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AVOIDANCE AND MINIMIZATION 
WRITTEN NARRATIVE 

Water Division/Land Resources Management 
Wetlands Bureau 

Check the Status of your Application 

 
RSA/ Rule: RSA 482-A/ Env-Wt 311.04(j); Env-Wt 311.07; Env-Wt 313.01(a)(1),b; Env-Wt 313.01(c) 

APPLICANT LAST NAME, FIRST NAME, M.I.: Sarah J. Mason Living Trust 

An applicant for a standard permit shall submit with the permit application a written narrative that explains how all 
impacts to functions and values of all jurisdictional areas have been avoided and minimized to the maximum extent 
practicable. This attachment can be used to guide this narrative (attach additional pages if needed). Alternatively, the 
applicant may attach a completed Avoidance and Minimization Checklist (NHDES-W-06-050) to the permit application. 

SECTION 1 - WATER ACCESS STRUCTURES (Env-Wt 311.07(b)(1)) 
Is the primary purpose of the proposed project to construct a water access structure? 

Yes. A component of the project is to construct a new docking structure for recreational boating access.   

SECTION 2 - BUILDABLE LOT (Env-Wt 311.07(b)(1)) 
Does the proposed project require access through wetlands to reach a buildable lot or portion thereof? 

No. This is not applicable. 

SECTION 3 - AVAILABLE PROPERTY (Env-Wt 311.07(b)(2)) 
For any project that proposes permanent impacts of more than one acre or that proposes permanent impacts to a 
PRA, or both, are any other properties reasonably available to the applicant, whether already owned or controlled by 
the applicant or not, that could be used to achieve the project’s purpose without altering the functions and values of 
any jurisdictional area, in particular wetlands, streams, and PRAs? 

Since the proposal includes the replacement/repair of an existing stone revement, this is not applicable. 
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SECTION 4 - ALTERNATIVES (Env-Wt 311.07(b)(3)) 
Could alternative designs or techniques, such as different layouts, different construction sequencing, or alternative 
technologies be used to avoid impacts to jurisdictional areas or their functions and values on the subject property or 
on other property that is reasonably available to the applicant as described in the Wetlands Best Management Practice 
Techniques for Avoidance and Minimization?  

The project proposes 340 sq. ft. of permanent impact to tidal wetland, and 24 sq. ft. of permanent impact to 
previously developed 100’ TBZ for the construction of a tidal docking structure; which will consist of a 4’ x 6’ 
accessway, a 4’ x 20’ fixed wooden pier, a 3’ x 20’ aluminum gangway, and a 10’ x 20’ float (overall structure length 
50’) providing two slips on 77+/- feet of frontage along the Piscataqua River.  The project also proposes an additional 
1,201 sq. ft. of permanent impact to tidal wetlands, and 750 sq. ft. of permanent impact to the previously developed 
100’ TBZ for shoreline stabilization with the replacement of an existing stone revetment and addition of a buffer 
planting area. Given that the docking structure requires water access, and the rip rap along the shoreline currently 
exists, alternative designs are extremely limited. The proposed dock will provide the owners with a structure that 
provides safe recreational boating access. The proposed shoreline stabilization replaces an existing rip rap shoreline 
with a combination of rip rap and a living shoreline component.   

SECTION 5 - CONFORMANCE WITH Env-Wt 311.10(c) (Env-Wt 311.07(b)(4)) 
How does the project conform to Env-Wt 311.10(c)? Please note that for a minimum impact project, the applicant may 
replace this explanation with a certification signed by a certified wetland scientist that the project is located and 
designed to minimize impacts to wetlands functions and values. 

The proposed docking structure will be constructed on pilings within the tidal wetland further reducing permanent 
impacts to the tidal wetland resource.  The docking structure has been designed to allow the adjacent tidal resource to 
maintain its current functions and values. The tidal docking structure will not impede tidal flow or alter hydrology, it 
will not deter use by wildlife species that currently use the wetland area, and it will not impede any migrational fish 
movement. The proposed shoreline stabilization reduces the amount (sq. ft.) of rip rap along the shoreline under 
proposed conditions, and also provides a living shoreline component. As a result, The project will have no impact on 
the functions and values of the adjacent tidal wetland.   
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Appendix B 

          Regional General Permits (GPs) 
Required Information and Corps Secondary Impacts Checklist 

In order for the Corps of Engineers to properly evaluate your application, applicants must submit the following 
information along with the New Hampshire DES Wetlands Bureau application or permit notification forms.  
Some projects may require more information.  For a more comprehensive checklist, go to 
www.nae.usace.army.mil/regulatory, “Forms/Publications” and then “Application and Plan Guideline 
Checklist.”  Check with the Corps at (978) 318-8832 for project-specific requirements.  For your convenience, 
this Appendix B is also attached to the State of New Hampshire DES Wetlands Bureau application and Permit 
by Notification forms. 

All Projects: 
• Corps application form (ENG Form 4345) as appropriate.
• Photographs of wetland/waterway to be impacted.
• Purpose of the project.
• Legible, reproducible black and white (no color) plans no larger than 11”x17” with bar scale.  Provide locus

map and plan views of the entire property.
• Typical cross-section views of all wetland and waterway fill areas and wetland replication areas.
• In navigable waters, show mean low water (MLW) and mean high water (MHW) elevations. Show the high

tide line (HTL) elevations when fill is involved. In other waters, show ordinary high water (OHW) elevation.
•  On each plan, show the following for the project:
•  Vertical datum and the NAVD 1988 equivalent with the vertical units as U.S. feet. Don’t use local datum.

In coastal waters this may be mean higher high water (MHHW), mean high water (MHW), mean low water
(MLW), mean lower low water (MLLW) or other tidal datum with the vertical units as U.S. feet. MLLW
and MHHW are preferred. Provide the correction factor detailing how the vertical datum (e.g., MLLW) was
derived using the latest National Tidal Datum Epoch for that area, typically 1983-2001.

•  Horizontal state plane coordinates in U.S. survey feet based on the Traverse Mercator Grid system for the
State of New Hampshire (Zone 2800) NAD 83.

•  Show project limits with existing and proposed conditions.
•  Limits of any Federal Navigation Project in the vicinity of the project area and horizontal State Plane

Coordinates in U.S. survey feet for the limits of the proposed work closest to the Federal Navigation Project;
•  Volume, type, and source of fill material to be discharged into waters and wetlands, including the area(s) (in

square feet or acres) of fill in wetlands, below the ordinary high water in inland waters and below the high
tide line in coastal waters.

•  Delineation of all waterways and wetlands on the project site,:
•  Use Federal delineation methods and include Corps wetland delineation data sheets.  See GC 2 and

www.nero.noaa.gov/hcd for eelgrass survey guidance.
•  GP 3, Moorings, contains eelgrass survey requirements for the placement of moorings.
•  For activities involving discharges of dredged or fill material into waters of the U.S., include a statement

describing how impacts to waters of the U.S. are to be avoided and minimized, and either a statement
describing how impacts to waters of the U.S. are to be compensated for (or a conceptual or detailed
mitigation plan) or a statement explaining why compensatory mitigation should not be required for the
proposed impacts.  Please contact the Corps for guidance.
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New Hampshire General Permits (GPs) 
Appendix B - Corps Secondary Impacts Checklist 

(for inland wetland/waterway fill projects in New Hampshire) 

1. Attach any explanations to this checklist.  Lack of information could delay a Corps permit determination.
2. All references to “work” include all work associated with the project construction and operation.  Work
includes filling, clearing, flooding, draining, excavation, dozing, stumping, etc. 
3. See GC 5, regarding single and complete projects.
4. Contact the Corps at (978) 318-8832 with any questions.
1. Impaired Waters Yes No 
1.1 Will any work occur within 1 mile upstream in the watershed of an impaired water?  See 
http://des.nh.gov/organization/divisions/water/wmb/section401/impaired_waters.htm 
to determine if there is an impaired water in the vicinity of your work area.*  
2. Wetlands Yes No 
2.1 Are there are streams, brooks, rivers, ponds, or lakes within 200 feet of any proposed work? 
2.2 Are there proposed impacts to SAS, special wetlands. Applicants may obtain information 
from the NH Department of Resources and Economic Development Natural Heritage Bureau 
(NHB) DataCheck Tool for information about resources located on the property at 
https://www2.des.state.nh.us/nhb_datacheck/. The book Natural Community Systems of New 
Hampshire also contains specific information about the natural communities found in NH.  
2.3 If wetland crossings are proposed, are they adequately designed to maintain hydrology, 
sediment transport & wildlife passage? 
2.4 Would the project remove part or all of a riparian buffer?  (Riparian buffers are lands adjacent 
to streams where vegetation is strongly influenced by the presence of water. They are often thin 
lines of vegetation containing native grasses, flowers, shrubs and/or trees that line the stream 
banks.  They are also called vegetated buffer zones.) 
2.5 The overall project site is more than 40 acres? 
2.6 What is the area of the previously filled wetlands? 
2.7 What is the area of the proposed fill in wetlands? 
2.8 What is the % of previously and proposed fill in wetlands to the overall project site? 

3. Wildlife Yes No 
3.1  Has the NHB & USFWS determined that there are known occurrences of rare species, 
exemplary natural communities, Federal and State threatened and endangered species and habitat, 
in the vicinity of the proposed project?  (All projects require an NHB ID number & a USFWS 
IPAC determination.)  NHB DataCheck Tool: https://www2.des.state.nh.us/nhb_datacheck/  
USFWS IPAC website: https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/location/index  

X

X

X

N/A

X

X
Unknown
1,201 sq. ft.

Unknown

X

https://www.nhdfl.org/library/pdf/Natural%20Heritage/Web%20Version%20-%20Systems%20Report.pdf
https://www.nhdfl.org/library/pdf/Natural%20Heritage/Web%20Version%20-%20Systems%20Report.pdf
https://www2.des.state.nh.us/nhb_datacheck/
https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/location/index
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3.2 Would work occur in any area identified as either “Highest Ranked Habitat in N.H.” or 
“Highest Ranked Habitat in Ecological Region”? (These areas are colored magenta and green, 
respectively, on NH Fish and Game’s map, “2010 Highest Ranked Wildlife Habitat by Ecological 
Condition.”)  Map information can be found at:  
• PDF:  www.wildlife.state.nh.us/Wildlife/Wildlife_Plan/highest_ranking_habitat.htm.
• Data Mapper:  www.granit.unh.edu.
• GIS:  www.granit.unh.edu/data/downloadfreedata/category/databycategory.html.

3.3 Would the project impact more than 20 acres of an undeveloped land block (upland, 
wetland/waterway) on the entire project site and/or on an adjoining property(s)? 
3.4 Does the project propose more than a 10-lot residential subdivision, or a commercial or 
industrial development? 
3.5 Are stream crossings designed in accordance with the GC 21? 
4. Flooding/Floodplain Values Yes No 
4.1 Is the proposed project within the 100-year floodplain of an adjacent river or stream? 
4.2 If 4.1 is yes, will compensatory flood storage be provided if the project results in a loss of 
flood storage? 
5. Historic/Archaeological Resources
For a minimum, minor or major impact project - a copy of the Request for Project Review (RPR) 
Form (www.nh.gov/nhdhr/review)  with your DES file number shall be sent to the NH Division 
of Historical Resources as required on Page 11 GC 8(d) of the GP document**
*Although this checklist utilizes state information, its submittal to the Corps is a Federal requirement.
** If your project is not within Federal jurisdiction, coordination with NH DHR is not required under Federal 
law. 
` 

X

X

X

N/A

X

X

X

http://www.granit.unh.edu/
http://www.granit.unh.edu/data/downloadfreedata/category/databycategory.html
http://www.nh.gov/nhdhr/review
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STANDARD DREDGE AND FILL 
WETLANDS PERMIT APPLICATION 

ATTACHMENT A: MINOR AND MAJOR PROJECTS 
Water Division/Land Resources Management 

Wetlands Bureau 
Check the Status of your Application 

 
RSA/ Rule: RSA 482-A/ Env-Wt 311.10; Env-Wt 313.01(a)(1); Env-Wt 313.03 

APPLICANT LAST NAME, FIRST NAME, M.I.: Sarah J. Mason Living Trust 
Attachment A can be used to satisfy some of the additional requirements for minor and major projects regarding 
avoidance and minimization, as well as functional assessment. 

PART I: AVOIDANCE AND MINIMIZATION 

In accordance with Env-Wt 313.03(a), the Department shall not approve any alteration of any jurisdictional area unless 
the applicant demonstrates that the potential impacts to jurisdictional areas have been avoided to the maximum 
extent practicable and that any unavoidable impacts have been minimized, as described in the Wetlands Best 
Management Practice Techniques For Avoidance and Minimization. 

SECTION I.I - ALTERNATIVES (Env-Wt 313.03(b)(1)) 
Describe how there is no practicable alternative that would have a less adverse impact on the area and environments 
under the Department’s jurisdiction. 

THE PROJECT PROPOSES THE CONSTRUCTION OF A TIDAL DOCKING STRUCTURE AND THE REPLACEMENT/REPAIR OF 
AN EXISTING STONE REVETMENT. GIVEN THAT THE DOCKING STRUCTURE REQUIRES WATER ACCESS, AND THE RIP RAP 
ALONG THE SHORELINE CURENTLY EXISTS, ALTERNATIVE DESIGNS ARE EXTREMELY LIMITED. THE PROPOSED DOCK 
WILL PROVIDE THE OWNERS WITH A STRUCTURE THAT PROVIDES SAFE RECREATIONAL BOATING ACCESS. THE 
PROPOSED SHORELINE STABILIZATION REPLACES AN EXISTING RIP RAP SHORELINE WITH A COMBINATION OF RIP RAP 
AND A LIVING SHORELINE COMPONENT. THE PROPOSED SHORELINE STABILIZATION REDUCES THE AMOUNT (SQ. FT.) 
OF RIP RAP ALONG THE SHORELINE UNDER PROPOSED CONDITIONS, AND ALSO PROVIDES A LIVING SHORELINE 
COMPONENT.  
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SECTION I.II - MARSHES (Env-Wt 313.03(b)(2)) 
Describe how the project avoids and minimizes impacts to tidal marshes and non-tidal marshes where documented to 
provide sources of nutrients for finfish, crustacea, shellfish and wildlife of significant value. 

The project does not propose any impacts to tidal marshes or non-tidal marshes. 

SECTION I.III – HYDROLOGIC CONNECTION (Env-Wt 313.03(b)(3)) 

Describe how the project maintains hydrologic connections between adjacent wetland or stream systems. 

The proposed docking structure will be constructed on pilings within the tidal wetland further reducing permanent 
impacts to the tidal wetland resource. Since the docking structure will be constructed on piles, the structure will not 
impede tidal flow or alter hydrology, it will not deter use by wildlife species that currently use the wetland area, and it 
will not impede any migrational fish movement. The proposed shoreline stabilization replaces an existing stone rip rap 
slope, but also provides a living shorline component.    

mailto:lrm@des.nh.gov
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SECTION I.IV - JURISDICTIONAL IMPACTS (Env-Wt 313.03(b)(4)) 
Describe how the project avoids and minimizes impacts to wetlands and other areas of jurisdiction under RSA 482-A, 
especially those in which there are exemplary natural communities, vernal pools, protected species and habitat, 
documented fisheries, and habitat and reproduction areas for species of concern, or any combination thereof. 

The project does not propose any impacts to exemplary natural communities, vernal pools, protected species and 
habitat, doucmented fisheries, and habitat and reproduction areas for species of concern.  

SECTION I.V - PUBLIC COMMERCE, NAVIGATION, OR RECREATION (Env-Wt 313.03(b)(5)) 
Describe how the project avoids and minimizes impacts that eliminate, depreciate or obstruct public commerce, 
navigation, or recreation. 

The proposed tidal docking structure has been designed to not impede recreation, public commerce, and navigation. 
The docking structure does not extend into any federal or local navigation channel and maintains the required 20 foot 
setbacks from boundary lines extended over water.  

mailto:lrm@des.nh.gov
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SECTION I.VI - FLOODPLAIN WETLANDS (Env-Wt 313.03(b)(6)) 
Describe how the project avoids and minimizes impacts to floodplain wetlands that provide flood storage.  

The project does not propose any impacts to floodplain wetlands. 

SECTION I.VII - RIVERINE FORESTED WETLAND SYSTEMS AND SCRUB-SHRUB –MARSH COMPLEXES  
(Env-Wt 313.03(b)(7)) 
Describe how the project avoids and minimizes impacts to natural riverine forested wetland systems and scrub-shrub –
marsh complexes of high ecological integrity. 

The project does not propose impacts to riverine forested wetland systems and scrub shrub marsh complexes. 

mailto:lrm@des.nh.gov
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SECTION I.VIII - DRINKING WATER SUPPLY AND GROUNDWATER AQUIFER LEVELS (Env-Wt 313.03(b)(8)) 
Describe how the project avoids and minimizes impacts to wetlands that would be detrimental to adjacent drinking 
water supply and groundwater aquifer levels. 

The wetland resources associated with the project site are not hydrologically connected to a groundwater aquifer or 
drinking water supply.  

SECTION I.IX - STREAM CHANNELS (Env-Wt 313.03(b)(9)) 
Describe how the project avoids and minimizes adverse impacts to stream channels and the ability of such channels to 
handle runoff of waters. 

The project does not propose any impacts to stream channels. 
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PART II: FUNCTIONAL ASSESSMENT 

REQUIREMENTS 
Ensure that project meets requirements of Env-Wt 311.10 regarding functional assessment (Env-Wt 311.04(j);  
Env-Wt 311.10).  
FUNCTIONAL ASSESSMENT METHOD USED: 
Wetland functions and values were assessed using the Highway Methodology Workbook, Wetland Functions and 
Values:  A Descriptive Approach.   U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.  1999.  The Highway Methodology Workbook 
Supplement, Wetland Functions and Values:  A Descriptive Approach.  U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.  New England 
Division.  32pp.  NAEEP-360-1-30a.   

NAME OF CERTIFIED WETLAND SCIENTIST (FOR NON-TIDAL PROJECTS) OR QUALIFIED COASTAL PROFESSIONAL (FOR 
TIDAL PROJECTS) WHO COMPLETED THE ASSESSMENT: STEVEN D. RIKER, CWS 

DATE OF ASSESSMENT: NOVEMBER & DECEMBER 2019 

Check this box to confirm that the application includes a NARRATIVE ON FUNCTIONAL ASSESSMENT:  

For minor or major projects requiring a standard permit without mitigation, the applicant shall submit a wetland 
evaluation report that includes completed checklists and information demonstrating the RELATIVE FUNCTIONS AND 
VALUES OF EACH WETLAND EVALUATED. Check this box to confirm that the application includes this information, if 
applicable:    
 
Note: The Wetlands Functional Assessment worksheet can be used to compile the information needed to meet 
functional assessment requirements. 

 

mailto:lrm@des.nh.gov
http://www.des.nh.gov/









