
Planning Board Meeting 
Wednesday 08/03/11-APPROVED Page 1 of 9 
 

LONDONDERRY, NH PLANNING BOARD 1 

 4 
Members Present:  Art Rugg; Mary Soares; Lynn Wiles; Laura El-Azem; Rick 5 
Brideau, CNHA, Ex-Officio; Tom Freda, Ex-Officio; John Laferriere, Ex-Officio; 6 
Dana Coons, alternate member; Scott Benson, alternate member; Leitha Reilly, 7 
alternate member 8 

MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF AUGUST 3, 2011, 2011 AT THE MOOSE HILL 2 
COUNCIL CHAMBERS 3 

 9 
Also Present:  André Garron, AICP; John Trottier, P.E.; Libby Canuel, Community 10 
Development Secretary 11 
 12 
A. Rugg called the meeting to order at 7 PM.  He appointed S. Benson to vote for 13 
C. Davies and L. Reilly to vote for the position vacated by Chuck Tilgner. 14 

 15 

 17 
Administrative Board Work 16 

A. Plans to Sign, RHP Investments LLC site plan, 6-33A 18 
 19 
J. Trottier said all precedent conditions for approval have been met and the staff 20 
recommends signing the plans. 21 
 22 
M. Soares made a motion to authorize the Chair and Secretary to sign the 23 
plans.  L. Wiles seconded the motion.  No discussion.  Vote on the motion: 24 
9-0-0.  A. Rugg said the plans will be signed at the conclusion of the meeting. 25 
 26 
[D. Coons arrived at 7:04 pm] 27 
 28 
B.  Fed Ex Ground – Security Gate Improvements, 4 Kitty Hawk Landing 29 
 30 
A. Garron referenced a letter and plan from TRB Development Group, Inc. 31 
requesting a restriction gate to keep the larger box and tractor trailer trucks from 32 
mistakenly entering the employee parking area (see attachment #1).  A. Garron 33 
asked if the Board would allow the issue to be handled administratively.  The 34 
consensus of the Board was to have the issue handled administratively.   35 
 36 
C.  Bensons Hardware – Fence Construction 37 
 38 
S. Benson recused himself from this discussion.   39 
 40 
A. Garron referenced a letter from S. Benson regarding Bensons Hardware on 41 
Orchard View Drive (see attachment #2).  S. Benson, 8 Snowflake Lane, explained 42 
that past the pump station located next to the secondary access road, the 12 foot 43 
grade along that boundary would preclude the need for a chain link fence for 44 
security purposes.  For aesthetic reasons, the request is to forgo the fence 45 
required by the site plan and allow the natural plantings to act as a buffer in that 46 
location instead.  D. Coons asked if the site plan would still be amended to reflect 47 
the change even if it is handled administratively.  J. Trottier said it would be 48 
indicated on the as-built plan.   49 
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 1 
[T. Freda arrived at 7:11 PM]. 2 
 3 
L. Reilly asked if any water hazards existed in that area.  J. Trottier said a shallow 4 
treatment swale is located in the area to disperse storm water runoff from the 5 
parking lot.  M. Soares noted that the fence would not be enclosing that swale 6 
even if it was installed.   A. Garron asked if the Board was agreeable to have the 7 
issue handled administratively.  The consensus was to allow the issue to be 8 
handled administratively.   9 
 10 
[S. Benson rejoined the Board at 7:14 PM]  11 
 12 
D.  Coca Cola – Transformer, 7 Symmes Drive, 15-98 13 
 14 
A. Garron referenced a letter from David Wittliff of the Stahlman Group of 15 
Concord, NH and then reviewed the submitted plan (see attachment #3).  Russ 16 
Brunner, Plant Engineer, stated that the transformer pad would be 6 ft. x 6 ft. and 17 
that the eight ft. tall structure would feed equipment inside the building.  A. 18 
Garron asked if the Board was agreeable to have the issue handled 19 
administratively.  The consensus was to allow the issue to be handled 20 
administratively.   21 
 22 
E.  Approval & Signing of Minutes – July 6 & 13 23 
 24 
L. El-Azem made a motion to approve and sign the minutes from the July 25 
6, 2011 meeting.  L. Reilly seconded the motion.  No discussion.  Vote on 26 
the motion: 7-0-2 with M. Soares and J. Laferriere abstaining as they had 27 
not attended the meeting. 28 

 29 
M. Soares made a motion to approve and sign the minutes from the July 30 
13, 2011 meeting.  L. Wiles seconded the motion.  No discussion.  Vote on 31 
the motion: 6-0-3 with T. Freda, R. Brideau, and J. Laferriere abstaining 32 
as they had not attended the meeting. 33 

 34 
Minutes for July 6, 2011 and July 13, 2011 are approved and will be signed at the 35 
conclusion of the meeting. 36 
 37 
F.  Discussions with Town Staff 38 
 39 
J. Trottier provided an update on the work being done on South Road, saying the 40 
work is proceeding as planned and the road should be reopened by August 12, if 41 
not sooner. 42 
    43 
A. Garron stated that he, Art Rugg and J. Trottier performed a site walk on Page 44 
Road with Giovanni Verani and engineer George Chadwick as requested by the 45 
Planning Board for the Tammy Verani 2004 Revocable Trust subdivision (Map 17, 46 
Lot 34).  Some issues remain to be worked out, but A. Garron said a report will be 47 
before the Board at the August 10 meeting. 48 
 49 
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A. Garron also noted that Tim Thompson, former Londonderry Town Planner, is 1 
now the Community Development Director for the Town of Merrimack.   2 
 3 
A. Rugg asked if those questions  regarding  Woodmont Commons that could be  4 
answered by staff have been posted to the Town website.  A. Garron said that had 5 
been answering email questions directly and will continue to.  Staff has not posted 6 
answers to past questions yet.  T. Freda asked that once a plan  is submitted for  7 
the project if the Board has 65 days to decide upon it.  A. Garron replied that the 8 
65 day restriction ensures that the Board makes a decision within that time frame, 9 
after which the applicant can appeal to the Town Council to force the Planning 10 
Board to make a decision.  T. Freda asked how long it would take to perform a 11 
traffic study.  A. Garron said that if a full study is started at the time of the formal 12 
submittal, it could take a while.  T. Freda asked if it could take longer than the 65 13 
days.  A. Garron said it would depend on who is hired to perform he study.  The 14 
65 day clock, he noted, can be extended if the applicant wishes.  J. Laferriere 15 
asked if the Board can require the traffic study be done before the 65 days 16 
commences.  A. Garron was not sure but said he would return to the August 10 17 
meeting with an answer.  M. Soares noted that the first traffic study would be 18 
submitted for the Master Plan associated with the Woodmont Commons project, 19 
which would be different from the traffic study submitted for the actual site plan.  20 
The former would be more general in nature and the latter much more specific.  T. 21 
Freda asked if the application could be posted on the Town website.  While it is not 22 
typically done, A. Garron said a link could be provided from the agenda.  L. Wiles 23 
asked if there have been any more discussions on generating the preliminary tax 24 
impact analysis.  A. Garron replied that he has been working with the Town 25 
Manager to develop a list of consultants and a list of questions that would need to 26 
be answered.  Funding of the analysis can come from either the Town or the 27 
applicant if the Town so requires the applicant to fund the study themselves based  28 
on the fact that it is an investigative report. 29 
 30 
A. Rugg announced that the 45th

Hampshire Planning Commission (SNHPC) will take place on Friday, September 9 32 
 annual dinner meeting for the Southern New  31 

at 6:30 PM at the Puritan Conference Center.  The keynote speaker will be 33 
Secretary of State Bill Gardner, who will discuss how results of future elections 34 
may affect regional planning in NH.  A. Rugg asked Board members to contact 35 
staff if they are interested in attending. 36 
 37 

 39 
New Plans  38 

A.  124-126 Rockingham Road, LLC, Map 16, Lots 72 & 74 – Application 40 
Acceptance and Public Hearing for a Site Plan to construct a retail motor fuel 41 
outlet with a 3,740 square foot convenience store and drive-thru donut shop. 42 
 43 
A. Garron stated that there were no checklist items, and staff recommended the 44 
application be accepted as complete. 45 
 46 
M. Soares made a motion to accept the application as complete.  R. 47 
Brideau seconded the motion.  No discussion.  Vote on the motion: 9-0-0.  48 
Application accepted as complete. 49 

 50 
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A. Rugg mentioned that this starts the 65 day time frame under RSA 676:4. 1 
 2 

Frank Montero, a professional engineer with MHF Designs in Salem, NH was joined 3 
by traffic consultant Jason Flored of Greenman Pedersen and developer Tom Riley 4 
to present the plans for this project on the corner of Liberty Drive and Route 28.  5 
Currently, the two lots are zoned Commercial-II, even though they are used 6 
residentially with on-site wells and septic systems.  They would be merged by a 7 
notice of voluntary merger to create a 1.8 acre parcel, a total that accounts for 8 
the recent land taking done by the State for future improvements of Rockingham 9 
Road.  The two lots will have to be under the same ownership for this to take 10 
place, therefore F. Montero requested that the merger be a condition of the 11 
building permit as opposed to the site plan so that the site plan could be signed 12 
and the closing on the property could take place.  A small wetland less than ½ 13 
acre in size sits to the rear of the properties and will not be impacted.  Municipal 14 
water and sewer are available to this area from Independence Drive and Liberty 15 
Drive respectively.  Electric service will come from Independence Drive as well.  In 16 
2008, plans presented by a previous owner for a Hess gas station with 5,020 sf 17 
convenience store and car wash went through the Design Review Process, 18 
however that project was stalled by the economic recession.  The new owner 19 
would develop the site and lease it to a Manchester company called Volume, Inc. 20 
that operates several gas stations in the Manchester/Bedford area.  Ten vehicles 21 
will be able to use the five fueling dispensers located under the canopy at one 22 
time.  Twelve vehicles can be queued in the stacking lane of the drive thru.  23 
Parking will be located in front of the convenience store and on the west side of 24 
the building, including employee spaces.  Two underground fuel storage tanks will 25 
be located on the southwest corner of the property as well as a trash enclosure on 26 
the northeast corner.  An underground storage tank permit from the Department 27 
of Environmental Services has been applied for and is in process.  A full access 28 
driveway will come off of Liberty Drive while a right-in/right-out only drive will be 29 
accessible from Rockingham Road.  Both driveways exceed the 24-ft. limitation, 30 
therefore a request for a design exception is being requested to allow the 36-ft. 31 
width that is planned for tanker truck access.  The NH Department of 32 
Transportation (DOT) will be signalizing the intersection of Liberty and 33 
Rockingham Road in 2014.  They will also install a median from the intersection 34 
continuing across the frontage of the property, making the proposed temporary 35 
right in/right out entrance permanent.  Another median will be built on the Liberty 36 
Drive leg of the intersection that will extend from the traffic light back to the site 37 
driveway.  A permit from NH DOT is forthcoming and will include the condition of 38 
adding “a couple of feet” to the width of Liberty Drive to accommodate the median 39 
to be placed there.  A retaining wall will be installed along the back of the site and 40 
will be 8 ft. tall at its highest point.  The above ground detention system for 41 
drainage from the site will discharge towards Independence Drive using an 42 
existing culvert.  F. Montero described the landscaping plan, site lighting, and the 43 
free standing monument signage.  Signage both there and on the building were 44 
altered with requests from the Heritage Commission.  A. Garron noted that 45 
although flushed lighting in the canopy was noted, the plan still needs to reflect 46 
that the lighting will be recessed in accordance with the site plan regulations.  47 
Construction is hoped to begin late this summer and for the improvements to be 48 
finished by October. 49 
 50 
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J. Trottier summarized the design review items from the DPW/Stantec memo. 1 
  2 
A. Garron said staff recommends conditional approval as outlined in the staff 3 
recommendation memo.   4 
 5 
Discussion regarding the voluntary merger of the lots occurred.  J. Trottier asked 6 
how the Planning Board could approve a site plan on two separately owned lots.  7 
F. Montero replied that in order to be able to obtain a financial loan, the bank 8 
requires a signed site plan.  Only then can T. Riley close on the property and 9 
merge the two lots.  Under State law, the lots cannot be merged until they have 10 
common ownership.  John Levenstein, T. Riley’s attorney, asked if the Board could 11 
approve the site plan with only one condition, that being the merger of the lots 12 
must take place.  A. Garron offered to write a letter once plans are submitted that 13 
meet all other conditions stating that only the voluntary merger needs to take 14 
place in order for the plans to be signed.  He also noted that all required traffic, 15 
police, and fire impact fees must be paid prior to the issuance of a Certificate of 16 
Occupancy.   17 
 18 
A. Rugg asked for Board input.  T. Freda asked what kind of easements are said to 19 
be under review.  J. Trottier said they were flowage easements regarding 20 
stormwater/drainage.  L. Wiles asked if any operating hours are proposed at this 21 
point.  F. Montero said it would depend on the amount of business but that it could 22 
become a 24-hour establishment.  L. Wiles also asked how tall the free standing 23 
sign would be.  He was told it cannot exceed ten ft. in height.  L. El-Azem asked 24 
what donut franchise would be associated with the project and was told it would 25 
be Dunkin’ Donuts.  L. Reilly asked if there were any future plans for a driveway to 26 
Independence Drive.  F. Montero said there were no plans.  J. Laferriere asked if 27 
the parking indicated would be sufficient.  F. Montero replied that the amount 28 
actually exceeds requirements (36 spaces vs. 32 required) and that he does not 29 
anticipate there will be any issues.  A. Rugg asked that purple lilacs be included in 30 
the landscape plan as it is the State flower. 31 
 32 
A. Rugg asked for public input.  There was none. 33 
 34 
A. Garron asked if there were any plans for outside display.  F. Montero replied 35 
that note 29 on the plan indicates that the only outside display area would be an 36 
ice machine.  A. Rugg asked if staff was satisfied with the traffic study.  A. Garron 37 
replied that Stantec reviewed it and found it acceptable.   38 
 39 
M. Soares made a motion to conditionally approve the site plan with the 40 
following conditions:  41 
 42 
"Applicant", herein, refers to the property owner, business owner, or organization 43 
submitting this application and to his/its agents, successors, and assigns. 44 
 45 

 47 
PRECEDENT CONDITIONS 46 

All of the precedent conditions below must be met by the applicant, at the 48 
expense of the applicant, prior to certification of the plans by the Planning Board. 49 
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Certification of the plans is required prior to commencement of any site work, any 1 
construction on the site or issuance of a building permit. 2 
 3 
1. The Applicant indicates the NHDOT Driveway Permit is in process, the 4 

Londonderry Sewer Discharge Permit is in process and the NHDES UST 5 
Permit for underground fuel storage tanks is in process on the submitted 6 
checklist.  We recommend the Applicant obtain all project permits, indicate 7 
the permit approval numbers on the cover sheet and provide copies of all 8 
permits for the Planning Division files per section 4.13 of the Site Plan 9 
Regulations. 10 

 11 
2. The Applicant shall address/clarify the following on the Sanitary Sewer plan 12 

– sheet 11:  13 
A. The revised design appears to indicate the proposed sewer line will 14 

conflict with the proposed drain line and does not provide a minimum 15 
separation of one foot as typically requested by the Town. In 16 
addition, the roof drain crossing is missing from the profile.    Also, 17 
the proposed sewer line from the building under the paved driveway 18 
has less than the minimum six feet of cover required.  The Applicant 19 
shall revise the design to provide proper separation from the drain 20 
line and proper cover over the pipe under the pavement as necessary 21 
meeting the approval of the Sewer Division. 22 

B. The revised profile design does not properly indicate the proposed 23 
grease trap inlet into the top of the grease trap structure as indicated 24 
in the separate detail provided on the same sheet.  The Applicant 25 
shall review and revise the profile accordingly.  26 

C. The proposed domestic sewer profile does not provide a minimum 27 
separation of one foot from the drain lines as typically requested by 28 
the Town.  The Applicant shall update the proposed sewer design as 29 
necessary meeting the approval of the Sewer Division. 30 

 31 
3. The revised project report includes a revised off-site subcatchment 32 

OS6 in the project analysis with the runoff flow value significantly 33 
reduced as noted in the Applicant’s response letter.  However, the 34 
predevelopment calculations/volume at pond 4 located downstream 35 
of this subcatchment have been substantially enlarged at the 36 
existing 24” culvert inlet with this submission.  The submitted 37 
information does include any additional information, such as 38 
additional existing conditions survey, to substantiate the enlarged 39 
pond area (now 3.5 acres vs. 0.5 acre previously) at elevation 326 40 
implied with the revised calculations. The Applicant shall provide 41 
additional documentation to support and substantiate the revised 42 
pond area/analysis of the report and to support and substantiate 43 
that the existing 24” culvert does not have a capacity issue as noted 44 
in the response letter. 45 
 46 

4. The revised site drainage system design on sheet 5 now includes a 47 
Stormceptor with note 14 addressing maintenance of the 48 
Stormceptor.  The Applicant shall update the notes on this plan to 49 
include maintenance of the remainder of the proposed drainage 50 
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system including catch basins and the detention basin as typically 1 
requested by the Town. 2 
 3 

5. The project plans do not address if any outside storage (other than the 4 
indicated trash enclosure) would occur per section 2.4.2.2 of the Zoning 5 
Ordinance.   The Applicant shall provide a note or notes on the plans to 6 
address this issue.    7 
 8 

6. The project is located along a significant portion of Liberty Drive.  The 9 
Applicant’s grading plan indicates proposed grading for the detention basin 10 
will extend into the Liberty Drive ROW and redirect the existing drainage 11 
flow along Liberty Drive to the right of way edge.  In addition, the project 12 
proposes regrading within the Town’s existing slope easement for 13 
construction of the Liberty Drive entrance.   A portion of the existing runoff 14 
of Liberty Drive will be redirected to the Applicant’s on-site detention basin 15 
under this design.  The Applicant shall verify if additional off-site 16 
improvements to Liberty Drive will be necessary with the Department of 17 
Public Works. 18 
 19 

7. The Applicant shall verify the DRC comments of the Sewer Division are 20 
adequately addressed with the Sewer Division.   21 
 22 

8. The Applicant shall add purple lilacs to the landscaping plan. 23 
 24 

9. The applicant shall combine the 2 lots via voluntary merger prior to final 25 
approval of the site plan. 26 
 27 

10. The Applicant shall provide a digital (electronic) copy of the complete final 28 
plan sent to the Town at the time of signature by the Board in accordance 29 
with Section 2.05.n of the regulations. 30 
 31 

11. Financial guaranty if necessary. 32 
 33 

12. Final engineering review. 34 
 35 
PLEASE NOTE - 

 41 

  Once these precedent conditions are met and the plans are 36 
certified the approval is considered final. If these conditions are not met within 6 37 
months to the day of the meeting at which the Planning Board grants conditional 38 
approval the board's approval will be considered to have lapsed and re-submission 39 
of the application will be required. See RSA 674:39 on vesting. 40 

 43 
GENERAL AND SUBSEQUENT CONDITIONS 42 

All of the conditions below are attached to this approval. 44 
 45 

1. No construction or site work for the amended site plan may be 46 
undertaken until the pre-construction meeting with Town staff has 47 
taken place, filing of an NPDES-EPA Permit and the site restoration 48 
financial guaranty is in place with the Town. Contact the Department 49 
of Public Works to arrange for this meeting. 50 
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 1 
2. The project must be built and executed exactly as specified in the approved 2 

application package unless modifications are approved by the Planning 3 
Division & Department of Public Works, or if staff deems applicable, the 4 
Planning Board. 5 

 6 
3. All of the documentation submitted in the application package by the 7 

applicant and any requirements imposed by other agencies are part of this 8 
approval unless otherwise updated, revised, clarified in some manner, or 9 
superseded in full or in part. In the case of conflicting information between 10 
documents, the most recent documentation and this notice herein shall 11 
generally be determining. 12 

 13 
4. All site improvements must be completed prior to the issuance of a 14 

certificate of occupancy.  In accordance with Section 6.01.d of the Site Plan 15 
Regulations, in circumstances that prevent landscaping to be completed 16 
(due to weather conditions or other unique circumstance), the Building 17 
Division may issue a certificate of occupancy prior to the completion of 18 
landscaping improvements, if agreed upon by the Planning Division & Public 19 
Works Department, when a financial guaranty (see forms available from the 20 
Public Works Department) and agreement to complete improvements are 21 
placed with the Town.  The landscaping shall be completed within 6 months 22 
from the issuance of the certificate of occupancy, or the Town shall utilize 23 
the financial guaranty to contract out the work to complete the 24 
improvements as stipulated in the agreement to complete landscaping 25 
improvements.  No other improvements shall be permitted to use a 26 
financial guaranty for their completion for purposes of receiving a 27 
certificate of occupancy

 29 
. 28 

5. As built site plans must to be submitted to the Public Works Department 30 
prior to the release of the applicant’s financial guaranty.  31 
 32 

6. All required Traffic, Police, and Fire impact fees must be paid prior to the 33 
issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy.   34 
 35 

7. It is the responsibility of the applicant to obtain all other local, state, and 36 
federal permits, licenses, and approvals which may be required as part of 37 
this project (that was not received prior to certification of the plans). 38 
Contact the Building Division at extension 115 regarding building permits. 39 

 40 
L. Wiles seconded the motion.  No discussion.  Vote on the motion: 9-0-0.  41 
Plan is conditionally approved. 42 
 43 

 45 
Other Business 44 

A. Garron stated that the Master Plan Steering Committee (MPSC) met on July 27 46 
and reviewed the Heart & Soul grant application that was submitted in 47 
collaboration with SNHPC.  He said between now and October, the Town should 48 
hear whether the application was successful.  He noted that the excellence of the 49 
video created as part of the application by the Town GIS Manager, Community 50 
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Development intern and the Assistant Director of the Londonderry Access Center.  1 
The MPSC also reviewed the Request for Proposals for a Master Plan consultant 2 
and provided feedback, which A. Garron has used to revise the draft.  Lastly, there 3 
was some discussion on using alternatives to the UNH Survey Center which A. 4 
Garron is investigating.   5 
 6 
M. Soares mentioned that a School Deliberative Session will take place on August 7 
26 at 7 PM at the High School cafeteria to determine whether to accept the $1.1 8 
million from the State in adequacy money.  A special election will be held on 9 
October 11 to vote on the decision made at the Deliberative Session.   10 
 11 
Adjournment
 13 

: 12 

J. Laferriere made a motion to adjourn the meeting.  R. Brideau seconded 14 
the motion.  Vote on the motion: 9-0-0.  The meeting adjourned at 8:17 PM.  15 
 16 
These minutes prepared by Jaye Trottier and Libby Canuel, Community 17 
Development Department Secretaries. 18 
 19 
 20 
 21 
Respectfully Submitted, 22 
 23 
 24 
 25 
Lynn Wiles, Secretary 26 
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1

Tim Thompson

From: Scott Benson [sbenson@bensonslumber.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 19, 2011 3:20 PM
To: Tim Thompson
Cc: 'Brad Benson'
Subject: Bensons lumber and hardware site plan

Categories: Purple Category

Tim,  
 
Per our discussion, I am seeking to amend our site plan at 20 Orchardview Dr.  Our wish is to forgo installing the fence 
that is currently on our existing site plan, we feel that the steepness of the grade and the natural plantings that exist 
there are enough of a deterrent to make it inaccessible for any vehicle and we also think that it is aesthetically more 
pleasing to have a natural border rather than a chain link fence. I am hopeful that this decision can be approved by the 
town administration without having to go before the board for a complete site review. we are hoping to get our co this 
week, please advise and if you have any questions or concerns,  don’t hesitate to call me. 
 
 
Respectfully, Scott Benson  
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5 Chenell Drive, Box 3 

Concord, NH  03301 USA 

Phone:  (603) 225-0010 

Fax:  (603) 225-0761 

www.stahlmangroup.com 

 

 Atlanta   Chicago   Concord   Dallas    Denver   Greenville   Indianapolis   Los Angeles   Modesto   New York   Philadelphia    Raleigh   Sacramento   San Juan   St. Louis 

July 29, 2011 

Town of Londonderry 

I268B Mammoth Road 

Londonderry, NH  05053 

 

ATTN: Tim Thompson, Town Planner 

RE: Coca-Cola Bottling Company of Northern New England, Inc. 

 7 Symmes Drive 

 New Electrical Transformer 

 Project No. 10140 

Dear Tim, 

Attached is a partial site plan of the Coca-Cola Bottling Company of Northern New England, 

Inc. property at 7 Symmes Dr. You will note a new pad mounted electrical transformer is 

proposed at the Northeastern corner of the warehouse. 

We have coordinated the primary service electrical conduit requirements and the transformer 

location with PSNH. Proposed construction of the transformer would be this fall and the purpose 

is to rebalance electrical loads within the facility. 

Kindly advise if the installation of this transformer will require Planning Board review.  

Respectfully, 

STAHLMAN GROUP, INC. 

 
David S. Wittliff, PE 

Partner 

 

Encl.: Drawing PS-1 dated 7-29-11 

 

cc: Rick Neal, CCNNE, Plant Manager 

 Russ Brunner, CCNNE Plant Engineer 

 John Palermo, CCNNE VP of Operations 

 

Via: Email Only 

 
Document17 
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