  and  other  conditions  set  forth

in this  authorization  and  the  NH Medium  WWTF  GP (General  Permit  No.  NHG590000).

This  authorization  shall  become  effective  on

The  following  documents  are  separate  attachments  to  the  NH Medium  WWTF  General  Permit:

Part  Vll  -  Standard  Conditions

Attachment  A -  Freshwater  Acute  Toxicity  Test  Procedure  and  Protocol,  February  2011

Attachment  B -  Freshwater  Chronic  Toxicity  Test  Procedure  and Protocol,  March  2013

Attachment  C -  Marine  Acute  Toxicity  Test  Procedure  and Protocol,  July  2012

Attachment  D -  Marine  Chronic  Toxicity  Test  Procedure  and  Protocol,  November  2013

Attachment  E -  List  of  Eligible  Facilities  and  Facility-Specific  Requirements

Attachment  F -  Reassessment  of  Technically  Based  Industrial  Discharge  Limits

Attachment  G -  NPDES  Permit  Requirement  forlndustrial  Pretreatment  Annual  Report

Attachment  H -  PFAS Analyte  List

Attachment  I-  List  for  Pollutant  Scans

1. Applicability  and  Coverage  of  the  NH Medium  WWTF  General  Permit

Supplementaryinformation  provided  in the  complete  version  of  the  Medium  WWTF  GP.
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II.  GENERAL  PERMIT  REQUIREMENTS

A.  EFFLUENTLIMITATIONSANDMONITORINGREQUIREMENTS

1.  During  the  period  beginning  on the  effective  date  and lasting  through  the  expiration  date,  the  Permittee  is authorized  to

discharge  treated  effluent  through  Outfall  001  to  the  Oyster  River.  The  discharge  shall  be limited  and monitored  as specified

below  at the  end  of  all treatment  processes,  including  disinfection  or  dechlorination  (if  any),  or  at an alternative

representative  location  approved  by EPA and  the  New  Hampshire  Department  of  Environmental  Services  (NHDES),  that

provides  a representative  sample  of  the  effluent.  The  receiving  water  and  the  influent  shall  be monitored  as specified  below.

Effluent  Characteristic Discharge  Limitationl5

Monitoring

Requirement"3

Parameter Average

Monthly

Average

Weekly

Maximum  Daily Measureme

nt  Frequency

Sample

Type"'

Rolling  Average  Effluent  Flows 2.5 MGD Continuous Recorder

Effluent  FlowS Report  MGD Report  MGD Continuous Recorder

BOD5
30 mg/L

630  Ib/day

45 mg/L

940  Ib/day

50 mg/L

1,043  Ib/day
2/Week Composite

BOD5  (or  CBOD5  7) Removal _> 85 % 1/Month Calculation

TSS
30 mg/L

630  Ib/day

45 mg/L

940  Ib/day

50 mg/L

1,043  Ib/day
2/Week Composite

TSS Removal >_ 85 % 1/Month Calculation

pH Range8 6.5-8.0  s.u. 1/Day Grab

Enterococc? 35/10o  mL 104/100  mL 1/Day Grab

Fecal Coliformg-zo 14/100  mL I/Day Grab

Fecal Coliform9-lo

(% of samples > 28/100  mL)
<_ 10% I/Day

Grab

Total  Residual  Chlorinell 0.013  mg/L 0.022  mg/L 2/Day Grab

Total  Recoverable  Copperl2 5.7 pg/L 8.8 pg/L 2/Month Composite

Ammonia  Nitrogen

(May  1 -  Oct  31)
6.8 mg/L Report  mg/L 2/Week Composite
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Effluent  Characteristic Discharge  Limitationl5

Monitoring

Requirementlola3

Parameter Average

Monthly

Average

Weekly

Maximum  Daily Measureme

nt  Frequency

Sample

Type4

PFAS  Analytesl4 Report  ng/L 1/Quarter Grab

Adsorbable  Organic  Fluorinel5 Report  ng/L I/Quarter Grab

Pollutant  Scanl7 Report  mg/L 1/Year Composite

Whole  Effluent  Toxicity  (WET)  Testingl'l3

LC50

C-NOEC

>_ 100%

>_ 58.8%

4/Year
4/Year

Composite

Composite

Ammonia  Nitrogen Report  mg/L
Total  Cadmium Report  mg/L
Total  Copper Report  mg/L

Total  Lead Report  mg/L

Total  Nickel Report  mg/L

Total  Zinc Report  mg/L

Total  Organic  Carbon Report  mg/L

Ambient  Characteristic2o

Reporting  Require'nents Monitoring  Reciuirements"3

Average

Monthly

Average

Weekly
Maximum  Daily

Measurement

Frequency
Sample  Type=

Salinity Report  ppt Grab

Ammonia  Nitrogen Report  mg/L Grab

Total  Cadmium Report  mg/L Grab

Total  Copper Report  mg/L Grab

Total  Nickel Report  mg/L Grab

Total  Lead Report  mg/L Grab

Total  Zinc Report  mg/L Grab

Total  Organic  Carbon Report  mg/L Grab
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p H 22 Report  s.u. Grab

Temperature22 Report  oC Grab

Pollutant  Scan' Report  mg/L 1/Year Grab

Aesthetics24  (DMR  Attachment) Report x/Month Observation

Benthic  Survey25

(DM  R Attachment)
Report Once Grab

Influent  Characteristic

Reporting  Requirements Monitoring  Requirements"3

Average

Monthly

Average

Weekly
Maximum  Daily

Measurement

Frequency
Sample  Type"

BOD5 Report  mg/L 2/Month Composite

TSS Report  mg/L 2/Month Composite

PFAS Analytesl4 Report  ng/L I/Quarter Grab

Adsorbable  Organic  Fluorinel4 Report  ng/L I/Quarter Grab

Sludge  Characteristic

Reporting  Requirements Monitoring  Req  airements"3

Average

Monthly

Average

Weekly
Maximum  Daily

Measurement

Frequency
Sample  Type"

PFAS Analytesl4 Report  ng/g I/Quarter Grab26
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Footnotes:

1.  All samples  shall  be collected  in a manner  to  yield  representative  data.  A routine  sampling

program  shall  be developed  in which  samples  are  taken  at the  same  location,  same  time

and  same  days  of  the  week  each  month.  Occasional  deviations  from  the  routine  sampling

program  are allowed,  but  the  reason  for  the  deviation  shall  be documented  as an electronic

attachment  to  the  applicable  discharge  monitoring  report.  The  Permittee  shall  report  the

results  to  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency  Region  1 (EPA)  and  NHDES  ("the  State")  of

any  additional  testing  above  that  required  herein,  if  testing  is in accordance  with  40 CFR

Part  136.

2. In accordance  with  40 CFR § 122.44(i)(1)(iv),  the  Permittee  shall  monitor  according  to

sufficiently  sensitive  test  procedures  (i.e.,  methods)  approved  under  40 CFR Part  136  or

required  under  40  CFR chapter  I, subchapter  N or 0,  for  the  analysis  of  pollutants  or

pollutant  parameters  (except  WET).  A method  is "sufficiently  sensitive"  when:  1)  The

method  minimum  level  (ML)  is at or  below  the  level  of  the  effluent  limitation  established  in

the  permit  for  the  measured  pollutant  or  pollutant  parameter;  or  2) The  method  has the

lowest  ML  of  the  analytical  methods  approved  under  40 CFR Part  136  or  required  under  40

CFR chapter  1, subchapter  N or O for  the  measured  pollutant  or  pollutant  parameter.  The

term  "minimum  level"  refers  to  either  the  sample  concentration  equivalent  to  the  lowest

calibration  point  in a method  or  a multiple  of  the  method  detection  limit  (MDL),  whichever

is higher.  Minimum  levels  may  be obtained  in several  ways:  They  may  be published  in a

method;  they  may  be based  on the  lowest  acceptable  calibration  point  used  by a

laboratory;  or  they  may  be calculated  by multiplying  the  MDL  in a method,  or  the  MDL

determined  by a laboratory,  by a factor.

When  a parameter  is not  detected  above  the  ML,  the  Permittee  must  report  the  data

qualifier  signifying  less than the ML for that  parameter  (e.g., < 50 pg/L, if the ML for a

parameter  is 50 pg/L). For reporting  an average based on a mix of values detected  and not
detected,  assign  a value  of  "O"  to  all non-detects  for  that  reporting  period  and  report  the

average  of  all the  results.

3. N/A

4.  A "grab"  sample  is an individual  sample  collected  in a period  of  less  than  15  minutes.

A "composite"  sample  is a composite  of  at least  twenty-four  (24)  grab  samples  taken  during

one  consecutive  24-hour  period,  either  collected  at equal  intervals  and  combined

proportional  to  flow  or  continuously  collected  proportional  to  flow.

5. The  limit  is a rolling  annual  average,  reported  in million  gallons  per  day  (MGD),  which  will  be

calculated  as the  arithmetic  mean  of  the  monthly  average  flow  for  the  reporting  month  and

the  monthly  average  flows  of  the  previous  eleven  months.  Also  report  monthly  average  and

maximum  daily  flow  in MGD.
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6. N/A

7. N7'A

8.  The  pH shall  be within  the  specified  range  at all times.  The  minimum  and  maximum  pH

sample  measurement  values  for  the  month  shall  be reported  in standard  units  (s.u.).

See Part  II.H.1  below  for  a provision  to modify  the  pH range.

9.  Bacteria  monitoring  shall  be conducted  concurrently  with  TRC monitoring,  if  TRC monitoring

is required.  The  monthly  average  limits  for  bacteria  are  expressed  as a geometric  mean.

For  samples  tested  using  the  Most  Probable  Number  (MPN)  method,  the  units  may  be

expressed  as MPN.  The  units  may  also  be expressed  as colony  forming  units  (cfu)  when

usingthe  Membrane  Filtration  method.

10.  The  average  monthly  values  for  fecal  coliform  shall  be determined  by calculating  the

geometric  mean  using  daily  sample  results.  As a daily  maximum,  not  more  than  10  percent

of  collected  samples  (over  a monthly  period)  shall  exceed  a Most  Probable  Number  (MPN)

of  28 per  100  mL. Each month  the  percentage  of  collected  samples  that  exceeds  an MPN  of

28 per  100  ml  shall  be reported  at the  Daily  Maximum  value.  Furthermore,  all Fecal

Coliform  data  collected  must  be submitted  with  the  monthly  Discharge  Monitoring  Reports

(DMRS).

11.  The  Permittee  shall  minimize  the  use  of  chlorine  while  maintaining  adequate  bacterial

control.  Monitoring  for  total  residual  chlorine  (TRC) is only  required  for  discharges  which

have  been  previously  chlorinated  or  which  contain  residual  chlorine.  If chlorine  is not

utilized  during  a particular  monitoring  period,  TRC monitoring  is not  necessary  and  the

Permittee  may  enter  "NODI"  code  9 (i.e.,  conditional  monitoring)  in the  relevant  discharge

monitoring  report. For any permit limits below 30 I.ig/L, the compliance level for TRC is 30
pg/L.

Chlorination  and  dechlorination  systems  shall  include  an alarm  system  for  indicating  system

interruptions  or  malfunctions.  Any  interruption  or malfunction  of  the  chlorine  dosing

system  that  may  have  resulted  in levels  of  chlorine  that  were  inadequate  for  achieving

effective  disinfection,  or  interruptions  or malfunctions  of  the  dechlorination  system  that

may  have  resulted  in excessive  levels  of  chlorine  in the  final  effluent  shall  be reported  with

the  monthly  DMRs.  The  report  shall  include  the  date  and  time  of  the  interruption  or

malfunction,  the  nature  of  the  problem,  and  the  estimated  amount  of  time  that  the

reduced  levels  of  chlorine  or  dechlorination  chemicals  occurred.

12.  See Part  11.H.4 below  for  applicable  compliance  schedule(s).

13. N/A
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14. Report in nanograms per liter (ng/L) for effluent  and influent  samples; report  nanograms

per gram (ng/g) for sludge samples. Until there is an analytical method approved in 40 CFR
Part  136  for  PFAS, monitoring  shall  be conducted  using  Method  1633.  Report  in NetDMR

the  results  of  all PFAS analytes  required  to  be tested  in Method  1633,  as shown  in

Attachment  H. This  reporting  requirement  for  the  listed  PFAS parameters  takes  effect  the

first  full  calendar  quarter  following  six months  after  the  effective  date  of  the  authorization.

15. Report in nanograms per liter (ng/L) for effluent  and influent  samples. Until  there  is an
analytical  method  approved  in 40 CFR Part  136  for  Adsorbable  Organic  Fluorine,  monitoring

shall  be conducted  using  Method  1621.  This  reporting  requirement  takes  effect  the  first  full

calendar  quarter  following  six months  after  the  effective  date  of  the  authorization.

16. N/A

17.  During  the  third  calendar  quarter  of  each  year,  the  Permittee  shall  concurrently  monitor

both the effluent  and the receiving  water  (immediately  upstream/upgradient  of the
discharge)  for  all the  pollutants  listed  in Attachment  I. All effluent  and  ambient  results  shall

be reported  in NetDMR  for  the  quarterly  DMR  report  due  by October  15  of  each  year.

18.  The  Permittee  shall  conduct  acute  toxicity  tests  (LC50)  and  chronic  toxicity  tests  (C-NOEC)  in

accordance  with  test  procedures  and  protocols  specified  in Attachments  C and  D of  this

permit.  LC50  and  C-NOEC  are  defined  in Part  VIIIE.  of  this  permit.  The  Permittee  shall  test

the  mysid  shrimp  (Mysidopsia  bahia),  the  inland  silverside  (Menidia  beryllina},  and  the  sea

urchin  (Arbacia  punctulata).  Toxicity  test  samples  shall  be collected  during  the  same  weeks

each  time  of  calendar  quarters  ending  March  31st,  June  30th,  September  30th,  and

December  31st.  The  complete  report  for  each  toxicity  test  shall  be submitted  as an

attachment  to  the  DMR  submittal  which  includes  the  results  for  that  toxicity  test.

If the  results  indicate  a violation  of  any  toxicity  limit  or if the  Permittee  identifies  or is

provided notice of a sudden and significant  death oflarge  numbers  of fish and/or  shellfish
in the  vicinity  of  the  discharge,  the  Permittee  shall  follow  the  procedures  described  in Part

11.H.5 below.

19.  For  Part  II.A.1.,  Whole  Effluent  Toxicity  Testing,  the  Permittee  shall  conduct  the  analyses

specified  in Attachments  C and  D, Part  Vl. CHEMICAL  ANALYSIS  for  the  effluent  sample.  If

toxicity  test(s)  using  the  receiving  water  as diluent  show  the  receiving  water  to be toxic  or

unreliable,  the  Permittee  shall  follow  procedures  outlined  in Attachments  C and  D, Part  IV.,

DILUTION  WATER.  Minimum  levels  and  test  methods  are specified  in Attachments  C and  D,

Part  Vl. CHEMICAL  ANALYSIS.

20. For  Part  II.A.1.,  Ambient  Characteristic,  the  Permittee  shall  conduct  the  analyses  specified  in

Attachments  C and  D, Part  Vl. CHEMICAL  ANALYSIS  for  the  receiving  water  sample  collected

as part  of  the  WET  testing  requirements.  Such  samples  shall  be taken  from  the  receiving

water  at a point  immediately  outside  of  the  permitted  discharge's  zone  of  influence  at a
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reasonably  accessible  location,  as specified  in Attachments  C and  D. Minimum  levels  and

test  methods  are  specified  in Attachments  C and  D, Part  Vl. CHEMICAL  ANALYSIS.

21. N/A

22. A pH and  temperature  measurement  shall  be taken  of  each  receiving  water  sample  at the

time  of  collection  and  the  results  reported  on the  appropriate  DMR.  These  pH and

temperature  measurements  are  independent  from  any  pH and  temperature  measurements

required  by the  WET  testing  protocols.

23. N/A

24. Once  per  month,  the  Permittee  shall  conduct  a visual  inspection  of  the  receiving  water  in

the  vicinity  of  the  outfall  and  report  any  changes  in the  receiving  water  that  may  be caused

by the  discharge  as follows:

any  observable  change  in odor,

any  visible  change  in color,

any  visible  change  in turbidity,

the  presence  or  absence  of  any  visible  floating  materials,  scum  or  foam,

the  presence  or  absence  of  any  visible  settleable  solids,

the  presence  or  absence  of  any  visible  film  or  sheen  on the  surface  of  the  water.

The  Permittee  shall  also  report  any  complaints  it receives  from  the  public  regarding  the

taste and/or  odor of the receiving  water  and document  what remedial  actions, if any, it
took  to  address  such  complaints.

The  results  do not  need  to  be submitted  each  month.  Rather,  an annual  summary  of  all 12

monthly  results  shall  be submitted  as an electronic  attachment  to  the  December  DMR  by

each  January  15th  for  the  previous  calendar  year.

If an oily  sheen  is observed  on the  surface  of  the  water  in the  vicinity  of  the  outfall  during

the  monthly  visual  inspection,  the  Permittee  shall  follow  the  procedures  described  in Part

11.H.5 below.

25. During  the  third  calendar  quarter  (i.e.,  July  through  September)  that  begins  at least  12

months  after  the  effective  date  of  the  permit,  a benthic  survey  shall  be once  per  permit

term  to  assess  impacts  from  the  discharge  on aquatic  life  in the  benthic  environment.  See

Part  11.H.6 for  more  details.

26. Sludge  sampling  shall  be as representative  as possible  based  on guidance  found  at

https://www.epa.zov/sites/production/files/2018-11/documents/potw-sludge-samplinz-
guidance-document.pdf.
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Part  11.4., continued.

2. The  Permittee  must  provide  adequate  notice  to  EPA-Region  1 and  the  State  of  the

following:

a. Any  new  introduction  of  pollutants  into  the  POTW  or  facility  from  an indirect

discharger  which  would  be subject  to  Part  301  or Part  306  of  the  Clean  Water  Act  if it

were  directly  discharging  those  pollutants  or in a primary  industry  category  (see  40

CFR Part  122  Appendix  A as amended)  discharging  process  water;  and

b.  Any  substantial  change  in the  volume  or  character  of  pollutants  being  introduced  into

that  POTW  or  facility  by a source  introducing  pollutants  into  the  POTW  or  facility  at

the  time  of  issuance  of  the  permit.

c. Forpurposesofthisparagraph,adequatenoticeshallincludeinformationon:

(1) The  quantity  and  quality  of  effluent  introduced  into  the  POTW  or  facility;  and

(2) Any  anticipated  impact  of  the  change  on the  quantity  or  quality  of  effluent  to  be

discharged  from  the  POTW  or  facility.

3.  PollutantsintroducedintothePOTWorfacilitybyanon-domesticsource(user)shallnot

pass  through  the  POTW  or  facility  or  interfere  with  the  operation  or  performance  of  the

works.

B.  UNAUTHORIZED  DISCHARGES

1.  This  permit  authorizes  discharges  only  from  the  outfall  listed  in the  authorization  in

accordance  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of  this  permit.  Any  pollutant  loading  greater

than  the  proposed  discharge  (the  "proposed  discharge"  is based  on the chemical-

specific  data  and  the  facility's  design  flow  as described  in the  permit  application,  or  any

other  information  provided  to  EPA during  the  permitting  process)  is not  authorized  by

this  permit.  See notification  requirements  in Part  11.A.2 (if  applicable)  and  Part  Vll.D.l.a.

Discharges  of  wastewater  from  any  other  point  sources,  inciuding  sanitary  sewer

overflows  (SSOs),  are  not  authorized  by  this  permit.  The  Permittee  and  Co-permittee(s)

must  provide  verbal  notification  to  EPA and  the  State  within  24 hours  of  becoming

aware  of  any  unauthorized  discharge  and  a report  within  5 days,  in accordance  with  Part

V.D.l.e  (24-hour  reporting).  See Part  II.J below  for  reporting  requirements.

2. The Permittee  and  Co-permittee(s)  must  provide  notification  to  the  public  within  24

hours  of  becoming  aware  of  any  unauthorized  discharge,  except  SSOs that  do not

impact  a surface  water  or  the  public,  on a publicly  available  website,  and  it shall  remain

on the  website  for  a minimum  of  12  months.  Such  notification  shall  include  the  location

(including  latitude  and  longitude)  and  description  of  the  discharge;  estimated  volume;
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the  period  of  noncompliance,  including  exact  dates  and times,  and,  ifthe

noncompliance  has not  been  corrected,  the  anticipated  time  it is expected  to continue.

C, OPERATIONANDMAINTENANCEOFTHETREATMENTANDCONTROLFACILITIES

1.  Adaptation  Planning

a. Adaptation  Plan.  Within  the  timeframes  described  below,  the  Permittee  shall

develop an Adaptation Plan for the Wastewater  Treatment  System (WWTS) I and/or
sewer  system2  that  they  own  and operate.  Additional  information  on the  procedures

and resources  to aid permittees  in development  of  the  Adaptation  Plan is provided

on EPA's Region 1 NPDES website at https://www.epa.@ov/npdes-permits/npdes-

water-permit-program-new-en@land.  The Adaptation Plan shall  contain  sufficient

detail  for  EPA to evaluate  the  analyses.

Component 1: Identification  of Vulnerable CriticalAssets. Within 24 months of
the  effective  date  of  the  authorization,  the  Permittee  shall  develop  and sign,

consistent  with  the  signatory  requirements  in Part  V.D.2  of  this  Permit,  an

identification  of critical assets3 and related operations4 within  the WWTS and/or
sewer  system  which  they  own  and operate,  as applicable,  that  are most

vulnerable  due  to major  storm  and flood  eventss  under  baseline  conditions6  and

under  future  conditions."  This  information  shall  be provided  to EPA upon

1 "Wastewater  Treatment  System"  or "WWTS"  means  any  devices  and systems  used  in the  storage,  treatment,

recycling  and reclamation  of  municipal  sewage  or  industrial  wastes  of  a liquid  nature.  It does  notinclude  sewers,

pipes  and other  conveyances  to the  wastewater  treatment  facility.

2 "Sewer  System"  refers  to  the  sewers,  pump  stations,  manholes  and other  infrastructure  use to convey  sewage  to

the  wastewater  treatment  facility  from  homes  or other  sources.

3 A "critical  asset"  is an asset  necessary  to ensure  the  safe  and continued  operation  of  the  WWTS  or the  sewer

system  and ensure  the  forward  flow  and  treatment  of  wastewater  in accordance  with  the  limits  set  forth  in this

permit.

4 "Asset  related  operations"  are  elements  of  an asset  that  enable  that  asset  to  function.  For example,  pumps  and

power  supply  enable  the  operation  of  a pump  station.

5 "Major  storm  and flood  events"  refer  to instances  resulting  from  major  storms  such  as hurricanes,

extreme/heavy  precipitation  events,  and pluvial,  fluvial,  and flash  flood  events  such  as high-water  events,  storm

surge, and high-tide  flooding,  including  flooding  caused by sea level change. "Extreme/heavy  precipitation"  refers

to instances  during  which  the  amount  of  rain  or snow  experienced  in a location  substantially  exceeds  what  is

normal  according  to location  and season.

6 "Baseline  conditions"  refers  to  the  100-year  flood  based  on historical  records.

7 "Future  conditions"  refers  to  projected  flood  elevations  using  one  of  two  approaches:  a) Climate  Informed

Science  Approach  (CISA):  The  elevation  and flood  hazard  area  that  result  from  using  the  best-available,  actionable

hydrologic  and hydraulic  data  and methods  that  integrate  current  and future  changes  in flooding  based  on climate

science.  These  shall  include  both  short  term  (10-25  years  forward-looking)  and long  term  (25-70  years  forward-

looking)  relative  to the  baseline  conditions  and must  include  projections  of  flooding  due  to major  storm  and  flood

events  using  federal,  state  arid local  data,  wliere  available;  b) Freeboard  Value  and  500-year  floodplain  Approach:
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request.  For these  critical  assets  and related  operations,  the  Permittee  and Co-

permittee(s)  shall  assess  the  ability  of  each  to function  properly  in the  event  of

impacts8  from  major  storm  and flood  events  in terms  of  effluent  flow  (e.g.,

bypass,  upset  or failure),  sewer  flow  (e.g.,  overflow,  inflow  and infiltration),  and

discharges  of  pollutants  (e.g.,  effluent  limit  exceedance).

Component  2: Adaptive  Measures  Assessment.9  Within  36 months  of  the

effective  date  of  the  authorization,  the  Permittee  shall  develop  and sign,

consistent  with  the  signatory  requirements  in Part  V.D.2  of  this  Permit,  an

assessment  of  adaptive  measures,lo and/or,  if appropriate,  the combinations  of

adaptive  measures  that  minimize  the  impact  of  future  conditions  on the  critical

assets  and related  operations  of the WWTS  and/or  sewer system(s). This
information  shall  be provided  to EPA upon  request.  The Permittee  shall  identify

the  critical  assets  and related  operations  at the  highest  risk of  not  functioning

properly  under  such  conditions  and,  for  those,  select  the  most  effective

adaptation  measures  that  will  ensure  proper  operation  of  the  highest  risk  critical

assets  and the  system  as a whole.

Component  3: Implementation  and  Maintenance  Schedule.  Within  48 months  of

the  effective  date  of  the  authorization,  the  Permittee  shall  submit  to EPA a

proposed  schedule  for  implementation  and maintenance  of  adaptive  measures.

The Implementation  and Maintenance  Schedule  shall  summarize  the  general

types  of  significant  risksll  identified  in Component  1, including  the  methodology

and data  used  to  derive  future  conditions""  used  in the  analysis  and describe  the

adaptive  measures  taken  (or planned)  to minimize  those  risks from  the  impact  of

The  flood  elevations  that  result  from  adding  an additional  2 feet  to  the  100-year  flood  elevation  for  non-critical

actions  and by adding  an additional  3 feet  to  the  100-year  flood  elevation  for  critical  actions  compared  to  the  flood

elevations  that  result  from  500-year  flood  (the  O.2% -annual-chance  flood)  and selecting  the  higher  of  the  two

flood  elevations.

8 'Impacts"  refers  to a strong  effect  on an asset  and/or  asset-related  operation  that may include destruction,

damage  orineffective  operation  ofthe  asset  and/or  asset  operation.  Impacts may  be economic, environmental,  or
public  health  related.

9 The  Permittee  and Co-permittee(s)  may  complete  this  component  using  EPA's Climate  Resilience  Evaluation  and

Awareness  Tool  (CREAT)  Risk Assessment  Application  for  Water  Utilities,  found  on EPA's  website  Creating  Resilient

Water  Utilities  (CRWU)  (https://www.epa.zov/crwu),  or methodology  that provides comparable  analysis.
10 "Adaptive  Measures"  refers  to physical  infrastructure  or actions  and strategies  that  a utility  can use  to protect

their  assets  and mitigate  the  impacts  of  threats.  They  may  include  but  are not  limited  to:  building  or modifying

infrastructure,  utilization  of  models  (including  but  not  limited  to:  flood,  sea-level  rise and storm  surge,

sewer/collection  system,  system  performance),  monitoring  and inspecting  (including  but not limited  to: flood

control,  infrastructure,  treatment)  and repair/retrofit.
11 In light  of security  concerns  posed  by the  public  release  ofinformation  regarding  vulnerabilities  to wastewater

infrastructure,  the  Permittee  shall  provide  information  only  at a level  of  generality  that  indicates  the  overall  nature

of  the  vulnerability  but  omitting  specific  information  regarding  such  vulnerability  that  could  pose  a security  risk.

12  See footnote  7.
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major  storm  and  flood  events  for  each  of  the  critical  assets  and  related

operations  of  the  WWTS  and  the  sewer  system  and  how  those  adaptive

measures  will  be maintained,  including  the  rationale  for  either  implementing  or

not  implementing  each  adaptive  measure  that  was  assessed  and  an evaluation  of

how  each  adaptive  measure  taken  (or  planned)  will  be funded.

b. Credit for  Prior Assessment(s) Completed  by Permittee.  If the Permittee  has
undertaken  assessment(s)  that  were  completed  within  5 years  of  the  effective  date

of  this  permit,  or  is [are]  currently  undertaking  an assessment  that  address  some  or

all of  the  Adaptation  Plan components,  such  prior  assessment(s)  undertaken  by the

Permittee  may  be used  (as long  as the  reporting  time  frames  (set  forth  in Part

ll.C.l.a)  and  the  signatory  requirements  (set  forth  in Part  V.D.2  of  this  permit)  are

met)  in satisfaction  of  some  or  all of  these  components,  as long  as the  Permittee

explains  how  its prior  assessments  specifically  meet  the  requirements  set  forth  in

this  permit  and  how  the  Permittee  will  address  any  permit  requirements  that  have

not  been  addressed  in its prior  or  ongoing  assessment(s).

c. Adaptation  Plan  Progress  Report.  The  Permittee  shall  submit  an Adaptation  Plan

Progress  Report  on the  Adaptation  Plan  for  the  prior  calendar  year  that  documents

progress  made  toward  completing  the  Adaptation  Plan and,  following  its

completion,  any  progress  made  toward  implementation  of  adaptive  measures,  and

any  changes  to  the  WWTF  or  other  assets  that  may  impact  the  current  risk

assessment.  The  first  Adaptation  Progress  Report  is due  the  first  March  31 following

completion  of  the  Identification  of  Critical  Vulnerable  Assets  (Component  I)  and

shall  be included  with  the  annual  report  required  in Part  11.C.3 below  each  year

thereafter.  The  Adaptation  Plan  shall  be revised  if on-  or  off-site  structures  are

added,  removed,  or  otherwise  significantly  changed  in any  way  that  will  impact  the

vulnerability  of  the  WWTS  or  sewer  system.

2. Sewer  System

Operation  and  maintenance  (O&M)  ofthe  sewersystem  shall  be in compliance  with  40 CFR

Ez 122.41  (d) and  (e) and  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  Part  II Standard  Conditions,  B.

Operation  and  Maintenance  of  Pollution  Controls  which  is attached  to  this  Permit.  The

Permittee  shall  complete  the  following  activities  for  the  collection  system  which  it owns:

a. Maintenance  Staff

The  Permittee  shall  provide  an adequate  staff  to carry  out  the  operation,

maintenance,  repair,  and  testing  functions  required  to  ensure  compliance  with  the

terms  and  conditions  of  this  permit.  Provisions  to  meet  this  requirement  shall  be

described  in the  Sewer  System  O&M  Plan  required  pursuant  to  Part  ll.C.2.e.  below.



NH Medium  WWTF  General  Permit

NHG590003
2024  Draft  Authorization

Page  13  of  30

b. Preventive  Maintenance  Program

The  Permittee  shall  maintain  an ongoing  preventive  maintenance  program  to
prevent  overflows  and  bypasses  caused  by malfunctions  or  failures  of  the  sewer
system  infrastructure.  The  program  shall  include  an inspection  program  designed  to
identify  all potential  and  actual  unauthorized  discharges.  Plans  and  programs  to
meet  this  requirement  shall  be described  in the  Sewer  System  O&M  Plan  required
pursuant  to  Part  ll.C.2.e.  below.

c. Infiltration/Inflow

The Permittee  shall control  infiltration  and inflow  (I/I) into the sewer system as
necessary  to  prevent  high  flow  related  unauthorized  discharges  from  their  collection
systems  and  high  flow  related  violations  of  the  wastewater  treatment  plant's

effluent  limitations.  Plans and programs  to control  I/I shall be described in the Sewer
System  O&M  Plan  required  pursuant  to Part  ll.C.2.e.  below.

d. Sewer  System  Mapping

The  Permittee  shall  prepare  a map  of  the  sewer  collection  system  they  own  by 30
months  from  the  effective  date  of  the  authorization  under  this  General  Permit.  The
map  shall  be on a street  map  of  the  community,  with  sufficient  detail  and  at a scale
to  allow  easy  interpretation.  The  collection  system  information  shown  on the  map
shall  be based  on current  conditions  and  shall  be kept  up-to-date  and  available  for
review  by federal,  state,  or  local  agencies  upon  request.  Such  map(s)  shall  include,
but  not  be limited  to  the  following:

(1)  All sanitary  sewer  lines  and  related  manholes;

(2)  All  combined  sewer  lines,  related  manholes,  and  catch  basins;

(3)  All combined  sewer  regulators  and  any  known  or  suspected  connections

between  the  sanitary  sewer  and  storm  drain  systems  (e.g.,  combination

manholes);

(4)  Alloutfalls,includingthetreatmentplantoutfall(s),CSOs,andanyknownor

suspected  SSOs, including  stormwater  outfalls  that  are  connected  to
combination  manholes;

(5)  All  pump  stations  and  force  mains;

(6)  Thewastewatertreatmentfacility(ies);
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(7)  All  surface  waters  (labeled);

(8)  Other  major  appurtenances  such  as inverted  siphons  and  air  release  valves;

(9)  A numbering  system  which  uniquely  identifies  manholes,  catch  basins,

overflow  points,  regulators  and  outfalls;

(10)  Interconnections  with  collection  systems  owned  by other  entities;

(11)  The  scale  and  a north  arrow;  and

(12)  To the  extent  feasible,  the  pipe  diameter,  date  ofinstallation,  type  of

material,  distance  between  manholes,  and  the  direction  of  flow.

e. Sewer  System  Operation  and  Maintenance  Plan

The  Permittee  shall  develop  and  implement  a Sewer  System  O&M  Plan  in

accordance  with  Parts  (1) and  (2) below.

(1) Within  6 months  from  the  effective  date  of  the  authorization  under  the  General

Permit,  the  Permittee  and  Co-permittee(s),  if any,  shall  submit  to  EPA and  the

State  (as an electronic  attachment  to  the  DMR):

A description  of  the  collection  system  management  goals,  staffing,

information  management,  and  legal  authorities;

A description  of  the  collection  system  and  the  overall  condition  of  the

collection  system  including  a list  of  all pump  stations  and  a description  of

recent  studies  and  construction  activities;  and

A schedule  for  the  development  and  implementation  of  the  full  Sewer

System  Operation  and  Maintenance  Plan  including  the  elements  in Parts

ll.C.2.e.(2)(i)  through  (2)(viii)  below.

(2) The  full  Sewer  System  O&M  Plan  shall  be completed,  implemented  and

submitted  to  EPA and  the  State  (as an electronic  attachment  to  the  DMR)  by 24

months  from  the  effective  date  of  the  authorization  to  discharge  under  the

General  Permit.  The  Plan  shall  include:

The  required  submittal  from  Part  ll.C.2.e.(1)  above,  updated  to  reflect

current  information;

ii.  A preventive  maintenance  and monitoring  program  for  the  collection  system;
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iii.  Descriptionofsufficientstaffingnecessarytoproperlyoperateandmaintain

the  sanitary  sewer  collection  system  and  how  the  operation  and

maintenance  program  is staffed;

iv.  Descriptionoffunding,thesource(s)offundingandprovisionsforfunding

sufficient  for  implementing  the  plan;

v.  Identification  of  known  and  suspected  overflows  and  back-ups,  including

manholes.  A description  of  the  cause  of  the  identified  overflows  and  back-

ups,  corrective  actions  taken,  and a plan  for  addressing  the  overflows  and

back-ups  consistent  with  the  requirements  of  this  permit;

vi. A description  of the Permittee's  programs  for preventing  I/I related effluent
violations  and  all unauthorized  discharges  of  wastewater,  including  overflows

and  by-passes  and  the  ongoing  program  to identify  and  remove  sources  of

l/1. The  program  shall  include  an inflow  identification  and  control  program

that  focuses  on the  disconnection  and  redirection  ofillegal  sump  pumps  and

roof  down  spouts;

vii. An educational  public outreach  program  for all aspects of l/l control,
particularly  private  inflow;  and

viii.An  Overflow  Emergency  Response  Plan  to protect  public  health  from

overflows  and  unanticipated  bypasses  or upsets  that  exceed  any  effluent

limitation  in the  permit.

(3) N/A

3. Annual  Reporting  Requirement

The  Permittee  shall  submit  a summary  report  of  activities  related  to  the  implementation  of

its O&M  Plans  during  the  previous  calendar  year.  The  report  shall  be submitted  to EPA and

the  State  annually  by  March  31 (as an e)ectronic  attachment  to  the  DMR).  The  first  annual

report  is due  the  first  March  31 following  submittal  of  the  Sewer  System  O&M  Plan required

by Part  ll.C.2.e.(2)  of  this  permit.  The  summary  report  shall,  at a minimum,  include:

a. A description  of  the  staffing  levels  maintained  during  the  year;

b.  A map  and  a description  ofinspection  and  maintenance  activities  conducted  and

corrective  actions  taken  during  the  previous  year;

c. Expenditures  for  any  collection  system  maintenance  activities  and  corrective  actions

taken  during  the  previous  year;
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d. A map with areas identified  for investigation/action  in the coming year;

e. Asummaryofunauthorizeddischargesduringthepastyearandtheircausesanda

report  of  any  corrective  actions  taken  as a result  of  the  unauthorized  discharges

reported  pursuant  to  the  Unauthorized  Discharges  section  of  this  permit;

f.  If the  monthly  average  flow  exceeded  80 percent  of  the  facility's  design  flow  for  three

consecutive  months  in the  previous  calendar  year,  or  there  have  been  capacity  related

overflows,  the  report  shall  include:

(1)  Plans  for  further  potential  flow  increases  describing  how  the  Permittee  will

maintain  compliance  with  the  flow  limit  and  all other  effluent  limitations  and

conditions;  and

(2)  Acalculationofthemaximumdaily,weekly,andmonthlyinfiltrationandthe

maximum  daily,  weekly,  and  monthly  inflow  for  the  reporting  year.

g. The  Adaptation  Plan Progress  Report  described  in Partll.C.l.c  above  (beginningthe

first  March  31 following  24 months  from  the  effective  date  of  the  authorization).

D.  ALTERNATE  POWER  SOURCE

In order  to maintain  compliance  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of  this  permit,  the  Permittee

and  Co-permittee  shall  provide  an alternative  power  source(s)  sufficient  to  operate  the  portion

of  the  publicly  owned  treatment  works  it owns  and  operates,  as defined  in Part  V.E.1  of  this

permit.

E, INDUSTRIAL  USERS

1.  The  Permittee  shall  submit  to EPA and  the  State  the  name  of  any  Industrial  User  (IU)

subject  to  Categorical  Pretreatment  Standards  under  40 CFR § 403.6  and  40 CFR chapter

I, subchapter  N (Parts  405-415,  417-430,  432-447,  449-451,  454,  455,  457-461,  463-469,

and  471  as amended)  who  commences  discharge  to  the  facility  after  the  effective  date

of  this  permit.

This  reporting  requirement  also  applies  to  any  other  IU who  is classified  as a Significant

Industrial  User  which  discharges  an average  of  25,000  gallons  per  day  or  more  of

process  wastewater  into  the  facility  (excluding  sanitary,  noncontact  cooling  and  boiler

blowdown  wastewater);  contributes  a process  wastewater  which  makes  up five  (5)

percent  or more  of  the  average  dry  weather  hydraulic  or  organic  capacity  of  the  facility;

or  is designated  as such  by the  Control  Authority  as defined  in 40  CFR § 403.3(f)  on the

basis  that  the  industrial  user  has a reasonable  potential  to  adversely  affect  the

wastewater  treatment  facility's  operation,  or  for  violating  any  pretreatment  standard  or

requirement  (in accordance  with  40 CFR § 403.8(f)(6)).
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2. In the  event  that  the  Permittee  receives  originals  of  reports  (baseline  monitoring

reports,  90-day  compliance  reports,  periodic  reports  on continued  compliance,  etc.)

from  industrial  users  subject  to Categorical  Pretreatment  Standards  under  40  CFR §

403.6  and  40 CFR chapter  1, subchapter  N (Parts  405-415,  417-430,  432-447,  449-451,

454,  455,  457-461,  463-469,  and  471  as amended),  or  from  a Significant  Industrial  User,

the  Permittee  shall  forward  the  originals  of  these  reports  within  ninety  (90)  days  of  their

receipt  to EPA, and  copy  the  State.

3. In accordance  with  40  CFR § 122.44(j)(1)  the  Permittee  must  identify,  in terms  of

character  and  volume,  any  SIUs discharging  into  the  POTW  or  facility  subject  to

Pretreatment  Standards  under  section  307(b)  of  CWA  and  40 CFR Part  403.  SIUs

information  shall  be updated  at a minimum  of  once  per  year  or  at that  frequency

necessary to ensure that  all SIUs are properly  permitted  and/or  controlled.  The records
shall  be maintained  and  updated  as necessary.

4.  Beginningthefirstfullcalendaryearaftertheeffectivedateofthepermit,the

Permittee  shall  conduct  or  require  annual  sampling  of  the  following  types  ofindustrial

discharges  into  the  POTW:

@ Commercial  Car  Washes

*  Platers/Metal  Finishers

*  Paper  and  Packaging  Manufacturers

*  Tanneries and Leather/Fabric/Carpet  Treaters

*  ManufacturersofPartswithPolytetrafluoroethylene(PTFE)orteflontypecoatings

(i.e.  bearings)

*  Landfill  Leachate

*  Centralized  Waste  Treaters

@ Known  or  Suspected  PFAS Contaminated  Sites

*  FireFightingTrainingFacilities

@ Airports

@ Any  Other  Known  or  Expected  Sources  of  PFAS

Sampling  shall  be conducted  using  Method  1633  for  the  PFAS analytes  listed  in

Attachment  H. The  industrial  discharges  sampled  and  the  sampling  results  shall  be

summarized  and  submitted  to EPA and  the  State  as an electronic  attachment  to  the

March  discharge  monitoring  report  due  April  15  of  the  calendar  year  following  the

testing.

F. N/A

G.  SLUDGE  CONDITIONS

1.  The Permittee  shall  comply  with  al1 existing  federal  and  state  laws  and  regulations  that

apply  to  sewage  sludge  use and  disposal  practices,  including  EPA regulations
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promulgated  at 40 CFR § 503,  which  prescribe  "Standards  for  the  Use or Disposal  of

Sewage  Sludge"  pursuant  to  § 405(d)  of  the  CWA,  33 u.s.c.  § 1345(d).

2. If both state and federal  requirements  apply  to the Permittee's  sludge use and/or
disposal  practices,  the Permittee  shall comply  with  the more  stringent  of the applicable

requirements.

3. Therequirementsandtechnicalstandardsof40CFRPart503applytothefollowing

sludge  use or disposal  practices:

a. Land  application  - the  use of  sewage  sludge  to  condition  or  fertilize  the  soil

b.  Surface  disposal  - the  placement  of  sewage  sludge  in a sludge  only  landfill

c. Sewage  sludge  incineration  in a sludge  only  incinerator

4.  Therequirementsof40CFRPart503donotapplytofacilitieswhichdisposeofsludgein

a municipal  solid  waste  landfill.  40  CFR § 503.4.  These  requirements  also  do not  apply  to

facilities  which  do not  use or  dispose  of  sewage  sludge  during  the  life  of  the  permit  but

rather  treat  the  sludge  (e.g.,  lagoons,  reed  beds),  or  are  otherwise  excluded  under  40

CFR § 503.6.

5. The  40 CFR Part  503  requirements  include  the  following  elements:

a. General  requirements

b. Pollutant  limitations

c. Operational  Standards  (pathogen  reduction  requirements  and  vector  attraction

reduction  requirements)

d.  Management  practices

e. Record  keeping

f.  Monitoring

g. Reporting

Which  of  the  40 CFR Part  503  requirements  apply  to  the  Permittee  will  depend  upon  the

use or disposal  practice  followed  and  upon  the  quality  of  material  produced  by a facility.

The  EPA Region  1 guidance  document,  "EPA  Region  1-  NPDES  Permit  Sludge  Compliance

Guidance"  (November  4, 1999),  may  be used  by the  Permittee  to  assist  it in determining  the

applicable  requirements.
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6. The sludge  shall  be monitored  for  pollutant  concentrations  (all Part  503 methods)  and

pathogen  reduction  and vector  attraction  reduction  (land  application  and surface

disposal)  at the  following  frequency.  This  frequency  is based  upon  the  volume  of  sewage

sludge  generated  at the  facility  in dry  metric  tons  per  year,  as follows:

less than  290

290  to less than  1,500

1,500  to less than  15,000

15,000  +

1/  year

1 /quarter

6 /year

1 /month

Sampling  of  the  sewage  sludge  shall  use the  procedures  detailed  in 40 CFR E) 503.8.

7. Under  40 CFR § 503.9(r),  the  Permittee  is a "person  who  prepares  sewage  sludge"

because it "is...  the  person  who  generates  sewage  sludge  during  the  treatment  of

domestic  sewage  in a treatment  works...."  If the  Permittee  contracts  with  another

"person  who  prepares  sewage  sludge"  under  40 CFR § 503.9(r)  -  i.e., with  "a person

who derives  a material  from  sewage  sludge"  -  for  use or disposal  of  the  sludge,  then

compliance  with  Part  503 requirements  is the  responsibility  of  the  contractor  engaged

for  that  purpose.  If the  Permittee  does  not  engage  a "person  who  prepares  sewage

sludge,"  as defined  in 40 CFR § 503.9(r),  for  use or disposal,  then  the  Permittee  remains

responsible  to ensure  that  the  applicable  requirements  in Part  503 are met.  40 CFR

Et 503.7.  If the  ultimate  use or disposal  method  is land application,  the  Permittee  is

responsible  for  providing  the  person  receiving  the  sludge  with  notice  and necessary

information  to comply  with  the  requirements  of  40 CFR § 503 Subpart  B.

8. The Permittee  shall  submit  an annual  report  containing  the  information  specified  in the

40 CFR Part  503  requirements  (§ 503.18  (land  application),  § 503.28  (surface  disposal),

or § 503.48  (incineration))  by February  19  (see also "EPA  Region  1-  NPDES Permit

Sludge  Compliance  Guidance").  Reports  shall  be submitted  electronically  using  EPA"s

Electronic  Reporting  tool  ("NeT")  (see "Reporting  Requirements"  section  below).

9. Compliance  with  the  requirements  of  this  permit  or 40 CFR Part  503 shall  not  eliminate

or modify  the  need  to comply  with  applicable  requirements  under  RSA 485-A  and Env-

Wq 800, New  Hampshire  Sludge  Management  Rules.

H. SPECIAL  CONDITIONS

1.  Provision  to Modify  pH Range

The pH range  may  be modified  if the  Permittee  satisfies  conditions  set  forth  in Part  11.K.5

below.  Upon  notification  of  an approval  by NHDES,  EPA will  review  and,  if acceptable,

will  submit  written  notice  to  the  Permittee  of  the  permit  change.  The modified  pH range

will  not  be in effect  until  the  Permittee  receives  written  notice  from  EPA.

2. N/A
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3. N/A

4.  Schedules  of  Compliance

The  Permittee  will  have  a 2-year  schedule  of  compliance  for  the  monthly  average  and

daily  maximum  total  recoverable  copper  limits.  The  Permittee  shall  evaluate

optimization,  source reduction,  and/or  minor  process change in the first  year and
implement  these  findings  in the  second  year.  During  the  compliance  schedule,  the

Permittee  shall  report  monitoring  results.

Finally,  every  twelve  (12)  months  (beginning  on the  effective  date  of  the  authorization

to  discharge  under  the  General  Permit  and  ending  upon  the  completion  of  the

compliance  schedule),  the  Permittee  shall  submit  to  EPA and  NHDES  (as an electronic

attachment  to  the  DMR)  a status  report  relative  to  their  progress  toward  achieving  the

permit  limit.

5.  Toxicity  Violation  Procedures

a. Accelerated  WET  Testing

The  Permittee  shall  conduct  at least  two  accelerated  re-tests  at 14-day  intervals  which

must  be started  within  14  days  and  28 days  of  receiving  the  following  results:

*  anyWETtestresultsinaviolationofanyWETIimitandthetestacceptability

criteria  were  met  (only  re-test  for  the  species  that  failed);  or

@ the  Permittee  identifies  or is provided  notice  of  a sudden  and  significant  death  of

large numbers  of fish and/or  shellfish in the vicinity  of the discharge (test for all
species  identified  in permit);  or

*  an oily  sheen  is observed  on the  surface  of  the  water  in the  vicinity  of  the  outfall

during  the  monthly  visual  inspection  described  in Part  II.A.1  (test  for  all species

identified  in permit).

If the  receiving  water  was  used  as the  dilution  water  and  is suspected  to  be toxic  (e.g.,

based  on results  from  the  initial  test),  the  Permittee  shall  conduct  the  accelerated  WET

tests  using  laboratory  water  as the  dilution  water  with  a similar  pH and  hardness  as the

receiving  water.  If the  WET  tests  using  laboratory  water  do not  violate  any  WET  limits,

the  Permittee  shall  return  to  a normal  monitoring  frequency  but  should  request  to

continue  to  use laboratory  water  as the  dilution  water  based  on these  results.  If either

accelerated  WET  test  violates  any  WET  limits  (and  the  test  acceptability  criteria  were

met),  the  discharge  is considered  to  have  persistent  toxicity  and  the  Permittee  must

immediately  initiate  a Toxicity  Identification  Evaluation  and  Toxicity  Reduction
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Evaluation (TIE/TRE) in accordance with subpart  b below to resolve any toxic impacts on
the  receiving  water.

b.  TIEy/TRE

(1) If the  WET  re-test  described  above  results  in a violation  of  the  WET  limits,  the

Permittee  must immediately  initiate  a TIE/TRE designed to identify  and

reduce toxicity  in the discharge. Notice of TIE/TRE study implementation  is to

be submitted  to EPA (via email: RlNPDESReportin@@epa.zov)  and NHDES

within  10  days  of  receiving  notification  of  WET  re-test  failure.

(2) A TIE/TRE schedule and action plan must be submitted  to EPA and NHDES as
an electronic  attachment  to  the  DMR  within  60  days  of  receipt  of  WET  re-test

failure.

The TIE/TRE schedule (from the initiation  date to the termination  date)

should  be as short  as possible,  and no longer  than  24 months  as follows:  The

"TIE/TRE initiation  date" is the date of the receipt of results for the toxicity

test that  confirms  persistent  toxicity  and the "TIE/TRE termination  date" is
the  date  corrective  actions  to  resolve  toxicity  are  identified  and  a schedule

for  completing  these  corrective  actions  is proposed.

The  objective  of  the  action  plan  is to  identify  the  source(s)  of  toxicity  by

analyzing  toxicity  testing  samples  for  any  toxicant  identified  as being  a

potential  source  of  toxicity  and  ascertaining  whether  the  same  level  of

toxicity  occurs  when  any  suspected  toxicant  level  varies.  This  information

might  lead  to  finding  one  or  more  toxicants  or confirming  or  eliminating

suspected  toxicants  and  possibly  their  source(s).

(3) Quarterly  "TIE/TRE Progress Reports" should be submitted  to EPA and NHDES
as an electronic  attachment  to  the  DMR  at the  end  of  each  quarter  after  the

TIE/TRE initiation  date. The progress report  should list all activities  and
findings  related  to  resolving  toxicity,  including  all WET  and  chemical  test

data. The data summaries  of the TIE/TRE also should be provided  in a

tabulated  format  with  explanations  of  the  procedures  used  and  the  recorded

findings  from  the  study.

(4) A "Final  TIE/TRE Report"  should be submitted  to EPA and NHDES within  45

days of the TIE/TRE termination  date (as an electronic  attachment  to the

DMR) and should summarize  the TIE/TRE activities  and findings,  propose the

corrective  action(s)  to  be taken,  and  propose  a schedule  to  complete  any

identified  corrective  action(s).
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(5) After  submission of the "Final  TIE/TRE Report,"  the Permittee  shall continue
to  submit  quarterly  "Toxicity  Reduction  Progress  Reports"  (as an electronic

attachment  to  the  DMR)  documenting  progress  on the  corrective  actions

being  taken  to reduce  toxicity  in accordance  with  the  proposed  schedule.

(6) Upon completion  of all corrective  actions identified  in the "Final TIE/TRE

Report,"  the  Permittee  shall  submit  a "Toxicity  Reduction  Completion

Report"  (as an electronic  attachment  to  the  DMR)  summarizing  the

corrective  actions taken based on the TIE/TRE and shall include all
information  necessary  to  demonstrate  that  the  discharge  is no longer  toxic

and  consistently  complies  with  all WET  limits.

6. Benthic  Survey

During  the  third  calendar  quarter  (i.e.,  July  through  September)  that  begins  at least  12

months  after  the  effective  date  of  the  permit,  the  Permittee  shall  conduct  a benthic

survey  once  per  permit  term  to  assess  impacts  from  the  discharge  on aquatic  life  in the

benthic  environment.

Benthic  grab  samples  shall  be taken  at three  locations  sited  along  each  of  two  transects

(one immediately  upstream/upgradient  of the discharge at a location  considered to be

unimpacted  by the discharge, and one downstream/downgradient  of the discharge
immediately  outside  of  the  estimated  zone  ofinitial  dilution).  Along  each  transect,

duplicate  samples  shall  be taken  in the  thalweg  along  with  sites  near  each  shoreline,  for

a total  of  six samples  along  each  transect  and  12  samples  total.  Organisms  shall  be

sorted  and  identified  to  the  lowest  possible  taxonomic  level.  Counts  shall  be

standardized  to  densities  per  square  meter  of  bottom.  To characterize  the  bottom,  grain

size  samples  shall  be collected  at each  grab  site.

Taxonomy  must  be performed  by a professional  freshwater  macroinvertebrate

taxonomist  who,  at a minimum,  holds  and  maintains  for  the  duration  of  the  contract  a

certification  from  the  Society  of  Freshwater  Science  for  eastern  genera  in group  1

(Crustacea  and  Arthropods  other  than  EPT and  Chironomidae),  group  2

(Ephemeroptera,  Plecoptera,  and  Trichoptera  nymphs  and  larvae  only)  and  group  3

(Chironomidae  larvae  only).

A report  summarizing  the  results  and  comparing  the  upstream  and  downstream  benthic

populations  shall  be submitted  by the  following  January  15  as an electronic  attachment

to  the  DMR.

I. Submittal  of  Facility-Specific  Information

The  Permittee  shall  submit  the  following  facility-specific  information  which  EPA has deemed

necessary  for  development  of  the  next  reissuance  of  this  General  Permit.  This  information  shall
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be submitted  as electronic  attachments  in NetDMR  for  the  final  full  calendar  quarter  before  the

expiration  date  of  the  General  Permit  (in accordance  with  reporting  requirements  in Part  11.J.2

below).

1.  Provide  the  current  (most  recent  calendar  year)  average  daily  volume  of  inflow  and

infiltration  (I/l) and the steps the facility  is taking  to minimize  inflow  and infiltration.
2. Provide  an updated  Flow  Diagram  or  Schematic  for  the  WWTF  showing  the  processes  of

the  treatment  plant,  including  all bypass  piping  (if  any)  and  all backup  power  sources  or

redundancy  in the  system.  This  includes  a water  balance  showing  all treatment  units,

including  disinfection  (e.g.,  chlorination  and  dechlorination),  and  showing  daily  average

flow  rates  at influent  and  discharge  points,  and  approximate  daily  flow  rates  between

treatment  units. Also provide  a narrative  description  of the diagram/schematic.
3.  Provideasummaryandscheduleforanyongoingorplannedfacilityupgrades,including

specific  details  such  as affected  outfalls,  construction  start  date,  construction  end  date,

discharge  start  date,  and  attainment  of  operational  level  date.  Also  indicate,  if

appropriate,  whether  permits/clearances  concerning  other  federal/state  requirements
have  been  obtained.

4.  Provide  a list  of  Significant  Industrial  Users  and  Categorical  Industrial  Users  contributing

flow  to  the  system,  including  name,  mailing  address,  description  of  all industrial

processes  that  affect  or  contribute  to  the  discharge,  the  principal  products  and  raw

materials  that  affect  or  contribute  to  the  discharge,  average  flow  vs. average  flow

attributable  to  process  flow,  categories  and  subcategories  for  the  SIU, and  information

on upsets/interferences  attributable  to the SIU.
5. Indicate  if  the  POTW  receives  or has been  notified  that  it will  receive  by truck,  rail,  or

dedicated  pipe  any  wastes  that  are  regulated  as RCRA hazardous  wastes  pursuant  to  40

CFR 261.  For  each  hazardous  waste  received,  provide  the  hazardous  waste  number,  the

method  by which  the  waste  is received  (e.g.,  by  truck,  dedicated  pipe,  rail,  etc.),  the

amount  of  waste  received  annually  (specify  units),  and  the  extent  of  treatment,  if any,

the  wastewater  receives  or  will  receive  before  entering  the  POTW.

6. Provide  a summary  of  sewage  sludge  treatment  and  disposal  practices  (including

disposal  method,  disposal  amount  in dry  metric  tons,  name  and  address  of  any  third-

party  contractor,  etc.).

7.  Perform  three  pollutant  scans  for  the  pollutants  listed  in Attachment  I, using  a

representative  composite  sample  once  per  quarter  in the  final  three  full  calendar

quarters  of  the  5-year  permit  term.  The  results  for  all three  scans  shall  be summarized

and submitted  using  the  Form  in Attachment  1.

J. REPORTING  REQUIREMENTS

Unless  otherwise  specified  in this  permit,  the  Permittee  shall  submit  reports,  requests,  and

information  and  provide  notices  in the  manner  described  in this  section.

1.  Submittal  of  DMRs  Using  NetDMR
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The  Permittee  shall  continue  to  submit  its monthly  monitoring  data  in discharge  monitoring

reports  (DMRs)  to  EPA and  the  State  electronically  using  NetDMR  no later  than  the  15th day

of  the  month.  When  the  Permittee  submits  DMRs  using  NetDMR,  it is not  required  to

submit  hard  copies  of  DMRs  to EPA orthe  State.  NetDMRis  accessible  through  EPA's

Central Data Exchange at https://cdx.epa.zov/.

2. Submittal  of  Reports  as NetDMR  Attachments

Unless  otherwise  specified  in this  permit,  the  Permittee  shall  electronically  submit  all

reports  to EPA as NetDMR  attachments  rather  than  as hard  copies.  This  includes  the  NHDES

Monthly  Operating  Reports  (MORs).  See Part  11.J.7. for  more  information  on State  reporting.

Because  the  due  dates  for  reports  described  in this  permit  may  not  coincide  with  the  due

date  for  submitting  DMRs  (which  is no later  than  the  15th  day  of  the  month),  a report

submitted  electronically  as a NetDMR  attachment  shall  be considered  timely  if it is

electronically  submitted  to EPA using  NetDMR  with  the  next  DMR  due  following  the  report

due  date  specified  in this  permit.

3. Submittal  oflndustrial  User  and  Pretreatment  Related  Reports

a. All reports  and  information  required  of  the  Permittee  in the  Industrial  Users  and

Pretreatment  Program  section  of  this  permit  shall  be submitted  electronically  as

NetDMR attachments  and/or  using EPA's NPDES Electronic  Reporting  Tool ("NeT"), or

another  approved  EPA system,  which  will  be accessible  through  EPA's  Central  Data

Exchange at https://cdx.epa.gov/.  These requests, reports  and notices include:

(1) Annual  Pretreatment  Reports,

(2) Pretreatment  Reports  Reassessment  of  Technically  Based  Industrial  Discharge

Limits  Form,

(3) Revisions  to  Industrial  Discharge  Limits,

(4) Report  describing  Pretreatment  Program  activities,  and

(5) Proposed  changes  to a Pretreatment  Program

b.  This  information  shall  be submitted  to  EPA WD  as a hard  copy  at the  following

address:

U.S. Environmental  Protection  Agency

Water  Division

Regional  Pretreatment  Coordinator

5 Post  Office  Square  - Suite  100  (06-03)
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Boston,  MA  02109-3912

4. Submittal  of Biosolids/Sewage  Sludge Reports

By February  19  of  each  year,  the  Permittee  must  electronically  report  their  annual

Biosolids/Sewage  Sludge Report  for  the previous  calendar  year using EPA's NPDES

Electronic  Reporting  Tool  ("NeT"),  or  another  approved  EPA system,  which  is accessible

through  EPA's  Central  Data  Exchange  at https://cdx.epa.Hov/.

5.  Submittal  of  Requests  and  Reports  to EPA Water  Division  (WD)

a. The  following  requests,  reports,  and  information  described  in this  permit  shall  be

submitted  to  the  NPDES  Applications  Coordinator  in EPA Water  Division  (WD):

(1) Transfer  of  permit  notice;

(2) Request  for  changes  in sampling  location;

(3) Request  for  reduction  in testing  frequency;

(4) Report  on unacceptable  dilution  water  / request  for alternative  dilution  water

for WET  testing;

(5) Report  of  new  industrial  user  commencing  discharge;  and

(6) Report  received  from  existing  industrial  user.

b.  These  reports,  information,  and  requests  shall  be submitted  to  EPA WD  electronically

at RlNPDESReportin@@epa.@ov.

6.  Submittal  of  Sewer  Overflow  and  Bypass  Reports  and  Notifications

The  Permittee  shall  submit  required  reports  and  notifications  under  Part  V.B.4.c,  for

bypasses,  and  Part  V.D.l.e,  for  sanitary  sewer  overflows  (SSOs)  electronically  using  EPA's

NPDES  Electronic  Reporting  Tool  ("NeT"),  which  will  be accessible  through  EPA's  Central

Data Exchange  at https://cdx.epa.gov/.

7.  State  Reporting

Unless  otherwise  specified  in this  permit  or  by  the  State,  duplicate  signed  copies  of all

reports,  information,  requests  or  notifications  described  in this  permit,  including  the

reports,  information,  requests  or notifications  described  in Parts  11.J.3 through  11.J.6 shall

also  be submitted  to  the  New  Hampshire  Department  of  Environmental  Services,  Water

Division  (NHDES-WD)  electronicallyto  the  Permittee's  assigned  NPDES  inspector  at NHDES-

WD  or as a hardcopy  to  the  following  addresses:
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New  Hampshire  Department  of  Environmental  Services

Water  Division

Wastewater  Engineering  Bureau

29 Hazen  Drive,  p.o. Box  95

Concord,  New  Hampshire  03302-0095

8.  Verbal  Reports  and  Verbal  Notifications

a. Any  verbal  reports  or verbal  notifications,  if required  in Parts II and/or  V of this permit,

shall  be made  to  both  EPA and  to  the  State.  This  includes  verbal  reports  and

notifications  which  require  reporting  within  24 hours  (e.g.,  Part  V.B.4.c.(2),  Part

V.B.5.c.(3),  and  Part  V.D.l.e).

b.  Verbal  reports  and  verbal  notifications  shall  be made  to:

EPA ECAD at 617-918-1510

and

NHDES  Assigned  NPDES  Inspector  listed  below:

Central/South  NH:603-271-2985

North/West  NH: 603-271-1494

NH Seacoast:  603-271-1493

K. STATE401CERTIFICATIONCONDITIONS

1.  The  Permittee  shall  not  at any  time,  either  alone  or in conjunction  with  any  person  or

persons,  cause  directly  or  indirectly  the  discharge  of  waste  into  the  said  receiving  water

unless  it has been  treated  in such  a manner  as will  not  lower  the  legislated  water  quality

classification  of,  or  interfere  with  the  uses  assigned  to,  said  water  by  the  New

Hampshire  Legislature  (RSA 485-A:12).

2.  This  NPDES  discharge  permit  is issued  by EPA under  federal  law.  Upon  final  issuance  by

EPA, the  New  Hampshire  Department  of  Environmental  Services-Water  Division

(NHDES-WD)  may  adopt  this  permit,  including  all terms  and  conditions,  as a state  permit

pursuant  to RSA 485-A:13.

3.  EPA shall  have  the  right  to  enforce  the  terms  and  conditions  of  this  permit  pursuant  to

federal  law  and  NHDES-WD  shall  have  the  right  to enforce  the  permit  pursuant  to  state

law,  if the  permit  is adopted.  Any  modification,  suspension,  or  revocation  of  this  permit

shall  be effective  only  with  respect  to  the  agency  taking  such  action  and  shall  not  affect

the  validity  or  status  of  the  permit  as issued  by the  other  agency.

4.  Pursuant  to New  Hampshire  Statute  RSA 485-413,1(cl  any person  responsible  for a
bypass  or  upSet  at a wastewater  facility  shall  give  immediate  notice  of  a bypass  or upset

to all public  or  privately  owned  water  systems  drawing  water  from  the  same  receiving
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water  and located  within  20 miles  downstream  of  the  point  of  discharge  regardless  of

whether  or  not  it is on the  same  receiving  water  or  on another  surface  water  to  which

the  receiving  water  is tributary.  Wastewater  facility  is defined  at RSA 485-A:2XIX  as the

structures,  equipment,  and  processes  required  to  collect,  convey,  and  treat  domestic

and  industrial  wastes,  and  dispose  of  the  effluent  and  sludge.  The  Permittee  shall

maintain  a list  of  persons,  and  their  telephone  numbers,  who  are  to  be notified

immediately  by  telephone.  In addition,  written  notification,  which  shall  be postmarked

within  3 days  of  the  bypass  or upset,  shall  be sent  to  such  persons.

5.  The  pH range  of  6.5  to  8.O Standard  Units  (s.u.) must  be achieved  in the  final  effluent

unless  the  Permittee  can demonstrate  to  NHDES-WD:  1) that  the  range  should  be

widened  due  to  naturally  occurring  conditions  in the  receiving  water;  or  2) that  the

naturally  occurring  receiving  water  pH is not  significantly  altered  by the  Permittee's

discharge.  The  scope  of  any  demonstration  project  must  receive  prior  approval  from

NHDES-WD.  In no case,  shall  the  above  procedure  result  in pH limits  outside  the  range

of  6.0  to  9.0  s.u., which  is the  federal  effluent  limitation  guideline  regulation  for  pH for

secondary  treatment  and  is found  in 40  CFR § 133.102(c).

6.  Pursuantto  New  Hampshire  Code  ofAdministrative  Rules,  Env-Wq  703.07(a):

Any  person  proposing  to  construct  or  modify  any  of  the  following  shall  submit  an

application  for  a sewer  connection  permit  to  the  department:

a. Any  extension  of  a collector  or  interceptor,  whether  public  or  private,  regardless  of

flow;

b.  Any  wastewater  connection  or  other  discharge  in excess  of  5,000  gpd;

c. Any  wastewater  connection  or other  discharge  to  a WWTP  operating  in excess  of  80

percent  design  flow  capacity  or design  loading  capacity  based  on actual  average  flow

or  loading  for  3 consecutive  months;

d.  Any  industrial  wastewater  connection  or  change  in existing  discharge  of  industrial

wastewater,  regardless  of  quality  or  quantity;

e.  Any  sewage  pumping  station  greater  than  50 gpm  or serving  more  than  one  building;

or

f.  Any  proposed  sewer  that  serves  more  than  one  building  or  that  requires  a manhole  at

the  connection.

7.  For Permittees  without  an IPP, prior  to an industrial  userincreasing  the  volume  of  the

industrial  wastewater  flow,  or  changing  any  characteristics  of  the  discharge,  an



NH Medium  WWTF  General  Permit

NHG590003

2024  Draft  Authorization

Page 28 of 30

"Industrial  Wastewater  Discharge  Request'  shall  be submitted  in accordance  with  Env-

Wq 305.10(a).

8. For Permittees  without  an IPP, pursuant  to Env-Wq  305.15(d)  and 305.16(f),  the

Permittee  shall  not  allocate  or accept  for  treatment  more  than  90 percent  of  the

headworks  loading  limits  of  the  facility.

9. Pursuant  to Env-Wq  305.21,  at a frequency  no less than  every  five  years,  the  Permittee

shall  submit  to NHDES:

a. A copy  of  its current  sewer  use ordinance  if it has been  revised  without  department

approval  subsequent  to any previous  submittal  to the  department  or a certification

that  no changes  have  been  made.

b. A current  list  of  all significant  indirect  dischargers  to  the  POTW.  At a minimum,  the  list

shall  include  for  each significant  indirect  discharger,  its name  and address,  the  name

and daytime  telephone  number  of  a contact  person,  products  manufactured,

industrial  processes  used,  existing  pretreatment  processes,  and discharge  permit

StatuS.

c. A list of  all permitted  indirect  dischargers;  and

d. Acertificationthatthemunicipalityisstrictlyenforcingitsseweruseordinanceandall

discharge  permits  it has issued.

10.  When  the  effluent  discharged  for  a period  of  three  (3) consecutive  months  exceeds  80

percent  of  the  design  flow  or design  loading  capacity,  the  Permittee  shall  submit  to  the

permitting  authorities  a projection  of  flows  and loadings  up to the  time  when  the  design

capacity  of  the  treatment  facility  will  be reached,  and a program  for  maintaining

satisfactory  treatment  levels  consistent  with  approved  water  quality  management

plans.  Before  the  design  flow  will  be reached,  or whenever  treatment  necessary  to

achieve  permit  limits  cannot  be assured,  the  Permittee  may  be required  to submit  plans

for  facility  improvements.

11.  N/A

12.  NHDES Shellfish  Notification  Procedures

The Permittee  shall  immediately  notify  the  Shellfish  Section  of  NHDES-WD  of  possible

high bacteria/virus  loading events from the facility  or its sewage collection
infrastructure.  Such events  include:

a. AnylapseorinterruptionofnormaloperationofthePOTWdisinfectionsystem,or

other  event  that  results  in discharge  of  sewage  from  the  POTW  or sewage  collection
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infrastructure  (pump  stations,  sewer  lines,  manholes,  etc.)  that  has not  undergone  full
disinfection  as specified  in this  permit;

b.  Total  daily  flows  in excess  of  the  POTW's  average  daily  design  flow  of  2.5 MGD,  or  as
required  by the  NHDES  Shellfish  Program;  and

c. Daily post-disinfection  effluent  sample result of 43 fecal coliform/100  mL or greater.
Notification  shall  also  be made  forinstances  where  NPDES-required  bacteria  sampling

is not  completed,  or  where  the  results  of  such  sampling  are  invalid.

Notification  shall  be made  using  the  program's  cell  phone  number.  lf  Shellfish  Program

staff  are not  available  to  answer  the  phone,  leave  a message  describing  the  issue  or

situation  and  provide  your  contact  information,  including  phone  number.  Then,  call

the  Shellfish  Program's  pager  and  enter  a call  back  number.  Upon  initial  notification  of

a possible high bacteria/virus  loading event, Shellfish Program staff  will determine  the
most  suitable  interval  for  continued  notification  and  updates  on an event-by-event

basis.

NHDES-Shellfish  Program

Cell Phone:  603-568-6741

Pager:  603-771-9826

Ill.  N/A

IV.  Administrative  Requirements

A. Notice  of Termination  (NOT) of Discharge or Change of Owner/Operator

The  Permittee  shall  notify  EPA and  the  appropriate  State  agency  in writing  upon  the
termination  of  any  discharge(s)  authorized  by this  General  Permit.  The  NOT  shall  include  the
name,  mailing  address,  phone  number,  and  the  location  of  the  facility  for  which  the  notification
is being  submitted,  the  NPDES  permit  number  of  the  discharge  identified  by the  notice,  and  an
indication  of whether  the discharge has been eliminated  or if the owner/operator  of the
discharge  has  changed.  The  NOT  shall  be signed  in accordance  with  the  signatory  requirements
of  40  CFR § 122.22.  Completed  and  signed  NOTs  shall  be submitted  to  EPA at

RlNPDESReportin@@epa.@ov  and to NHDES.

B. Continuation  of  this  General  Permit  After  Expiration

If this  General  Permit  is not  reissued  prior  to its expiration  date,  it will  be administratively
continued  in accordance  with  the  Administrative  Procedures  Act  (5 u.s.c.  558(c))  and  40 CFR Et
122.6  and  remain  in full  force  and  in effect  for  discharges  covered  prior  to  its expiration.



NH Medium  WWTF  General  Permit

NHG590003

2024  Draft  Authorization

Page  30 of  30

Coverage  under  this  permit  will  not  be available  to  any  facility  that  is not  authorized  to

discharge  under  the  General  Permit  before  the  expiration  date.

Any  Permittee  whose  authorization  to  discharge  under  this  General  Permit  was  administratively

continued  will  automatically  remain  covered  by  the  continued  General  Permit  until  the  earlier

of:

1.  Authorization  to  discharge  under  a reissued  permit  or  a replacement  of  this  permit;  or

2. ThePermittee'ssubmittalofaNoticeofTermination;or

3. lssuanceofanindividualpermitforthePermittee'sdischarge;or

4.  A formal  permit  decision  by EPA not  to reissue  this  General  Permit,  at which  time  EPA will

identify  a reasonable  time  period  for  covered  dischargers  to  seek  coverage  under  an

alternative  general  permit  or  an individual  permit.  Coverage  under  this  permit  will  cease  at

the  end  of  this  time  period.
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Parameter Flow Flow BOD5 BOD5 BOD5 BOD5 BOD5 BOD5

Monthly  Ave Daily Max Monthly  Ave Monthly  Ave Weekly  Ave Weekly  Ave Daily Max Daily Max
Units MGD MGD Ib/d mg/L Ib/d mg/L Ib/d mg/L
Effluent  Limit Report Report 630 30 440 45 1043 50

Minimum 0.42 0.55 13.9 2.6 19 2.8 17.2 3.4
Maximum 1.29 3.2 122,1 11,3 156.5 U.8 161.3 14.2
Median 0.85 1.235 36.2 4,85 47.55 6.15 57.65 7.4
No. of Violations N/A N/A o o o o o o

1/31/2019 0.9i 1.79 86.4 11.3 106.6 13.8 ffl.6 14.2
2/28/2019 1.06 1.24 91 .3 10 108.2 11.8 li9 i2.4
3/31/2019 102 1.34 75.7 8.2 109.6 . 11 140.9 14.2
4/30/2019 L29 2.05 122.1 10.8 118.8 11.1 161.3 12.4
5/31/2019 1.01 1.52 63.6 7.5 156.5 11.9 ffl.5 10.7
6/30/2019 0.7i 1.06 29.3 5.1 41.4 6.9 50.4 8.4
7/31/2019 0.68 1.07 22.3 3.9 26.4 3.9 38.7 8
8/31/2019 0.61 1.28 27.3 4.5 62.4 8.4 72.'l 9.2
9/30/2019 0.83 0.93 38.1 5.3 40 5.4 40.7 5.9

10/31)2019 0.89 1.23 39.2 5.2 44.5 6.1 46.8 6.3
11/30/2019 0.89 1.13 49.2 6.2 55.2 7 61 7.1
12/:31/2019 1.04 3.2 56 6.1 83.3 7.8 923 8.3

1/31 /2020 0.96 1.66 52.2 6.7 62.3 7.4 72.2 8.4
2/29/2020 1.05 1.88 48.4 5.6 67.2 6.8 68.4 8.2
3/31/2020 0.87 1.21 46 6 59.2 6.9 77.1 9.5
4/30/2020 0.9 1.4 35.9 4.8 55.2 5.6 60.4 6.2
5/31/2020 0.58 0.97 20.8 4.4 30.3 5.4 40.7 7.5
6/30/2020 0.42 0.71 22.9 5.9 22.4 6.5 35.5 8.4
7/31/2020 0.46 0.63 13.9 3.6 29.8 6 17.2 4.8
8/31/2020 0.48 0.74 18.7 4.8 23.3 5.9 29.6 7.4
9/30/2020 0.72 0.86 28.2 4.9 30.9 5.9 34.1 6.6

10/31/2020 0.77 0.92 37.3 5.6 50.9 7.4 70.1 10
11/30/2020 0.73 0.88 42.4 6.6 48.6 73 56.7 8.6
12/31/2020 0.81 1.33 20.€ 3.1 38.2 4.7 47 4.9
1/31/2021 0.66 0.93 23.9 4.3 37.7 6.1 39.e 6.6
2/28/2021 0.81 1.02 34.9 4.9 44.6 6.'i 45.7 6.3
3/31/202"l 0.93 1.26 40 5 45.2 5.E 57.3 7.1
4/30/2021 0.93 1.22 34.2 4.5 39 4C 49.E 6.4
5/3112021 0.82 1.18 35.4 4.8 75! C 99.E 12j:
6/30/2021 0.53 0.67 20.2 43 20.3 3.C 29.E 7
7/31/2021 0.85 1.4G 23.j 'i 2(: 6.; 3; 3!

Pqnp  nllRHAM-l

NHut-8  Hermit  NO. NHU1UU455
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Outfall  001

Parameter Flow Flow BOD5 BOD5 BOD5 BOD5 BOD5 BOD5

Monthly  Ave Daily Max Monthly  Ave Monthly  Ave Weekly  Ave Weekly  Ave Daily Max Daily Max

Units MGD MGD Ib/d mg/L Ib/d mg/L Ib/d mg/L

Effluent  Limit Report Report  ,. 630 30 940 45 1043 50

8/31/2021 0.67 0.95 24.8 4.5 29.6 6.8 34.7 7

9/30/202i 1 1.75 36.6 4.5 41.5 5.2 53.3 6.2

10/31/2021 0.89 2.32 413 5.5 51 .2 6 53 73

11/30/2021 0.98 1.5 44 5.2 57.9 5.6 76.8 7.8

12/31/2021 0.8 1.13 29.6 4.5 37.9 5.3 52.7 7.1

1/31/2022 0.74 107 333 5.i 57.7 7.9 60.9 8.3

2/28/2022 1.05 1.35 51.7 5.9 61.8 7.7 68.8 8.7

3/31/2022 0.97 1.28 36.6 4.4 49.7 5.i 65.2 6.8

4/30/2022 i.ll 1.85 52.1 5.2 59.1 6.4 66.6 7

5/31 /2022 0.76 1.01 36.5 5.4 56.9 8.2 59.4 8.9

6/30/2022 0.51 0.7 19.9 4.6 23.7 5 25.3 5.2

7/31 /2022 0.44 0.55 "18.9 4.7 33.6 8.4 47.1 113

8/31/2022 0.49 0.81 15.6 3.5 25.4 5.7 39.6 8.8

9/30/2022 0.81 1.12 42.6 6 55.4 7.6 58 8.7

10/31/2022 0.85 1.35 34.1 4.6 44.9 6.7 48.1 7.4

11/30/2022 0.81 13 41.8 5.7 58.8 6.8 74.8 7.6

12/31/2022 1.04 2.33 49 6 67.3 83 87.4 10.4

U31/2023 1.11 2.67 318 3.8 46.5 4.4 63.6 6.1

2/28/2023 0.99 1.27 47.2 5.6 57.5 5.8 70.4 7.6

3/31/2023 1.2 1.63 45.5 4.5 51.3 6.9 67.1 7.6

4/30/2023 0.97 1.64 53 63 76.2 9.4 83.4 10

5/31/2023 0.99 2.8 38.6 4.2 91.9 5.6 112.3 6.6

6/30/2023 0.58 0.87 i9.1 3.6 19 3.8 26.1 4.3

7/31/2023 0.79 1.58 24.2 3.2 37.9 4 58.5 6.1

8/31/2023 0.74 LI 16.8 2.6 21 2.8 38.5 4.2

9/30/2023 1.06 2.27 43.2 43 715 4.9 "ii  .g 6

10/31/2023 0.87 1.02 30.5 4.2 38.5 5.6 40.5 5.6

11/30/2023 0.83 113 32.4 4.5 32.6 4.7 43 5.6

12/31/2023 1.11 2.44 26.9 2.8 38.2 43 43.7 4.3

Pqnp  DI IRHAM.)
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NHUb5  Hermit  NO. Nt-iUIUU455

Parameter BOD5 TSS rss TSS TSS rss rss rss

Monthly  Ave

Min Monthly  Ave Monthly  Ave Weekly  Ave Weekly  Ave Daily Max Daily Max

Monthly  Ave

Min

Units % Ib/d mg/L Ib/d mg/L Ib/d mg/L y,,

Effluent  Limit 85 630 30 940 45 1043 50 85

Minimum 94.2 o o o o o o 96.9

Maximum 98.3 60.4 5.9 97,8 10.5 180,4 21 100

Median 97.4 10.65 1.6 24.4 3.1 35.15 4.9 99.25

No. of  Violations o o o o o o o o

1/31/2019 94.2 36.3 4.6 53.1 6.5 56.6 7 97.6

2/28/2019 96.3 30.5 3.4 32.7 3.6 64.8 7 98.7

3/31/2019 96 54.3 5.9 97.8 9.5 164.1 16 97.7

4/30/2019 95.5 60.4 5.4 81.5 7.5 112.8 11 97.7

5/31)2019 96.4 31.7 4.1 46.4 4 58.5 9 98.2

6/30/2019 97 24 4 50.6 8 403 7 98.6

7/31/2019 97.5 9.7 1.7 14.4 2.5 28.8 5 99.3

8/31/2019 98 10.7 2.2 22.7 4.5 26.3 5 99.4

9/30/2019 98.2 32.9 4.6 46.9 6.5 63.1 9 98.4

10/31/2019 98.2 18 2.4 37.2 5 52 7 99.2

11/30/2019 97.4 27.8 3.5 35.5 4.5 46 6 98.6

12/31/2019 95.8 10.3 1.1 26.4 2 52.7 4 99.3

1/31/2020 95.9 9.5 1.1 21 .3 2.5 42.5 5 99.4

2/29/2020 98.1 36.5 4.2 90.2 10.5 180.4 21 98.9

3/31/2020 96.1 153 if: 65.6 6.5 131.2 U 99.2

4/30/2020 95.6 21 .9 2.4 70.4 7 953 9 97.9

5/31/2020 97.2 2.6 0.5 4.7 0.7 14.1 2.2 99.8

6/30/2020 97.1 0.9 (13 3.2 1 6.3 2 99.9

7/31/2020 97.5 1.9 0 .5 5.5 1.5 41 3 99.7

8/31/2020 97.1 12.4 3.; 24 6 32 8 98.5

9/30/2020 97.9 15.6 2.E 32.i 6 43.4 8 99

10/31/2020 97.6 3.9 Of 7 1 14.4 2.5 99.8

11/30/2020 97.1 27.6 43 66.4 10 113.4 17 98

12/31/2020 97.2 5.5 Of 27.4 3 4E! c 99.5

1/31/2021 96.5 IE 3.5 37.9 7.5 55 11 97.2

2/28/2021 97.3 10.6 If 43.9 6.5 87f! 1= 993

3/31/2021 97.3 C ( 0 C C C 10C

4/30/2021 97.5 IC (K 3.5 0.5 10f i3 99.9

5)31/2021 97.6 2§ 0,x 7.€: I 15.,' l 99.E

6/30/2021 97.5 ( ( C C ( ( 10C

7/31/2021 97.2 ( ( C C ( ( 10€
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Outfall  001

NHuh5  Hermit  NO. NHUIUU455

Parameter BOD5 TSS TSS TSS TSS TSS TSS TSS

Monthly  Ave

Min Monthly  Ave Monthly  Ave Weekly  Ave Weekly  Ave Daily Max Daily Max

MonthlyAve

Min

Units % Ib/d mg/L Ib/d mg/L Ib/d mg/L %

Effluent  Limit 85 630 30 940 45 1043 50 85

8/31/2021 96.5 3.5 0.6 8.8 1.5 17.5 3 99.7

9/30/2021 97.8 7 0.9 23.5 3 47 6 99.7

10/31/2021 98 t: 0.7 11.4 15 22.8 3 99.7

11/30/2021 97.7 14.7 1.7 35.6 4.4 50.2 6.2 99.2

12/31 /2021 97.8 11.4 1.8 16.8 2.8 31.9 4.2 99

1/31/2022 96.4 27.9 4.2 54.8 7.5 63.i 8.6 96.9

2/28/2022 97.2 i8.3 2.3 38.5 5.4 41."l 5.8 98.7

3/31/2022 97.3 7.5 1.1 25.3 4.2 34.3 5.8 99.4

4/30/2022 97.1 2.2 0.2 10.9 1.2 2"l.8 2.4 99.9

5/31/2022 97.9 i2.9 l 22.9 3.4 30.3 4 99.2

6/30/2022 97.8 9.5 2.i 15.4 2.8 i9.6 - 3.6 99.1

7/31/2022 97.6 6.6 1.6 11.5 2.7 13.8 3.6 99.2

8/31/2022 98.2 7.4 1f: 24.8 5.6 36 8 99.3

9/30/2022 97.1 "19.4 2.7 218 3.2 36.4 4.8 98.9

10/31/2022 983 3.5 0.5 21 .8 3.2 i9.8 2.8 99.7

11/30/2022 97.6 7.2 0.8 22.8 2.6 29.5 3.2 99.6

12/31/2022 96.4 8 1.1 25.9 3.3 30.1 4.2 99.1

1/31/2023 96.7 5.4 0.= 29.8 2.8 32.5 't 99.6

2/28/2023 97.4 53 0.7 o o 42.1 5.8 99.6

3/31/2023 97.9 "15.5 if: 33.1 4.5 50 c 98.9

4/30/2023 97.5 7.4 0.8 9.6 1."l 38.5 4.2 99.6

5/31/2023 97.7 1L7 0.99 32.5 2.5 34 2f: 99.4

6/30/2023 98.1 8 1.4 9.6 2.1 16 2.E! 99.5

7/31/2023 96.2 17.7 2 38 3.6 813 7.5 98.6

8/31/2023 98 8.6 16 i6.9 2.6 33.8 4f: 99.1

9/30/2023 97.4 15.2 1.3 30.3 2.7 60.6 3.2 99.4

10/31/2023 98.3 11.4 1.€ 18.8 2.7 22.4 99.4

11/30/2023 98 17.2 2.6 28.1 3.9 32.7 4.4 99

12/31/2023 98 il.6 1.4 22.9 2.1 26.4 4.2 98.8
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NHUE8  Permit  NO, Nt-iUIUU455

Parameter pH pH

Fecal

Coliform

Fecal

Coliform

Fecal

Coliform  aTRC TRC ,Ammonia

Minimum Maximum

Monthly

Geometric

Mean Daily Max WKLY GEO Monthly  Ave Daily Max Monthly  Ave

Units SU SU #/100mL #/100mL #/100mL mg/L mg/L mg/L

Effluent  Limit 6.5 8 14 14 14 0.05 0.05 Report

Minimum 6.5 6.8 o o o o o o

Maximum 7 7.4 1.8 142.1 4.3 0.02 0.05 22.6

Median 6,6 7.1 I 2 1.1 o o 3.17

No. of  Violations o o o 3 o o o N/A

1/31/2019 6.5 7.1 1 i o o o 4

2/28/2019 6.7 7 1 I o o o 15.9

3/31/2019 6.5 7.1 1 I o o o 9.2

4/30/2019 6.5 7.2 1 2 1.1 o o 4

5/3"l)2019 6.5 6.9 1 2 1.1 o o 0.3

6/30/2019 6.5 7.1 1.1 4.1 12 o o 3.3

7/31/2019 6.5 7.2 1.2 5 i o o 0.4

8/31/2019 6.6 7.2 1 5 1.5 o o 0.97

9/30/2019 6.5 7 1.1 3.1 1.2 o o 0.2

10/31/2019 6.5 7 1 1 1 0 o 0.3

11/30/2019 6.6 7 1 1 I 0.02 0.04 2.6

12/31/2019 6.5 7 1 2 1.1 0 o 1.7

1/31/2020 6.5 7 o I 1 0 o 3

2/29/2020 6.7 7.1 1.2 11 1.4 C o 3.1

3/31/2020 6.6 7.3 1.04 3.1 1.2 C o 4.9

4/30/2020 6.5 6.9 1 1 1 C 0 0.5

5/31/2020 6.7 7.4 1 2 1.1 C 0 03

6/30/2020 6.8 7 I 3 1.2 c 0 0.1

7/31/2020 6.5 7 1.1 4.1 1.2 c 0 0

8/31/2020 6.8 7.2 1.2 43.9 2 ( C 0.23

9/30/2020 6.7 7.2 1 2 1.1 ( C 3.7

10/31/2020 6.6 7 1 1 1 ( C 1.3

11/30/2020 6.5 7.1 1 1 1 ( c 4!

12/31/2020 6.5 6.8 1 I 1 ( ( 0.1E

1/31/2021 6.6 7 1 l 1.1 ( ( 03E

2/28/2021 6.6 7 C C c ( ( 5f

3/31/2021 6.5 7 1 1 1 ( ( 45

4/30/2021 6.5 6.8 1 l 1 ( 0.0; IC

5/31/2021 6.5 7.1 c 1 1.1 ( 0.0; 2:

6/30/2021 6.9 7.2 1 l 1 ( (

7/31/2021 6.8 7.1 1.1 4.1 1; ( ( O.:



/!kPt'tJuUt  L)uKMIVl  - IVIIINI  I UKlNtJ  Ll/'l  I /-l 5UIVIIVI/'IKY

Outfall  001

NHUE5  Hermit  NO, Nt-iUIUU455

Parameter pH pH

Fecal

Coliform

Fecal

Coliform

Fecal

Coliform TRC TRC Ammonia

Minimum Maximum

Monthly

Geometric

Mean Daily Max WKLY GEO Monthly  Ave Daily Max Monthly  Ave

Units SU SU #/100mL #/100mL #/'100mL mg/L mg/L mg/L

Effluent  Limit 6.5 8 14 14 14 0.05 0.05 Report

8/31/2021 6.7 7.2 1.1 2 1.1 o 0.03 4.1

9/30/2021 6.6 7.1 1.1 13 1.1 o o 4.1

10/31/2021 6.9 7.4 I 1 1.4 o 0.02 8.4

11/30/2021 6.7 7.1 1.1 5 1.3 o o 4.3

12/31/2021 6.6 7 I 3.1 1.2 o 0 1.14

1/31/2022 6.7 7.4 1 1 I o o 5.6

2/28/2022 7 73 1 I 1 o o 21 .9

3/31/2022 6.7 73 I I 1 o o i2.6

4/30/2022 6.5 7.2 I 2 1.1 o o 6.6

5/31/2022 6.6 73 1 I I o 0.04 U

6/30/2022 6.8 7.1 1.i 3.1 1.2 o o 4.2

7/31/2022 6.9 7.2 1.1 2 1.2 0 o 1.9

8/31/2022 6.7 7.3 1.17 3.1 1.3 o 0.02 0.6

9/30/2022 6.7 7.2 1.25 142.1 2.2 0 0 4.24

10/31/2022 6.8 7.2 1 2 1.i 0 0 5.8

11/30/2022 6.5 7 I 1 1 0 0.02 7.4

12/31/2022 6.5 7.1 1 2 I.i 0.01 0.03 3.19

i/31/2023 6.5 7.1 1.06 3.1 1.1 O.OI 0.02 3.15

2/28/2023 6.9 7.4 I 1 I C 0.03 iO.8

3/31/2023 6.5 7.3 1 2 LI 0.01 0.03 1537

4/30/2023 6.8 7.3 1 I I 0.01 0.03 22.6

5/31/2023 6.7 7 1.15 3.1 1.7 0.01 0.05 2.2

6/30/2023 6.7 7.1 1 2 L1 O.OI 0.03 3.6

7/31/2023 6.8 7.1 1.2 5.2 1.5 O.OI 0.05 3.909

8/31/2023 6.8 7 1.8 33.6 4.3 O.Oi 0.03 L21

9/30/2023 6.7 7.2 1 2 1.1 O.OI 0.02 3.6

10/31/2023 6.7 7.1 1 I I 0.01 0.03 2.7

"11/30/2023 6.6 7 1 4.1 1.2 0.01 0.02 2.13

12/31/2023 6.6 7 1.1 5.2 1.3 0.01 0.05 2.6
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Outfall  001

Parameter Ammonia Copper Copper Zinc Zinc

Daily Max Monthly  Ave Daily Max

MonthlyAve

Min Daily Max
Units mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L
Effluent  Limit Report Report Report Report Report

Minimum o 0.0042 0.0048 0.027 0.031
Maximum 28 0,034 0.065 0.41 0.19
Median 6.4 0.00965 0.00965 0.052 0.0555
No. of Violations N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

1/31/2019 12 0.012 0.014 0.034 0.037
2/28/2019 22 0.01 0.01 0.053 0.053
3/31/2019 16 0.012 0.012 0.069 0.087
4/30/2019 9.6 0.Oi1 0.011 0.044 0.044
5/31/2019 1.3 0.01 0.01 0.042 0.042
6/30/2019 5.7 0.007 0.006 0.045 0.049
7/31/2019 1.3 0.008 0.008 0.047 0.049
8/31/2019 3.8 0.008 0.008 0.072 0.076
9/30/2019 1.3 0.01 0.01 0.054 0.055

10/31/2019 2 0.017 0.017 0.06 0.061
11 /30/2019 4.1 0.019 0.02 0.048 0.05
12/31/2019 4 0.017 0.017 0.046 0.05

1/3U2D20 6.6 0.012 0.012 0.039 0.039
2/29/2020 4.8 0.017 0.017 0.05 0.05
3/31/2020 13 0.017 0.017 0.052 0.056
4/30/2020 1.5 0.011 0.012 0.043 0.045
5/31 /2020 1.5 0.007 0.0068 0.048 0.054
6/30/2020 0.6 0.008 0.0087 0.051 0.052
7/31/2020 o 0.011 0.012 0.06e 0.07
8/31 /2020 1.2 0.011 0.014 0.044 0.044
9/30/2020 13 0.011 0.011 0.052 0.052

10/31/2020 2.8 0.018 0.019 0.05€ 0.061
11/30/2020 11 0.015 0.015 0.07; 0.081
12f31/202C 1.1 0.01 0.011 0.061 0.068

1/31/2021 1.7 0.007 0.007E 0.05; 0.056
2/28/2021 11 0.012 0.012 0.05G 0.064
3/31/2021 E 0.0al3 0.013 0.0(! 0.069
4/30/2021 4.3 0.012 0.012 0.053 0.063
5/31/2021 6.E 0.0095 0.009E 0.05; 0.056
6/30/2021 l 0.006 0.006E 0.05S 0.061
7/31/2021 1:) 0.0077 0.007? 0.05j 0.056

r)  -  -  -  l'l  I I fi  I I A R It ffi



/'lFT'eNLJlA  LJUKMIVI  - IVIUNI  IUKlNLi  L)/-ll/'f  5UIVIIVI/AKY Nt-ut's  Hermit  NO. NHU1UU455

Outfall  001

Parameter Ammonia Copper Copper Zinc Zinc

Daily Max Monthly  Ave Daily Max

Monthly  Ave

Min Daily Max

Units mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L

Effluent  Limit Report Report Report Report Report

8/3U2021 7! 0.006 0.0062 0.057 0.067

9/30/2021 6.2 0.034 0.065 0.038 0.065

10/31/2021 IC 0.0086 0.0087 0.064 0.067

11/30/2021 7.C O.O"l O.OI 0.052 0.052

12/31/2021 3.3 0.009 0.0095 0.057 0.063

i/31/2022 2A 0.008 0.0083 0.068 0.095

2/28/2022 2E O.Oil 0.012 0.074 0.081

3/31/2022 2= 0.012 0.014 0.061 0.068

4/30/2022 15 0.008 0.009 0.055 0.057

5/31/2022 27 0.0075 0.0076 0.057 0.058

6/30/2022 6f 0.005 0.0056 0.07i 0.072

7/31/2022 4.4 0.0046 0.0048 0.047 0.052

8/31/2022 4.1 0.0042 0.0048 0.044 0.044

9/30/2022 1C O.Oi - 0.012 0.056 0.063

10/31/2022 8.2 0.0084 0.0085 0.044 0.044

11/30/2022 12 0.009i 0.0093 0.049 0.052

12/31/2022 11 0.007 0.0073 0.04 0.04

1/31/2023 12 0.0074 0.0075 0.41 0.042

2/28/2023 IE 0.0091 0.0093 0.042 0.046

3/31/2023 2A 0.0081 0.0083 0.056 0.067

4/30/2023 2E 0.0065 0.007 0.047 0.051

5/31/2023 4.4 0.0079 0.0085 0.092 0.19

6/30/2023 5.E 0.006 0.006 0.06 0.06

7/31/2023 7.2 0.0069 0.007 0.027 0.031

8/31/2023 5f 0.005 0.0062 0.044 0.044

9/30/2023 5,C 0.0098 0.C)1 0.035 0.047

"10/31/2023 4.3 0.011 0.0079 0.04 0.042

11/30/2023 4.E 0.0124 0.0"l5 0.068 0.073

12/31/2023 6f 0.0079 0.0084 0.044 0.049

Pqrip  nllF2HAM-R
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NHut:s  Hermit  NO. NHUIUU455

WET Effluent

Parameter
LC50 Acute

Menidia

C.NOEC

Chronic

Menidia

LC50 Static

48Hr Acute

Mysid.  Bahia

Noel Static

I Hr Fert.

Chronic

Arbacia Cadmium Lead NickelDaily Min Daily Min Daily Min Daily Min Daily Max Daily Max Daily MaxUnits % '!'o % % mg/L mg/L mg/LEffluent  Limit 100 58.8 100 58.8 Report Report Report
Minimum

100 50 100 58,8 o o oMaximum
100 100 100 100 o 0.0004 0.0047Median
100 100 100 100 o o 0.00157No. of Violations o 1 o o N/A N/A N/A

3/31/201!- 100 100 100 100 o 0 0.00156/30/2019 100 100 100 100 o 0 09/30/2019 100 100 100 "100 0 0.0004 0.002612/31/201S 100 100 10C 100 o C 0.00213/31/202C 100 100 100 10C 0 C 0.0026/30/202C 10C 100 100 10C 0 C 0.00159/30/202C 10C 100 100 10C C c 0.002212/31/202C 10C 100 100 10C Ci C 0.00283/31/2021 10C 100 100 10C C C C6/30/2021 10C 58.8 100 58! C ( 0.0013€9/30/2021 10C 100 10C 10C c ( 0.0015712/31/2021 10€ 58.8 100 10(: C 0.000324 O.OOiE3/31/2022 10C 100 100 10C C ( 0.0012€6/30/202; 10€ 50 100 10C C ( 0001:)9/30/2022 1(X 100 10C I(X C ( 0.0(]5?12/31/2022 10C 100 100 10( c ( O.OO1€3/31/2023 10C 58.8 10€ 10C C ( 0.00476/30/2023 100 58.8 10( 10€ ( ( O.OOi;9/30/2023 100 58.8 10( 10( [ ( 0.001512/31/2023 100 10Ci 10( 58.E ( ( 0.O01E

Pinp  DI )RHAM-Q
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WET Ambient

Parameter pH Salinity Ammonia

Daily Max Daily Max Daily Max

Units s.u, PPt mg/L

Effluent  Limit Report Report Report

Minimum 6.7 o o

Maximum 7.79 29 0.5

Median 7.15 22 o

No. of Violations N/A N/A N/A

3/31/2019 NODI NODI NODI

6/30/2019 NODI NODI NODI

9/30/2019 7.23 22 o

12f:31/2019 6.99 7 0

3/31/2020 NODI NODI NODI

6/30/2020 7.02 o o

9/30/2020 7.44 26 o

12/31/2020 7.43 29 o

3/31/2021 6.95 4 0.5

6/30/2021 6.87 3 o

9/30/2021 7.44 22.1 o

12/31/2021

3/31/2022 7.15 15 o

6/30/2022 7.4,3 6 o

9/30/2022

12/31/2022 7.79 27 o

3/31/2023 7.27 16 0.058

6/30/2023 6.93 25 0.054

9/30/2023 6.7 25 0.077

12/31/2023 6.7G 25 0.1

Panp  nllRHJlM.ln
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CERTIFICATION

Tliis  is to ceitify  tlie  following:

(1) Tlie  revised  Noise  Exposure  Maps,  and associated  docuinei'itation  for

Poitsinoitl'i  International  Airpoit  at Pease  submitted  in tliis  volume  to

tlie  Federal  Aviation  Administration  under  Federal  Aviation  Regulations

Pait  150,  Subpait  B, Sectioi'i  150.21,  are true  and complete.

(2) Pursuant  to Pait  150,  Subpait  B, Section  1 50.21(b),  all  ii'iterested  paities

liave  been  afforded  adequate  oppoitunity  to submit  tlieir  views,  data,

and comments  concerning  tlie  correctness  and  adequacy  of  tlie  draft

noise  exposure  map,  and of  tlie  descriptions  of  forecast  aircraft

operations.

(3) Tlie  "2014  Existing  Condition  Noise  Exposure  Map"  (Figure  4-1011

page  39)  accurately  represents  conditions  for  calei'idar  year  2014.

(4) Tlie"2019Five-YearForecastConditionNoiseExposureMap"(Figure

4-2  on page  41)  accurately  represents  forecast  conditions  for  calendar

year  2019.

By:

Title:

Date: -ylz"liY

Airpoit  Nan'ie: Portsmouth  InternationalAirport  at  Pease

Airpoit  Owner/Operator: Pease  Development  Authority

Address: 55 International  Drive  Poitsmoutli,  NH  03801
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See lot  #81,  38 Piscatauqa  Rd.  in  proximity  to  #78  Waste  Water  Treatment  Plant



38  PISCAT  AQUA  ROAD

Location  38 PISCATAQUA  ROAD

Owner  WHEELER,  SHELDON

Appraisal  $947,200

Building  Count  1

Current  Value

I Appraisal

Valuation  Year iI Improvements 
I
' Land

I

i Total
2025 $316,800 :

_..._......._._._._._..._... ..._.......... ._..___. .___..._._.._...._..__.._.._.._._. I
$630,400 $947,200  

Assessment

Valuation  Year  Improvements I Land : Total
I

2025 $316,800 $630,400 $947,200

Parcel  Addreses

Mblu  209//81/00/0

Assessment  $947,200

PID  1192

Location

Additional  Addresses



Owner  of  Record

Owner \/VHEELER,  SHELDON

Co-Owner  GIFFORD,  SHANNON

Address 38  PISCATAQUA  RD

DURHAM,  NH  03824

Sale  Price

Certificate

$0

Book  & Page  5052/0750

Sale  Date

Instrument

07/29/2022

Ownership  History

Owner  SalePrice  Certificate  Book&Page  Instrument  SaleDate

I WHEELER,  SHELDON
.

: WHEELER,  SHELDON

i WHEELER,  SHELDON

I
j WHEELER  FAMILY  REV  TRUST

I
 WHEELER,  WALKER

: $0

' $335,000

I $0
I

i so

, $0

i
i

I
j
I

I
I
I
I

I
I

i
I

I 5052/0750
I

I
' 5052/0748

, 5052/0746

i

' 3283/0379

/O

I
I

i 38
I I

I II
I

I

j.
I

I

I

: 07/29/2022
I

' 07/29/2022

 07/29/2022

I 10/27/2005

I
i
I

Building  Information

Building  I : Section  I

Year  Built:

Living  Area:

Replacement  Cost:

1950

2,31g

$492,884

iilding  Percent  Good: 60



Book:5052  Page:750

Return  (o:

Sciin  ]-. O'Connell,  Esq.

S(ialieen  & Gord.on, P.,A.

p.o.  Box  977

Dover,  Nl-} 03821-0977

E-DO(.  # 220011471 07/29/2022  10:34:04  AM

Book  5052  Page  750 Page  I of  2

CATHERINE  A. BERUBE

Register  of  Deeds,  Strafford  County

LCHIP STA200020 25,OCI

WARILANTY  DEED

KNOW  ALL  PERSONS  BY  'THE.SE  PRESENTS,  that  i, SHELDON  WHEELER,  married,  of

105 High  Street, Winthrop,  llaine  04364, for no consideration liaid,  grant to SHELDON
WHF,ELER  and SHANNON  GIFFORD,  husband  and wife,  of  105 Higl'i  SLreet, W'intkirop,  ME

04364,  asjoint  tenants  with  riglits  ol:surviyorship,with  'IrVARRiiNTYCOVENANTS,  all of  my right,

tit]e  and interest,  consisting  of  one hundred  percent  (100%)  in the following  premises:

-A certain  tract  of  land  with  the 'tuildirigs  thereon,  situate  off  tl'ie soutlierly  side ofPiscat.aqua  Bridge

Road,  in Durham,  Strafford  County  and State of  Neqr  Hampshire,  and boundcd  and described  as

follows:

Beginning  at a drill  liole  i.ii the wall  tretween  premises  now  or formerly  of  the Uriiversity  of  New

Hamps}iire  axid tliat  1101A! or formerly  of  Emerson,  said  drill  hole  beiiig  located  427.0  feet,  more  cir

)ess, fiom  Route  No.  4, known  as tbe Dover  Point  or Portsmouth  Road;  thence  Soutli  54o 39' East

by land  now  or formerly  of  the University  of  New  Harnpsliire  240.0  feet,  more  or icss, to a concrete

bound;  thence South  24o 21' West  by land now  or fornierl)i  of  the Ut'iiversity  of  New  Hampshire

460.O feet, more  or less, to a concrete  bound  set 20 feet,  more  or less, fron'i  tl'ie ]iigh  wa'ter  n'iark;

thence  continuing  in tlie  Sanle  COuTSe  20.O fect,  more  or less, to the iiigh  water  mark  of  t}ie Oyster

River;  therice  westerly  by the high  water  rnark  of  said Oyster  River  lo land of  Emerson;  thence

North  17o 33' East 20.O feet,  more  or less, to a drill  ]iole  ii'i  the end of  the wall  at land of  Emerst':in;

thence  continuixig  248.O feet,  y"iiore or less, on the same course  by land  of  Ernerson  to arx angle  in

the wall;  thenc.c Noit'h  32o 33' East  still  by land  of  Emerson  280,O feet, more  or less, to thc poiril

of  begiyu'iirxg,  contaixiii'ig  3, 15 acres,  morc  or ]ess.

Subject  to tlie easemems,  reseiavations,  rights  of  way,  conditions,  covenants  and restrictions  as sct

fortl'x iri deed from  the tJriiversity  of  New  Hampshire  tci Willian"i  L- and Millicent  E. Prixice  datcd

July  10, 1950,  and recorded  in Strafford  Cot.ii'ity  Records,  Book  583, Page 457.



Replacement  Cost

Less  Depreciation: $295,700
Building  Photo

Building  Attributes

Field

I I Description
!Style: IRanch
!Model IResidential
IGrade: Average  +1 0

IStories: 1 Story

!Occupancy 2  I

lExterior Wall 1 IPre-Fab Wood
Exterior  Wall2 I

I

' Roof  Structure: 'Gable/Hip  I
I
I

Roof  Cover Asph/FGIs/Cmp  1
Interior  Wall  1 Drywall/Sheet

Interior  Wall  2
I

InteriorFirl  I
I

Hardwood  '

Interior  Fir  2 Carpet

Heat  Fuel Oil

Heat  Type: ForcedAir-Due  I
%

AC  Type: DuctlessUnit  I
I

TotalBedrooms: I i
3Bedrooms  ,

i

Total  Bthrms:

I
2  i

i

Total  Half  Baths:
I

0  I
i

Total  Xtra  Fixtrs:
!
I

Total  Rooms:
i

8 i

(https://images.vgsi.com/photos/DurhamNHPhotos//\0005l1  281  3835997

Building  Layout

.l
15

BAS
CRL

5

-10

!A,S'

26

, 42  3

#"
UBM

26

12  II

?A. . 24
BAS
CRL

25

30

20
I FGR

I
I

'24  24

20

BA3  21
uBM

I

25

I 21- I

(ParcelSketch.ashx?pid=l  1 92&bid=l192)

I Building  Sub-Areas  (sq ft)  i
I i
I

' Code I
: I

, Description

i I
I Gross  I
il
I Area  I
i I

I

i Living
': Area
i

IBAS I
i
: First  Floor

 I

I 2,3191
j
, 2,319

' CAN  Ii
Canopy ' 301

I
o

CRL  I
I

Crawl 1 ,451 I
i

01



Kitchen  Style: Old  Style

Num  Kitchens I C)1

I Cndtn
I

I

Num  Park
I

j

Fireplaces I

Color

Fndtn  Cndtn

FGR  '
I' GarageJFramed i 480

I "  "  "  "
I

I 0
I

I

FOP  '' Porch,  Open  Framed '1151
I :

I
,O

UBM i
I

Basement,  Unfinished I 861i

I

: 0

WOK  I
f

Deck,  Wood ' 70:i .
-_.J

o

I """""' "-5:'3-26'i
.1

""  -' "" -" -  "' ""i
2,319  .

i

Extra  Features

ExtraFeatures  

Code Description
I

Size  I' AssessedValue

KTH , Extra  Kitchen 1 .00  UNITS $6,300

Parcel  Information

Use  Code 1012

Description  SFRACAPTWF

Deeded  Acres  3.3

Land

Land  Use

Use  Code

Description

1012

SFRACAPT\/VF

Land  Line  Valuation

Size  (Acres)

Frontage

3.3

o



Zone RA Depth o

Neighborhood  40

Alt  Land  Appr  No

Category

Outbuildings

Assessed  Value  $630,400

Appraised  Value  $630,400

Outbuildings i
Code Description Sub  Code Sub  Description

I

i Size
i I
I i: Assessed  Value  

i
BRN1 BARN-1  STORY I

:
i 384.00 S.F. $10,4001

i

' RD3 I
I

RES DRIVEWAY  LG
jI
I

1 .00 UNITS $2,800  
I

PATI PATIO-AVG
I

300.00  S.F. $1,600i

Valuation  History

Appraisal

i
ValuationYear  : Improvements

I

I
: Land Total

I
2025  $316,800i I $630,400:

: I

I

$947,200

I

2024  $331,400I ' $274,300
I

$605,700

i
2023  $331,400 $274,300  ' $605,700

. Assessment
i

Valuation  Year Improvements
 i
I

I I, Land Total

2025 $316,800 $630,400  
I

$947,200
I

2024 $331  ,400 $27  4,300i
I

$605,700

2023  $331,400i $27 4,300i $605,700



Book:5052  Page:751

I'vfeaning  and intcnding  to describe  and convey  the same premises  conveyed  to the Grantor  by

Fiduciary Deed of The Wheelcr Family Revocable Tnxst and lVarranty Deed of lIarBot Wheeler,
both  of  tl'iis or near  date and recorded  in t}ie Strafford  County  Registry  of  Deeds  herewith.  For
additional  title  reference,  please  see Strafford  County  Registry  of  Deeds  BOOk 3283,  Page 0379.

Tliis  is not  homestead  propexty  of  the (3rantor.

This  is a noxicorxtractual  trarisfer  for  210 consideration  for  the prirpose  of  creating  u joixit  tei"irincy

between married people. T'his conveyarice is exempt fron'i New Han'ilishirc Real Estate Transfer
Tax  pursuant  to RS,t'i 78-B:2  IX,

SHELDON  Th'HEELER

I  j  /1 A  /

Jsticc 6fll'ie I)eace
My  Con'inxtissio!  Expires:







































































































Town of Durham, NH

Property Tax Bill Calculation

Owner Sheldon Wheeler & Shannon Gifford

PID 209-81

Address 38 Piscataqua Road

WHAT WAS TAXED

Total Assessed Value 605,700                947,200                

Exemption (solar,)

Value Tax Applied To: 605,700.00           947,200.00           

Credit (veterans,)

Tax Bill#: 119347 120809

PropTax Issue 1
st
 or 2

nd
1 2

Due Date: 7/2/2025 1/12/2026

Paid Date: 7/1/2025 1/12/2026

Tax Rate Applied:

Town 2.875 5.120

County 0.925 1.900

Local School 5.760 10.790

State School 0.605 1.060

Total Rate 10.165 18.870

tax will be roughly 6,156.94            17,873.66          

Resulting in Taxes of:

Town 1,741.00               4,850.00               

County 560.00                  1,800.00               

Local School 3,489.00               10,220.00             

State School 366.00                  1,004.00               

Tax Calculated 6,156.00               17,874.00             

Less Credit & 1st Bill

is the Amount Billed: 6,156.00               11,718.00             

Total Assessed Value 605,700                822,800                

Exemption (solar,) -                        -                        

Value Tax Applied To: 605,700.00           822,800.00           

Credit (veterans,) -                        -                        

Tax Bill#: 119347 120809

PropTax Issue 1
st
 or 2

nd
1 2

Due Date: 7/2/2025 1/12/2026

Paid Date: 7/1/2025 1/12/2026

Tax Rate Applied:

Town 2.875 5.120

County 0.925 1.900

Local School 5.760 10.790

State School 0.605 1.060

Total Rate 10.165 18.870

tax will be roughly 6,156.94            15,526.24          

Resulting in Taxes of:

Town 1,741.00               4,213.00               

County 560.00                  1,563.00               

Local School 3,489.00               8,878.00               

State School 366.00                  872.00                  

Tax Calculated 6,156.00               15,526.00             

Less Credit & 1st Bill

is the Amount Billed: 6,156.00               9,370.00               

Difference in Billed-SHB = Abate -                        2,348.00               2,348.00               = To Be Abated

RSA 76:17-a Rate of Interest Pybl 4.00% 4.00%

Enter Date Town will Payback 6/19/2026 7/10/2026

Number of Days of Interest = 353 179

Interest Payable -                        46.06                    46.06                    = Interest Owed

Less Previously Abated Amount of

Total To Be Abated -                        2,394.06               2,394.06              

WHAT SHOULD HAVE BEEN TAXED

WHAT SHOULD BE ABATED

209-81 Abatement Calculation_Wheeler Wheeler


