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CITY OF KEENE

NEW HAMPSHIRE

CONSERVATION COMMISSION
AGENDA

Conference Room
Commission Members

Gary Flaherty, Chair Kenneth Bergman

Barbara Richter, Vice Chair Bob Milliken, Alternate

William White Thomas P. Haynes, Alternate
Michele Chalice John Therriault, Alternate
Steven Bill Alexander Von Plinsky, Alternate

1. Call to Order
2. Approval of Meeting Minutes — May 18, 2026 & May 19, 2026

3. Planning Board Referral

a) PB-26-15 - Major Site Plan & Surface Water CUP - Eversource L163 Transmission Line
- Applicant Normandeau Associates Inc., on behalf of owner Public Service Company of
New Hampshire (d/b/a Eversource Energy), proposes to replace five existing utility
structures along the L163 Transmission Line. The proposed work area begins at the
southern entrance to the Old Gilsum Road trail along Timberlane Drive and will continue
for ~1-mile to the north. A Surface Water Protection Conditional Use Permit is requested
for ~3,487-sf of impact within the 75-ft surface water buffer to allow for the installation
of timber matting and a temporary gravel access road.

4. Presentation and Discussion: Pat Russell Park Expansion — Deputy City Manager Andy
Bohannon will review the plans for the expansion of the Pat Russell Park into the former
Findings property, review physical site constraints (e.g., floodplain, floodway, contamination,
etc.), and provide an overview of project funding sources.

5. Report-outs:
a) Greater Goose Pond Forest Stewardship Subcommittee
b) Invasive Plant Species
c) Land Conservation / Easement Monitoring
d) Pollinator Updates

6. Discussion Items
a) Land Protection Criteria amended May 2026
b) 2026 Commission Budget
c) Donation request from Society for the Protection of NH Forests

7. New or Other Business

8. Next Meeting: Monday, July 20 (City Hall)

Link to shared folder: https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/13IzbQesczW8YMaem30M-wVS8f6bk7TF4?usp=share_link



https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/13IzbQesczW8YMaem3OM-wVS8f6bk7TF4?usp=share_link
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578

579 Interms of reviewing the site plan, Ms. Brunner said even the Planning Board did not have the
580 opportunity necessariyCouncilor Chalice asked the mechanism: a memo from the Commission
581 requesting a presentation on the proposed site pManBrunner said she would discuss with the
582 Deputy City Manageand ask if he is willing to comgive a presentatioifhe plans are also

583 publicly available soMs. Brunner said this could be on the June agentteor without a

584 presentationVice Chair Richter said she spoke with Mr. Bohannon, who was willing to seek
585 recommendations from the Conservatidtommission, although more so for planting and

586 replanting however, he said he was willing to work with the Commisssm.Vice Chair Richter
587 agreed with inviting him for a presentatidiscussion ensued on what the Commission was

588 requesting: site plan review or engineering plan reviéee Chair Richter thought the latter.

589 Discussion ensued about whether it already passed the City C&mailcilor Chalice thought it
590 already passed the Finance, Organization and Personnel Com8tiedaew three Councilors

591 voted against ibut it did passMs. Brunner said that if the City Council haldeady voted on the
592 parking lot and approved itherewould beno further recoursen the parkingThere may be

593 some flexibility on the planting®4r. White asked if it is a cap on tiseil and Ms. Brunner said

594 yes there were a combination of funding sources to keep the contamination from going into the
595 brook.Councilor Chalice said the City chose that method of capping and others agreed that it is a
596 common method.

597

598 Mr. Bergmanasked if the parking lot is along Carpenter Street. Councilor Chalice saithés

599 off Water Streetlong Beaver Brogkt is the former Findings propertyice Chair Richtesaid

600 her concern was that it did not come to the Commission as a Conditional Uset@ammdaally

601 She understands that it is City land but said it would be nice if the City followed their own rules
602 because the location of the contamination is so close to Beaver; Bnegsarking lot is right on

603 thebank.She had been in contact as a Keene individual, utgem to movehe parking lot

604 back as much as possilllecause it is a contaminated si. Bohannon said they were going to
605 try pushing it backmaybe reduag the number of parking spot it would be as small as

606 possibleandpossibly includinga bike rackCouncilor Chalice said sonveanteda bicycle

607 pavilion instead. Ms. Brunner noted it is also a floodp#aid pssibly a floodwayso there are

608 many variablesMs. Brunner would invite Mr. Bohannon to the next meeting.

609

610 9. Upcoming Meetings (Keene Recreation Center, Room 22)

611

612 ¥ Tuesday, May 19, 202&5:00 PM, Workshop to Discuss Land Protection Criteria
613 ¥ Monday, June 15, 20264:30 PM, Regular Meeting:2nd floor conference room.
614

615 10. Adjournment

616

617 There being no further busine§air Flahertyadjourned the meeting @21 PM.
618

619 Respectfully submitted by,

620 Katryna Kibler Minute Taker

621

622 Reviewed and edited by,

623 Mari Brunner, Senior Planner
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DRAFT

City of Keene
New Hampshire

CONSERVATION COMMISSION
WORKSHOP MINUTES

Monday, May 19, 2056 4:00 PM Room 22
Recreation Center

Members Present: Staff Present:

Gary Flaherty, Chair Mari Brunner, Senior Planner

Barbara Richter, Vice Chair

Ken Bergman

Bob Milliken, Alternate(Voting)

Thomas Haynes, Alternatarrived at4:25 PM)

Members Not Present:

William White

Councilor Michele Chalice

Steven Bill

John Therriault, Alternate

Alexander Von Plinsky, 1V, Alternate

1. Callto Order

ChairFlahertycalled theworkshopto order at:00 PM.

2.  Workshop:
a. Conservation Land Protection Criteria +The Keene Conservation Commission

will hold a workshop to discuss priorities for acquiring conservation land,
guidelines for acquiring legal interest in conservation land, and potential
XSGDWHV WR WKH &RPPLVVLRQYY DGRSWHG /DQG 3UR)

Discussion ensued about the introductory material. As a former instructor, Mr. Bergman wanted
to write it in more active tense, especially one sentence to make the statement more of a
declaration. The Commission agreed that the following would be more refrestdrrgpresent

the Commission as agents of what the City should®@loe City of Keene Conservation
Commission, in making recommendations for land protection and acquisition to the City
Council, shall give priority to land that supports or enhances the following resources or features.
Land directly abutting existing conservation land is a high priority for protection. Expanding
existing conservation areas is an efficient use of City resources and makes it easier to steward
and manage land. The Conservation Commission will review potential land purchases that score
high on the Priority Checklist.The Commissioronfirmed that the italicized section is a

summary of what follows, not redundaittis a declaration.
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Discussiorcontinuedabout defining abutting landsls. Brunner thought it was a high priority

as listed in the italicized section. Vice Chair Richter did not think it was clearly listed in the

priorities below so she added it as the overarching thentke introductionsince it seemed to

FRPH XS LQ DOO WKH &RPPLVVLRQTV FIR&EQCOMMISSOWLRQYV DERXV
discussed whether abuttifend should be its own prioritgnd Chair Flaherty was unsure it

needed to be repeated agdihe Commission reviewed the existing priorities to see where it

could fit. Mr. Bergman looked at the sentencExpanding existingareas” DQG WKRXJKW LW
already covered abutting properties and the Commission agreed that it did not need to be more
explicit. When looking to expand existing areas, they are looking to acquire or protect abutting

lands; they are two different ways of looking at the same tiMisg Brunner confirmed that the
Commission will entertain neabutting lands for conservation purposes with this language.

Chair Flaherty said any property that is essential for conservation purposes he would want to
consider. The Commission chose not to make abutting land its own land proteitéoa They

decided that it was covered with corridors under Wildlife, in particular. They added that it could

be a Conservation Priority Checklist item; the checklist would mirror thesetjgsovlice Chair

Richter would rework th€hecklist based on the new priorities.

Discussion continued reviewing the Land Protection Criteria that commissioners revised at the
last workshopMr. Bergman noted that at least two of these criteria must be addressed by any
potential purchase, and asked if abutting land would be like a super overarateggrythen.

Vice Chair Richter said it would be in the Checklist to rank lands higheair Flaherty thought

that was reasonable. Chair Flaherty thought the Commission did not want to lock itself into
abutting lands having to explicitly be one of these criteria to meet.

Discussion ensued about checklist items #1. Protect Surface Water Resources and #2. Protect
Groundwater ResourceBreaking these in tworiteriawas one of the bigger changes from the

last workshop LW LV ZK\ SGULQNLQJ ZDWHU" LV OLVWHG WZLFH O0U
quality, clean drinking water.

#3. Protect Forest Ecology is where the Commission made the most changes at the prior
workshop It used to be mor®cused on timber and wodats, and they changed it to be more
focused on thecological benefitsvVice Chair Richter noted that a lot of this language evolved
from how the Commission originally wrote it historicaind it was good to evolve with
different priorities.

On priority #4. Protect Agricultural Resourcelir. Bergman asked goil iscovered and Ms.
Brunner said yest points out state and locally important sois. Brunner said theris not a
lot of primesoil in Keene She said community gardens were listed for urban agriculture too.

Chair Flaherty reminded the Commission these priorities can be edited again in the future if they
find they are not as effective as needed when purchasing properties.

2Q SURWHFW :LOGOLIH DQG 1DWXUDO $UHDV O0OU %LOO DG
last workshopMr. Bergman noted that wildlife means a broad, inclusive view of the word (i.e.,

all living vertebratesnot just bears andolves for examplég. Discussion ensued on the term
3IQDWXUDO KDELWDW ' Y \ChaiXrakeHyYshiDtReSjH G dsousdewtbisrat the
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last workshop and the issue is that most of the land around Keene has been developed in some
way in the pasand is no longetruly QDWXUDO 7KH\ GLVFXVVHGaitate& HYHOR S
an option,EXW XOWLPDWHO\ ODQGHG6R® HXSHRFYOHHO RB\H IGQK\CHELSAUH
differently.

The Commission continued on priority #&otect Cultural, Recreational, and Scenic Vale
%HUJPDQ DVNHG |RdLanQ thaf dahdi@d-toReivity of recreational networks.
Ms. Brunner recalled mentiaboutthe lower half of a Drummer Road property with wetlands
and some City trails on iall she could think about was trails. Vice Chair Richter said even
kayaking by trails. Discussion ensued about the proliferatiorbies and escooters on the
trails not following speed limit§.e., the various classe§ome require registration but some
have combustion engines seen on the rail(hetdallowed)and need to watch for pedestrians.
Discussion ensueariefly about the liabilities of dbikes.

J)RU &ROODERUDWLRQ DQG /HYHUDJH 0OV %UXQQHU QRWLF
IRUPDW WKDQ WKH RWKHUYV D Qé@ndWKhHardovihxrs ototh#rLVHG LW WR
collaborators interested in protection.

A lengthy discussion ensued about the conclusion material on the Land Protection: Criteria

) XUWKHU 'LUHFWLRQV DQG &RQVLGHUDWLRQV ~ ZKLFK WKH &
Workshop.Mr. Bergman asked the meaning ®fill determine whether the proposed project by

itself fully protects the intended resoufce WKH UHVRXUFH ZLOO UHIHU WR WKH
Vice Chair Richter agreed, especially in the case of a water resantcprotecting downstream

resources from industrial uses, for example.

Mr. Haynes arrived at 4:25 PM.

They all agreed it was odd to havethe OORZLQJ VWDWHPHQW DAIGoSURFHHGH
associated with preparing a proposal ini@ by the Conservation Commission for City Council
consideration, whether initiated by the City Government or by a private person or group, will be
borne by the City unless a third party, including the landowner, is willing to fund all or part of
these costs" 5SHDV RQV | &dcdmir¥nitsvidluRie:
x TheCity CouncilandCity Managerare the ones to decide funding as the fiduciary agents
of the City.
x The Commission cannot force somebody to pay to do a study for them to determine if the
ConservatiorCommissiornwants to purchase land.
x This might have been included in case landowners who want to negotiate with the City
JHW 3F R OiGcuddibhwWnsued about scenarios in which this may edtiua third
party to justify maintaining it
x The Commission discussed striking the statement entirely but decided to revise it.
X Ms. Brunnersaid that at present,rigadthat if someone were trying to convince the City
to buy their land and the City wanted more information, the City would have to pay for it,
which did not make sense to her.
x The Commission discussed this being a 4Bsease basis and how that could complicate
things but with this paragraph, things will be naturally evaluated-bgssase.
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x Discussion continued as t®mmissiorconsidered revisiond4ost of the revisions did
not make sense tds. Brunnerfrom theCity fV SHUVSHFWLYH DQG VKH VWLO
striking it. City Flaherty thought about sitting with the revision until the next workshop
before deciding whether to delete it.

x TheCommissiordiscussed whether tii&gty Councilwould have to review/approve these
amendments ands. Brunnemwas unsure whether they were adopted byCitye Council
to start. Right now, they arePalicy of the ConservatioBommission Vice Chair
5LFKWHU GLG QRW WKLQN LW ZRXOG EH EDG WRoKDYH WK
they are at least awaras the Commission is somewhat speaking for them.

x 5HYLVTHRQty Will consider on a casby-case basis who will bear any costs
associated with preparing a proposal for land protection.

The Commission reviewed the final statement of the document and proceeded reviging it:
recommendation put forward by tldty Administrator shall weigh the benefits of the proposed
acquisition against the broader tax implications and municipal priorities that currently exist in
the community’ Reasons for revision and comments included:
x The Commission isotthe one weigimg the benefits against the broader tax
implications.
X This statement might have been written by a higher Committee and adopted by the City
Council.
X 7TKH &RPPLVVLRQYV UHVSRQVLELOLW\ LV WR VHQG D UHFF
shall include a description of the resources as to why a property is worth protecting.

(0]

(0]

Mr. Bergman asked if the Council receiveegsarecommendatiasfor land
purchaseMs. Brunner said they receive a memo from her that summarizes the
different items discusseas being importardnd why they are valuable properties
to conserveShe said that is very helpful because they do scrutinize these
decisionsMr. Bergman suggested including the Checklist with the memo and
Vice Chair Richter said they should also ideally receive a map with the high
wildlife corridors, etcMs. Brunner said they could receive a GIS map of how the
parcel fits within others conserved already.

Discussion diverted briefly to incorporating parcels through easentieistan

easy, administrative process, as long as they are under common owmdrship.
Haynes suggested a conversation with the Society for the Protection of New
Hampshire Forests.

The City Council should also receive a list of how the property meets the Land
Protection Criteria, even if in map forrand the Checklist.

x Final Revision FKH &RQVHUYDWLRQ &RPPLVVLRQTV UHFRPPHQCG
include a description of the natural resources and how the property meets the criteria in
this checklist

General discussion continudds. Brunner would find out whether the City Council had adopted
this document before and would need to therefore adopt the amendGiexts-laherty said

there would be another workshop to finalize these changes and to start reviewing the
Conservation Priorities Checklist.
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Mr. Bergman mentioned wildlife corridors and how they are made usable by the nature of the
terrain soil, and vegetation; they are not demonstrated by actual seldom wildlife tvagkc.

Chair Richter said New Hampshire Fish and Game has a wildlife corridoHoaver, Mr.
Bergman said it is not based on actual monitoring of traffi@ir Flaherty said that is
unaffordableDiscussion ensued about how Mr. Bergman ran wildlife cameras for many years
along theAshuelotRiver and acquired a lot of evidenaadtheassociated difficulties.

Before the next workshop, Vice Chair Richter would ensure that the Conservation Priority

Checklist mirrors these specific Land Protection Critéfiee Commission thanked hés.
Brunner would send the updated Land Protection Criteria to the Commission.

3. Adjournment
There being no further busine§€hair Flahertyadjourned thevorkshopat4:54 PM.

Respectfully submitted by,
Katie Kibler, Minute Taker

Reviewed and edited by,
Mari Brunner, Senior Planner

Pageb of 5



