












RE: 2 Russell St Meeting: 
TAC June 7, 2022 Packet 
pages: 496-882

Dear Members of TAC, June 3, 2022

Drainage (pg 537-604)
Pre 1.0 ( 2yr)
runoff area 92,563sf
76.49% impervious  runoff depth less than 2.91” flow length= 587’  CN 93  runoff= 7.0 cfs  22,427 cf
Post 1.0,1,1,1,2 (2 yr)
Runoff area (added) 102,479sf
Averaged:
81.43% impervious  runoff depth= 3.15” flow length= 314.66’ CN 95.33  runoff= 2.8 cfs  9616.66cf
Pre 2.0 (2 yr)
Runoff area 58,401sf
90.39% impervious  runoff depth less than 2.91”  flow length 470’  CN 93  runoff=4.41 cfs 14,150cf
Post 2.0 (2 yr)
Runoff area 48,485sf
90.09% impervious  runoff depth=3.66 cfs  flow length 370’  CN 93 runoff=3.66cfs
11,747cf
And two runoff ponds.
The post runoff areas, comparing Pre 1 and Post 1.0, 1.1 and 1.2, will be running into retention ponds and
then into the North Mill Pond seem to show an increase in the amount of runoff and impervious surface looking
at the two year rainfall estimates. The desired effects of improved filtration, decrease in flow length and
increase in cubic feet per second shown are positive.  Will the retention pond be able to handle this amount of
runoff at this positive flow rate in 5 years since the overflow will be at the maximum of 2 year levels? The North
Mill Pond will have a significant increase of water from the many new large developments pouring water into it
from their retention pond/basins. It currently floods on the northern side during high rain events. Are these
numbers being looked at collectively as these new developments are being added to the ones that
have already been built on the North End and are likely contributing to some of the flooding around the
North Mill Pond at high tide during high rain events? It should be kept in mind that a lot of the water
emptying into the North Mill Pond will not be filtered once the two year rain event calculations  have been
exceeded and 2 years have passed.

Pedestrian and Bicycle Safety:
Continuing the path which runs parallel to the RR Tracks onto Lot 119-4 (park) might be helpful, otherwise
bikes and pedestrians are likely to cross there anyway to get to the other side. There could be a diagonal
crosswalk from parallel to the RR tracks to Lot 119-4; keeping the one parallel to Russell St.  The sidewalk
could be continued by turning the figure 8 sidewalk of the park in the opposite direction. Having the open part
of the curve start at where the first tree 1 AC KA (Maple) is listed on the Plan L- 101 (pg 517). The other
proposed connections could remain just configured a little differently (see picture at end).

Trash:
Looking at Plan C-102.1 (pg 10) Building 2 seems to have 3 (T) areas, likely for trash.  However, looking at
buildings 1 and 3 there doesn’t seem to be any.



Runoff and Green Buildings:
Building 2 Balcony:
Plan A-102 (pg 520) B2-L2 does NOT clarify the light green open space on the plan in the legend. This area
was presented in the beginning as a living roof system. This area doesn’t seem to exist on the Landscape Plan
(L-101 pg 517). SGA Green Building Statement (pg 880) makes no mention of the “balcony” green space nor
does the Maintenance Plan (pg 607).
Was this area, if not a living roof system, included in the water run off calculations? Were the materials

used to cover it calculated for?  This “balcony” could become a living roof system as originally suggested. It
would lower water run-off, reduce energy needs for the floor below and  it could be designed to  provide
enjoyable outdoor spaces for residents.
https://www.thehenryford.org/visit/ford-rouge-factory-tour/highlights/living-roof/
https://www.thisoldhouse.com/green-home/21018522/green-roofs

Traffic Report (pg 676-876)
Counts were taken in January and February of 2022. A 1.8% (Covid) and a 1.23% (seasonal) adjustments

were made, however there was no adjustment made for the supply chain hit which started in October of 2021
and was still in play in February of 2022 which reduced the number of deliveries of all kinds to businesses and
homes alike. The adjustment for seasonal seems extremely low considering Portsmouth is shown at
around 20,000 residents, however in the summer the seacoast is estimated to have over 1 million visitors.

Area plans pg 519-521 show 56,720 sf of retail (37451+10440+8829) and 84 residential units are listed on
plan C-102.1 (pg 505). The reports include the hotel  in some incidents and not in others. The Annual Average
Daily Traffic (AADT) on page 737 seems to show about a 10% increase in traffic every year.

The revamping of the lights at Maplewood/ Deer will help but will not improve the issues at this corner by
adding 177 vehicle trips (Section 6 pg 690). This corner will be a hot mess per the predictions of this report,
estimated to be LOS F. This area is of concern which is indicated under Section 5.1 to not experience
improvements, even with the “build” changes, especially in projected traffic patterns.

The proposed new circle will likely help with the Market/Russell. However, the corner of Deer and Market
St did not seem to be included in these reports as to how the “circle” will impact this intersection. It remains to
be seen what changes will be needed with this increase in vehicles to the corner of Deer/Russell, perhaps
something else to review before moving forward.

Section 5 (pg 689) does indicate increased issues at the corner of Rt 1 bypass and Maplewood as well as
still operating at a LOS F under build conditions, which may need to be considered at this time, especially in
light of how blind that intersection is. A traffic light at that off ramp could aid in traffic calming for the
Maplewood Ave Neighborhood.

It may  better serve the city to slightly decrease the size of the proposed sidewalks and increase the
size and number of lanes on both sides of Deer St as they approach Maplewood Ave to create less backup
and better flow through the intersection for today and for the future.

Thank you for your consideration of these issues.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Bratter
159 McDonough St
Portsmouth Property Owner

https://www.thehenryford.org/visit/ford-rouge-factory-tour/highlights/living-roof/
https://www.thisoldhouse.com/green-home/21018522/green-roofs


Possible Pedestrian/ Bicycle Crossing and additional sidewalk area:


