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1.0  Project
Description

Project Area History
During the early
nineteenth century
Newmarket, NH was
established as a
prominent textile
community.  At the
Newmarket
Manufacturing
Company’s peak the
company employed
approximately 700
workers and constructed numerous structures to support their industry, including seven (7) mill
buildings and The Weave Shed, which claimed to be the world’s largest single-room weave shed
(c1917).  In 1929 the workers of the Newmarket Manufacturing Company went on strike and the
company relocated its operations to Lowell, MA.

In 1983 the Town of Newmarket (the Town) formed the non-profit, Newmarket Community
Development Corporation (NCDC) to adopt the remaining mill buildings and team with a
developer to convert the historic textile manufacturing mills into a sustainable multi-use facility.
Newmarket Mills, LLC was selected as the developer, and their collaboration with the NCDC and
the Town has successfully redeveloped the historic mill building into 112 residential units
(studio, 1BR and 2BR), 50,000sf of commercial/retail space and 4,500sf of interior public space.
The redevelopment of the site also included the enhancement of the building’s surrounding,
providing public access to an overlook of the falls at the Macallan Dam, a terraced plaza, a
riverwalk and additional recreational water access points.  The site rehabilitation and renovation
is collectively known as the Newmarket Mills.

The redevelopment of the Newmarket Mills was part of the Town’s effort to revitalize
downtown Newmarket.  From 2000 through 2006, the Town completed a number of studies to
support the downtown’s revitalization by evaluating the existing infrastructure and addressing
anticipated deficiencies associated with increased pedestrian traffic and public parking demand.
Main Street (NH Route 108) was enhanced through the burying of overhead electric utilities, the
reconstruction of sidewalks, placemaking and streetscaping during its reconstruction in 2009.

As development continued and pedestrian and vehicular trips continued to increase within the
downtown corridor, the Town sought funding through the U.S. Department of Transportation’s

Photo 1-1: Main Street, Newmarket, NH; Newmarket,
NH Historical Society
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(USDOT) Federal Highway Administration’s (FHWA) Transportation Enhancement (TE) grant
program.  The Newmarket TE grant [(NHDOT Project No. 16048/FHWA Project No. X-A001(108)]
is administered by the New Hampshire Department of Transportation (NHDOT) Bureau of
Planning and Community Development and is locally managed by the Town.

DuBois & King, Inc. (D&K) (in partnership with DeStefano Architects, Ward Geotechnical
Consulting, Doucet Survey and Barden Inspection & Consulting Services) was contracted by the
Town to assist the Newmarket Pedestrian Sky Bridge Committee to develop infrastructure
improvements between the east/west facilities within the area of Newmarket Mills.   The goal
for this project was to provide a safe alternative pedestrian crossing of Main Street between the
off-site parking and the Newmarket Mills and mitigate increased pedestrian traffic while
complementing the historic fabric of the Newmarket National Register Historic District.

Sky Bridge Engineering Study
The Pedestrian Sky Bridge Project Engineering Study  (July, 2013) was prepared in accordance
with the NHDOT Local Public Agency Manual for the Development of Projects  (LPA) (March
2012).  The study described existing conditions, design parameters and requirements, the sky
pedestrian bridge preferred alternative, the engineer’s opinion of probable project costs for
each alternative, the National Environmental Policy Act’s (NEPA) requirements and restrictions,
and foundation investigation.

The cost of the recommended pedestrian bridge alternative exceeded the available project
budget; therefore, the Sky Bridge Pedestrian Committee, in conjunction with NHDOT,
recommended additional study be completed to best meet the goals of the Town.  The study
area and scope were expanded to evaluate the existing crossings from Central Street to Elm
Street, as well as explore additional alternatives to the pedestrian bridge.

This engineering study addresses NHDOT’s recommendations by expanding the study area and
scope, collecting and analyzing additional pedestrian data, and developing alternatives to meet
the project’s purpose and need.

Project Study Area Expanded
The study area is located on Main Street bounded by Elm Street to the North and Central Street
to the South (See Figure 1-2, Project Area Map on following page).  During the course of the
field observation, points south of the study area (as far south as Exeter Street) were also
deemed relevant to this study and are referenced in various sections of this report.

Public Concerns
Input was gathered from the following public meetings, public hearings and focus-group
meetings (see appendix):
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Table 1-3: Public Input Summary
Meeting Subject Date

Newmarket Sky Bridge
Project Engineering Study

Pre-Design Conference July 12, 2012

Newmarket Sky Bridge
Project Engineering Study Monthly Committee Meeting August 18, 2012

Newmarket Sky Bridge
Project Engineering Study Monthly Committee Meeting September 21, 2012

Newmarket Sky Bridge
Project Engineering Study Monthly Committee Meeting November 18, 2012

Newmarket Sky Bridge
Project Engineering Study Monthly Committee Meeting January 17, 2013

Newmarket Sky Bridge
Project Engineering Study NHDOT March 6, 2013

Newmarket Sky Bridge
Project Engineering Study

Monthly Committee Meeting March 28, 2013

Newmarket Pedestrian
Engineering Study Pre-Design Conference January 9, 2014

Pedestrian Field Interviews Pedestrian Crossing
Engineering Study February 4, 2014

Town Council Meeting Pedestrian Crossing
Engineering Study February 19, 2015

Information obtained in the public meetings revealed the following public concerns regarding
existing pedestrian crossings within the project study area:

· Limited Visibility
· Insufficient Lighting
· Excessive Posted Speed Limit
· Inadequate Pedestrian Signage
· Inadequate Directional Signage

· Jay Walking
· Perceived Excessive Travel Speed
· Failure to Yield to Pedestrians
· Numerous Rear-End Collisions
· Near-Miss Accidents

Meeting attendees also indicated that the pedestrian crossing solutions contain the following
design elements:

· Compatible features to Newmarket Historic District area
· Coordinate with local, regional and state historic committees
· Low Maintenance
· Keep project cost within the budget

Project Purpose and Need
The project history and the public concerns illustrate a need to improve pedestrian safety within
the project study area.  The purpose of the project is to identify a safe and cost-effective
facility(ies) for pedestrians to cross Main Street between Central Street and Elm Street while
maintaining the character and streetscape aesthetics of downtown Newmarket.
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Existing Documentation
Numerous local and regional planning documents exist which mention the redevelopment of
downtown Newmarket.  Based on the excerpts in the following paragraphs, the Town has
identified the improvement of pedestrian safety along Main Street as a priority, as well as the
importance of maintaining the character of the downtown.

Zoning Ordinance
The study area is located in the M-1 District, the purpose of which is as follows:

“The purpose of this district shall be to provide for the ongoing use of the mill buildings in the downtown.  It is
recognized that the abandonment of these buildings would be a detriment to the community, and especially to the
village and waterfront areas.  It is also recognized that proper use and redevelopment within this district must be
directed to enhance the quality of the village, protect the important historic resources within the district, and
enhance the downtown Lamprey River waterfront.” Section 2.01(B)(2)(b)[1]:

Mixed use development is permitted in the M-1 District by Special Use Permit.  The purpose of
which is follows:

“The purpose is to allow for a mixture of commercial and residential uses in order to promote redevelopment of
the historic mills in the M-1 Downtown Mill District.  Such uses are intended to be complementary so as to provide
an integrated approach to development based on a master site development plan; to be fiscally beneficial to the
Town; to provide efficient use of public services; and to make opportunities for commercial, public and multi-family
residential dwelling units, all to enhance the quality of the downtown, the riverfront and the historic nature of the
district.”  Section 2.01(B)(2)(b)[1]

Figure 1-4:  Zoning Districts; Town of Newmarket, NH
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The Town recognizes the site restrictions and the challenges presented with the redevelopment
of the Newmarket Mills and the subsequent increased pedestrian and vehicular traffic.  The
Town explicitly states the following in its Zoning Ordinance:

 “…The Planning Board may require the preparation and review of a traffic impact assessment, as well as an on
and off-site improvement plan for pedestrian and traffic safety, including, but not limited to, traffic calming
measures, pedestrian bridges and crosswalks, and other mitigation to demonstrate a safe and efficient vehicular
and pedestrian plan.” Section 2.01(B)(2)(b)[5][d]

Newmarket Master Plan, 2001
Additionally, the 2001 update to the Newmarket Master Plan supports the redevelopment of
the Newmarket Mills and the infrastructure necessary to support the increased pedestrian,
vehicular and parking infrastructure, while maintaining the character of the historic nature of
the downtown as stated in the vision statement of the document:

· “A downtown village that supports a mixture of uses enabling residents and visitors to shop, visit, and
entertain themselves in town.”

· “An improved appearance for the downtown that maintains its traditions New England mill character and
pedestrian focus.”

· “A Mill yard restored to reflect the historic and economic treasure that it is.”
· “Maintain the friendly small town atmosphere through a strong sense of community by encouraging

community functions, recreations opportunities, and residential and business uses within walking distance of
the village district.”

From Chapter 7, Transportation, The Town identifies the need to maintain the small town
atmosphere while recognizing strategies to alleviate traffic congestion, improve pedestrian
safety and provide adequate parking for persons living, working and touring the downtown:

· “Consequently, adding off-street parking and redesigning on-street parking for pedestrian/public use is the
best, and perhaps only, measure that could ease the congestion, parking, and circulation problems, and
improve traffic flow along NH 108 in central Newmarket.”

· “The Town may wish to conduct a study of pedestrian activity and needs.  This would enable the Town to
establish a comprehensive pedestrian/sidewalk plan in order to plan for a logical, connective system, serving
the areas which most need safe pedestrian access.  New residential and commercial development in
Newmarket’s downtown Mills will increase pedestrian traffic in the coming years…consideration should be
given to the interruption of traffic flow along NH Route 108 to promote a safer environment for pedestrians
and vehicular traffic.  Pedestrian activated crossing signals should be considered.”

The historic fabric of downtown Newmarket is of great importance to the town.  As indicated in
the Historic Sites and Structures section of the Master Plan, the Town recommends future
developments are sensitive to the character of the downtown:

“Ensure that future development is sensitive to the historic character of buildings and landscapes within the
town.”
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Main Street Reconstruction Study, 2002
To gather public input on the Main Street Reconstruction, a design charrette was held on
October 13, 2001 to allow the public to comment on the general improvements in the
downtown area.  The comments received helped to establish priorities and concerns of the
residents:

· “Parking improvements and pedestrian circulation are bigger concerns to the residents than traffic
circulation.”

· Parking Findings: “Many accidents have occurred in downtown parking areas.  No handicap spaces exist.
Two hour parking in downtown may be too long a period to handle turnover.  Parking maneuvers are slow
and sometimes impede traffic flow.  Municipal lots are not well lit, are unattractive and are not well marked.
Parking signs, time restrictions & municipal lot signs need to be reviewed.”

· Traffic Findings:  “Sight distance for vehicles entering and exiting downtown parking areas needs to be
improved.  Perceived speed is excessive, however the traffic study indicates that the speed is generally
within the existing limits.”

· Streetscape:  “Trees and landscaping are needed to improve edge conditions and to from travel corridors.
Street lighting is inconsistent and lacking altogether in some areas.  Bump-outs and/or islands are desirable
to reduce the length of crosswalks and to provide pedestrian refuge.  Sidewalks are not sufficient in width to
support installations of street furniture such as benches, trash receptacles, etc.”

· Phase 1 Recommendations:  “11’ wide travel lanes with 11’ wide center-turn lane and 4’ minimum paved
shoulders in the commercial area.  Textured colored concrete to delineate center-turn lanes, to visually
breakup wide pavement areas (enhancement) and to affect traffic calming, and to increase longevity of the
surface.  Textured colored concrete pedestrian crosswalks, enhancement…”

· Phase 2 Recommendations:  “Reduce speed limit to 25mph.  Bollards along corners of intersections to guide
pedestrians to crosswalk entries.  Appropriate lighting to illuminate sidewalk and crosswalk areas.”

· “Reduce time limits for parking on Main Street from 2 hour to 1 hour.”
· “Crosswalk materials that will contrast with the pavement and also compliment the Town’s character.”

State and Regional Planning Documents
State and regional planning documents have highlighted the downtown Newmarket area,
focusing on the redevelopment of the Mills along the Lamprey River, and the NHDOT Route 108
widening plan.  The construction of a parking garage and a pedestrian bridge were envisioned in
the Invitation to Develop Mills at First Falls on the Lamprey River, which was the genesis of the
Newmarket Mills development by Chinburg Properties.

Invitation to Develop Mills at First Falls on the Lamprey River, 2002
The invitation includes information that references the other planning documents previously
mentioned in this study.  Of particular interest is the vision of a parking garage and pedestrian
bridge:

“The Vision site plan shows a parking garage with a retail face, shielding Main Street from the unfriendly
garage façade.  The construction of a pedestrian bridge connecting the garage to the Mill Buildings
completes the Vision and would replicate the bridge that once existed, tying the Mills to previous buildings on
those underused lands.”
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Route 108 Widening Plan, 2013
With Transportation Enhancement funds, NHDOT plans to widen NH Route 108 for 3.7 miles
from Newmarket, NH to Durham, NH (NHDOT Project No. 13080).  The goal of the project given
in a project update on September 19, 2013 is to “provide additional width for vehicles, bicycles
and pedestrians.”  The proposed travel lane widths are 11’ with 4’ paved shoulders.  One of the
challenges indicated in the presentation was to improve sight distances without impacting
abutting properties.  With a proposed bid date of April 7, 2015, additional coordination with
NHDOT should occur to ensure selected improvements for both study areas are compatible.

Pedestrian Sky Bridge Project Engineering Study, 2013
In 2009, the Town
completed a revitalization
project of the downtown
area, specifically within
the right-of-way limit.  As
part of this plan, the Town
utilized input from
previous studies to
improve pedestrian
infrastructure in the
downtown area.  Upon
redevelopment of the
Newmarket Mills, the

Town expressed concern for pedestrians crossing Main Street from the designated parking area
to the Newmarket Mills.  The Sky Pedestrian Bridge Committee was formed and developed an
engineering study to consider the different options for a pedestrian bridge, as identified in the
previous planning studies.

Figure 1-5: Pedestrian Sky Bridge Elevation, Alternative 1; Sky Bridge
Pedestrian Study, 2013 (DeStefano Architects)
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2.0 Existing Conditions

Roadway and Pedestrian Infrastructure

Overview
Within the study area, Main Street runs north-south.  Main Street is a Class IV roadway, and
handles about 12,000 vehicles per day (NHDOT, 2010).  The study area is between Elm Street to
the north, and Central Street to the south.  There are concrete sidewalks along both sides of
Main Street, and three crosswalks in the study area.  Additional detail of the existing
infrastructure is provided in the following paragraphs.  The travelled way is State-maintained,
and is numbered NH Route 108.  Sidewalks and parking spaces are Town-maintained.

Crosswalks
Three existing crosswalks of Main Street are the focal point of this report.  The northerly
crosswalk is located approximately 150’ south of Elm Street, the southerly crosswalk is located
immediately north of Central Street, and the middle crosswalk is located approximately halfway
between the two.  The crosswalks measure 8’ in width, and consist of white, longitudinal lines
parallel to traffic flow.  There are other crossings within the study area for private driveways,
and for Central Street; however these were not considered in the study because the volume of
conflicting vehicular traffic is minimal.  It was also noted that immediately beyond the south end
of the study area at the intersection of Main Street and Willey Court, there is a textured
intersection constructed with pavers and flush granite curb at the perimeter, which is

Figure 2-1: Project Base Plan (11x17 Sheet Included in the Appendix)
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interpreted by some users as a crosswalk permitting diagonal crossings, though it is not a
jurisdictional crosswalk.

The crosswalks are in marginal condition, in that the lines are beginning to show signs of wear
corresponding to the wheel paths of vehicles.

Curbing
Vertical granite curbing exists throughout the study area.  The curbing was found to be in good
condition.  Sloped sections of granite curbing are provided adjacent to accessible curb ramps.

Surface Treatment
Within the study area, Main Street is an asphalt roadway, and the pavement was observed to be
in good condition.  As previously discussed there is a textured intersection constructed with
pavers and flush granite curb at the perimeter, located immediately south of the study area at
the intersection of Main Street and Willey Court.

Pavement Markings
Pavement markings along Main Street in the study area include the three crosswalks, and
painted YIELD TO PEDESTRIANS markings, located about 50-100’ in advance of each of the three
crosswalks.  Like the crosswalks themselves, the markings are also in marginal condition, due to
normal wear from vehicular traffic.

Signals
There are no traffic signals in the vicinity of the project.  Side streets and driveways are subject
to STOP sign control, and Main Street operates free of control.

Signage
Standard regulatory, warning, and guide signage was reviewed within the study area, and was
found generally to conform to MUTCD criteria except as noted below.  In addition, numerous
private business signs are visible throughout the study area.

The following table summarizes our observations of the existing pedestrian signage at each of
the crosswalks.  Note that there are some locations where pedestrian signage does not comply
with MUTCD standards, in that downward arrow plaques have not been installed, or that there
is no pedestrian crossing signage at all.  The existing pedestrian signage in the study area has a
fluorescent yellow-green background.
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Table 2-2: Existing Pedestrian Signage Summary for Each Crosswalk
Crosswalk Description of Signage Meets Standard?*

Northerly Crosswalk

Southbound Side

W11-2 (PEDESTRIAN TRAFFIC) signs at the crosswalk,
on both sides.  No W16-7p (diagonal arrow) plaques
present.  Westerly W11-2 sign with solar-powered
yellow strobes.

NO

Northbound Side

W11-2 (PEDESTRIAN TRAFFIC) sign immediately in

advance of the crosswalk, on the east side, with

W16-7pL (diagonal arrow) plaque.

Yes

Middle Crosswalk

Southbound Side
W11-2 (PEDESTRIAN TRAFFIC) sign at the crosswalk,
on the east side, with W16-7pL (diagonal arrow)
plaque.

Yes

Northbound Side

W11-2 (PEDESTRIAN TRAFFIC) signs at the crosswalk,
on both sides.  No W16-7p (diagonal arrow) plaques
present.  Easterly W11-2 sign with solar-powered
yellow strobes.

NO

Southerly Crosswalk

Southbound Side None NO

Northbound Side None NO

* MUTCD Standard: W11-2 (PEDESTRIAN TRAFFIC) sign at the crosswalk, with W16-7pL (diagonal arrow) plaque.

Geometry
Main Street consists of one 11.5’ wide travel lane in each direction, with lanes separated by a
double yellow centerline.  A two foot wide paved shoulder is provided in each direction, except
where parallel parking is provided.  The parallel parking spaces typically measure eight feet
wide, and 20-25’ long.  There are 17 existing parallel parking spaces between Elm Street and
Central Street, and five spaces immediately south of Central Street.

Within the study area, the alignment of Main Street contains three horizontal curves: a 1,250’
radius curve just south of the northerly crosswalk, a 400’radius curve at the middle crosswalk,
and a 300’ radius curve at the southerly crosswalk.
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There are also two significant vertical curves within the study area: a crest curve at the northerly
crosswalk (the crosswalk is located at the high point of the curve), and a sag curve at the middle
crosswalk.

Speed
The posted speed limit within the study area is 30mph.  The associated signage on Main Street is
located at its intersection with Grant Road for northbound traffic, and in Durham between the
Simon’s Road intersections for southbound traffic.

Based on discussions with the Newmarket Police Department, the posted speed limit is too high
for this area.  Reasonable drivers will proceed at lower speeds through the study area.
Furthermore, because of the parallel parking spaces and limited space to perform a traffic stop,
speed enforcement is typically conducted outside the study area by following the vehicle to a
safe place to pull over.

Sight Distance to Pedestrian Crossings
Sight lines were measured in the field, between a point 3.5’ above the road (representing the
driver’s eye) and a point 2’ above the crosswalk (representing the pedestrian, which would
account for a stroller, dog, or toddler).  Our findings are summarized in the table below:

Table 2-3: Stopping Sight Distance Summary for Crosswalks
Sight Distance Between Edge of Traveled Way and:

Northbound Traffic Southbound Traffic

Measurement Standard*
Standard

Met?
Measurement Standard*

Standard
Met?

Northerly Crosswalk
Eastbound
Pedestrians 225' 200' Yes >250' 200' Yes

Westbound
Pedestrians 225' 200' Yes >250' 200' Yes

Middle Crosswalk
Eastbound
Pedestrians 92' 200' NO 184' 220' NO

Westbound
Pedestrians >250' 200' Yes >250' 220' Yes

Southerly Crosswalk
Eastbound
Pedestrians >250' 200' Yes 157' 200' NO

Westbound
Pedestrians 130' 200' NO 240' 200' Yes

* AASHTO Stopping Sight Distance for 30mph
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The results of our measurements are illustrated on base plans in Appendix C, and reveal that
there are some locations within the study area where sight distance standards are not met
because of cars parked in the existing parallel parking spaces.  For the southerly crosswalk, sight
distance between northbound vehicles and westbound pedestrians is limited by the two parallel
parking spaces between the war memorial and the crosswalk.  The measurement is 130’, where
200’ is the standard.

Similarly for the southerly crosswalk, sight distance
between southbound vehicles and eastbound
pedestrians is limited by five parallel parking spaces
– a group of four spaces immediately north of the
crosswalk, and the first space in the next group of
two spaces.  The measurement is 157’, where 200’
is the standard.

Sight distance measurements for the middle
crosswalk show limitations between eastbound
pedestrians and both northbound and southbound
vehicles in that measured sight lines are 92’ to the
northbound lane where 200’ is the standard, and
184’ to the southbound lane where 220’ is the
standard due to the existing downgrade.  The first
four spaces south of the crosswalk obscure the
sight distance associated with northbound vehicular
travel, and the first space north of the crosswalk
obscures the sight distance associated with
southbound vehicular travel.  Sight distance for the
northerly crosswalk exceeds the AASHTO standards
for stopping sight distance at all four of the sight
lines.

Roadway Lighting
Decorative street lights are provided along both
sides of Main Street in the study area.  Power is fed
through a system of underground conduit with pull
boxes.  The location of light fixtures varies with
respect to distance from the traveled way.

Sidewalks
Concrete sidewalks are provided along both the
east and west sides of Main Street.  The sidewalk
widths vary from 5’-18’.  Both sidewalks are
enhanced with streetscape features, which include

Photo 2-4: Southerly Crosswalk - East side,
looking South

Photo 2-5: Southerly Crosswalk - West side,
looking North

Photo 2-6: Middle Crosswalk – West side,
looking South
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brick accents and tree boxes.  Recent photos show patio style furniture placed along the west
side of the sidewalk during summer months, as outdoor seating for the abutting restaurants.

Accessibility
Curb Ramps
Curb ramps are provided for all of the crosswalks in the study area, including side streets and
private driveways.  In addition, cast iron truncated dome plates are provided at all public street
crossings, as well as the driveway for the public library.

Railings
Railings are provided for the steps at the west side of the northerly crosswalk.

Slopes/Grades
The sidewalk grades generally match the grade of the adjacent street.  Between the northerly
and middle crosswalks, the grade is as steep as 9%.

There are significant slopes and retaining walls adjacent to the sidewalk in several locations, to
address the topography in the area which generally slopes from west to east.  Where sidewalk is
constructed along the top of a retaining wall (adjacent to the southernmost mill building, and
north of the northerly crosswalk) fencing is provided to prevent falls.

Stairs
In addition to the stairs provided between the west end of the northerly crosswalk and the
adjacent sidewalk, there are stairs just south of the northerly crosswalk, providing access
between the Main Street sidewalk, and the parking areas between the mill buildings.

Signage
There is a sign south of the northerly crosswalk, prohibiting bicycle and skateboard use for
southbound travel on the west sidewalk.  This sign was likely installed due to the steepness of
the downgrade.

Supporting Infrastructure
Landscaping
There are existing tree boxes along both sidewalks and landscaped perennial beds and grassed
sidewalk buffers and slopes.

Placemaking
There are several areas within and adjacent to the study area, as follows:

· Park and shelters south of the southernmost mill building, at the bus stop.
· The war memorial, opposite Willey Court on Main Street.
· A landscaped area with a granite bench on the west side of Main Street, between the

northerly and middle crosswalks.
· A landscaped slope with granite stone benches just south of the northerly crosswalk,

between the Main Street sidewalk and the mill building.
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· A hardscaped area just north of the northerly crosswalk, on the east side of Main Street,
with a planter and streetlight.

· The lawn of the public library, which includes a brick sidewalk, granite benches, and
decorative lights.

Pedestrian Level Lighting
Immediately to the south of the study area, light poles are equipped with two luminaires – a
street light that extends at full height over the street, and a second fixture approximately
halfway up the pole that extends over the sidewalk.

Within the study area, pedestrian level lighting is minimal, and is limited to a single bollard light
at the stairs just south of the northerly crosswalk, on the east side of Main Street.

During nighttime visits to the sight, limited visibility of crosswalk markings and pedestrians was
noted.  Members of the public have also identified nighttime visibility as a concern, as discussed
later in this report.

Utilities
Overhead Utilities
Electric, telephone, cable, and fire alarm signal wires are buried along Main Street; thus, there
are no overhead utilities in the study area.  The precise location of the buried lines is unclear;
however since pull boxes were noted along both sides of the street, it is likely that there are
buried lines on both sides of the street.

Signal Boxes
There are two fire alarm boxes in the study area – one located on the side of the coffee shop at
the corner of Main Street and Central Street, and the other located on the west side of Main
Street, immediately south of the northerly crosswalk.

Drainage
Main Street and the surrounding areas drain to a closed drainage system.  Catch basins exist
along both sides of Main Street.

Water
There is a public water line along Main Street, which is likely beneath  the northbound lane of
Main Street.  This is based on the location of two fire hydrants on the east sidewalk, and several
gate valves located in the northerly travel lane at intersecting streets.

Sewer
A public sewer was noted along the southbound travel lane of Main Street, based on manhole
covers.

Lighting
Lighting conduit exists along both sides of the sidewalk to power the street lights.  It is likely to
run parallel to the street, with a minimal number of crossings.  Several pull boxes were noted for
the lighting conduit.
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Right of Way and Maintenance
The existing right-of-way is State-owned, and maintained jointly by the Town and NHDOT.
Sidewalks and streets are bounded by retaining walls to the east, and privately owned buildings
to the west.  The limits of right-of-way will be determined in the design phase of the project, as
there are no significant improvements expected outside of the public right-of-way.  It is noted,
however, that the developer of Newmarket Mills has been a partner in this project, and some
alternatives presented in this study involve a physical connection to their building.

Based on our discussions with the Town and NHDOT, both entities plow Main Street, with the
exception that only the Town maintains the portion outside the white lines.  When snow
removal operations are minimal, snow is plowed to the curb.  After more significant storms,
snow is removed from the curb and sidewalk and hauled away.

Project Area Land Use

Figure 2-7: Area Land Use Map (11x17 Sheet Included in the Appendix)

Downtown Newmarket is developed with a mix of uses including residential, retail, commercial,
industrial, and professional services.  Main Street serves as a route for public transportation for
the University of New Hampshire Wildcat Transit and also for the Cooperative Alliance for
Seacoast Transportation (COAST).  The mixed uses in the downtown area and their accessibility
by public transport contribute to the additional vehicular and pedestrian traffic, respectively.
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Existing Pedestrian Movements

Pedestrian Data Collection
Pedestrian trips data was collected, noting the origin and destination of the trip, or when the
pedestrian entered or exited the project study area.  Pedestrian movements were observed by
D&K and Strafford Regional Planning Commission (SRPC) employees and recorded digitally on
tablets from Chapel Street to Elm Street.  The entire project area could not be viewed from one
point, so two observers were used to collect the data.  The northerly observation point was
located in the parking lot of the vacant auto body shop.  The southerly observation point was
located two parking spots north of the War Memorial on the East side of Main Street.  The
observer for the northern portion of the project area tracked pedestrians from Elm Street to the
middle study area crosswalk.  The observer for the southern part of the project area tracked
pedestrians from the War Memorial north to the middle crosswalk.  Crossings at the middle
crosswalk were tracked by the southern observer.   Observed pedestrian trips can be found in
the appendix.

Pedestrian Volumes
The number of pedestrians accessing downtown is substantial.  Pedestrian movements were
recorded from 7:00AM – 10:00PM on Thursday, January 23 rd; Saturday, January 25 th; and
Sunday, January 26th.  Saturday produced the highest number of pedestrian trips (2,082) by a
substantial margin (482 greater than Sunday and 681 greater than the weekday).  The results of
the pedestrian counts were as follows:

Peak Pedestrian Volumes
The peak hourly pedestrian volume occurred between 12:45PM and 1:45PM on Saturday,
January 25th with 242 pedestrian trips per hour.  The Sunday peak pedestrian volume was
between 11:30AM and 12:30PM with 175 pedestrian trips per hour.  The weekday peak
pedestrian volume occurred between 4:45PM and 5:450PM with 143 pedestrian trips per hour.
These times coincide with typical peak traffic periods.

Table 2-8: Total Pedestrian Counts
Day No. of Pedestrians

Weekday 1,401

Saturday 2,082

Sunday 1,600
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The greatest peak pedestrian trip periods were as follows:

Pedestrian Crossings
Raw data sheets illustrating the pedestrian movement data can be found in the appendix.  In
total, there were 1,999 crossings, meaning 39% of the pedestrian trips in the project area
involved crossing Main Street.  The data is summarized in the following figure, which shows that
pedestrians traveling through the project area primarily use the existing pedestrian
infrastructure.  Specifically, 76% use the crosswalks, a figure that is considered very good in
terms of compliance.  Of the remaining 24% crossing in unmarked areas, most are either
crossing in the undefined area near the war memorial, to/from parallel parked cars, or between
the Newmarket Mills and the parking lot across the street.

Th 3:00PM - 4:00PM
198 peds/hr

Sat 12:30PM - 1:30PM
231 peds/hr

Sun 2:30PM- 3:30PM
209 peds/hr
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1/
23

 7
:0

0a
m

1/
23

 8
:0

0a
m

1/
23

 9
:0

0a
m

1/
23

 1
0:

00
am

1/
23

 2
:0

0p
m

1/
23

 4
:0

0p
m

1/
23

 1
1:

00
am

1/
23

 1
2:

00
pm

1/
23

 1
:0

0p
m

1/
23

 3
:0

0p
m

1/
23

 5
:0

0p
m

1/
23

 6
:0

0p
m

1/
23

 7
:0

0p
m

1/
23

 8
:0

0p
m

1/
23

 9
:0

0p
m

1/
25

7:
00

am
1/

25
 8

:0
0a

m
1/

25
 9

:0
0a

m
1/

25
 1

0:
00

am

1/
25

 2
:0

0p
m

1/
25

 4
:0

0p
m

1/
25

 1
1:

00
am

1/
25

 1
2:

00
pm

1/
25

 1
:0

0p
m

1/
25

 3
:0

0p
m

1/
25

 5
:0

0p
m

1/
25

 6
:0

0p
m

1/
25

 7
:0

0p
m

1/
25

 8
:0

0p
m

1/
25

 9
:0

0p
m

1/
26

7:
00

am
1/

26
 8

:0
0a

m
1/

26
 9

:0
0a

m
1/

26
 1

0:
00

am

1/
26

 2
:0

0p
m

1/
26

 4
:0

0p
m

1/
26

11
:0

0a
m

1/
26

 1
2:

00
pm

1/
26

 1
:0

0p
m

1/
26

 3
:0

0p
m

1/
26

 5
:0

0p
m

1/
26

 6
:0

0p
m

1/
26

 7
:0

0p
m

1/
26

 8
:0

0p
m

1/
26

 9
:0

0p
m

1/
26

 1
0:

00
pm



20

NHDOT TE Project No. 16048/FHWA Project No. X-001(108) February 27, 2014 revised May 16, 2014

Pedestrian Access to Newmarket Mills
Since a pedestrian bridge had been previously contemplated to connect the Newmarket Mills
with the parking areas on the opposite side of Main Street, and as the pedestrian count data did
not identify pedestrian origins and destinations inside the Newmarket Mills, pedestrian
interviews were conducted on February 4, 2014, from 7:00AM – 10:00PM at the middle and
northerly crosswalks.  Schools were in session during the interviews, and there was no
precipitation during these times.  The interview data reveals the following:

· 226 pedestrians were interviewed (152 at the middle crosswalk, 74 at the northerly
crosswalk)

· Of the pedestrians interviewed, 179 crossed the street, 118 at or near the middle
crosswalk, and 61 at or near the northerly crosswalk.

· Of the 179 pedestrians who crossed the street in the area of the Newmarket Mills, 170
(95%) were headed to or from a location within the Newmarket Mills buildings.
Specifically, 110 out of 118 pedestrians at the middle crosswalk (93%) and 60 out of 61
pedestrians at the northerly crosswalk (98%).

· Of the 179 pedestrians who crossed the street, 78 (44%) were headed to or from the
lower floors of the Newmarket Mills buildings, 90 (50%)  were headed to or from the 3 rd

or 4th floors, and no pedestrians were headed to or from the basement.  The remaining
11 (6%) were crossing the street on their way to and from destinations and origins that
did not include Newmarket Mills, or were undetermined.

Figure 2-10:  Pedestrian Crossing Distribution
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Crash History
Based on crash data received from NHDOT, and based on discussions with the Newmarket
Police, the following conclusions are drawn:

· The majority of crashes occur in locations where sight distance is limited.
· The majority of crashes are related to parallel parking maneuvers.
· The Newmarket Police are aware of two vehicle-pedestrian crashes in the last 5

years.   In both instances, the pedestrian was under the influence of alcohol, and
unexpectedly stepped into the path of an oncoming vehicle.

Crash locations are shown in the appendix.

In addition, during the pedestrian interviews, 11 people reported seeing “near misses”, which
generally fall into one of three categories:

· Motorists stop abruptly for pedestrians.
· Motorists stop abruptly to avoid conflicts with vehicles that are stopped or are stopping

for pedestrians.
· Motorists fail to yield to pedestrians already in a crosswalk.

Numerous pedestrians also indicated that they have witnessed or are otherwise aware of
vehicle-vehicle and vehicle-pedestrian crashes in the study area.

Perceived Safety
Of pedestrians interviewed, 38% indicated a satisfactory experience in Newmarket’s downtown,
while 62% indicated an unsatisfactory experience.  The 62% that reported an unsatisfactory
experience cited the following reasons, as shown in the chart on the following page:
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23%

19%

18%

11%

10%

9%
4% 3% 3%

Chart 2-11:  Unsatisfactory Pedestrian Experiences

Vehicles Speed Too Fast

General Safety Concerns

Sight Distance Issues / Visibility

Failure of Drivers to Yield

Number of Rear End Collisions

Nightime Concerns (Safety,
Visibility)

ADA Accessibility

Inadequate Signage

Other
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3.0 Design Standards and Guidelines
The following Federal, State, Local and common industry circulated design guidelines, standards
and regulations were considered for the Project’s proposed design alternatives:

Table 3-1: Project Design Standards and Guidelines
NHDOT
Design
Guidelines,
Standards
and
Regulations

· NHDOT Highway Design Manual , latest revision
· NHDOT Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction , 2010
· New Hampshire Statewide Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan, 2000

Federal
Design
Guidelines,
Standards
and
Regulations

· 2004 AASHTO Guide for the Planning, Design and Operation of
Pedestrian Facilities

· 2011 AASHTO A Policy of Geometric Design of Highways and Streets
· 2011 AASHTO Roadside Design Guide, 4th Edition
· Americans with Disabilities Act Accessibility Guidelines (ADAAG)
· 2011 Proposed Accessibility Guidelines for Pedestrian Facilities in the

Public Right-of-Way
· 2009 FHWA Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD)

Local Design
Guidelines,
Standards
and
Regulations

· Newmarket Site Review Regulations

Additional
Design
Guidelines
and
Resources

· Improving the Pedestrian Environment Through Innovative
Transportation Design:  An ITE Informational Report, 2005

· Designing Walkable Urban Thoroughfares: A Context Sensitive
Approach, ITE, 2010
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4.0 NEPA Considerations and Documentation
The Main Street Pedestrian Crossing study is funded through the Transportation Enhancement
program, and is a municipally managed by a Local Public Agency (LPA).  Due to the inclusion of
federal funds, the project must comply with the National Environmental Policy act of 1970
(NEPA).  NEPA requires that federal agencies consider the environmental impacts to proposed
actions and reasonable alternatives to those actions.

FHWA determines the project classification as a result of the NEPA Process as follows:

Class I: Actions that significantly affect the environment require the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Class II: Actions that do not individually or cumulatively have a significant environmental
effect require the preparation of a Categorical Exclusion (CE) or Programmatic
CE.

Class III: Actions in which the significance of the environmental impact is not clearly
established require the preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) to
determine the appropriate environmental document required.  This may result
in a “Finding of No Significant Impact” (FONSI).

To determine under which level a project will be reviewed, the project team completes a
Categorical Exclusion Programmatic Determination Checklist to gather pertinent information
then reviews it with the relevant regulatory agencies at the state and federal levels.  This
process helps assure that impacts are avoided to the maximum extent practicable, unavoidable
impacts are minimized, and that appropriate mitigation for any impacts is included in the design.
The full NEPA process requires the selection of the alternative that is the least environmentally-
damaging, practicable alternative (LEDPA).

As part of the Categorical Exclusion process, the project team will coordinate with the two
NHDOT resource agencies, the Cultural Resource Agency and the Natural Resource Agency,
through monthly coordination meetings to review proposed designs, design alternatives, and
potential cultural or natural resource impacts near the project location.

Initial consult with NH Natural Heritage Bureau determined that the Blanding’s Turtle
(Emydoidea blandingii), a species listed on the State’s Endangered species list, has a habitat near
the project area location.  Additional coordination with the New Hampshire Fish & Game will be
required as part of the Preliminary Design Phase of the project (See appendix for Natural
Heritage Bureau Report).

Whereas it is expected that the entire project will be designed within the limits of previous land
disturbance, and the project will not alter the uses within or adjacent to the right-of-way, it is
expected that the project will qualify for classification as a Programmatic Categorical Exclusion.
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5.0 Design Alternatives Analysis

Alternative 1 – No Build Option
The no-build alternative involves leaving the pedestrian, vehicular, and streetscape
infrastructure as it presently exists.

Safety
Safety deficiencies involving speed, sight distance, signage, lighting and roadway geometry have
been identified in this analysis, and would not be addressed by this alternative.

Character
With no changes proposed, neither improvement nor diminution in character of the downtown
will be realized under this alternative.

Engineers Opinion of Probable Construction Cost
Where no changes are proposed, there is no cost associated with this alternative.

Figure 5-1:  Alternative 1 - No Build Alternative (11x17 Sheet Included in the Appendix)
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Alternative 2 – Realignment

In order to improve sight distance to the AASHTO standard for 30mph, this alternative proposes
realigning Main Street for a distance of approximately 500’, and relocating seven (7) parking
spaces to the opposite side of the street from the businesses they serve.  In doing this, the
radius near Central Street is increased from 300’ to 600’, and the radius on the hill near the
middle crosswalk is increased from 400’ to 500’.

Assuming the existing pavement thickness is adequate, we would propose cold-planing and
shimming the existing pavement, so that the roadway crown is adjusted to match the new
location of the yellow line.  This measure is necessary so that snow removal operations can be
conducted efficiently and effectively.  The conceptual layout in Figure 5-2 shows that this
alternative can be constructed between the existing granite curbs, so that the existing sidewalks
are not altered in any way.  This assumption will be verified during the design phase, should this
alternative be advanced.  Alteration of the sidewalks needs to be avoided, if possible, as
numerous businesses directly adjoin and therefore rely on proper drainage and accessibility that
appears to be achieved in the existing condition.

Safety
The intent of this alternative is to adjust the roadway geometry to safely accommodate the
30mph posted speed limit.  Visual obstructions (parked cars) are removed from the sight lines,
enabling drivers and pedestrians to see each other for a distance of over 200’ in all locations
throughout the study area (and over 220’ on the downgrade north of the middle crosswalk).

Figure 5-2: Alternative 2 – Realignment (11x17 Sheet Included in the Appendix)



27

NHDOT TE Project No. 16048/FHWA Project No. X-001(108) February 27, 2014 revised May 16, 2014

Likewise, vehicles maneuvering in and out of parallel parking spaces will be able to easily see
approaching vehicles, and be seen by approaching vehicles.

While this alternative may seem to address some of the safety issues, it introduces others.  As
parking spaces will be relocated to the side of the street that is opposite the businesses they
serve, we would expect an increase in pedestrian activity in unmarked crossings.  This would be
a result of people travelling the most direct route between their parked car, and the business
they visit.

Furthermore, the increased sight distance will create a feeling of openness along the roadway,
which could have the unintended effect of increasing operating speeds.  The smoother
alignment radii and longer sight lines could give drivers a false level of comfort that they can
operate safely at speeds above 30mph in this area.

Character
Alternative 2 reduces the character of the downtown by relocating the traveled way and
shoulder adjacent to outdoor spaces utilized for passive recreation and outdoor dining.  In the
no-build alternative these spaces are protected from the moving traffic by the parallel parking
spaces.

Engineers Opinion of Probable Construction Cost
An opinion of probable construction cost for this alternative has been prepared, and shows a
total project cost of $353,000.  This includes allowances for engineering and design, contractor
mobilization, construction inspection, and contingency, in addition to construction items.  An
itemized breakdown of probable construction cost is included in the appendix.
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Alternative 3 – Traffic Calming

This alternative involves designing for a target speed through downtown Newmarket of 15 or 20
mph, to slow traffic to appropriate speeds for the sight distance that is available.  Since the
minimum posted speed on a NHDOT-maintained road is 25mph, full implementation of this
alternative would require that the segment of roadway between Elm Street and Exeter Street be
put into an urban compact.  Presently, the NHDOT maintains the roadway between the white
lines.  In an urban compact, this responsibility is transferred to the Town.

Since down-posting the speed limit alone is unlikely to change operating speeds, this alternative
involves several other improvements intended both to encourage operation of motor vehicles at
a more reasonable speed, and enhance visibility of pedestrians in, and south of, the study area.
The reasons that improvements are being proposed outside the study area are to establish a
consistent crosswalk treatment throughout the downtown, and to assure that vehicle speeds
are reasonable as they enter the study area.  The specific improvements proposed are as
follows:

· Two PEDESTRIAN CROSSING signs, with downward arrow plaques, at each crosswalk, to
meet MUTCD standards for identification of crosswalk locations.  The signs would also
include flashing lights, to improve nighttime visibility of the crosswalks locations
themselves.

· Decorative pedestrian-level luminaires (to match those south of the study area) at each
end of each crosswalk, to improve nighttime visibility of pedestrians wishing to cross the
street.

Figure 5-3: Alternative 3 - Traffic Calming (11x17 Sheet Included in the Appendix)



29

NHDOT TE Project No. 16048/FHWA Project No. X-001(108) February 27, 2014 revised May 16, 2014

· Tabletop-style raised
crosswalks, designed for
speeds of 15-20 mph, such that
drivers experience discomfort if
they are traveling too fast, and
are encouraged to slow down
to the speed limit.  Due to
limited sight distance, the
exception would be the
northernmost crosswalk at the
crest of the hill, which would
remain flush to prevent vehicles from losing control.  For the purposes of this study, we
have assumed that the crosswalks are constructed of brick pavers to match the inlays in
the nearby sidewalks.  It is understood the speed tables will also require this section of
roadway to be converted to an urban compact.

· Flush inlays along the centerline at each crosswalk, providing a contrasting color and
texture to the pavement, which create the impression of a narrower lane or an obstacle
in the road to encourage slower vehicle speeds.  These inlays could be brick pavers,
textured asphalt or concrete, or granite.  For the purposes of this study, and in keeping

with the character of the downtown,
we have assumed flush granite.
· Sidewalk extensions where
crosswalks abut parallel parking
spaces, to optimize sight distance at
locations where pedestrians enter the
crosswalk.  To facilitate winter
maintenance, these “bulb-outs” would
be sloped, and tie into a flush granite
curb, allowing maintenance
equipment to easily mount and drive

over this element.
· Should the Town wish to maintain a

20mph speed limit (as opposed to
15mph), eliminate one parking space
immediately south of the middle
crosswalk to provide 115 feet of sight
distance in accordance with the
AASHTO standard.  If the design
standard were to be 25mph, both of
these spaces south of the middle
crosswalk would likely need to be
eliminated.  Additionally, the

Photo 5-4:  Raised Crosswalk Example

Photo 5-5:  Flush Lane Reducer Example

Photo 5-6: Bulb-out Example (Courtesy TJD&A)
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sidewalk and two spaces between the war memorial and southerly crosswalk would
need to be reconfigured to achieve the 25 mph sight distance standard.

· Speed limit signs for the new speed zone immediately south of Elm Street, and
immediately north of Exeter Street.  Two signs are required in each direction of travel:
one posting it down to the lower speed, and one posting it back up to 30mph.  Likewise,
signage identifying the limits of the NHDOT urban compact would also be required.

· Parallel white thermoplastic lines, 6” wide, delineating the limits of crosswalks, pursuant
to MUTCD standards.

· Refresh existing YIELD TO PEDESTRIANS pavement markings, and install additional
markings at crosswalks where they do not presently exist for consistency in the
downtown.

As part of this alternative, improvements between Willey Court and the war memorial are also
proposed.  Based on our field observation in this area, it is unclear to both drivers and
pedestrians whether or not this is intended as a pedestrian crossing.  The surface is pavers,
which are separated from the adjacent asphalt by flush granite curbing.  It is recommended to
leave this area exactly how  it is today, but install 6” wide thermoplastic white lines on the
asphalt parallel to the flush granite curbing, and install flashing PEDESTRIAN TRAFFIC signs, with
downward arrow plaques to positively identify this location as a crosswalk.

A cantilevered deck near the middle crosswalk at the entrance to Newmarket Mills is also
proposed under this alternative, to improve sight distance to pedestrians leaving the building.
This improvement will give drivers more time to discern the intended direction of travel of the
pedestrians and stop, if appropriate.

Safety
The southern and middle crosswalks will be reconstructed as raised pedestrian crosswalks.  The
benefit of raising the crosswalk is to increase the pedestrian’s visibility of oncoming traffic,
increase the visibility of the pedestrian by a driver, and to reduce the driver’s speed before
traversing the crosswalk.  The reduction of speed allows for a greater reaction time, as well as
reduced potential for fatalities.

The construction of bulb-outs at crosswalks will reduce the crosswalk distance and provide a
safer place for pedestrians to view oncoming traffic before stepping into the raised crosswalk.
Furthermore, the construction of bulb-outs, raised crosswalks and additional traffic calming
measures will increase pedestrians’ sense of protection, thus encouraging them to cross within
the designated areas.

The installation of flush granite median approaches to the raised crosswalks will give drivers the
perception of a reduced travel lane, reducing the speed of oncoming vehicles and improving
stopping sight distance, two of the concerns presented by the public.

The traffic calming alternative also proposes to install pedestrian level lighting on existing light
poles, improving the visibility of a pedestrian who is waiting to cross Main Street after dusk.
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Additional improvements include the installation of additional MUTCD recommended signage at
all crosswalks, with flashing indicators to improve the drivers’ awareness of the crosswalk
location.

These improvements expect to increase the visibility of crosswalks and pedestrians, and reduce
vehicle speeds in the area, which will reduce the number and severity of crashes, and reduce the
frequency of near misses.

Character
Modifying the materials of the existing crosswalks will complement the existing historic
Newmarket Mills by sharing materials and color pallets.  With traffic calming proposed for a
reduction in speed, areas along the Main Street sidewalks would have improved experiences
with slower, quieter traffic.

Engineers Opinion of Probable Construction Cost
An opinion of probable construction cost for this alternative has been prepared, and shows a
total project cost of $262,000.  This includes allowances for engineering and design, contractor
mobilization, construction inspection, and contingency, in addition to construction items.  An
itemized breakdown of probable construction cost is included in the appendix.

Alternative 4a – Pedestrian Bridge
As initially proposed in the Sky Pedestrian
Bridge Engineering Study in September,
2013, Alternative 4a includes the
construction of a Pedestrian Bridge over
Main Street, the alignment of which mimics
the original pedestrian Newmarket
Manufacturing Company bridge alignment
between the 4th floor of the existing
Newmarket Mills and the Weave Shed

(now demolished).  The Sky Bridge is
independently supported by the

Elevator/Stair Tower along the westerly side of Main Street and two piers located between the
existing easterly sidewalk of Main Street and the Newmarket Mills.  The proposed pedestrian
bridge structure is enclosed with exterior vertical structural steel cross-bracing supports
sheltering the storefront glass of the bridge’s north and south vertical planes.  A copy of the
proposed Site Plan, Floor Plans and Elevation Views of the Sky Bridge and Elevator/Stair Tower
alternative is located in the appendix.

While this alternative serves to physically separate vehicular and pedestrian traffic, it does not
accommodate pedestrian crossings in the southerly extent of the study area (near Central
Street).  Furthermore, pedestrians headed to the lower floors of Newmarket Mills who cross

Figure 5-7a: Sky Bridge Elevation, Alternative 4a (DeStefano
Architects, 2013)
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Figure 5-7b: Sky Bridge First Floor Plan,
Alternative 4a (DeStefano Architects, 2013)

Main Street would need to go up into the bridge before going back down once inside the mill
building.  Based on the data collected during the course of our Study, it is anticipated that a
bridge alternative would accommodate about 36% of the pedestrian crossings in the study area.

Safety
Alternative 4a mitigates pedestrian crossings from
the municipal parking lot accessing the Newmarket
Mills; however it does not improve the pedestrian
sight distance or pedestrian crossings at the
southerly portion of the project site.  Additionally,
some pedestrians crossing at this location who
would be accessing the ground level of the
Newmarket Mills may continue to prefer to cross at-
grade at an unmarked crossing location instead of
crossing the bridge and then navigating hallways
and stairwells within the mill buildings to access
their destination on the ground level.  The
construction of the stair tower and elevator
presents new safety and security concerns for the
pedestrians.

Engineers Opinion of Probable Project Cost
An opinion of probable construction cost for this alternative was been prepared as part of the
Sky Pedestrian Bridge Engineering Study; September, 2013, and shows a total project cost of
$1,122,031.
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Alternative 4b – Pedestrian Bridge

Alternative 4b is a pedestrian bridge as proposed in Alternative 4a, but removes the stair tower
in its entirety, and increases the proposed length to accommodate approach ramps on the
westerly end.  To access the westerly sidewalk, exterior stairs were added along the slope.  A
copy of the proposed Site Plan and Elevation Views of the Sky Bridge and exterior stairs/ADA
ramp from the bridge to the parking facility is located in the appendix of this Study.

Safety
Alternative 4b has similar safety impacts as mentioned for Alternative 4a, without the safety and
security issues from the elevator/stair tower.

Character
The bridge alternatives enhance the character of the downtown by constructing a bridge in the
location where one existed historically.

Engineers Opinion of Probable Project Cost
An opinion of probable construction cost for this alternative was been prepared as part of the
Sky Pedestrian Bridge Engineering Study; September, 2013, and shows a total project cost of
$729,400.

Figure 5-8a:  Pedestrian Sky Bridge Elevation, Alternative 4b ( DeStefano Architects, 2013)

Figure 5-8b:  Pedestrian Sky Bridge Site Plan, Alternative 4b ( DeStefano Architects, 2013)
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Alternative 5 – Pedestrian Tunnel

This alternative proposes to construct a tunnel beneath Main Street, which would involve a
system of stairs and elevators or ramps on the west side, connecting to a point below the
finished first floor of the Newmarket Mills building.  The intent of this alternative is to physically
separate the vehicular and pedestrian conflict points; however, this alternative does not
adequately address the needs of pedestrians crossing near Central Street, or pedestrians
intending to use the upper floors of Newmarket Mills.  In short, people are not likely to navigate
down into a tunnel, only to go up again on the other side of the road.  Based on the data
collected during the course of our Study, it is anticipated that a tunnel alternative would
accommodate about 31% of the pedestrian crossings in the study area.

The tunnel alternative would involve significant blasting between the Newmarket Mills building
and the parking lot across the street.  All utilities would be encountered during the project,
requiring temporary diversion and reconstruction.  Traffic would need to be detoured for a
significant duration of the project.

Safety
A pedestrian tunnel provides an option for crossing the street whereby pedestrians and vehicles
are physically separated.  However, this option does not improve safety at the southerly
crosswalk, or for pedestrians who choose to cross at grade.  Based on our interviews of
pedestrians in the area of Newmarket Mills, we expect nearly all of the pedestrians to continue
to cross in the crosswalks, even with a tunnel as an option.  Furthermore, the limited visibility
inside the tunnel from the outside could create security concerns for its users.

Figure 5-9:  Alternative 5 - Pedestrian Tunnel (11x17 Sheet Included in the Appendix)
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Character
The tunnel alternative would not substantially impact the character of the downtown in that
nearly off of the improvements would be below grade.

Engineers Opinion of Probable Project Cost
A brief review of similar projects would indicate this alternative would cost between $2,000,000
and $3,000,000.  Therefore, a detailed cost estimate for Alternative 5 was not performed
because the overall project cost would far exceed available project funds.
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6.0 Conclusions and Recommendations

The project history and the public concerns illustrate a need to improve pedestrian safety along
Main Street between Central Street and Elm Street, while maintaining the character and
streetscape aesthetics of downtown Newmarket.  Additional data was collected and analyzed,
supporting the need for pedestrian-focused improvements.  Alternatives have been identified
and evaluated that address this need to varying degrees.

Among the factors examined in this study are the perceptions that vehicles in downtown
Newmarket travel too fast and pedestrians cross the street unexpectedly.  Although most
vehicles are operating under the speed limit, and most pedestrians are using crosswalks, it is
important to note that the conditions along Main Street do not allow adequate sight distance
between drivers and pedestrians for the posted speed limit.  The primary issue is the limitation
of sight distance caused by parked cars on the inside of horizontal curves.  Therefore, as a focal
point of the alternative analysis, the recommended alternative must either A) improve the
geometry of the roadway to provide adequate sight distance for the 30mph speed limit, or B)
encourage a reduction in speeds to accommodate the existing roadway geometry.

In addition to the sight distance being inadequate for 30mph, there are also signing deficiencies
that make it difficult for drivers to discern where to yield to pedestrians.  The study outlines
concerns related to the visibility of both pedestrians and crosswalks, particularly at night.

While there is the advantage of eliminating conflict points by constructing a crossing that
involves grade separation of pedestrians and vehicles, the associated bridge and tunnel
alternatives would not service enough of the pedestrians in the expanded study area to justify
their expense.  Grade-level improvements would still be required to address the issues for the
majority of pedestrians in the study area.

The matrix on the following page compares the design alternatives analyzed in this study:
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Table 6-1:  Alternatives Comparison Matrix

Evaluation Criteria

Alt 1 Alt 2 Alt 3 Alt 4a Alt 4b Alt 5

No-Build Realign
Main St.

Traffic
Calming

Bridge
w/

Elevator

Bridge
w/

Ramps

Ped.
Tunnel

Cost $0 $353,000 $262,000 $1,122,031 $729,400 $2-3M

% of Crossing Pedestrians
Served

0% 100% 100% 34% 34% 31%

Encourages Slower
Operating Speeds

No No Yes No No No

Improves Sight Distance No Yes Yes No No No

Likely to Reduce
Jaywalking

No No Yes No No No

Likely to Reduce
Vehicular Crash Rate

No Yes Yes No No No

Improves Nighttime
Visibility

No No Yes No No No

Enhances Downtown
Character

No No Yes Yes Yes No

Separates Pedestrians
from Vehicles

No No No Some Some Some

Avoids Impacts to
Utilities

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No

Alternatives 2 and 3 were considered for implementation because they address safety concerns,
and are within the budgetary constraints of the project.  After examining Alternative 2, the
following concerns were noted:

· While sight distance issues are resolved, the greater visibility can create a more open
feeling in the downtown, leading to faster operating speeds.

· Eliminating the “parked vehicle” buffer between the traveled way and the sidewalk
restaurant seating could impact the safety and enjoyment of people using the westerly
sidewalk, and alter the character of the downtown.

· Relocating parking to the east side of Main Street will introduce jaywalking between
parked cars and the businesses on the west side of Main Street.

Most Favorable Least Favorable
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Based on the findings in this Engineering Study, Alternative 3 – Traffic Calming is recommended
for implementation.  Under this alternative, all pedestrians crossing the street in this area of
Newmarket will benefit, regardless of which floor of a building is the origin or destination of
their trip.  By comparison to the other alternatives analyzed, Alternative 3 meets the purpose
and need of the project for a cost that is within budget constraints, while enhancing the
character of downtown Newmarket.  The project will be effective in reducing vehicular speeds
and providing adequate sight distance for the existing geometry and road conditions, thus
improving safety within the study area.  In addition to reducing speeds, safety will be further
improved by clarifying pedestrian crossing locations with proper signing and pavement
markings, raised crosswalks, and lane width reducers.

As noted in the discussion of this alternative, posting the speed limit below 25 and constructing
speed tables will require that an urban compact be created.  Presently, there are 27 towns in NH
that the NHDOT Commissioner can allow to have roads within urban compact zones.  Therefore,
to fully implement this alternative, the law would need to be changed to add Newmarket to this
list, and the NHDOT Commissioner would need to approve the urban compact.  Neither of these
actions can be guaranteed.

In the event that the conversion of this section of Main Street to an urban compact cannot be
realized, this project could still proceed with a 25mph posted speed.  Figure 5-3a in Appendix F
illustrates this scenario.  This would involve adjusting curbing or eliminating the two parking
spaces south of the middle crosswalk, and reconfiguring the sidewalk and parking spaces on the
east side of Main Street, between the war memorial and the southerly crosswalk.  The
associated costs for the 25mph design are expected to be similar to the 15-20mph design.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

 
In the early 1820s, the Town of Newmarket’s fishing, lumbering and ship-building commerce was 
quickly replaced by textile production upon the incorporation of the Newmarket Manufacturing 
Company and the construction of Mill No. 1 two years later

(10)
.  First manufacturing cotton textiles 

and then adding silk to its production, the Newmarket Manufacturing Company influenced not 
only the town of Newmarket but also the towns of Nottingham and Barrington through the creation 
of the respective Pawtuckaway and Mendums Ponds that supplemented flows to the Lamprey 
River during dry periods and ensured power to the mills

(5)
.  In its heyday, the Newmarket 

Manufacturing Company employed approximately 700 workers and produced more than 300,000 
yards of cloth per week

(10)
.  The Newmarket Manufacturing Company constructed and maintained 

a machine shop, office space, storage buildings, an agent’s house, multifamily residences for the 
workers, seven (7) mill buildings and a Weave Shed; all are listed on the National Register of 
Historic Places

(1)
.  In 1929, the workers of the Newmarket Manufacturing Company went on strike 

and the company relocated its operation to Lowell, MA
(2)

. 
 
Between 1929 and 1996, the mills have been utilized for a variety of purposes including serving 
as the manufacturing headquarters of the Timberland Company.  In anticipation of the remaining 
industries closing or relocating out of the mills, the Town formed the non-profit Newmarket 
Community Development Corporation (NCDC) in 1983 to adopt the remaining mill buildings and 
team with a developer to convert the mills into a sustainable multi-use facility.  Newmarket Mills, 
LLC was selected as the developer.  The collaboration of the NCDC, Newmarket Mills and the 
Town of Newmarket has successfully redeveloped the historic mills into a multi-use facility 
incorporating 112 residential units (consisting of a mix of studio, 1 and 2 bedroom residences), 
more than 50,000 square feet of dynamic commercial/retail space and 4,500 square feet of 
interior public (civic) space.  In addition to the interior renovations, the mill’s associated grounds 
have been dedicated as public amenities including an overlook of the falls, a terraced courtyard, 
multiple pedestrian access routes, a river walk and various water access points.  The revitalized 
mills and the surrounding grounds are collectively known as Newmarket Mills. 
 
To support Newmarket Mills, the Town completed many studies to evaluate the existing 
infrastructure of the downtown area and address anticipated deficiencies involving increased 
pedestrian traffic and associated public/private parking.  The recommendations of the evaluation 
reports listed below ultimately led to the revitalization of Main Street to improve the existing 
streetscape and pedestrian infrastructure within the downtown limits. 
 

• A New Life for Downtown Newmarket, Newmarket Service Club, 1978. 

• Main Street Reconstruction, Newmarket, NH Findings and Recommendations, Prepared 
by Underwood Engineers, Inc. in association with Gates, Leighton and Associates Inc., 
Stephen G. Pernaw and Company and Bedford Design Consultants, March 2002. 

• The Walkability of Newmarket, University of New Hampshire, December 2005. 

• Newmarket Tomorrow Committee Report 2000. 

• Town of Newmarket Master Plan, 2001. 

• Walker Group Parking Study, September 2006 
 
In addition to improving pedestrian infrastructure and downtown streetscape, the Town continued 
to address the second deficiency; the need for additional parking to support both the downtown 
and the Mills.  Currently, parking is limited as a result of the restrictive available on-street space 
directly surrounding the existing mill buildings.  To achieve the required parking to support 
redevelopment, public/private off-site parking has been provided within the footprint of the 
previously existing Newmarket Manufacturing Company Weave Shed.  Although the provided off-
site parking is located adjacent to Newmarket Mills with direct access to the downtown westerly 
sidewalk infrastructure, NH Route 108 (a.k.a. Main Street) separates the off-street parking from 
the mills and the easterly sidewalk infrastructure.  To improve pedestrian safety and vehicular 
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traffic flow across NH Route 108 between Newmarket Mills/easterly sidewalk infrastructure and 
the off-street parking/westerly sidewalk infrastructure facilities the Town of Newmarket has 
received funding through the U.S. Department of Transportation's (USDOT) Federal Highway 
Administration’s (FHWA) Transportation Enhancement (TE) grant program.  The Newmarket TE 
grant [NHDOT Project No. 16048 / FHWA Project No. X-A001(108)] is administered by the New 
Hampshire Department of Transportation (NHDOT) Planning Bureau and is locally managed by 
the Town of Newmarket. 
 
DuBois & King, Inc. (in partnership with DeStefano Architects, Ward Geotechnical Consulting, 
Doucet Survey and Barden Inspection & Consulting Services) was contracted by the Town of 
Newmarket to assist the Newmarket Pedestrian Sky Bridge Committee in developing 
infrastructure improvements between the east/west facilities within the area of Newmarket Mills.   
The goal for this project is threefold: 
 

1. Provide a safe alternative pedestrian crossing of NH Route 108 between the existing 
Newmarket Mills/easterly sidewalk infrastructure and the off-site parking/westerly 
sidewalk infrastructure facilities within the area of the Newmarket Mills; 

 
2. Mitigate increased pedestrian traffic crossing NH Route 108 within the area of the 

Newmarket Mills; and, 
 

3. Complement the historical fabric of the Newmarket National Register Historic District. 
 
The following study was prepared in accordance with the NHDOT Local Public Agency Manual 
for the Development of Projects (LPA) (March 2012).  The study describes existing conditions, 
design parameters and requirements, the sky pedestrian bridge preferred design and 
alternatives, the engineer’s opinion of probable project costs for each alternative and foundation 
investigation.  In addition, the study discusses the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA) documentation requirement imposed by the grant program, which is required in an effort 
to classify the proposed project as Categorical Exclusion through the Programmatic 
Determination Checklist. 
 
Upon review and acceptance of this report by the State and the Town, this project will progress to 
final design with advertisement for construction anticipated in 2014. 



 
 

 

Town of Newmarket, NH 
Sky Pedestrian Bridge Project – Engineering Study 
NHDOT Project No.: No. 16048 / FHWA Project No. X-A001(108) 
D&K Project No.: 621764 

(1) 

2.0 ENGINEERING STUDY 
 
Initially a rural community as a part of Exeter, NH, Newmarket was incorporated in 1727 during 
the last year reign of King George I and was finally granted full town privileges by the legislature 
in 1737

(5)
.  At that time, Newmarket was primarily a fishing, lumbering and shipbuilding 

community capitalizing on the Lamprey River that flowed through the town and provided direct 
access to Great Bay and ultimately to the Atlantic Ocean. 
 
During the early nineteenth century, Newmarket was established as a prominent textile 
community. At the Newmarket Manufacturing Company’s peak, the company employed 
approximately 700 workers and constructed and maintained Pawtuckaway and Mendums Ponds, 
a machine shop, office space, storage buildings, an agent’s house, multifamily residences for the 
workers, seven (7) mill buildings and a Weave Shed

(1)
; the Weave Shed claimed to be the world’s 

largest single-room weave shed (c1917)
 (3)

.  In 1929, the workers of the Newmarket 
Manufacturing Company went on strike and the company relocated its operation to Lowell, MA

(2)
. 

 
From the time of the company’s relocation through 1996, the mills have been utilized for a variety 
of purposes. 
 
In 2009, the Newmarket Community Development Corporation (NCDC) in conjunction with the 
Town of Newmarket and the Newmarket Mills, LLC, converted the historic mills into a multi-
phased, multi-use facility known as Newmarket Mills.  The Newmarket Mills project encompasses 
112 residential units, dynamic commercial/retail space, interior public (civic) space and artist 
live/work lofts.  In addition to renovations of the mill building, an extensive space dedicated for 
use as public amenities was included.  The renovated public amenities include an overlook of the 
falls, a terraced courtyard and multiple pedestrian access routes leading to a pedestrian bridge, a 
river walk and various water access points.  The success of Newmarket Mills has brought 
attention to the apparent deficiencies of the project, namely pedestrian traffic and associated 
parking. 
 
2.1 Existing Conditions 
The project site is part of a larger downtown revitalization effort that has been ongoing since 
2001.  The site is located at the northerly end of the Newmarket’s historical downtown area, 
specifically between Riverdale Automotive (south of the Public Library) and Panzanellas Italian 
Restaurant (north of the Newmarket Gazebo).  For reference, please see Figures 1 and 2.   
 
The neighborhood of the project site 
consists of a combination of 
residential and commercial buildings.  
In 2009, the Town of Newmarket 
completed a revitalization project of 
the downtown area, specifically 
within the right-of-way limits of NH 
Route 108 (a.k.a Main Street).  The 
Main Street revitalization project was 
an extensive undertaking that 
relocated overhead utilities 
underground; improved existing 
water, sanitary sewer and storm 
drainage utilities; installed historic 
site lighting; enriched the streetscape 
vegetation; expanded and improved 
the existing sidewalk infrastructure; 
added multiple pedestrian 
crosswalks along NH Route 108; and implemented traffic calming measures to accommodate  

 
Newmarket Historic Downtown 

(obtained by the Town of Newmarket website) 
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pedestrian traffic.  The successful revitalization project enhanced the walkability and vitality of 
Newmarket’s Business District.  In 2009, the Town of Newmarket received the Strafford Regional 
Planning Commission (SRPC) Annual Planning Award for the Main Street project. 
 
The project limits incorporate the existing Newmarket Manufacturing Company Mill No. 4, the 
once-standing Newmarket Manufacturing Company Weave Shed (currently known as Newmarket 
Mills and the off-site public/private parking facility, respectively) and the bisecting NH Route 108.  
As part of this project, in July of 2012, Doucet Survey, Inc. prepared a topographical and 
boundary survey plan based on a field survey and available right-of-way and deed information as 
provided by the Town.  Appendix A includes a copy of the existing conditions plan of the project 
limits. 
 
Located along the easterly side of NH Route 108, Mill No. 4 was constructed with field stone 
materials in 1869

(9)
.  The building is approximately 60 feet by 375 feet, consists of four (4) floors 

and totals approximately 100,000 square-feet.   
 
Located along the westerly side of 
NH Route 108, the Weave Shed was 
constructed in (circa) 1919 with brick 
materials

(3)
.  The building structure 

once consisted of two (2) floors and 
encompassed approximately 1,700 
square-feet.  Because NH Route 108 
bisected the two structures, the 
Newmarket Manufacturing Company 
constructed an enclosed bridge to 
span over the roadway and connect 
the two facilities.  Unfortunately, in 
1942 both the Weave Shed and the 
enclosed bridge were demolished

(3)
, 

leaving only the evidence of the 
shed’s foundation and the bridge 
connection to Mill No. 4.  Currently the site of the Weave Shed has been converted to a 
public/private off-street parking facility. 
 
NH Route 108 is a State highway that runs north/south through the center of the downtown limits.  
Connecting the southerly towns of Exeter and Newfields with the northerly municipalities of 
Durham and Dover, NH Route 108 performs as the primary artery through Newmarket.  The 
existing right-of-way width, within the project limits, is measured to be 50 feet based on found 
monumentation.  Topography of Main Street, within the project limits, rises from the lower 
elevation of the downtown area to the higher elevation of the Public Library.  As a result of the 
Main Street revitalization project, NH Route 108 consists of concrete sidewalks with vertical 
granite curbing and some on-street parking along both sides of the roadway.  
 
Traffic flow of NH Route 108 is observed to be high.  To better understand the impacts of the 
redeveloped Newmarket Mills and its effects on NH Route 108, a traffic study of NH Route 108 
was completed in 2009 by Stephen G. Pernaw & Co.  The study reported that NH Route 108 
experiences

(11)
: 

 
• an Annual Average Daily Traffic (AADT) of 12,000 vehicles per day;  
• the peak levels are typically the a.m. and p.m. commuting hours;  
• the number of vehicles entering the Main Street/Elm Street/North Side Driveway 

intersection during p.m. peak totals is 1,422; and 
• Newmarket Mills is anticipated to add an additional 120 vehicle trips during p.m. peak 

hour.   

 
Weave Shed and Pedestrian Bridge to Mill No. 4

(3)
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In addition to the high volume of vehicular traffic, NH Route 108 is also experiencing an increase 
in pedestrian traffic as a result of the revitalized downtown area and Newmarket Mills.  The 
increased pedestrian traffic is impacting the vehicular traffic flow of NH Route 108.  According to 
the Accident Location Data Reports from the NHDOT between 1998 to 2000 approximately 30 of 
the 253 accidents were reported throughout the Town occurred within the downtown area

(12)
. 

 
Although the Lamprey River is not 
included within the project limits, the 
river has served a vital role in the 
development of Newmarket, the 
downtown area and the mills; 
therefore, it warrants mentioning 
within this study.  The town of 
Newmarket is located at the mouth of 
the Lamprey River.  The River is 
approximately 50-miles in length that 
“rises” from Meadow Lake (in 
Northwood, NH) and flows in a 
southerly direction through the 
Towns of Raymond, Epping, Lee and 
Newmarket, where it ties to the tidal 
inlet (Great Bay) of the Atlantic 
Ocean

(7)
.  The river provides a wide 

range of wildlife habitat and fish species including shad, river herring, smelt and Atlantic 
salmon

(7)
.  In addition, the river was a valuable resource and promoted development of the mills 

along the river
(7)

. 
 
2.2 Project Requirements 
A pre-design conference was conducted with the Town of Newmarket’s Pedestrian Sky Bridge 
Committee, Newmarket Town Planner, Newmarket Public Works Director and Newmarket Fire 
Chief.  During the conference, the project goal was defined – improve pedestrian safety and 
vehicular traffic flow across NH Route 108 between the existing Newmarket Mills/easterly 
sidewalk infrastructure and the off-street parking/westerly sidewalk infrastructure facilities.  
 
To accomplish this goal, the Committee devised a plan to construct a pedestrian bridge spanning 
over NH Route 108 from the fourth floor of Newmarket Mills No. 4 to the off-street public/private 
parking facility.  It was determined that the pedestrians (from the south: Downtown, the north: 
Public Library or Newmarket Mills) within the Newmarket Mills vicinity would cross NH Route 108 
via the Sky Bridge.  Construction of the bridge structure would greatly reduce pedestrian traffic 
crossing NH Route 108, thereby improving pedestrian safety and mitigating traffic congestion 
within this area.  In addition, the Sky Bridge would also enhance the Town’s downtown 
revitalization efforts by restoring the historic pedestrian bridge that once connected the 
Newmarket Manufacturing Company’s Mill No. 4 with the Weave Shed. 
 
As part of the project, the Town of Newmarket expressed their design requirements.  Below is a 
summary of requirements as expressed by each stakeholder: 
 

• Newmarket Pedestrian Sky Bridge Committee and Town Planner: 
o Features that complement the historical fabric of the Newmarket National Register 

Historic District 
o Enclosed structure(s) 
o Structures supported independently from the abutting Mill No. 4 building and Weave 

Shed foundation structures 
 
 

 
Newmarket Mills along the Lamprey River 
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• Newmarket Public Works Director: 
o Locate the bridge piers to not impact maintenance of existing sidewalks 
o Locate the bridge piers to not obstruct vehicular sight-distance along NH Route 108 
o Coordinate with NHDOT, District 6 

 
• Newmarket Fire Chief: 

o Include the National Fire Protection Association (NFPA) Life Safety Codes as part of 
the design parameters 

 
• Newmarket Police Chief: 

Although the Police Chief did not attend the pre-design conference, the Public Works 
Director expressed the Department’s design requirements. 
o Unobtrusive sight lines that would allow patrol of the building structures primarily via 

drive-by.  
o Consciousness of site lighting to minimize shadows or dark areas 

 
• New Hampshire Department of Transportation – District 6: 

Although NHDOT did not attend the pre-design conference, the Public Works Director 
expressed the District’s design requirements.  
o Bridge clear height over NH Route 108 be a minimum of 15’-6” but preferred clear 

height to 17’-6” 
 
2.3 Design Standards/Guidelines 
As part of the engineering study to construct a pedestrian Sky Bridge that will span over NH 
Route 108 from Newmarket Mills to the off-site parking facility, design standards and guidelines 
should first be considered.  To accomplish this initial step, an evaluation of applicable Federal, 
State and local design standards and guidelines was performed.  Review of standards and 
guidelines is required to ensure the proposed improvements are in accordance with industry 
standards, good engineering practice and provide safe accessibility to pedestrians.  The following 
is a list of design standards and guidelines considered as part of the project.   
 
As part of this review, DeStefano Architects also performed a detailed code review with respect to 
the building elements of the project.  A copy of the review is located in Appendix C of this study. 
 

• Local Public Agency Manual for the Development of Projects; prepared by the New 
Hampshire Department of Transportation; dated March 2012. 

 
• 2010 American Disability Act (ADA) Standards for Accessible Design; prepared by the 

United States Department of Justice; dated September 15, 2010. 
 

• AASHTO Load and Resistance Factor Design (LRFD) Bridge Specification – 6th Edition; 
prepared by the American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials 
(AASHTO); dated 2012. 

 
• Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction; prepared by the New 

Hampshire Department of Transportation; dated August 2010.  
 

• Town of Newmarket – Title III: Land Use Code and Regulations, Chapter IV: Zoning 
Ordinance; prepared by the Town of Newmarket; adopted February 14, 1996 and 
amended August 4, 2010. 

 
• Town of Newmarket – Building Code: Adopted the NH State Building Code to include the 

2009 editions of the International Codes as published by the International Code Council. 
International Building Code 2009 (IBC), International Residential Code 2009 (IRC), the 
International Plumbing Code 2009 (IPC), the International Mechanical Code 2009 (IMC), 
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the International Energy Conservation Code 2009 IECC, and the National Electrical Code 
2011 (NEC) 

 
• International Existing Building Code (IEBC); prepared by the International Code Council 

(ICC); dated January 2009. 
 

• International Building Code (IBC); prepared by the International Code Council (ICC); 
dated February 2009. 

 
• International Plumbing Code (IPC); prepared by the International Code Council (ICC); 

dated January 2009. 
 

• International Mechanical Code (IMC); prepared by the International Code Council (ICC); 
dated February 2009. 

 
• International Energy Conservation Code (IECC); prepared by the International Code 

Council (ICC); dated January 2009. 
 

• American National Standards Institute: Accessible and Usable Buildings and Facilities 
ICC/ANSI A117.1-2003; prepared by the International Code Council (ICC); dated 2003. 

 
• 2009 NFPA 101: Life Safety Code; prepared by the National Fire Protection Association 

(NFPA); dated 2009. 
 

• NFPA 1: Uniform Fire Code; prepared by the National Fire Protection Association 
(NFPA); dated 2009. 

 
• National Electric Code (NEC) 2008; prepared by the National Fire Protection Association 

(NFPA); dated 2009. 
 

• Americans with Disabilities Act Accessibility Guidelines (ADAAG) for Buildings and 
Facilities; dated 1998. 

 
2.4 Sky Bridge Design Alternatives 
DuBois & King and DeStefano Architects collaborated with the Newmarket Pedestrian Sky Bridge 
Committee to prepare a design in accordance with the established industry standards and 
guidelines along with meeting the project requirements as set forth by the Town, Committee and 
NHDOT – District 6.  The following is the culmination of the planning phase and conceptual 
design of this project.  Four (4) design alternatives were prepared as part of this study and as a 
result of the Committee’s commitment to not exceed current budget constraints.  Each design 
alternative is a succession of comparing the design cost with funding limits and re-prioritizing 
project requirements so the subsequent design modification did not exceed funding limits.  The 
following sub-sections describe the design elements of each alternative.   
 
As previously reported, design and probable construction costs jointly impact the decisions made 
during the course of this study and the preparation of subsequent design alternatives.  As a 
result, DuBois & King collaborated with cost estimator, Barden Inspection & Consulting Services, 
to prepare the Engineer’s Opinion of Probable Project Costs (EOPPC) for each design 
alternative.  The probable project cost for each alternative is the accumulation of anticipated 
construction costs, a fifteen percent (15%) contingency of the estimated construction costs and 
the associated architectural/engineering (A/E) professional fees.  A/E professional fees were 
assumed to be eight percent (8%) of the anticipated construction costs for each alternative.  The 
following sub-sections describe the project cost elements of each alternative. 
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2.4.1 Alternative No. 1 – Sky Bridge and Elevator/Stair Tower 
The initial conceptual design is a Sky Bridge and Elevator/Stair Tower.  The alignment of 
the Sky Bridge and Elevator/Stair Tower structures are proposed to mimic the original 
pedestrian Newmarket Manufacturing Company bridge alignment between Mill No. 4 
(a.k.a. Newmarket Mills) and the Weave Shed (a.k.a. Off-street Parking).  Tying to the 
original connection of Mill No. 4’s fourth floor, the Sky Bridge spans over NH Route 108 
to the Elevator/Stair Tower located adjacent to the existing Weave Shed foundation.  The 
Sky Bridge is independently supported by the Elevator/Stair Tower along the westerly 
side of NH Route 108 and two piers located between the existing easterly sidewalk of NH 
Route 108 and Newmarket Mills.  The clear height over NH Route 108 is 20’-6” 
(measured from the centerline crown of NH Route 108 to the bottom stringer of the bridge 
structure), exceeding the preferred NHDOT – District 6 requirement of 17’-6”.  The bridge 
structure is enclosed with exterior vertical structural steel cross-bracing supports 
sheltering the storefront glass of the bridge’s north and south vertical planes.  Although 
the glass-front provides a contemporary “openness”, the roof of the bridge structure is 
proposed to be a curved standing seam metal roof to emulate the original pedestrian 
bridge roof.  Complimenting the historical fabric of the area, the paint selection of the 
exposed structural steel is a warm-gray to match the field stone colored materials of Mill 
No. 4.  The interior of the bridge is proposed to be eight (8) feet in width and include a 
heating and ventilation system.   
 
The Elevator/Stair Tower is proposed to be constructed adjacent to the existing Weave 
Shed foundation to mitigate adverse impacts to the existing foundation structure.  Similar 
to the pedestrian bridge, the building structure is proposed to be enclosed.  The Tower 
has been designed to mend Newmarket’s historical district with the contemporary 
“openness” of the Sky Bridge.  Specifically located along the southerly side of the Tower, 
facing the Newmarket Historic Downtown, the Elevator/Stair Tower is proposed to be 
constructed with brick materials and architectural features to mimic the once standing 
Weave Shed.  The northerly side of the Tower will continue the storefront glass that 
originated from the Sky Bridge.  Consisting of three (3) floors, the interior of the Tower 
will be comprised of an elevator and stairs that will allow pedestrian traffic to access the 
westerly NH Route 108 sidewalk at ground level, off-street parking at the second level 
and the bridge at the top level. 
 
The Sky Bridge and Elevator/Stair Tower were designed in accordance with industry 
standards/guidelines and to meet the project requirements as set forth by the Town, 
Committee and NHDOT – District 6. 
 
Last, this alternative also includes the elimination of the crosswalk of NH Route 108 
located immediately south of the Newmarket Mills Main Street entrance and in front of 70 
Main Street.  Elimination of this cross-walk would include grinding of the existing 
crosswalk pavement markings and removing the associated crosswalk tip-downs.  
 
A copy of the proposed Site Plan, Floor Plans and Elevation Views of the Sky Bridge and 
Elevator/Stair Tower alternative is located in Appendix D of this engineering study. 
 
The engineer’s opinion of probable project costs Alternative No. 1 is as follows: 

Alternative No. 1 Engineer’s Opinion of Probable Project Cost 

Item Building Bridge Total 

Construction $580,300 $276,200 $856,500 

Contingency (15%) $87,045 $41,430 $128,475 

Design A/E Fees (8%) $46,424 $22096 $68,528 

Construction A/E Fees (8%) $46,424 $22096 $68,528 

Total $760,193 $361,822 $1,122,031 
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2.4.2 Alternative No. 2 – Sky Bridge and Stair Tower with Exterior ADA Ramps 
Alternative No. 2 utilizes Alternative No. 1 as the basis of design and systematically 
modifies (adds/subtracts) design components until a new design alternative is 
established.  Below is a summary of the design components that are either eliminated or 
added to the project scope. 
 
• Stair Tower – eliminate elevator, mechanical room, heating/ventilation and exterior 

store front glass window; add ADA ramp from Main Street to Parking Level and from 
Parking Level to Bridge Level. 

 
• Sky Bridge – eliminate heating/ventilation and exterior storefront glass window. 

 
The engineer’s opinion of probable project costs for Alternative No. 2 is as follows: 

Alternative No. 2 Engineer’s Opinion of Probable Project Cost 

Item Building Bridge Total 

Construction $681,000 $253,900 $934,900 

Contingency (15%) $102,200 $38,100 $140,300 

Design A/E Fees (8%) $54,500 $20,300 $74,800 

Construction A/E Fees (8%) $54,500 $20,300 $74,800 

Total 892,200 $326,600 $1,224,800 

 
2.4.3 Alternative No. 3 – Sky Bridge and Stair Tower with Exterior ADA Ramp 
from Bridge to Parking Facility 
Alternative No. 3 utilizes Alternative No. 2 as the basis of design and systematically 
modifies (adds/subtracts) design components until a new design alternative is 
established.  Below is a summary of the design components that are either eliminated or 
added to the project scope. 
 
• Stair Tower – eliminate interior stairs and exterior ADA ramp (both) from Main Street 

to Parking Level; maintain ADA ramp from Parking Level to Bridge Level. 
 
The engineer’s opinion of probable project costs for Alternative No. 3 is as follows: 

Alternative No. 3 Engineer’s Opinion of Probable Project Cost 

Item Building Bridge Total 

Construction $429,500 $253,900 $683,400 

Contingency (15%) $64,500 $38,100 $102,600 

Design A/E Fees (8%) $34,400 $20,300 $54,700 

Construction A/E Fees (8%) $34,400 $20,300 $54,700 

Total $562,800 $326,600 $895,400 

 
2.4.4 Alternative No. 4 – Sky Bridge and Exterior Stairs / ADA Ramp from Bridge 
to Parking Facility 
Alternative No. 4 utilizes Alternative No. 3 as the basis of design and systematically 
modifies (adds/subtracts) design components until a new design alternative is 
established.  Below is a summary of the design components that are either eliminated or 
added to the project scope.  This alternative is considered to be the basic project.  No 
additional components can be removed to reduce scope. 
 
• Stair Tower – eliminate in its entirety; maintain ADA ramp from Parking Level to 

Bridge Level; add exterior stairs from Parking Level to Bridge Level. 
 
• Sky Bridge – length increased to 92 feet; add second support column. 
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A copy of the proposed Site Plan and Elevation Views of the Sky Bridge and Exterior 
Stairs / ADA Ramp from Bridge to Parking Facility alternative is located in Appendix E of 
this study. 
 
The engineer’s opinion of probable project costs for Alternative No. 4 is as follows: 

Alternative No. 4 Engineer’s Opinion of Probable Project Cost 

Item Total 

Construction $578,900 

Contingency (15%) $57,890 

Design A/E Fees (8%) $46,310 

Construction A/E Fees (8%) $46,300 

Total $729,400 

 
2.4.5 Alternative No. 5 – Sky Bridge and Exterior Stairs / ADA Ramp from Bridge 
to Parking Facility 
Alternative No. 5 was reviewed at the request of the Newmarket Town Council during the 
September 18, 2013 public meeting.  Alternative No. 5 utilizes Alternative No. 1 as the 
basis of design and systematically modifies (adds/subtracts) design components until a 
new design alternative is established.  Below is a summary of the design components 
that are either eliminated or added to the project scope. 
 
• Stair Tower – eliminate heating/ventilation and exterior store front glass window; add 

2x2 wire mesh siding. 
 
• Sky Bridge – eliminate heating/ventilation, exterior storefront glass window and roof 

system; add 2x2 wire mesh siding. 
 

The engineer’s opinion of probable project costs for Alternative No. 5 is as follows: 

Alternative No. 5 Engineer’s Opinion of Probable Project Cost 

Item Building Bridge Total 

Phase I Construction $486,500 $228,800 $715,300 

Contingency (15%) $73,000 $34,300 $107,300 

Design A/E Fees (8%)** $39,000 $18,300 $57,300 

Construction A/E Fees (8%)** $39,000 $18,300 $57,300 

Phase I Total $637,500 $299,700 $937,200 

 
2.4.6 NHDOT Design Review Comments 
In early February 2013, NHDOT – Bureau of Planning & Community Assistance 
requested a project status update from the Newmarket Pedestrian Sky Bridge 
Committee.  The Committee provided the requested report and supplemental information 
including the latest project layout (Alternative No. 4).  NHDOT and Federal Highway 
Administration’s (FHWA) provided review comments expressing concern with the 
removal of the Elevator/Stair Tower from the project scope, which eliminated direct 
access to and from the NH Route 108 sidewalk infrastructure.  The Town’s position was 
presented to NHDOT verifying that access to the sidewalk infrastructure was feasible.  
The Town described the proposed travel-way from the westerly end of the Sky Bridge, 
through the off-street parking facility to the existing at-grade sidewalk located adjacent to 
Riverdale Automotive and ultimately to the existing westerly sidewalk along NH Route 
108.  NHDOT and FHWA did not accept the Town’s rationale and disallowed Alternative 
No. 4.  
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2.5 Recommended Design Alternative 
DuBois & King recommends that Alternative No. 1 – Sky Bridge and Elevator/Stair Tower be 
constructed for the preferred pedestrian crossing of NH Route 108 within the vicinity of 
Newmarket Mills.  It is our opinion, construction of the Sky Bridge and Elevator/Stair Tower 
successfully meets the three project goals and design requirements identified in Sections 1.0 and 
2.2 of this study; respectively.  Based on the selection of Alternative No. 1, the total anticipated 
cost to construct the pedestrian bridge and elevator/stair tower structures is approximately 
$1,122,031. 
 
2.6 Geotechnical Foundation Investigation 
DuBois & King collaborated with Ward Geotechnical Consulting with respects to the geotechnical 
foundation investigation.  The subsurface investigation was based on Alternative 1 – Sky Bridge 
and Elevator/Stair Tower.  A copy of the geotechnical report is located in Appendix F of this 
study. 
 
2.7 Funding 
The Newmarket Transportation Enhancement (TE) grant [NHDOT Project No. 16048 / FHWA 
Project No. X-A001(108)] has received Federal funds in the amount of $631,950; 20% of the total 
grant is funded through a local share ($126,390).  Based on the recommended preferred 
pedestrian crossing of Alternative 1 – Sky Bridge and Elevator/Stair Tower, the project currently 
consists of a shortfall in the amount of approximately $490,081.  During previous conversations 
with the NHDOT (March 2013), it has been reported that it is unlikely that additional funding for 
this project is available. 
 
On March 28, 2013, the Newmarket Pedestrian Sky Bridge Committee convened to discuss the 
project shortfall.  With the understanding that no additional funding is available through the 
current TE grant, the Committee explored potential fund raising opportunities including FHWA 
Transit Oriented Grants, FHWA Scenic By-way Grants, Downtown Tax Increment Financing (TIF) 
funding (that no longer exists), assistance from Newmarket Community Development Corporation 
(NCDC), Transportation Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act (TIFIA), Newmarket Mills 
Impact Fees, Newmarket Vehicle Registration Fee, etc.  The Committee also discussed re-
instating Alternative No. 4 – Sky Bridge and Exterior Stairs / ADA Ramp from Bridge to Parking 
Facility, not accept further Federal funds and complete the project with Town and private funding.  
Although this alternative was discussed in great detail, the Committee concluded that extra 
fundraising (above and beyond the current shortfall) would be required with this alternative to 
compensate for the approximate $603,010 shortfall ($729,400 Alternative 4 minus the original 
20% grant match of $126,390).  Ultimately, the Committee agreed to continuing efforts to raise 
funds for the Sly Bridge and Elevator/Stair Tower project. 
 
On July 23, 2013, the NHDOT – Bureau of Planning & Community Assistance held a special 
meeting with New Hampshire communities that currently received Federal funding through the 
Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-
LU).  During this meeting, NHDOT reported the SAFETEA-LU funding expiration date of 
September 30, 2015 and outlined milestones required to be completed by the municipalities to 
ensure funding for the community and their projects.  Based on information obtained during this 
meeting, it is estimated that approximately $7 million could be returned back to FHWA if the 
milestones set forth by NHDOT are not met.  It is estimated that approximately 20 Federally-
funded projects could potentially loose funding.  Based on this understanding, it is the opinion of 
this report to reinitiate discussions with NHDOT on the availability to receive additional funding if 
the Town could secure the required 20% local match. 
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3.0 RIGHT-OF-WAY AND ACCESS 
 
3.1 Right-of-way 
The alignment of the Sky Bridge and Elevator/Stair Tower structures are proposed to mimic the 
original pedestrian Newmarket Manufacturing Company bridge alignment between Mill No. 4 
(Newmarket Mills) and the Weave Shed (Off-street Parking).  The two structures are to be 
independently supported; not receive structural support from either the existing Newmarket Mills 
or the Weave Shed foundations.  While the Sky Bridge will be supported by the Elevator/Stair 
Tower along the westerly side of NH Route 108, the bridge structure will be supported by two 
piers along the easterly side; specifically between the existing sidewalk of NH Route 108 and 
Newmarket Mills.  Both the bridge piers and the tower are anticipated to be located on either and 
outside of the NH Route 108 right-of-way.  A draft easement agreement between the Town of 
Newmarket and Nemarket Mills has been prepared.  A copy of the draft easement agreement is 
located Appendix G of this engineering study. 
 
3.2 Access 
A draft access easement agreement between the Town of Newmarket and Nemarket Mills has 
been prepared.  A copy of the draft easement agreement is located Appendix G of this 
engineering study. 
 
3.3 NHDOT Easement Review Comments 
In early February 2013, NHDOT – Bureau of Planning & Community Assistance requested a 
project status update from the Newmarket Pedestrian Sky Bridge Committee.  The Committee 
provided the requested report and supplemental information; easement agreements between the 
Town of Newmarket and Newmarket Mills.  NHDOT and FHWA reviewed and provided review 
comments on the agreements.  An item of concern expressed by the State and Federal agencies 
was the hours of operation.  Currently the agreement establishes hours of operation Monday 
through Saturday during the hours of 9:00am to 6:00pm.  NHDOT/FHWA requested that this 
easement be revised to be at least open Monday through Sunday 8:00am to 10:00pm.  The 
Committee and the Newmarket Mills, LLC have agreed to this request.  
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4.0 NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT OF 1969 (NEPA) 
 
As part of receiving Federal funds to construct the Sky Bridge and Elevator/Stair Tower, the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) becomes applicable to the proposed project.  
The purpose of NEPA is to ensure that environmental factors are equally considered when 
compared to other factors.  The NEPA process consists of an evaluation of relevant 
environmental effects of a federal project that is divided into three level of review: Categorical 
Exclusion (CE); Environmental Assessment (EA); or, Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).  
Unless otherwise directed, typically projects of this nature are classified as Categorical Exclusion 
through the Programmatic Determination Checklist.  Preparing the required documentation for a 
CE is typically completed during the design phase of the project; specifically upon finalizing 
preliminary plans. 
 
During the study a brief review of the Programmatic Determination Checklist was competed to 
detect criteria that could impact the progress of the project and address these items early in the 
process.  The following is a list of typical challenging issues and brief discussion based on past 
experience of similar projects.  
 
4.1 Cultural Resources 
As part of preparing the Programmatic Determination Checklist, a review of the proposed project 
and its potential to have an adverse effect on properties, eligible for, or listed on the National 
Register of Historic Places will be performed.  This review will also include filing Request for 
Project Review with the New Hampshire Division of Historical Resources (NHDRH).  Currently, 
since all proposed work is anticipated to re-establish the original alignment of the pedestrian 
bridge and connection to the forth floor of Mill No. 4, along with not impacting the foundation of 
the Weave Shed, no adverse impacts are anticipated.  However, early coordination with NHDHR 
will be required to determine if NHDHR will issue a de minimis finding or require a Phase I study 
to be conducted. 
 
Since the proposed locations of the Sky Bridge piers are proposed to be located within areas that 
have already been disturbed, no adverse impacts to archaeological resources are anticipated. 
 
4.2 Endangered Species 
Similar to Cultural Resources, review of the proposed project and its potential to affect species 
and critical habitat of species protected by the federal Endangered Species Act.  Completing this 
review requires obtaining a Natural Heritage Report from the New Hampshire Division of Forest & 
Lands (NHDFL) – Natural Heritage Bureau (NHB).  As part of this study the NHB database was 
reviewed by Department staff on August 14, 2012.  The Department found records (e.g., rare 
wildlife, plant, and/or natural community) present in the vicinity, but did not expect that the 
proposed project will have an adverse effect on the surrounding species and critical habitat.  A 
copy of this report is located in Appendix H of this report and is valid until August 14, 2013; 
therefore, a new NHB review, but at this time no change in results are anticipated. 
 
4.3 Right-of-way 
This has been previously discussed in Section 3.0 of this study. 
 
4.4 Wetland 
The proposed project is not anticipated to impact any wetland areas.  
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5.0 CONCLUSION 
 
The Town of Newmarket, New Hampshire received funding through the Federal Highway 
Administration’s (FHWA) Transportation Enhancement (TE) grant program to provide safe 
overhead pedestrian crossing of NH Route 108 between Newmarket Mills/easterly sidewalk 
infrastructure and the off-street parking/westerly sidewalk infrastructure facilities.  This study 
reviewed existing conditions (including right-of-way and environmental issues) and evaluated 
multiple conceptual design alternatives.  The recommendation of this study is to construct a Sky 
Bridge and Elevator/Stair Tower. It is the opinion of this report that this alternative provides the 
safest possible pedestrian crossing of NH Route 108 within the vicinity of Newmarket Mills.  
Based on the recommendations of this study, the probable construction cost is approximately 
$1,122,031.  Although the project currently consists of a funding shortfall in the amount of 
$490,081, this report recommends that the Town of Newmarket reinitiate discussions with 
NHDOT to receive additional funding from New Hampshire communities that have received 
Federal funding but will not complete construction of their proposed project(s) by the expiration 
date of the current SAFETEA-LU program. 
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Code Summary - Preliminary 
  

Date:   20 September 2012 

Re:   Newmarket Sky Bridge 

From:   Robert J. Harbeson, AIA, DeStefano Architects (D|A) 

 

I Applicable Code Documents 

A. International Building Code, 2009 (IBC) 
 

B. NFPA Life Safety Code 101, 2009 (NFPA) 

C. NEC 2008 

D. Town of Newmarket  – Zoning district  

E. International Plumbing Code 2009 

F. International Mechanical Code 2009 

G. International Energy Conservation Code 2009 

H. NFPA 1 - Uniform Fire Code 2009 

I. ICC/ANSI A117.1-2003 – American National Standards Institute: Accessible and Usable 
Buildings and Facilities 

J. ADAAG – 1998, Americans with Disabilities Act Accessibility Guidelines for Buildings and 
Facilities 

K. Town of Newmarket, NH Building Code Amendments 
 

L. International Existing Building Code 2009 

Summary: A stair tower, elevator, associated mechanical spaces, and municipal storage for access to a 
conditioned pedestrian bridge, and stairway to connect the sidewalk, parking structure, and mill building. This 
specific use is NOT covered directly by the building and life safety codes, and the approach below has been 
determined through mutual agreement by the Newmarket Building Inspector, the Newmarket Life Safety 
Officer, and DeStefano Architects at a meeting on 4 September 2012. The Stair, Elevator, and Bridge are for 
convenience, are not a required means of egress from any building or structure, and their only occupancy / 
egress requirements are related to their own area. 
 

 



II Occupancy Classification – TBD 

     The building shall be constructed using Type IIB construction 
      
     Use is presumed to be Low Storage (S2) which by NH Table 503 and Type IIB construction  

is permitted to be: 
 3 Stories, 40 feet 
 14,400 sf 
 
 Proposed structure is 3 stories, appx. 39 feet.  
 Proposed structure is appx. 1000 sf total for stair tower and bridge. 
 
It is not known if sprinklers are desired for this structure, they do not appear to be required  
for height and area. 
 
Open area increases are available for this structure, but it does not appear that they will be  
required for height and area.  
 
Using 200 sf / occupant for Parking Garage as a reference for occupancy of this 
structure it results in an occupancy of approximately 10 including both bridge and stair 
tower. 
 
Per IBC 1022.1 exception 1 a stairway is not required to be enclosed when the stairway 
serves an occupant load of less than 10 and the stairway is not open to more than one 
story above or below its level of discharge.  
 
 Occupancy of the stair need not be factored in to the egress requirements for the 
stair. Therefore occupancy is well under 10 persons. Additionally, there is egress to the 
stair directly to the exterior from the first two levels. 
 
 

 
 III  Fire-Resistance Rated Construction 
 

For the Elevator: Per 708.4 shaft enclosures shall have a fire-resistance rating of not less 
than 1 hour where connecting less than 4 stories, and not less than the floor assembly 
penetrated. 
 
Per 708.2 exception 14 a shaft enclosure is not required for elevator hoistways in open or 
enclosed parking garages that serve only the parking garage.  
 

- Note: this item is provided for reference, as this stair / elevator tower does 
not serve as a required means of egress from any location. It does not 
directly have a use group associated with it as it is simply a public way. 
However, it does connect to a parking structure it may be considered to be 
associated with it. Regardless of this, we are noting that the hoistway and 
mechanical spaces shall be rated 1-hour and believe that this meets or exceeds 
any requirement.  

      
     Mechanical room associated with Elevator shall be 1-hr fire rated construction for all  

Surfaces (walls, floor, ceiling). 1-hr rated door shall be on auto-closer. 
 

Mechanical room associated with future HVAC equipment for conditioning the bridge 
shall be in 1-hour rated construction for all surfaces and accessed by door with auto 
closer, similar to item above.  
 
Storage room shall be 1-hr rated construction for all surfaces and accessed by door with 
auto-closer, similar to item above.  
 
 
 



Per IBC 1027.1 exception 4 it is believed that the stair is not required to be enclosed at this 
location. This item is to be determined at a meeting with Code Enforcement Officer, Life 
Safety Officer, and Architect on Tuesday 28 August 2012. 

 
      
 
    IV Occupant Needs 
 

Egress: Two exits have been provided at each floor of the stair tower. In all cases, the stair 
itself and an additional exit. At the first two floors this is to the exterior, at the upper floor 
it is to the pedestrian bridge. The bridge and stair tower only act as egress components for 
the stair tower and bridge. The existing mill building has already been provided with egress 
to meet code requirements. The pedestrian bridge is simply a convenience exit from that 
structure to the parking structure. It is not a required means of egress.  

 
     1. Guardrails – NFPA 7.2.2.4.5.2 and NFPA 7.2.2.4.5.3 

i. Height:  Guards shall not be less then 42” high 
Openings:  open guards shall have intermediate rails or ornamental 
pattern such that a 4” sphere cannot pass through, or 21” for 
service areas only 

2. Egress Doors –NFPA 7.2.1.2.3 new 
Minimum width:  32” clear width when door is fully open 
Swing (7.2.1.4.4): Egress door swings shall not leave less than one-half of the 

required width of an aisle, corridor, passageway, or landing 
unobstructed and shall not project more than 7” into the required width 
of an aisle, corridor, passageway, or landing, when fully open. The 
landing shall have a width not less than the width of the door.  

 Per 12.2.2.2.3 all egress doors shall have panic hardware. 
 
 Proposed: All doors in this project have been proposed to be 3’-0” or 

larger. 
 

3. Width of components at stairs and bridge have been determined for comfort. All 
components greatly exceed the required width for egress of this occupancy 
number. 

 
4. Stairways – IBC 1009.1 and NFPA Table 7.2.2.2.1 (a) New Stairs 

a. Minimum Width:  44” 
(Minimum of 48” clear width between handrails for an accessible egress 
path when an Area of Refuge is required) 
  
Proposed 44” stairs with 48” landings. No Area of Refuge is required as 
there is egress at the floor level at each story. 
 

b. Clear of all obstructions, except projections not more than 3-1/2 inches at 
or below handrail height on each side.  

c. Min. headroom:   6’-8” 
d. Max. height between  Landings:  12’ 
e. Treads and risers: 

1. Max. height of risers: 7 in.  
2. Min. height of risers: 4 in. 
3. Min. tread depth: 11 in. 

 
5. Handrails – NFPA 7.2.2.4.5 

a. Height: 34” – 38” above nosing 
b. Clearance: Handrails shall not project more than 3.5” into width of stair 

on each side.  



c. Extensions: Non –continuous handrails between flights of stairs shall 
extend horizontally not less than 12” beyond the top riser and continue to 
slope for a depth of one tread beyond the bottom riser.  

d. Ends: Must return to wall or floor or shall terminate at newel posts.  
e. Grip size: circular with dim. Of not less than 1-1/4” and not more than 2”.  

 
6. This project may be completed in phases. It is NOT required that it be fully roofed 

or enclosed, but it must be maintained against ice and snow. 
 

7. Life Safety Officer has stated that for Newmarket, the inside clear dimension of 
the elevator must be a minimum of 4’-3”x6’-9”. Per IBC 3002.4 the elevator does 
not connect 4 or more stories and therefore does not need to meet a stretcher 
requirement, but must simply meet the minimum accessibility requirements per ANSI 
for sizing. 

 
V Energy Code 
 
 Per Table 502.3 a maximum of 40% of the vertical wall surface of the structure may be open   
 (glass or other opening). If this structure is conditioned, and/or is to comply with IECC  

2009 the open area must be significantly reduced.  
 
Additionally, if the structure is conditioned, it will likely be necessary to frame a wall 
inboard of the structural framing of the bridge in order to meet the requirements both for 
R value and continuous insulation.   
 
Per meeting with Town of Newmarket Building Inspeoctor 4 September 2012 it was agreed 
that this is a unique structure, the use of which is not specifically noted in the building 
code. It was determined that the structure will NOT be required to meet the requirements of 
a building for glass area. If considered with the abutting mill building the total structure 
would be well within the requirements. Additionally, this will be tempered space for comfort, 
and to prevent condensation, etc. at the interior of the structure. It will NOT be 
conditioned space.  
 





















 
 

 
5 Risingwood Drive, Bow, New Hampshire  03304                    Tel (603) 513-1240                   Fax (603) 513-1239 
 

May 31, 2013     
Project 12450 
 
 
Mr. Scott M. Bourcier, P.E. 
DuBois & King, Inc. 
18 Constitution Drive, Suite 8 
Bedford, New Hampshire 03110 
 
 
Subject: Foundation Investigation 
   Pedestrian Sky Bridge 
   Newmarket, New Hampshire 
 
 
Dear Mr. Bourcier: 
 
Ward Geotechnical Consulting, PLLC (WGC) has prepared this letter report to summarize the 
results of the foundation investigation conducted for the proposed new pedestrian bridge over 
Main Street in Newmarket, New Hampshire.  Our work on the project was authorized by the 
subconsultant agreement between DuBois & King, Inc. (D&K) and WGC dated July 2012. 
 
 
PROJECT AND SITE DESCRIPTION 
 
The project involves the design and construction of a tower structure housing an elevator and 
stairwell and an enclosed pedestrian bridge over Main Street.  The location of the site is 
shown on Figure 1.  The pedestrian bridge and tower will provide ADA  access from an off-
street parking lot on the west side of Main Street to the third floor of an existing mill building 
on the east side of Main Street.  The tower structure will also provide ADA access from the 
Main Street level to the level of the parking lot.  A site plan showing the current configuration 
of the tower and pedestrian bridge is provided on Figure 2. 
 
The tower structure at the west end of the pedestrian bridge will be located near the southeast 
corner of an old concrete building foundation that has been backfilled to create the relatively 
flat off-street parking lot, which is several feet above the level of Main Street.  The old 
foundation walls have a maximum exposed height (at the southeast corner) of about 12 feet 
and are in poor condition.  Based on the presence of infilled door and window openings in the 
foundation walls, it appears that the foundation walls might have been constructed to form a 
walkout basement level.  It is likely that the foundation walls were not designed to retain 
backfill placed within the building footprint. 
 
The mill building at the east end of the pedestrian bridge is a stone masonry structure 
currently undergoing renovation for residential and commercial use.  At its west side, the 
building has three stories above grade, one habitable story below grade, and a basement with a 
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dirt floor.  The dirt floor in the portion of the basement directly below the east end of the 
proposed pedestrian bridge appears to be about 24 feet (two stories) below the grade of the 
sidewalk at the west side of the building.  Bedrock outcrops observed in the basement about 
30 to 40 feet north of the east end of the proposed pedestrian bridge appear to be about 15 to 
20 feet below the grade of the sidewalk at the west side of the building.  We understand that 
the proposed pedestrian bridge will be designed such that it will not impose any additional 
load on the mill building.  
 
The original conceptual design of the bridge indicated that it would have three spans, 
supported by the tower and two piers.  The original conceptual design drawings show the 
piers to be located in the landscaped areas between the Main Street sidewalks and the 
backfilled foundation walls (supporting the off-street parking lot) on the west and the mill 
building on the east.  Originally, the tower was to straddle the southeast corner of the 
backfilled foundation walls that support the off-street parking lot, with part of the tower on 
the parking lot and part of the tower in the landscaped area between the backfilled foundation 
walls and the sidewalk west of Main Street.  The easternmost span was to be cantilevered so 
as to not impose load on the mill building.  Our subsurface exploration program for the 
project was based on this conceptual design.  
 
During the ongoing preliminary design process, the conceptual design has evolved.  At this 
time, the pedestrian bridge will have two spans supported by the tower and one pier to be 
located in the landscaped area between Main Street and the mill building.  Due to concerns 
regarding the condition of the old backfilled foundation walls that support the off-street 
parking area, the tower footprint has been altered such that it will be located entirely within 
the landscaped area immediately east of the old backfilled foundation walls (i.e., the tower 
will no longer straddle the backfilled foundation walls).  As with the previous conceptual 
design, the easternmost span of the bridge will be cantilevered such that no load will be 
imposed on the mill building. 
 
Based on our review of published geologic information and our recent site observations, we 
expect that the subsurface conditions consist of old fill underlain by glacial till and shallow 
bedrock. 
 
 
SUBSURFACE INVESTIGATION 
 
Boring Program 
 
WGC engaged New Hampshire Boring, Inc. to conduct a two-day test boring program at the 
site.  Four borings were drilled at the locations shown on Figure 2.  The site plan used to 
prepare the boring location plan on Figure 2 was provided in AutoCAD format by D & K.  
The boring locations were measured by taping from existing site features.  Ground surface 
elevations at the borings were estimated based on elevation contours shown on the site plan.  
The elevations are referenced to the North American Vertical Datum of 1988 (NAVD88). 
 
The borings were advanced to depths ranging from 4.3 feet (B1) to 20 feet (B3) below the 
existing ground surface using cased wash boring drilling techniques.  B1 encountered a 
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concrete obstruction and was abandoned at a depth of 4.3 feet below the existing ground 
surface.  The drill rig was moved about 1.1 feet north of B1 to drill B1A in an attempt to 
avoid the concrete obstruction.  However, the concrete obstruction was also encountered in 
B1A and it was necessary to drill through the concrete using both a roller bit and a core barrel 
to advance the boring into the underlying bedrock. Split-spoon soil sampling with standard 
penetration tests (SPTs) was conducted in the borings at intervals of about 2 to 7.5 feet.  
Sampling intervals were irregular in some portions of the borings due to the presence of 
obstructions.  Bedrock core samples were obtained from B1A, B2, and B3.  The logs for the 
borings are provided in Appendix A.   
 
 
SUBSURFACE CONDITIONS 
 
The subsurface conditions encountered in the borings are described below, from the ground 
surface down.  Subsurface conditions are known only at the boring locations.  Conditions at 
other locations may differ. 

 
Fill (Unified Soil Classification SW, SM, SP-SM) - Fill was encountered at the ground 
surface in all of the borings.   
 
The fill layer at B1 and B1A, which were drilled in the southeast corner of the off-
street parking lot, is approximately 15 feet thick.  The upper approximately 6.6 feet of 
the fill consists primarily of sand and sand with gravel containing varying amounts of 
fines (soils passing a No. 200 sieve) and occasional fragments of concrete and brick.  
SPT N-values of 22 and 27 blows per foot were recorded in the fill soils, indicating 
that the soil is medium dense.  Below these fill soils, concrete was encountered from a 
depth of 6.6 to 15 feet below the existing ground surface.  It is not known whether a 
concrete wall was encountered, or a block of concrete.   
 
The fill at B2, which was drilled within the proposed tower footprint, is about 6 feet 
thick (including an approximately 8-inch-thick layer of sod and topsoil).  The fill at B2 
consists primarily of silty sand with gravel, although a nail was also observed in the 
fill.  Also, several obstructions (boulders or debris) were encountered in the fill, 
causing the casing to deflect out of plumb. The one split-spoon sample obtained in this 
fill layer encountered refusal on an obstruction after penetrating about 10 inches. 
 
B3, which was drilled in the area of the proposed pier in the landscaped area between 
Main Street and the mill building, encountered fill to a depth of about 9 feet below the 
existing ground surface.  The fill in this area might have been placed during 
construction of Main Street or as backfill for the mill foundation wall.  The fill 
consists primarily of sand and sand with gravel with varying amounts of fines.  SPT 
N-values in the fill ranged from 10 to 20 blows per foot, indicating that the fill is 
medium dense.   
 
Sand with Silt and Gravel (SP-SM) – This deposit was encountered beneath the fill 
layer in B3, which was drilled in the area of the proposed pier, but was not 
encountered in the other borings.  The deposit, which consists of sand with silt and 



Mr. Scott M. Bourcier, P.E. 4 May 31, 2013 
  
 

gravel containing boulders, is approximately 4.5 feet thick.  The one SPT N-value of 
57 blows per foot recorded in the deposit indicates that it is very dense.  This soil was 
probably deposited as glacial till.  
 
Bedrock  - Bedrock was encountered beneath the concrete in B1A, beneath the fill in 
B2, and beneath the sand with silt and gravel deposit in B3.  The bedrock surface at 
the boring locations slopes upward from east to west, ranging from about elevation 
28.5 feet at B3 to about elevation 40.5 feet at B1A.  Based on our observations of the 
basement in the mill building, it appears that bedrock at the west side of the mill 
building (at the east end of the proposed pedestrian bridge) is lower than about 
elevation 15 feet, but might have been excavated during mill construction.  
 
The bedrock observed in the core samples obtained from B1A, B2, and B3 consists of 
dark gray and white, fine grained, metamorphosed sedimentary rock (probably phyllite 
or quartzite). The rock in the core samples is fresh to slightly weathered, with joint 
spacing ranging from less than 1 inch to about 16 inches.  The rock quality 
designations (RQDs) of the core samples range from about 48% to 83%.  Note, 
however, that a roller bit was used to advance about 1.5 to 2.5 feet into the bedrock 
before the core samples from B2 and B3 were obtained.  The upper portions of the 
bedrock at B2 and B3 might be more fractured or weathered than observed in the core 
samples.   
 
Groundwater – Groundwater observation wells were not installed in the borings for 
the measurement of stabilized groundwater levels.  Moreover, the borings were drilled 
using cased wash boring drilling techniques, in which water is introduced into the 
boreholes to flush drill cuttings.  Therefore, estimation of groundwater levels based on 
sample moisture conditions would not be reliable.   
 
In order to obtain a rough estimate of the groundwater level, we measured the water 
level in the borehole casing in B3 after completion of drilling.  The water level in the 
casing over a period of about 1.1 hours after removal of the drilling rods dropped from 
about 8.9 feet to about 12.6 feet below the existing ground surface.  After 1.1 hours, 
the water level was still dropping, but slowly and at a deceasing rate.  Based on these 
water level measurements, as well as the soil and bedrock conditions, we expect that 
groundwater is typically within about 1 to 3 feet of the bedrock surface at B3. 
 
Our groundwater level evaluation is approximate and represents the conditions at the 
time the borings were drilled.  It should be noted that groundwater levels typically 
fluctuate with seasonal variations in precipitation and infiltration conditions, and may 
differ at other times of the year. 
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BRIDGE FOUNDATION DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
Introduction 
 
Our recommendations for geotechnical aspects of the design of the new bridge and tower are 
based on Load and Resistance Factor Design (LRFD) methodology.  These recommendations 
were developed in general accordance with the AASHTO LRFD Bridge Design 
Specifications, Interim 2010 (AASHTO Specifications).  Note that this report was prepared 
during the preliminary design phase of the project, and information concerning loads and 
other design details were not yet available.  Therefore, several assumptions had to be made in 
the development of our recommendations.  We recommend that WGC be retained during final 
design to check that our assumptions were reasonable.   
 
Tower Foundations 
 
The proposed stair and elevator tower will be located in the landscaped area immediately east 
of the old backfilled foundation walls that support the off-street parking lot.  The site plan 
used to prepare Figure 2 shows the tower structure in contact with the old foundation wall.  
However, we recommend that the tower be separated from the old foundation wall by at least 
several inches so that the tower will not be impacted by potential movement of the old 
foundation wall as it continues to age.  If the tower were to be in contact with the old 
foundation wall, movement of the old foundation wall could transfer earth pressure to the 
tower. 
 
The tower structure should be supported on cast-in-place concrete footings bearing directly on 
sound bedrock.  Bedrock was encountered in B2, which was drilled within the footprint of the 
tower, at a depth of about 6 feet below the ground surface, corresponding to about elevation 
38 feet.  The bedrock surface appears to slope upward from east to west.   
 
The footings should be cast directly on sound bedrock (weathered and fractured bedrock 
should be removed). If the footings are cast on sound bedrock, frost and scour protection 
would not be a major concern.  However, the footings should be embedded at least 2 feet 
below finished grade.   
 
Based on the bedrock surface elevation observed in B2, we expect a relatively small amount 
of bedrock excavation will be required to prepare the footing subgrade.  However, the 
bedrock surface elevation could vary considerably across the footprint of the tower 
foundations.  All overburden and weathered or fractured bedrock must be excavated from the 
all footing bearing areas to provide uniform bearing on sound bedrock and avoid differential 
settlement and cracking.  If the average slope of the bedrock surface is 5º or more, it might be 
necessary to either overexcavate the bedrock surface to flatten the slope, or dowel the footing 
to bedrock to increase sliding resistance.  The maximum allowable slope for the bedrock 
bearing surface should be evaluated by overturning and sliding stability analyses.   
 
The tower footings should be designed for a nominal strength limit state bearing resistance of 
60 kips per square foot (ksf) and a nominal service limit state bearing resistance of 20 ksf.  A 
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resistance factor (φ) of 0.45 should be applied to the nominal strength limit state bearing 
resistance. 
 
Resistance to sliding should be based only on friction along the bottoms of the footings.  For 
concrete footings cast directly on sound bedrock, the nominal sliding resistance for the 
strength limit state condition should be calculated as follows: 

 
  QT = 0.90PV 
    
   where:  QT = ultimate sliding resistance 
      PV = vertical load on the footing 
 
A resistance factor (φ) of 0.8 should be applied for cast-in-place concrete footings. 

 
The ground floor concrete slab-on-grade for the tower structure should be underlain by a 
minimum 12-inch-thick layer of compacted structural fill.  
 
Bridge Pier Foundations 
 
The bridge pier should be supported on a spread footing bearing either on the sand with silt 
and gravel deposit or on sound bedrock.  The sand with silt and gravel was encountered at a 
depth of about 9 feet below the existing ground surface in B3.  The bedrock surface was 
encountered at a depth of 13.5 feet below the existing ground surface in B3.  If the footing 
will bear on bedrock, it should be designed as recommended above for the tower foundations.  
Recommendations  for design of the footing bearing on the sand with silt and gravel deposit 
are provided below. 
 
If the footing is to bear on the sand with silt and gravel deposit, the footing must be sized and 
located such that it will not impose significant lateral surcharge pressure on the existing 
foundation wall for the mill building.  We recommend that the footing be located outside a 1:1 
plane sloping upward from the intersection of the basement floor elevation with the outside 
face of the foundation wall.  Assuming the basement floor is at elevation 15 feet (not 
measured – based on visual estimate), and the bottom of the footing is at elevation 33 feet, the 
east edge of the footing should be located at least 18 feet from the face of the mill foundation 
wall.  
 
The footing bearing on the sand with silt and gravel deposit should be underlain by a 
minimum 12-inch-thick layer of compacted structural fill.  The structural fill should be placed 
on undisturbed sand with silt and gravel.  The bottom of the footing will be at least 9 feet 
below the finished grade and will have adequate frost protection. 
 
Bearing capacity and settlement analyses were conducted to determine nominal bearing 
resistance for the strength and service limit states as a function of the effective footing width 
(B΄f).  The effective footing width is the portion of an eccentrically loaded footing over which 
an equivalent uniform pressure is applied for the purpose of analysis.  The effective footing 
width is defined as follows: 
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    B΄f  = Bf – 2e 
 
     where:  Bf = actual footing width 
         e  = eccentricity 
 
Eccentricity (e) is the distance from the center of the footing to the resultant vertical force, as 
determined by overturning stability analysis.  The AASHTO Specifications indicate that 
eccentricity should be no greater than Bf/4.  If this condition is satisfied, the effective footing 
width will be at least 1/2 of the actual footing width. 
 
We recommend that the footings be designed based on the following bearing pressures: 
 

• The nominal bearing resistance for the strength and extreme limit state conditions 
should be the ultimate bearing capacity calculated as follows: 
 

    qult = 24 + 1.2B΄f 
 
     where:  qult = ultimate bearing capacity, kips per square foot (ksf) 
        B΄f = effective footing width, feet 
   

Since the strength of the soil subgrade was estimated based on SPT data, a resistance 
factor (φ) of 0.45 should be applied. 
 

• A nominal bearing resistance of 10 ksf should be used for the service limit state 
condition.  This is based on settlement analyses conducted assuming that the effective 
footing width (B΄f) would fall within the range of 5 to 7 feet.  Settlements for footings 
with effective footing widths ranging from 5 to 7 feet and designed for a bearing 
pressure of 10 ksf are expected to be less than ½ inch. 

 
Resistance to sliding should be based on friction along the bottoms of the footings.  For 
concrete footings cast on a minimum 12-inch-thick layer of compacted structural fill, the 
nominal sliding resistance for the strength limit state condition should be calculated as 
follows: 

 
  QT = 0.78PV 
    
   where:  QT = ultimate sliding resistance 
      PV = vertical load on the footing 
 
A resistance factor (φ) of 0.8 should be applied for cast-in-place concrete footings. 

 
Some resistance to sliding might also be provided by passive earth pressure acting on the 
footings.  However, passive earth pressure requires significantly more movement to fully 
mobilize than does friction at the bottoms of the footings and in most circumstances should be 
neglected.  Passive earth pressure is discussed in the subsequent section of this report. 
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Earth Pressure 
 
The tower foundations will bear on bedrock and will not be free to rotate a sufficient amount 
to mobilize passive earth pressure.  Therefore, passive earth pressure should not be used to 
resist sliding and overturning of the tower structure.   
 
The pier foundation, assuming it will be supported on the sand with silt and gravel deposit, 
will be free to rotate a sufficient amount to mobilize active and passive earth pressures.  
However, the rotation needed to fully mobilize passive pressure (about 2 inches of 
displacement at the ground surface for an embedment of 9 feet) would be considered 
intolerable.  Also, passive pressure within the upper 5 feet of the ground surface must be 
neglected due to disturbance caused by frost effects.  Therefore, we recommend that passive 
pressure be neglected in overturning and sliding analyses.  If a small portion of the passive 
pressure must be considered to provide an economical design, we should be retained to assist 
the structural engineer in determining the amount of passive pressure that could be mobilized 
with tolerable movement of the pier. 
 
Seismic Parameters 
 
Based on the results of the borings, the site is in Site Class C and Seismic Zone 1, per the 
AASHTO Specifications.  Seismic acceleration coefficients, modified by site factors per the 
AASHTO Specifications, are as follows: 
  

As = 0.122 
SDS = 0.232 
SD1 = 0.076 

 
Excavation Support and Temporary Dewatering 
 
Construction of the new bridge pier footing will require excavation to about 10 feet below the 
existing ground surface if it is to bear on the sand with silt and gravel subgrade, and to about 
14 feet below the existing ground surface if it is to bear on bedrock.  Due to the close 
proximity of the pier to Main Street and underground utilities, we expect that the excavation 
will require an earth support system, such as internally braced sheet piles or soldier piles and 
lagging.  Some pre-excavation might be necessary to clear boulders or other obstructions that 
could interfere with driving sheet piles or soldier piles. 
 
Construction of the new tower foundations are expected to require excavation to depths of up 
to about 6 or 7 feet below the existing ground surface.  Some bedrock excavation should be 
anticipated to remove fractured or weathered bedrock from the bearing subgrade, and/or to 
flatten the slope of the bedrock surface.   
 
Excavation adjacent to the old backfilled foundation walls that support the off-street parking 
lot must be done carefully to avoid undermining or destabilizing the old foundation walls.  
Based on the depth to bedrock observed in B1A and B2, the old foundation walls might be 
founded on bedrock.  However, the bearing conditions for the old foundation walls are not 
known.  We recommend that excavation along the toe of the adjacent old foundation wall be 
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done carefully to expose the bottom of the footing and to determine if it bears on sound 
bedrock, or on soil or poor bedrock (fractured or weathered) before proceeding with general 
excavation.  If the old foundation wall footing bears on sound bedrock, the bottom of the 
adjacent tower footing should match the elevation of the bottom of the old foundation wall.  If 
the old foundation wall bears on soil or poor quality bedrock, it will be necessary to evaluate 
means of protecting the bearing subgrade during excavation for the tower foundations, such as 
sloping the excavation, temporary earth support, or underpinning the old foundation wall.  
Note that excavation for the tower foundations will also remove some support from the toe of 
the old foundation wall.  It might be necessary to excavate and cast and backfill the tower 
foundations in short sections to avoid destabilizing the wall.   
 
The north, south, and east sides of the excavation for the tower foundations could be open cut 
with side slopes no steeper than 1.5H:1V.  However, an earth support system may be 
desirable to limit excavation quantities and to reduce damage to the sidewalk and nearby 
buried utilities. 
 
We expect that temporary dewatering can be accomplished by pumping from sumps and 
trenches.  The contract specifications should require the contractor to lower the piezometric 
water level in the soil below the pier footing to at least 2 feet below the excavation subgrade.  
Water that is intercepted by the dewatering system should be discharged in accordance with 
local, state, and federal requirements. 
 
Earth support systems should be designed by a professional engineer licensed in New 
Hampshire and experienced with this type of work.  All excavations should comply with 
OSHA regulations.  Open cut excavations must be properly dewatered and have side slopes 
no steeper than 1.5H:1V. 
 
Preparation and Maintenance of Footing Subgrades 
 
Excavation of the final 2 feet above the soil subgrades for the new pier footing should be 
performed using a smooth edged bucket.  All loose, soft or disturbed soils, and boulders 
protruding more than 6 inches above the subgrade should be removed from the subgrade.  
Proof rolling of the footing subgrades with a vibratory compactor should be performed unless 
it causes “pumping” and disturbance of the subgrade.  The period of time that the footing 
subgrade is left exposed should be minimized to reduce the risk of subgrade softening and 
disturbance.  If overexcavation of the subgrade is necessary to remove disturbed soils or 
boulders, the overexcavation should be backfilled with compacted structural fill.   
 
Limited bedrock excavation should be anticipated for the new tower foundations.  We expect 
that mechanical rock removal methods (such as an excavator-mounted jack hammer) will be 
used.  We do not expect that blasting would be necessary.  Care must be taken to limit 
overbreak or shattering of the bedrock below the planned subgrade elevation, or below the 
adjacent old foundation wall.  All loose soil and fractured or weathered rock that can be 
dislodged using an excavator bucket should be removed from bedrock subgrades prior to 
casting footings. 
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Excavation subgrades should be free of standing water, frost, and loose soil before placement 
of foundations or fill. 
 
Backfill and Compaction 
 
All fill placed behind the tower foundation walls and the pier foundations should consist of 
Granular Backfill (Bridge), item 209.201 of the NHDOT Specifications.   
 
Structural fill placed beneath the pier footing and the concrete slab-on-grade for the ground 
floor of the tower should meet the requirements for Crushed Gravel for Structural Fill, item 
508 of the NHDOT Specifications.  The fill should be placed and compacted in maximum 8-
inch-thick loose lifts.  Clean Stone Fill for Structural Fill, per item 508 of the NHDOT 
Specifications, may be used beneath footings in lieu of the Crushed Gravel for Structural Fill.  
If Clean Stone Fill for Structural Fill is used, it should be completely separated from the 
subgrade and other backfill soils by a nonwoven, needle-punched medium strength geotextile, 
item 593.121 of the NHDOT Specifications.  
 
All backfill should be placed in maximum 6-inch-thick loose lifts and be compacted to at least 
98% of maximum dry density as determined in accordance with AASHTO T 99 using a 
vibratory plate compactor. 
 
 Heavy compaction equipment (such as vibratory rollers) should not be operated within a 
distance from the back of a wall equal to the wall height.  Fill placement and compaction 
should be performed simultaneously on both sides of structures to avoid excessive differential 
earth pressures.   
 
Freezing Conditions 
 
During freezing conditions, additional care must be exercised during construction to prevent 
disturbance of the soil subgrades and to achieve the required degree of fill compaction.  The 
subgrades and each lift of backfill must be compacted before the water in the subgrade or 
backfill can freeze. 
 
Frozen material should not be placed as backfill, nor should backfill, foundations, pavements, 
or slabs be placed on frozen soil.  If, during construction, the top layer of soil becomes frozen, 
the frozen soil should be removed before backfill, foundations, pavements, or slabs are placed 
on it. 
 
When the air temperature is below 25° F the contractor should not be allowed to place fill or 
expose final subgrades unless special procedures, approved by the geotechnical engineer, are 
used to prevent freezing.  If footings are built and left exposed during the winter season, 
precautions should be implemented to prevent damage due to frost heave. 
 
 
 
 
 



Mr. Scott M. Bourcier, P.E. 11 May 31, 2013 
  
 
LIMITATIONS 
 
Our recommendations are based on the project information provided to us at the time of this 
report and may require modification if there are any changes in the nature, design, or location 
of the proposed structure.  We cannot accept responsibility for designs based on our 
recommendations unless we are engaged to review the final plans and specifications to 
determine whether any changes in the project affect the validity of our recommendations and 
whether our recommendations have been properly implemented in the design. 
 
The recommendations in this report are based in part on the data obtained from the borings.  
The nature and extent of variations in subsurface conditions may not become evident until 
construction.  If variations from the anticipated conditions are encountered, it may be 
necessary to revise the recommendations in this report. Therefore, we recommend that WGC 
be engaged to make site visits during construction to: 
 

1. Check that the subsurface conditions exposed during construction are in general 
conformance with our design assumptions. 

 
2. Ascertain that, in general, the work is being performed in compliance with the 

contract documents and our recommendations. 
 
Our professional services for this project have been performed in accordance with generally 
accepted engineering practices; no warranty, express or implied, is made. 
 
We appreciate the opportunity to work with you on this project.  Please call if you have any 
questions. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ward Geotechnical Consulting, PLLC 

Craig F. Ward, P.E.  
Principal 
 
Figures 1 & 2 
Appendix A  
 
CFW           
 
 
 
 
 
 Newmarket Pedestrian Bridge Report.doc 







Appendix A – Boring Logs 



Project: 
Location:
Client:
Project No.:

Contractor: Groundwater Depth: Date:
Logged By:

Drilling Dates: GS Elevation: Boring Location:
Drill Rig: Datum:

Pedestrian Sky Bridge Boring Log
Newmarket, New Hampshire

B1DuBois & King, Inc.
12450

NewHampshire Boring, Inc.
Page 1 of 1

Craig Ward not measured

7/25/2012 55.5 feet +/-
Acker Truck NAVD88 Southeast corner of parking lot west of Main St.

BLOWS PEN. REC.
per 6 IN. IN. IN.

4" Case & Wash 4" Asphalt Pavement 

S1: 0 - 5": Sand with Gravel (SW) - fine to coarse sand,
Spoon deflected by 0-10% nonplastic fines, 15%-25% subangular gravel to 1/2",

50-16 obstruction. moist, brown.
11-8 5" - 9": Concrete

DEPTH SAMPLE
REMARKS

G
R

A
P

H
IC

 
LO

G SOIL AND ROCK DESCRIPTIONS
FT.

TYPE
& NO.

S1 24 13

1.2

Drove casing to 4' and 9" - 13": Silty Sand (SM) - fine to medium (some coarse) sand,
removed. 10%-20% nonplastic fines, occasional subangular gravel to 1/2",
Spoon deflected by moist, brown.

S2 50/3" 3 3 obstruction. Appears S2: Sand with Gravel (SW) - fine to coarse sand, 0-10% fines,
to be concrete along 25%-35% subangular gravel to 3/4", moist, brown.  2" rock
south side of borehole. fragment and concrete in tip of spoon. 4.3'

Bottom of Boring at 4.3'

5

Fi
ll

3.2

4.3

Abandoned boring at
4.3' due to concrete
obstruction. Moved rig
1.1' north to drill B1A.

10

1515

20

Notes:

Abbreviations:
PEN - Penetration length of sampler or core barrel S - Split Spoon Sample U - Undisturbed Tube Sample
REC - Recovery length of sample C - Rock Core Sample



Project: 
Location:
Client:
Project No.:

Contractor: Groundwater Depth: Date:
Logged By:

Drilling Dates: GS Elevation: Boring Location:
Drill Rig: Datum:

Pedestrian Sky Bridge Boring Log
Newmarket, New Hampshire

B1ADuBois & King, Inc.
12450

NewHampshire Boring, Inc.
Page 1 of 1

Craig Ward not measured

7/25/2012 55.5 feet +/-
Acker Truck NAVD88 Southeast corner of parking lot west of Main St.

BLOWS PEN. REC.
per 6 IN. IN. IN.

4" Case & Wash

Drove casing to 4'. See log for B1 (1.1' south of B1A) for soil conditions to ~4'.
Casing deflected by

DEPTH SAMPLE
REMARKS

G
R

A
P

H
IC

 
LO

G SOIL AND ROCK DESCRIPTIONS
FT.

TYPE
& NO.

obstructions.

28-16 S1: upper 8": Sand with Silt & Gravel (SP-SM) - fine to medium 
6-50 Casing driving hard at (some coarse) sand, 5%-15% nonplastic fines, 20%-30%

6.6'. Casing refusal subangular gravel & rock fragments to 1", brick fragment, brown. ~6.6'

S1

6.7

5

4.7

Fi
ll

24 10

at 7.2'. Rolled ahead lower 2": Concrete
within obstruction
to 10'. Drove casing 
to 9.5' & rolled ahead
in obstruction to 11.9'.
Concrete & black sand

cuttings in wash.
Attempted S2 at 11.9'.
Cored C1 cr

et
e10

Cored C1.

11.9 S2 100/1" 1 0 S2: No Recovery

C1 60 50 Left bottom of core C1: upper 36": Concrete
sample in borehole.
Core rates of 3.3 to
3.5 minutes per foot. ~15'

C
on

c

15
C1: lower 14": Bedrock - meta-sedimentary rock, dark gray and 
white, one joint at mid sample with sandy gouge dipping about 
20°, fresh to slightly weathered. 

Retreived lower portion 
C2 35 39 of C1, but left bottom C2: Bedrock - meta-sedimentary rock, dark gray and white,

of C2 in borehole. joints dipping 0-10° and ~60° at spacings ranging from 1" to 8.5",
C2 jammed at 19.9'. some joints with sandy gouge, fresh to slightly weathered.

B
ed

ro
ck

15

17.0

Core rates of 2.6 to
7.3 minutes per foot. RQD = 48% (bedrock in C1 and C2)

Bottom of Boring at 19.9'
20 19.9

Notes:

Abbreviations:
PEN - Penetration length of sampler or core barrel S - Split Spoon Sample U - Undisturbed Tube Sample
REC - Recovery length of sample C - Rock Core Sample



Project: 
Location:
Client:
Project No.:

Contractor: Groundwater Depth: Date:
Logged By:

Drilling Dates: GS Elevation: Boring Location:
Drill Rig: Datum:

Pedestrian Sky Bridge Boring Log
Newmarket, New Hampshire

B2DuBois & King, Inc.
12450

NewHampshire Boring, Inc.
Page 1 of 1

Craig Ward not measured

7/25/2012 44 feet +/-
Acker Truck NAVD88 Landscaped area west of Main Street

BLOWS PEN. REC.
per 6 IN. IN. IN.

4" Case & Wash ~8" Sod and Topsoil
Hand excavated to 1'

23 to clear sprinker S1: poor recovery - pushed obstruction: Silty Sand with 
50/4" system. Gravel (SM) - fine to coarse sand, 10%-20% nonplastic fines,

10%-20% subangular gravel to 3/8", moist, brown.

DEPTH SAMPLE
REMARKS

G
R

A
P

H
IC

 
LO

G SOIL AND ROCK DESCRIPTIONS
FT.

TYPE

1.8

& NO.

S1 10 ~1

Drove casing to 
refusal at 4'. Casing
deflected on 
obstructions.  Pulled 
casing - soil plugged
in casing consisted of
silty sand with gravel ~6'
(and a nail).

5

Fi
ll

Rolled to 5.5' with 6" 
bit & drove 4" casing
to refusal at 6.1'.
Rolled ahead within
obstruction with 4" bit 
to 8.5'. Cored C1. C2: Bedrock - meta-sedimentary rock, dark gray and white,

joints dipping 0-10°,  30°-45°, and ~60° at spacings ranging from 
C1 60 59 Core rates of 4.5 to 3" to 12", most joints rough and fresh, three joints slightly 

5 7 minutes per foot weathered with sandy gouge

8.5

10

5.7 minutes per foot. weathered with sandy gouge.

RQD = 83% 

Bottom of Boring at 13.5'

15

13.5

15

20

Notes:

Abbreviations:
PEN - Penetration length of sampler or core barrel S - Split Spoon Sample U - Undisturbed Tube Sample
REC - Recovery length of sample C - Rock Core Sample



Project: 
Location:
Client:
Project No.:

Contractor: Groundwater Depth: Date:
Logged By:

Drilling Dates: GS Elevation: Boring Location:
Drill Rig: Datum:

Pedestrian Sky Bridge Boring Log
Newmarket, New Hampshire

B3DuBois & King, Inc.
12450

NewHampshire Boring, Inc.
Page 1 of 1

Craig Ward 12.6' below ground surface (1.1 hours after drilling)

7/26/2012 42 feet +/-
Acker Truck NAVD88 Landscaped area east of Main Street

BLOWS PEN. REC.
per 6 IN. IN. IN.

4" Case & Wash ~1" Sod and Topsoil
Hand excavated to 1'
to clear sprinker S1: upper 1": Sand with Gravel (SW) - fine to coarse sand,

6-7 system. 15%-25% subangular gravel to 1/2", light brown.
13-9 lower 11": Silty Sand with Gravel (SM) - fine to medium (some

DEPTH SAMPLE
REMARKS

G
R

A
P

H
IC

 
LO

G SOIL AND ROCK DESCRIPTIONS
FT.

TYPE
& NO.

S1 24 12

Drove 3 continuous coarse) sand, 15%-25% nonplastic fines, 15%-25% angular 
from 1' to 7' before gravel to 1/2", olive-brown.

10-7 driving casing. S2: Silty Sand with Gravel (SM) - similar to lower 11" of S1,
7-7 but with brick fragments.

Pushed casing with 
5-6 head to 6', then drove S3: poor recovery: Sand (SW) - fine to coarse sand, <10% fines,
4-6 to 9' with little rock fragment in tip of spoon.

5

24 12S2

S3 24 3

Fi
ll

resistance.

~9'

38-27 S1: Sand with Silt & Gravel (SW-SM) - fine to coarse sand, 
30-30 5%-15% nonplastic fines, 25%-35% subangular gravel to 1"

Casing driving hard (some weathered) light brown-olive (possible glacial till)

10 S4 24 17

t &
 G

ra
ve

l

Casing driving hard (some weathered), light brown-olive. (possible glacial till)
below 9'.  Casing 
refusal at 12'.
Rolled ahead and broke
thru boulder at 12.5'.
Drove casing to refusal ~13.5'
at 13.5'.
Rolled into bedrock
from 13.5' to 15'.

15

Sa
nd

 w
ith

 S
il

C1: Bedrock - dark gray & white meta-sedimentary rock with 
granitic intrusion from 18.3' to 19', joints dipping 0-10°,  and ~75° 

C1 60 51 Core rates of 4.2 to at spacings ranging from <1" to 16", some joints rough and fresh, 
5.5 minutes per foot. some joints slightly weathered with sandy gouge,

Left bottom ~6" of C1 RQD = 51%
in borehole.

15

B
ed

ro
ck

Bottom of Boring at 20'
20

Notes: Water levels measured in borehole casing after coring dropped from 8.9' to 12.6' below ground surface in a period of about 1.1 hours.
Water level was still dropping slowly.  This reflects water level within bedrock.  Perched groundwater level over bedrock not measured.

Abbreviations:
PEN - Penetration length of sampler or core barrel S - Split Spoon Sample U - Undisturbed Tube Sample
REC - Recovery length of sample C - Rock Core Sample





Definitive Agreement Revised 9-7-2011 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 DEFINITIVE AGREEMENT  

 FOR  CONSTRUCTION OF PREDESTRIAN BRIDGE 

 OVER NH ROUTE 108 TOWN  OF NEWMARKET 

 

__ and __ Main Street, Newmarket, NH 

 Tax Map U2- ____ and U2-__ 

 

 
This Definitive Easement for Easement and Construction (the “Agreement”) is entered by 
and between Newmarket Mills, LLC (the “Owner”), a New Hampshire limited liability 
company, with an address of 8 Newmarket Road, Durham, NH 03824 and the Town of 
Newmarket (the “Town”), a New Hampshire body, corporate and politic, with offices at 186 
Main Street, Town of Newmarket, County of Strafford, and State of New Hampshire 03857, 
and its assigns. 
 

RECITALS 
 
A.  The Owner owns certain real property located in Rockingham Country identified on the 
Town of Newmarket Tax Maps as Tax Map U2-__ and U2-____ located on Main Street, 
Newmarket, Rockingham Country, New Hampshire (the “Property”). 
 
B.  The Town has obtained a grant from the Department of Transportation of the State of 
New Hampshire (“DOT”) to construct a certain improvements over NH Route 108 (the 
“Pedestrian Bridge”) in the Town of Newmarket under the Transportation Enhancement 
Program created by the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 
(“ISTEA”) pursuant to Transportation Enhancement Program Local Project Agreement For 
Town of Newmarket Project #16048 (the “TEP”). 
 
C.  The Owner has agreed to grant Town a Temporary Construction Easement to construct 
the Pedestrian Bridge and a Pedestrian Access Easement to the Pedestrian Bridge for the 
benefit of the public over portions of Grantor’s Property in the form of the Easement 
Agreement attached and incorporated as Exhibit A. 
 
D.   The Owner and the Town will derive mutual benefit by executing this Agreement to that 
each may commence the planning and execution of the transactions contemplated herein. 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, for value received the Owner and the Town covenant and agree as 
follows: 
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1. The Easements 

1.1   Easement Boundary Description. The Temporary Construction Easement and 
Pedestrian Access Easement (hereinafter collectively referred to as the “Easements”) shall be 
defined as found in the Easement Agreement.  

1.2   Allowable Uses. The allowable uses of the Easements shall be defined as found in the 
Easement Agreement.  [The intent of allowable uses is to provide for a pedestrian access walk 
that does not interfere with the quiet enjoyment of surrounding property and the reserved rights 
of the Owner.]  

2.   Easement Agreement  

2.1 Easement Grant.  The parties agree to the language of the Easement Agreement 
attached and incorporated herein as Exhibit A and agree to contemporaneously with the 
execution of this Agreement, execute the Easement Agreement and record the Easement 
Agreement at the Rockingham County Registry of Deeds.  

3. Pedestrian Bridge Design and Construction 

3.1 The Pedestrian Bridge. The grant of the Easement is for the construction of the 
Pedestrian Bridge and pedestrian access by the public to the Pedestrian Bridge to connect 
[the parking lots on the west side of Main Street to the Mill Buildings] upon certain terms 
and conditions as defined in the Easement Agreement.   

3.2 Pedestrian Bridge Design.  The Town shall provide final construction and  
architectural design documents (the "Design Documents") for the development and  
construction of the Pedestrian Bridge similar in detail and quality to the preliminary drawings 
approved by the DOT upon the award of the TEP.  The Design Documents will be subject to the 
review and approval of the Owner, which shall not be unreasonably withheld or delayed. 

3.3 Amendment and Modification. Any amendments to the approved Design 
Documents shall require the Owner’s approval, which shall not be unreasonably withheld 
or delayed.   

3.4 Construction of Pedestrian Bridge. The Town shall construct the Pedestrian Bridge 
in accordance with the approved Design Documents in a good and workmanlike manner 
and in compliance with the applicable statutes, ordinances, rules and regulations of all 
governing public authorities as those statutes, ordinances, rules and regulations are 
amended from time to time.  

3.5 Completion.  The Town shall achieve “substantial completion" of the Pedestrian Bridge 
within six (6) months of the date of the grant of the Easement Agreement (the "Pedestrian Bridge 
Completion Date"). "Substantial Completion" shall mean the completion of all "Work" (as those 
terms are defined in the then current AIA Contract for Construction) in accordance with the 
approved design documents and issuance of a permit for use or occupancy. In the event the 
construction of the Pedestrian Bridge is not completed on or before the Pedestrian Bridge 
Completion Date, then the Easement Agreement shall be extinguished and rescinded and no 
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longer in effect, and all rights of access and entry with respect to the Easements shall revert to 
the Owner. The Pedestrian Bridge Completion Date may be extended upon mutual agreement in 
writing between the Town and the Owner. 

3.6 Fees and Permits. The Town shall be solely responsible for paying the fees and 
obtaining the necessary permits for the construction of the Pedestrian Bridge in 
accordance with the approved Design Documents. The Town shall be responsible for 
securing any state or federal agency granting funds or permits for the project having 
jurisdiction in the matter. 

3.7  Cost/Lien Free Construction.  Town shall bear and promptly pay without the 
imposition of any lien or charge on or against all or any portion of the Owner’s 
Property all costs and expenses of construction of the Pedestrian Bridge, including but 
not limited to the installation of the elevator. 

3.8 Notice.   The Owner shall be reasonably responsible for notifying the 
Tenants/Occupants of the Property that access to the Temporary Construction Easement 
Area is prohibited during the construction including those areas that are necessary to 
maintain a secure and safe construction site and to insure compliance with all OSHA 
requirements. The Town shall stage all construction materials, when not in use, [in 
____________].   

3.9 Bill of Sale.  Once construction is complete the Grantee shall obtain engineer’s 
certificate that the Pedestrian Bridge has been constructed in compliance with the 
approved design documents and is safe and shall convey all right title and interest to the 
Grantor via a Bill of Sale.   

4. Owner’s Contribution  

4.1 Amount.   The Owner has agreed to contribute ___________ of to the cost of the 
Pedestrian Bridge.  The Owner’s contribution is contingent upon the Town receiving all the 
necessary approvals to construct the Pedestrian Bridge.   

4.2 Timing.  The Owner shall pay the Owner’s contribution within thirty days of the receipt 
of all necessary permits. 

5. Maintenance and Repair of Pedestrian Bridge 

5.1 Once constructed, the Owner, at the Owner’s sole cost and expense, shall maintain 
and repair the Pedestrian Bridge and associated improvements. 

5.2 The Owner shall keep the Pedestrian Bridge in clean and safe condition and remove 
all trash, snow and ice from the Pedestrian Bridge. 

6. Insurance 

6.1 The Town shall procure and maintain insurance throughout the existence of the 
Easements a policy or policies of insurance, at its sole cost and expense, insuring both 
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Grantor and Grantee against all claims, demands or actions arising out of or in connection 
with the use of the Easements, the limits of such policy or policies to be in an amount not 
less than $2,000,000 in respect of injuries to or death of any one person, and in an amount 
not less than $2,000,000 in respect of any one accident or disaster, [and in an amount not 
less than $500,000 in respect of property damaged or destroyed], and to be written by 
insurance companies reasonably satisfactory to the Owner. The Town shall obtain a written 
obligation on the part of each insurance company to notify the Owner at least twenty (20) 
days prior to cancellation or material modification of such insurance. Such insurance shall 
name the Owner as an additional named insured, provide for coverage on an "occurrence" 
basis and otherwise be in form reasonably satisfactory to the Owner. Such policies or duly 
executed certificates of insurance shall be promptly delivered to the Owner and renewals 
thereof as required shall be delivered to the Owner at least twenty (20) days prior to the 
expiration of the respective policy terms. 

6.2 The Town hereby agrees to indemnify and hold the Owner harmless from any 
liabilities, damages, losses, expenses or claims (including any court costs and attorney's 
fees) arising out of the use of the Temporary Construction Easement or Pedestrian Access 
Easement (collectively, the “Easements”) by the public, or any of its agents, employees, 
contractors, or licensees of the Town in or about the Easements, except for causes arising 
out of the negligence of the Owner or any of its agents, employees, contractors or licensees. 
The provisions of this Section shall survive the termination of this Easement Agreement 
with respect to any claims or liability accruing or occurring prior to such termination. 

6.3 [The Owner shall procure and maintain property insurance insuring the Pedestrian 
Bridge in the amount reasonably determined by the Owner to be appropriate.] 

6.4  All insurance required to be maintained by a party hereunder shall contain a waiver 
of subrogation. 

7. Survey 

7.1 The Town shall pay for the preparation of the legal descriptions and a survey of the 
Easement Areas (the "Survey") by a land surveyor registered or certified in the State of New 
Hampshire and in form recordable in the Registry of Deeds. Upon the Owner’s request, 
Grantee shall provide Grantor with as-built drawings and a survey showing the location of 
the Pedestrian Bridge and all associated improvements. 

8. General Provisions 

8.1  Assignment. This Agreement may not be assigned without the approval of either 
party. 

8.2 Notices. Any notice permitted or required by this Agreement shall be deemed 
received, if delivered, when actually received, or, if mailed, on the third day after mailing 
by registered or certified mail, postage prepaid, to the party’s address set forth below their 
respective signatures to this Agreement, or to such other address designated in writing to 
the other parties. 
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8.3 Attorney’s Fees. In the event of any dispute between the parties regarding the 
enforcement or effect of this Agreement, including one subject to arbitration, the non-
prevailing party in any such dispute shall pay the prevailing party’s reasonable attorney’s 
fees and costs incurred. In the event of arbitration, the fees of the arbitrator and the cost of 
the arbitration shall be paid by the non-prevailing party. In the event that neither party 
wholly prevails, the court or arbitrator, as applicable, may apportions the costs or fees as 
the court or arbitrator deems appropriate. 

8.4 Further Cooperation. Each of the signatures to this Easement Agreement agree to 
execute such other documents and to perform such other acts as may be reasonably 
necessary or desirable to further the expressed and intent purpose of this Easement 
Agreement. 

8.5 Exhibits.  The following Exhibits are attached and incorporated by reference: 

 
Exhibit A – Easement Agreement 
 

8.6 Amendment. This Agreement may only be amended by a written agreement signed 
by both parties. 

 
IN WITNESS of this, the undersigned have executed this Easement Agreement as of this 
________ day of ______________________, 2011. 

 

 
NEWMARKET MILLS, LLC 

 
 
 
 
                                                          By: ______________________________ 
                                                                Eric J. Chinburg, Managing Member 
          
 
 

 

 
 
                                                        TOWN OF NEWMARKET       
    
 
 
 
 

By: ____________________________   
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STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 
COUNTY OF STRAFORD                            ____________ __, 2011 
  
Personally appeared, Eric J, Chinburg, managing member of Newmarket Mills, LLC, 
known to me, or satisfactorily proven to be the person whose name is subscribed to the 
foregoing and acknowledged that he executed the same for the purposes therein contained. 
 
 
 
                                                                  Before me,   
 
 
                                                                  ___________________________ 
                                                                  Justice of the Peace/Notary Public 
                                                                    My Commission Expires:  
 
 
STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 
COUNTY OF ROCKINGHAM                           ____________ __, 2011 
  
Personally appeared, _________________, Town Manager of the Town of Newmarket, 
known to me, or satisfactorily proven to be the person whose name is subscribed to the 
foregoing and acknowledged that he executed the same for the purposes therein contained. 
 
 

Before me, 
                          

___________________________ 
                                                                  Justice of the Peace/Notary Public 
                                                                    My Commission Expires: 
 



Easement Agreement 9-7-2011 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION 

AND PEDESTRIAN ACCESS EASEMENT 

 
This Temporary Construction and Pedestrian Access Easement (the “Easement Agreement”) is 
entered by and between Newmarket Mills, LLC (“Grantor”), a New Hampshire limited liability 
company, with an address of 8 Newmarket Road, Durham, NH 03824 and the Town of 
Newmarket (“Grantee”), a New Hampshire body, corporate and politic, with offices at 186 Main 
Street, Town of Newmarket, County of Strafford, and State of New Hampshire 03857, and its 
assigns. 

 
RECITALS 

 
A.  Grantor owns of record certain real property located in Rockingham Country identified 

on the Town of Newmarket Tax Maps as Tax Map U2-__ and U2-____ located on Main 
Street, Newmarket, Rockingham Country, New Hampshire, as more specifically 
described on the attached and incorporated Exhibit A (“Grantor’s Property”). 

 
B.  Town has obtained a grant from the Department of Transportation of the State of New 

Hampshire (“DOT”) to construct a certain improvements over NH Route 108 (the 
“Pedestrian Bridge”) in the Town of Newmarket under the Transportation Enhancement 
Program created by the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 
(“ISTEA”) pursuant to Transportation Enhancement Program Local Project Agreement 
For Town of Newmarket Project #16048 the (“TEP”). 
 

C.  Grantor has agreed to grant Grantee a temporary construction easement to construct the 
Pedestrian Bridge over a portion of Grantor’s Property as more particularly described 
below. 
 

D.  Grantor has agreed to grant Grantee a pedestrian access easement to the Pedestrian Bridge 
for the benefit of the public over a portion of Grantor’s Property as more particularly 
described below.  
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NOW, THEREFORE, for value received Grantor and Grantee covenant and agree as follows: 
 

1. Grant of Easements 

1.1 Temporary Construction Easement.  Grantor hereby grants to Grantee, its 
successors and assigns, a temporary, non-exclusive easement (the “Temporary 
Construction Easement”) over, under, in, along and across and upon a portion of 
Grantor’s Property described on the attached and incorporated Exhibit B (the “Temporary 
Easement Area”) for the use in the construction of the Pedestrian Bridge and other 
construction purposes reasonably related to the construction of the Pedestrian Bridge.  

1.2   Pedestrian Access Easement.  Grantor hereby grants to Grantee, its successors and 
assigns, a non-exclusive pedestrian access easement (the “Pedestrian Access Easement”) over, 
under, in along and across and upon a portion of Grantor’s Property described on the attached 
and incorporated Exhibit C (the “Pedestrian Access Easement Area”) for pedestrian access by 
the public to the Pedestrian Bridge to connect [the parking lots on the west side of Main 
Street to the Mill Buildings]. 

 

2. Term of Easements 

2.1   Temporary Construction Easement.  The Temporary Construction Easement 
shall commence on the date of this Easement Agreement and shall automatically terminate 
and expire upon the (i) the date construction of the Pedestrian Bridge is completed or (ii) 
__________ 2014, whichever shall first occur.  Upon the expiration of the Temporary 
Construction Easement, all rights and benefits of the Grantee in, to and under this Easement 
Agreement with respect to the Temporary Construction Easement shall automatically 
terminate and be of no further force and effect. 

2.2   Pedestrian Access Easement.  The Pedestrian Access Easement shall commence 
of on the date of the Pedestrian Bridge is completed and shall run with the land and continue 
in full force and effect until Grantee has “abandoned” it rights hereunder as such term is 
defined in Section 9.6 below.  

 

3. Construction of the Pedestrian Bridge 

3.1   Compliance With Laws.  Grantee shall construct the Pedestrian Bridge in 
accordance with the approved design documents in a good and workmanlike manner and in 
compliance with the applicable statutes, ordinances, rules and regulations of all governing 
public authorities as those statutes, ordinances, rules and regulations are amended from time 
to time.  

3.2   Substantial Completion. Town shall and achieve “substantial completion" of the 
Pedestrian Bridge within six (6) months of the date of the grant of the Easement Agreement (the 
"Pedestrian Bridge Completion Date"). "Substantial Completion" shall mean the completion of 
all "Work" (as those terms are defined in the then current AIA Contract for Construction) in 
accordance with the approved design documents and issuance of a permit for use or occupancy. 
In the event the construction of the Pedestrian Bridge is not completed on or before the 
Pedestrian Bridge Completion Date, then the Easement Agreement shall be extinguished and 
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rescinded and no longer in effect, and all rights of access and entry with respect to the Easements 
shall revert to the Owner. The Pedestrian Bridge Completion Date may be extended upon mutual 
agreement in writing between the Town and Owner. 

3.3   Cost/Lien Free Construction.  Grantee shall bear and promptly pay without the 
imposition of any lien or charge on or against all or any portion of the Grantor’s Property all 
costs and expenses of construction of the Pedestrian Bridge and associated improvements. 

3.4   Restoration. In the event the surface of any easement area is disturbed by Grantee’s 
exercise of any of its easement rights under this Easement Agreement, such area shall be restored 
to the condition in which it existed at the commencement of such activities.  

 

4. Bill of Sale; Plans 

4.1   Bill of Sale.  Once construction of the Pedestrian Bridge is complete the Grantee 
shall obtain engineer’s certificate that the Pedestrian Bridge has been constructed in 
compliance with the approved design documents and is safe and shall convey all right title 
and interest to the Grantor via a Bill of Sale.   

4.2  Plans. Upon Grantor’s request, Grantee shall provide Grantor with as-built drawings 
and a survey showing the location of the Pedestrian Bridge and all associated improvements. 

 

5. Limitations on Pedestrian Access 

5.1  Hours.  Use of the Pedestrian Access Easement shall be limited to Monday – 
Saturday 9:00 am to 6:00 pm, and such other times there are activities and events are scheduled 
at the Civic Center operates.  Grantor reserves the right to change the times as it deems necessary 
and reserves the right to terminate access during emergencies and repairs. 

5.2   Rules and Regulations.  Grantor reserves the right to impose certain rules and 
restrictions on the access and use of the Pedestrian Bridge to promote safety and to prohibit  
loitering, breaches of the peace, or the destruction or vandalism of the of the Pedestrian Bridge 
any part of thereof. 

 

6. Maintenance and Repair of Pedestrian Bridge 

6.1   Once constructed, Grantor, at Grantor’s sole cost and expense, shall maintain 
and repair the Pedestrian Bridge and associated improvements. 

6.2    Grantor shall keep the Pedestrian Bridge in clean and safe condition and remove all 
trash, snow and ice from the Pedestrian Bridge. 

 

7. Insurance 

7.1   Grantee shall procure and maintain insurance throughout the existence of the 
Easements a policy or policies of insurance, at its sole cost and expense, insuring both 
Grantor and Grantee against all claims, demands or actions arising out of or in connection 
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with the use of the Easements, the limits of such policy or policies to be in an amount not 
less than $2,000,000 in respect of injuries to or death of any one person, and in an amount 
not less than $2,000,000 in respect of any one accident or disaster, [and in an amount not 
less than $500,000 in respect of property damaged or destroyed], and to be written by 
insurance companies reasonably satisfactory to Grantor. Grantee shall obtain a written 
obligation on the part of each insurance company to notify Grantor at least twenty (20) days 
prior to cancellation or material modification of such insurance. Such insurance shall name 
Grantor as an additional named insured, provide for coverage on an "occurrence" basis and 
otherwise be in form reasonably satisfactory to Grantor. Such policies or duly executed 
certificates of insurance shall be promptly delivered to Grantor and renewals thereof as 
required shall be delivered to Grantor at least twenty (20) days prior to the expiration of the 
respective policy terms. 

7.2  Grantee hereby agrees to indemnify and hold Grantor harmless from any liabilities, 
damages, losses, expenses or claims (including any court costs and attorney's fees) arising out of 
the use of the Temporary Construction Easement or Pedestrian Access Easement (collectively, 
the “Easements”) by the public, or any of its agents, employees, contractors, or licensees of the 
Grantor in or about the Easements, except for causes arising out of the negligence of the Grantor 
or any of its agents, employees, contractors or licensees. The provisions of this Section shall 
survive the termination of this Easement Agreement with respect to any claims or liability 
accruing or occurring prior to such termination. 

7.3   [Grantor shall procure and maintain property insurance insuring the Pedestrian 
Bridge in the amount reasonably determined by Grantor to be appropriate.] 

7.4  All insurance required to be maintained by a party hereunder shall contain a 
waiver of subrogation. 
 

8. Signage 

8.1   Grantee shall be allowed to place signs for informational and educational purposes 
such as historical display, direction signs and notices of public safety on the Pedestrian Access 
Easement, subject to the Grantor’s review and approval of the design, content and location which 
approval shall not be unreasonably withheld. 

8.2   During the construction, Grantor shall place signs on Grantor’s Property giving 
notice to tenants and occupants of the Mill Building that access to the Temporary Construction 
Easement Area is prohibited. 

9. General Provisions 
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9.1   Covenants Running with the Land/Assignment. The parties to this Easement 
Agreement acknowledge and agree that the easements and other rights conferred by this 
Easement Agreement are intended to, and do, constitute covenants that run with the land and 
shall inure to the benefit of and be binding upon the parties and their respective grantees, 
heirs, successors and assigns.  

9.2   Effective Date. This Easement Agreement shall be effective upon the date it is 
executed by an authorized representative of each signing party. 

9.3   Authorized Representative. Each individual signing on behalf of a party to this 
Easement Agreement states that he or she is the duly authorized representative of the 
signing party and that his or her signature on this Easement Agreement has been duly 
authorized by, and creates the binding and enforceable obligation of, the party on whose 
behalf the representative is signing. 

9.4   Notices. Any notice permitted or required by this Easement Agreement shall be 
deemed received, if delivered, when actually received, or, if mailed, on the third day after 
mailing by registered or certified mail, postage prepaid, to the party’s address set forth 
below their respective signatures to this Easement Agreement, or to such other address 
designated in writing to the other parties. 

9.5   Attorney’s Fees. In the event of any dispute between the parties regarding the 
enforcement or effect of this Easement Agreement, including one subject to arbitration, the 
non-prevailing party in any such dispute shall pay the prevailing party’s reasonable 
attorney’s fees and costs incurred. In the event of arbitration, the fees of the arbitrator and 
the cost of the arbitration shall be paid by the non-prevailing party. In the event that neither 
party wholly prevails, the court or arbitrator, as applicable, may apportions the costs or fees 
as the court or arbitrator deems appropriate. 

9.6   Abandonment. In the event Grantee or its successors and assigns abandon or 
terminate their use of all of the improvements for a period of thirty-six (36) consecutive 
months, this Easement Agreement and all easement rights granted hereunder shall terminate. 

9.7   Further Cooperation. Each of the signatures to this Easement Agreement agree to 
execute such other documents and to perform such other acts as may be reasonably 
necessary or desirable to further the expressed and intent purpose of this Easement 
Agreement. 

9.8   Exhibits.  The following Exhibits are attached and incorporated by reference: 

 
Exhibit A – Legal Description of Grantor’s Property 

Exhibit B-Legal Description of Temporary Easement Agreement 

Exhibit C-Legal Description of Pedestrian Access Easement 
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9.9   Amendment. This Agreement may only be amended by a written agreement signed 
by both parties. 

9.10  Title Reference.  For title reference see the Warranty Deed from the Town of 
Newmarket dated ______________, and recorded at the Rockingham County Registry of 
Deeds at Book ______, Page ________. 

 
IN WITNESS of this, the undersigned have executed this Easement Agreement as of this 
________ day of ______________________, 2011. 

 
 

NEWMARKET MILLS, LLC 
 
 
 
 
                                                         By: ______________________________ 
                                                                Eric J. Chinburg, Managing Member 
 
                                                        

TOWN OF NEWMARKET       
    
 
 
 

By: ____________________________  
 
 
 
 
 
STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 
COUNTY OF STRAFORD                            ____________ __, 2011 
  
Personally appeared, Eric J, Chinburg, managing member of Newmarket Mills, LLC, 
known to me, or satisfactorily proven to be the person whose name is subscribed to the 
foregoing and acknowledged that he executed the same for the purposes therein 
contained. 
 
                                                                  Before me,   
 
 
 
                                                                  ___________________________ 
                                                                   Justice of the Peace/Notary Public 
                                                                    My Commission Expires:  
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STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 
COUNTY OF ROCKINGHAM                           ____________ __, 2011 
  
Personally appeared, _________________, Town Manager of the Town of 
Newmarket, known to me, or satisfactorily proven to be the person whose name is 
subscribed to the foregoing and acknowledged that he executed the same for the 
purposes therein contained. 
 

Before me,   
 
 
 
___________________________ 

                                                                   Justice of the Peace/Notary Public 
                                                                    My Commission Expires: 
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  New Hampshire Natural Heritage Bureau 

NHB DataCheck Results Letter 

Department of Resources and Economic Development DRED/NHB 
Division of Forests and Lands  PO Box 1856 
(603) 271-2214     fax:  271-6488  Concord  NH   03302-1856 

 To: TJ Labore, Dubois & King, Inc. 
18 Constitution Drive Suite 8 
 
Bedford, NH  03110 
 

 From: NH Natural Heritage Bureau 

 Date: 8/14/2012 (valid for one year from this date) 

 Re: Review by NH Natural Heritage Bureau of request submitted 8/8/2012 

   

NHB File ID: NHB12-2145 Applicant: TJ Labore 
    

Location: Newmarket 
60 Main St Newmarket NH 03857 

Project 
Description:

  
The Town of Newmarket proposed to construct a pedestrian 
skybridge across Rte 108 (Main St) to connect the existing parking lot 
and historic mill building through the FHWA / NHDOT’s 
Transportation Enhancement Program 

 
The NH Natural Heritage database has been checked by staff of the NH Natural Heritage Bureau 
and/or the NH Nongame and Endangered Species Program for records of rare species and 
exemplary natural communities near the area mapped below. The species considered include 
those listed as Threatened or Endangered by either the state of New Hampshire or the federal 
government. 
 
It was determined that, although there was a NHB record (e.g., rare wildlife, plant, and/or natural 
community) present in the vicinity, we do not expect that it will be impacted by the proposed 
project. This determination was made based on the project information submitted via the NHB 
Datacheck Tool on 8/8/2012, and cannot be used for any other project. 



  
  New Hampshire Natural Heritage Bureau 

NHB DataCheck Results Letter 

Department of Resources and Economic Development DRED/NHB 
Division of Forests and Lands  PO Box 1856 
(603) 271-2214     fax:  271-6488  Concord  NH   03302-1856 

MAP OF PROJECT BOUNDARIES FOR: NHB12-2145 
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23 High Street 

Portsmouth, NH 03801 

603.431.8701 

Fax: 422.8707 

www.destefanoarchitects.com 

 

Code Summary - Preliminary 
  

Date:   20 September 2012 

Re:   Newmarket Sky Bridge 

From:   Robert J. Harbeson, AIA, DeStefano Architects (D|A) 

 

I Applicable Code Documents 

A. International Building Code, 2009 (IBC) 
 

B. NFPA Life Safety Code 101, 2009 (NFPA) 

C. NEC 2008 

D. Town of Newmarket  – Zoning district  

E. International Plumbing Code 2009 

F. International Mechanical Code 2009 

G. International Energy Conservation Code 2009 

H. NFPA 1 - Uniform Fire Code 2009 

I. ICC/ANSI A117.1-2003 – American National Standards Institute: Accessible and Usable 
Buildings and Facilities 

J. ADAAG – 1998, Americans with Disabilities Act Accessibility Guidelines for Buildings and 
Facilities 

K. Town of Newmarket, NH Building Code Amendments 
 

L. International Existing Building Code 2009 

Summary: A stair tower, elevator, associated mechanical spaces, and municipal storage for access to a 
conditioned pedestrian bridge, and stairway to connect the sidewalk, parking structure, and mill building. This 
specific use is NOT covered directly by the building and life safety codes, and the approach below has been 
determined through mutual agreement by the Newmarket Building Inspector, the Newmarket Life Safety 
Officer, and DeStefano Architects at a meeting on 4 September 2012. The Stair, Elevator, and Bridge are for 
convenience, are not a required means of egress from any building or structure, and their only occupancy / 
egress requirements are related to their own area. 
 

 



II Occupancy Classification – TBD 

     The building shall be constructed using Type IIB construction 
      
     Use is presumed to be Low Storage (S2) which by NH Table 503 and Type IIB construction  

is permitted to be: 
 3 Stories, 40 feet 
 14,400 sf 
 
 Proposed structure is 3 stories, appx. 39 feet.  
 Proposed structure is appx. 1000 sf total for stair tower and bridge. 
 
It is not known if sprinklers are desired for this structure, they do not appear to be required  
for height and area. 
 
Open area increases are available for this structure, but it does not appear that they will be  
required for height and area.  
 
Using 200 sf / occupant for Parking Garage as a reference for occupancy of this 
structure it results in an occupancy of approximately 10 including both bridge and stair 
tower. 
 
Per IBC 1022.1 exception 1 a stairway is not required to be enclosed when the stairway 
serves an occupant load of less than 10 and the stairway is not open to more than one 
story above or below its level of discharge.  
 
 Occupancy of the stair need not be factored in to the egress requirements for the 
stair. Therefore occupancy is well under 10 persons. Additionally, there is egress to the 
stair directly to the exterior from the first two levels. 
 
 

 
 III  Fire-Resistance Rated Construction 
 

For the Elevator: Per 708.4 shaft enclosures shall have a fire-resistance rating of not less 
than 1 hour where connecting less than 4 stories, and not less than the floor assembly 
penetrated. 
 
Per 708.2 exception 14 a shaft enclosure is not required for elevator hoistways in open or 
enclosed parking garages that serve only the parking garage.  
 

- Note: this item is provided for reference, as this stair / elevator tower does 
not serve as a required means of egress from any location. It does not 
directly have a use group associated with it as it is simply a public way. 
However, it does connect to a parking structure it may be considered to be 
associated with it. Regardless of this, we are noting that the hoistway and 
mechanical spaces shall be rated 1-hour and believe that this meets or exceeds 
any requirement.  

      
     Mechanical room associated with Elevator shall be 1-hr fire rated construction for all  

Surfaces (walls, floor, ceiling). 1-hr rated door shall be on auto-closer. 
 

Mechanical room associated with future HVAC equipment for conditioning the bridge 
shall be in 1-hour rated construction for all surfaces and accessed by door with auto 
closer, similar to item above.  
 
Storage room shall be 1-hr rated construction for all surfaces and accessed by door with 
auto-closer, similar to item above.  
 
 
 



Per IBC 1027.1 exception 4 it is believed that the stair is not required to be enclosed at this 
location. This item is to be determined at a meeting with Code Enforcement Officer, Life 
Safety Officer, and Architect on Tuesday 28 August 2012. 

 
      
 
    IV Occupant Needs 
 

Egress: Two exits have been provided at each floor of the stair tower. In all cases, the stair 
itself and an additional exit. At the first two floors this is to the exterior, at the upper floor 
it is to the pedestrian bridge. The bridge and stair tower only act as egress components for 
the stair tower and bridge. The existing mill building has already been provided with egress 
to meet code requirements. The pedestrian bridge is simply a convenience exit from that 
structure to the parking structure. It is not a required means of egress.  

 
     1. Guardrails – NFPA 7.2.2.4.5.2 and NFPA 7.2.2.4.5.3 

i. Height:  Guards shall not be less then 42” high 
Openings:  open guards shall have intermediate rails or ornamental 
pattern such that a 4” sphere cannot pass through, or 21” for 
service areas only 

2. Egress Doors –NFPA 7.2.1.2.3 new 
Minimum width:  32” clear width when door is fully open 
Swing (7.2.1.4.4): Egress door swings shall not leave less than one-half of the 

required width of an aisle, corridor, passageway, or landing 
unobstructed and shall not project more than 7” into the required width 
of an aisle, corridor, passageway, or landing, when fully open. The 
landing shall have a width not less than the width of the door.  

 Per 12.2.2.2.3 all egress doors shall have panic hardware. 
 
 Proposed: All doors in this project have been proposed to be 3’-0” or 

larger. 
 

3. Width of components at stairs and bridge have been determined for comfort. All 
components greatly exceed the required width for egress of this occupancy 
number. 

 
4. Stairways – IBC 1009.1 and NFPA Table 7.2.2.2.1 (a) New Stairs 

a. Minimum Width:  44” 
(Minimum of 48” clear width between handrails for an accessible egress 
path when an Area of Refuge is required) 
  
Proposed 44” stairs with 48” landings. No Area of Refuge is required as 
there is egress at the floor level at each story. 
 

b. Clear of all obstructions, except projections not more than 3-1/2 inches at 
or below handrail height on each side.  

c. Min. headroom:   6’-8” 
d. Max. height between  Landings:  12’ 
e. Treads and risers: 

1. Max. height of risers: 7 in.  
2. Min. height of risers: 4 in. 
3. Min. tread depth: 11 in. 

 
5. Handrails – NFPA 7.2.2.4.5 

a. Height: 34” – 38” above nosing 
b. Clearance: Handrails shall not project more than 3.5” into width of stair 

on each side.  



c. Extensions: Non –continuous handrails between flights of stairs shall 
extend horizontally not less than 12” beyond the top riser and continue to 
slope for a depth of one tread beyond the bottom riser.  

d. Ends: Must return to wall or floor or shall terminate at newel posts.  
e. Grip size: circular with dim. Of not less than 1-1/4” and not more than 2”.  

 
6. This project may be completed in phases. It is NOT required that it be fully roofed 

or enclosed, but it must be maintained against ice and snow. 
 

7. Life Safety Officer has stated that for Newmarket, the inside clear dimension of 
the elevator must be a minimum of 4’-3”x6’-9”. Per IBC 3002.4 the elevator does 
not connect 4 or more stories and therefore does not need to meet a stretcher 
requirement, but must simply meet the minimum accessibility requirements per ANSI 
for sizing. 

 
V Energy Code 
 
 Per Table 502.3 a maximum of 40% of the vertical wall surface of the structure may be open   
 (glass or other opening). If this structure is conditioned, and/or is to comply with IECC  

2009 the open area must be significantly reduced.  
 
Additionally, if the structure is conditioned, it will likely be necessary to frame a wall 
inboard of the structural framing of the bridge in order to meet the requirements both for 
R value and continuous insulation.   
 
Per meeting with Town of Newmarket Building Inspeoctor 4 September 2012 it was agreed 
that this is a unique structure, the use of which is not specifically noted in the building 
code. It was determined that the structure will NOT be required to meet the requirements of 
a building for glass area. If considered with the abutting mill building the total structure 
would be well within the requirements. Additionally, this will be tempered space for comfort, 
and to prevent condensation, etc. at the interior of the structure. It will NOT be 
conditioned space.  
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MEMORANDUM 
  
TO: Town of Newmarket Sky Pedestrian Bridge Committee  
  
RE: Sky Pedestrian Bridge (NHDOT Project No. 16048 / FHWA Project No. X-A001(108) 

Conceptual Engineer’s Opinion of Probable Construction Cost 
  
DATE: September 7, 2012 
 
The attached Conceptual Engineer’s Opinion of Probable Construction Cost was prepared for the 
proposed Town of Newmarket Sky Pedestrian Bridge over Route 108 (Main Street).  This conceptual 
construction cost estimate was prepared based on the following: 
 

1. The site, architectural floor, elevation, section and detail plans dated August 15, 2012; please see 
Monthly Committee Meeting minutes dated August 18, 2012. 

 
2. The project is divided into two (2) phases.   

 
• Phase I – defined by the above-noted plan set, including a roof system over the Stair Tower, 

elevator and Pedestrian Bridge.   
 
• Phase II as defined by the combination of Phases II and III of the above-noted plan set. 

 
3. No impact to the existing off-street parking lot masonry wall located along the westerly side of the 

proposed Stair Tower.  It is assumed that modifications would be required to the design of the 
Stair Tower to achieve this assumption. 

 
As a result, the Conceptual Engineer’s Opinion of Probable Construction Cost is as follows: 
 

Town of Newmarket Sky Pedestrian Bridge over Route 108  
Conceptual Engineer’s Opinion of Probable Construction Cost – Phase I 

Item Building Bridge Total 

Phase I Construction $486,500 $248,500 $735,000 

Contingency (15%) $73,000 $37,300 $110,300 

Design A/E Fees (8%)** $39,000 $19,800 $58,800 

Construction A/E Fees (8%)** $39,000 $19,800 $58,800 

Phase I Total $637,500 $325,400 $962,900 

    

Town of Newmarket Sky Pedestrian Bridge over Route 108  
Conceptual Engineer’s Opinion of Probable Construction Cost – Phase II 

Item Building Bridge Total 

Phase II Construction $93,800 $27,700 $121,500 

Contingency (15%) $14,100 $4,200 $18,300 

Design A/E Fees (8%)** $7,500 $2,200 $9,700 

Construction A/E Fees (8%)** $7,500 $2,200 $9,700 

Phase II Total $122,900 $36,300 $159,200 

Phase I and II Total $1,122,100 
**Note: Design and Construction A/E Fees are assumed. 

 ENGINEERING • PLANNING • MANAGEMENT • DEVELOPMENT 

18 Constitution Drive, Suite 8 
Bedford, NH 03110 
Tele: (603) 637-1043 
Fax:  (866) 783-7101 
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MEMORANDUM 
  
TO: Town of Newmarket Sky Pedestrian Bridge Committee  
  
RE: Sky Pedestrian Bridge (NHDOT Project No. 16048 / FHWA Project No. X-A001(108) 

Conceptual Engineer’s Opinion of Probable Construction Cost – Alternatives 
  
DATE: October 26, 2012 (Rev. 10/29/12) 
 
The following memorandum summarizes the total probable architectural/engineering (A/E) and 
construction costs associated with design alternatives of the above-referenced project.  Design 
alternatives were based on discussions of the previous Committee meeting held on September 21, 2012. 
 
In preparing design alternatives, the original project layout (dated August 15, 2012) was first established 
as the basis of design.  The exercise then systematically eliminated (and added as necessary) design 
component of the original project layout.  At each interval of eliminating a design component, a design 
alternative was identified.  The process of progressively removing design components continued until no 
further components could be removed.  A total of 3 design alternatives were prepared for this 
memorandum and assumes no project phasing. 
 
In preparing probable construction costs associated with each design alternative, the original probable 
construction costs (dated September 7, 2012) was combined (Phase I and II) identified as the initial cost.  
Line item credits (and adds) were then applied to the original and subsequent cost estimates for each 
design alternative.  Once all construction costs were identified a fifteen percent (15%) contingency, eight 
percent (8%) A/E design fee and eight percent (8%) A/E construction fee was applied to calculate the total 
probable architectural/engineering (A/E) and construction costs of each alternative.  Please note, design 
A/E fees are assumed for all alternatives.   
 
Original Project Layout: 

• Stair Tower – 3 floors from Main Street to Bridge Level, including interior stairs, elevator, 
mechanical room, HVAC, interior wire mesh/exterior store front glass windows and roof. 

• Sky Bridge – 71 feet in length, one (1) support column, foundation, HVAC, interior wire mesh/store 
front glass windows and roof.  

 
Alternative 1: 

• Stair Tower – eliminate elevator, mechanical room, HVAC and exterior store front glass window; 
add ADA ramp from Main Street to Parking Level and from Parking Level to Bridge Level. 

• Sky Bridge – eliminate HVAC and exterior store front glass window. 
 
Alternative 2: 

• Stair Tower – eliminate interior stairs and exterior ADA ramp (both) from Main Street to Parking 
Level; maintain ADA ramp from Parking Level to Bridge Level and no elevator / mechanical room. 

• Sky Bridge – maintain no HVAC and exterior store front glass window. 
 
Alternative 3: 

• Stair Tower – eliminate in its entirety; maintain ADA ramp from Parking Level to Bridge Level; add 
exterior stairs from Parking Level to Bridge Level. 

• Sky Bridge – length increased to 92 feet; add second support column. 
 

 ENGINEERING • PLANNING • MANAGEMENT • DEVELOPMENT 

18 Constitution Drive, Suite 8 
Bedford, NH 03110 
Tele: (603) 637-1043 
Fax:  (866) 783-7101 
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Town of Newmarket Sky Pedestrian Bridge over Route 108  
Conceptual Engineer’s Opinion of Probable Construction Cost – Original Project 

Item Building Bridge Total 

Original Construction Total $580,300 $281,600** $861,900 

Contingency (15%) $87,100 $42,200 $129,300 

Design A/E Fees (8%) $46,500 $22,500 $69,000 

Construction A/E Fees (8%) $46,500 $22,500 $69,000 

Original Project Total $760,400 $368,800 $1,129,200 

 

Town of Newmarket Sky Pedestrian Bridge over Route 108  
Conceptual Engineer’s Opinion of Probable Construction Cost – Alternative 1 

Item Building Bridge Total 

Original Construction Total $580,300 $281,600 $861,900 

Credit – Elevator/Mechanical ($102,900)  ($102,900) 

Credit – HVAC and Glass ($93,800) ($27,700) ($121,500) 

Add – Ramp Main to Parking $168,800  $168,800 

Add – Ramp Parking to Bridge $128,600  $128,600 

Total Construction $681,000 $253,900 $934,900 

Contingency (15%) $102,200 $38,100 $140,300 

Design A/E Fees (8%) $54,500 $20,300 $74,800 

Construction A/E Fees (8%) $54,500 $20,300 $74,800 

Original Project Total 892,200 $326,600 $1,224,800 
 

Town of Newmarket Sky Pedestrian Bridge over Route 108  
Conceptual Engineer’s Opinion of Probable Construction Cost – Alternative 2 

Item Building Bridge Total 

Alternative 1 Construction Total $681,000 $253,900 $934,900 

Credit – Ramp Main to Parking ($168,800)  ($168,800) 

Credit – Stairs Main to Parking ($82,700)  ($82,700) 

Total Construction $429,500 $253,900 $683,400 

Contingency (15%) $64,500 $38,100 $102,600 

Design A/E Fees (8%) $34,400 $20,300 $54,700 

Construction A/E Fees (8%) $34,400 $20,300 $54,700 

Original Project Total $562,800 $326,600 $895,400 
 

Town of Newmarket Sky Pedestrian Bridge over Route 108  
Conceptual Engineer’s Opinion of Probable Construction Cost – Alternative 3 

Item Building Bridge Total 

Alternative 2 Construction Total $429,500 $253,900 $683,400 

Credit – Stair Tower ($399,176)  ($399,176) 

Add – Stairs Parking to Bridge $40,300  $40,300 

Add – 71 to 92 bridge length  $60,400 $60,400 

Add – Second support column  $12,000 $12,000 

Total Construction $70,600 $326,300 $396,900 

Contingency (15%) $10,600 $48,900 $59,500 

Design A/E Fees (8%) $5,600 $26,100 $31,700 

Construction A/E Fees (8%) $5,600 $26,100 $31,700 

Original Project Total $92,400 427,400 $519,800 
 

**The original bridge cost has been modified to replace the on-site construction of the bridge structure with a pre-
fabricated as estimated by Contech; approximately $100k is maintained as on-site work to be completed as 
considered not to be included within the pre-fabricated scope. 



9025 Centre Pointe Drive
Suite 400

West Chester, Ohio 45069
(513) 645-7000
(800) 344-2102

Fax: (513) 645-7689
www.contech-cpi.com

10/29/2012

Scott Bourcier
Dubois & King
18 Constitution Drive 
Suite 8
Bedford, NH  03110
603-637-1043 ext 13

Subject: New Market Sky Bridge, New Market Sky Bridge, NH , (CONTECH Project #401625)

CONTECH will fabricate and deliver the following described Continental Pedestrian Bridge components and appurtenances:

DESCRIPTION OF SUPPLIED MATERIALS:
1 - 71 x 8.5 Continental Gateway Bridge

3-Coat Paint Finish
6" Concrete Deck (Galv. Form Deck)
Design stresses in accordance with 
No safety Railing provided
No Handrail or Rub Rail Provided
Uniform Live Load of 100 psf psf
No Vehicle Load
Delivered in 1 sections
Provide 2" mesh panels in the plane of the truss
Bridge to be a Verendeel truss with no diagonals
Includes framing for a shallow pitched roof.  Roofing and any glazing to be provided by others.
Roof framing to ship seperately and to be installed by contractor

ESTIMATE: $181,600 Delivered (F.O.B.)

Estimated Heaviest Crane Pick: 41,300 lbs

- Excavate and/or construction for the structure & foundations
- Provide and install anchor bolts
- Unload and set structure utilizing crane 
- Touch-Up paint work
- Third-party testing 

   - Materials and work for reinforced concrete deck slab

Respectfully,

Steve
802-233-9110 

CC: Jay Jennato
603-627-2214

The following is a Continental Pedestrian Bridge System ENGINEER’S COST ESTIMATE for the subject project. This ESTIMATE is 
intended for preliminary estimating purposes only and should not be interpreted as a final QUOTATION. The information presented is 
based on the most current data made available to CONTECH.

These costs do not include the foundation, or installation costs.  As part of the construction process, the contractor is to perform the 
items listed below in accordance with the installation drawings:

Please contact me should you have any questions or need additional information. Thank you for your interest in the Continental 
Pedestrian Bridge System.



9025 Centre Pointe Drive
Suite 400

West Chester, Ohio 45069
(513) 645-7000
(800) 344-2102

Fax: (513) 645-7689
www.contech-cpi.com

10/29/2012

Scott Bourcier
Dubois & King
18 Constitution Drive 
Suite 8
Bedford, NH  03110
603-637-1043 ext 13

Subject: New Market Sky Bridge, New Market Sky Bridge, NH , (CONTECH Project #401625)

CONTECH will fabricate and deliver the following described Continental Pedestrian Bridge components and appurtenances:

DESCRIPTION OF SUPPLIED MATERIALS:
1 - 92 x 8.5 Continental Gateway Bridge

3-Coat Paint Finish
6" Concrete Deck (Galv. Form Deck)
Design stresses in accordance with 
No safety Railing provided
No Handrail or Rub Rail Provided
Uniform Live Load of 100 psf psf
No Vehicle Load
Delivered in 2 sections
Provide 2" mesh panels in the plane of the truss
Bridge to be a Verendeel truss with no diagonals
Includes framing for a shallow pitched roof.  Roofing and any glazing to be provided by others.
Roof framing to ship seperately and to be installed by contractor

ESTIMATE: $242,000 Delivered (F.O.B.)

Estimated Heaviest Crane Pick: 54,600 lbs

- Excavate and/or construction for the structure & foundations
- Provide and install anchor bolts
- Unload and set structure utilizing crane 
- Touch-Up paint work
- Third-party testing 

   - Materials and work for reinforced concrete deck slab

Respectfully,

Steve
802-233-9110 

CC: Jay Jennato
603-627-2214

The following is a Continental Pedestrian Bridge System ENGINEER’S COST ESTIMATE for the subject project. This ESTIMATE is 
intended for preliminary estimating purposes only and should not be interpreted as a final QUOTATION. The information presented is 
based on the most current data made available to CONTECH.

These costs do not include the foundation, or installation costs.  As part of the construction process, the contractor is to perform the 
items listed below in accordance with the installation drawings:

Please contact me should you have any questions or need additional information. Thank you for your interest in the Continental 
Pedestrian Bridge System.
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Scott M. Bourcier, P.E. 
Project Manager 

    
 
 
 
 

 
 

MEMORANDUM 
  
TO: File 
  
RE: Newmarket Sky Pedestrian Bridge (Engineering Study) – NHDOT Meeting 
  
DATE: March 7, 2013 
 
The purpose of this memorandum is to document the above-referenced project’s meeting with the New 
Hampshire Department of Transportation – Planning Bureau held on March 6, 2013. 
 
Attendees 
Robert Hudson  NHDOT – Planning Bureau  Project Manager 
Thomas Jameson NHDOT – Planning Bureau  TE Division Manager 
Stephen Fournier Town of Newmarket   Town Administrator 
Rick Malasky  Town of Newmarket   Public Works Director / Fire Chief 
Scott Bourcier  DuBois & King, Inc.   Project Manager 
 
Minutes 
 

1. NHDOT Meeting 
A. Robert Hudson explained to the group that the purpose of the meeting was to discuss the 

New Hampshire Department of Transportation’s (NHDOT) and Federal Highway 
Administration’s (FHWA) concerns with the direction of the project.  Bob reported to the group 
that DuBois & King has done a well in-depth alternative evaluation and cost analysis of the 
project.   

 
B. Bob requested that Scott Bourcier provide a summary of the alternatives and the associated 

costs.  Scott reported that four (4) alternatives were reviewed.  Below is a summary 
description of the alternatives and the total project estimated costs (including the current 
engineering study fee, anticipated design and construction fees). 

 
i. Original Project Layout: 

a. Stair Tower – 3 floors from Main Street to Bridge Level, including interior stairs, 
elevator, mechanical room, HV, interior wire mesh/exterior store front glass windows 
and roof.  

b. Sky Bridge – 71 feet in length, one (1) support column, foundation, HVAC, interior 
wire mesh/exterior store front glass windows and roof.   

c. Cost: $1.18 million 
 

ii. Alternative 1: 
a. Stair Tower – eliminate elevator, mechanical room, HV and exterior store front glass 

window; add ADA ramp from Main Street to Parking Level and from Parking Level to 
Bridge Level.  

b. Sky Bridge – eliminate HV and exterior store front glass window.  
c. Cost: $1.28 million 
 

iii. Alternative 2: 
a. Stair Tower – eliminate interior stairs and exterior ADA ramp (both) from Main Street 

to Parking Level; maintain ADA ramp from Parking Level to Bridge Level and no 

 ENGINEERING • PLANNING • MANAGEMENT • DEVELOPMENT 

18 Constitution Drive, Suite 8 
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elevator / mechanical room.  
b. Sky Bridge – maintain no HV and exterior store front glass window.  
c. Cost: $947,000 
 

iv. Current project Layout:  
a. Stair Tower – eliminate in its entirety; maintain ADA ramp from Parking Level to 

Bridge Level; add exterior stairs from Parking Level to Bridge Level.  
b. Sky Bridge – length increased to 92 feet; add second support column. 
c. Cost: $781,000 

 
C. Bob then proceed to report that based on NHDOT and FHWA’s review of the Town of 

Newmarket/ Newmarket Mills, LLC easement agreement, the estimated project costs and 
current design layout there are three concerns that he would like to discuss. 

 
i. Hours of Operation: 

a. Bob reported to the group that based on their review of the Town of Newmarket/ 
Newmarket Mills, LLC easement agreement it was discovered that the hours of 
operation have been limited to Monday – Saturday 9:00 am to 6:00 pm.  Bob 
requested that this easement be revised to be at lease be open Monday – Sunday 
8:00 am to 10:00pm. Tom Jameson added that NHDOT and FHWA would prefer to 
see the operation be open 24-hours per day, seven days per week. 

 
ii. Project Shortfall: 

a. Bob reported to the group that although many concessions have been made to 
reduce the project scope to match budget, the project continues to be approximately 
$148,950 over available funds.  Bob explained that funding is capped at $631,950; 
hence, any and all additional costs will be the responsibility of the Town.  Bob 
concluding by requesting that the Town provide a response addressing the budget 
discrepancy.     

 
iii. Current Design Layout: 

a. Bob reported that out of the three issues expressed at this meeting, the third concern 
is the primary concern.  Bob explained to the group that based on the current Site 
Layout Plan, NHDOT and FHWA are greatly concerned that the removal of the Stair 
Tower has eliminated direct access from the Main Street sidewalk to the Sky Bridge.  
Bob continued to report that funding was awarded to the Town based on the direct 
access from the sidewalk and currently the project appears to service the residents of 
the Mill and not the community of the Town. 

 
b. Tom inquired how important the Sky Bridge was to the Town.  Stephen Fournier 

responded that the bridge was very important due to the amount of 
pedestrian/vehicular conflicts at the current crossing location.  Steve continued to 
report that although there have not been any pedestrian/vehicular accidents, there 
have been numerous vehicular accidents due to avoiding pedestrians crossing Main 
Street.  Rick Malasky added that the result of the first vehicle stopping for pedestrians 
have resulted in rear-ending accidents of the subsequent vehicles. 

 
c. After much discussion, Tom and Bob concluded by noting that if the Town proceeds 

with the current design, it is anticipated that NHDOT / FHWA would not approve 
funding for the subsequent phases.  Steve, Rick and Scott responded noting that 
NHDOT / FHWA’s concerns will be forwarded to the Sky Bridge Committee and reply 
to NHDOT accordingly.  

 
2. NH Department of Historical Resources (NHDHR) / Cultural Resources Meeting 

A. Based on the results of today’s discussion, Scott agreed with Bob’s recommendation to post-
pone the initial NHDHR / Cultural Resource meeting; scheduled for Thursday, March 7th. 
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Scott M. Bourcier, P.E. 
Project Manager 

    
 
 
 
 

 
 

MEMORANDUM 
  
TO: File 
  
RE: Newmarket Pedestrian Engineering Study – Pre-Design Conference 
  
DATE: January 12, 2014 
 
The purpose of this memorandum is to document the above-referenced project’s Pre-Design Conference 
held on January 9, 2014. 
 
Attendees 
Steve Fournier  Town of Newmarket   Town Administrator 
Diane Hardy  Town of Newmarket   Town Planner 
Rick Malasky  Town of Newmarket   Public Works Director / Fire Chief 
Kyle True  Town of Newmarket   Police Officer 
Michael Hoffman Town of Newmarket   Building Official 
Geoff Spitzer  Newmarket Mill, LLC   Sky Bridge Committee Member 
Marc Ambrosi  Rockingham Planning Commission Regional Traffic Planner 
Jim Driver  NHDOT     District 6 Office  
Kevin Russell  NHDOT     District 6 Office  
Michael O’Donnell DuBois & King, Inc.   Traffic Engineer 
Scott Bourcier  DuBois & King, Inc.   Project Manager 
 
Minutes 
 

1. Introduction 
A. Per the request of Scott Bourcier, all parties introduced themselves to the group. 

 
2. Project Summary 

A. Scott reported to the group that the current study is an amendment to the Sky Bridge study 
that evaluated bridge alternatives to provide a safe crossing over NH Route 108 (a.k.a. Main 
Street) from Newmarket Mills to the off-street parking lot; servicing the Town, along with 
residents, retail and business of Newmarket Mills.  Scott informed the group that due to the 
$1.12 million estimated project cost of the preferred bridge alternative, the New Hampshire 
Department of Transportation (NHDOT) – Bureau of Planning and Community Assistance 
requested that non-bridge related alternatives be reviewed.  The pedestrian study is proposed 
to focus on the following: 
1. The study area is Main Street and limited to the intersections of Elm Street (north of the 

Public Library) and Central Street (south of Newmarket Mills); please see attached 
basemap that was distributed during the meeting. 

2. Three (3), 15-hour pedestrian counts will be completed.  Each count will be performed on 
a weekday, Saturday, and Sunday.  The counts will identify the predominant pedestrian 
travel patterns in the study area. 

3. Interviews will be conducted to determine the pedestrian’s point of origin and destination. 
4. The project is funded in-part by the Town and a grant from the Federal Highway 

Administration’s (FHWA) Transportation Enhancement (TE) program. 
5. The project is required to follow the NHDOT’s Local Public Agency (LPA) manual. 
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3. Design Criteria 
A. Scott distributed a memorandum prepared by DuBois & King identifying the design criteria of 

the pedestrian study; please see attached.  Diane Hardy informed Scott that the “Local Design 
Guidelines, Standards and Regulations” should identify “Newmarket Site Review 
Regulations”; Scott responded that this would be corrected. 

 
4. Requirements / Observations of the Newmarket Town Planner 

A. Diane Hardy informed the group the re-development of the Mills is a partnership between the 
Town and Newmarket Mills, LLC.  During the planning phase of the re-development, 
pedestrian safety crossing NH Route 108 was a concern; specially, north of the Downtown 
area as vehicular traffic crosses the Lamprey River.  As a result, the Town applied for the 
Transportation Enhancement grant. 

   
B. Diane presented the following requirements and observations of the study area: 

1. Requirements: 
a. Evaluate existing cross-walks. 
b. Evaluate the sight distance of the Main Street profile – specifically the area from 

Riverdale Automotive (top of hill) to the southerly limits of Newmarket Mills (bottom of 
hill). 

c. Review the alternative to caution motorists (via signage) of a downtown area. 
d. Review the alternative cross-walk signage, markings. 

  
2. Observations: 

a. It appears that the traffic speeds within the study area are high compared to the 
pedestrian congestion of the urban area (the speed limit is posted at 30mph).  

 
5. Requirements / Observations of the Newmarket Mills / Committee Member 

A. Geoff Spitzer reported that Newmarket Mills provides both a private and public experience.  In 
addition to the residential apartments, professional offices and retail business, there is a 
10,000 square-foot public civic center that was recently completed and patrons of the center 
are anticipated to park at the parking lot across Main Street. 

 
B. Geoff presented the following requirements and observations of the study area: 

1. Requirements: 
a. Evaluate improvements for pedestrian safety. 

  
2. Observations: 

a. Traffic along Main Street appears to be high. 
b. Pedestrians crossing Main Street appear to impact the flow of traffic that causes 

back-ups for a long distance. 
 
C. Marc Ambrosi inquired about the future development of Newmarket Mills.  Geoff reported that 

there are preliminary plans for the Riverdale Automotive lot.  Geoff also reported that there is 
some potential to develop the westerly limits of the off-street parking lot across from the Mills, 
but this currently has a low probability. 

 
6. Requirements / Observations of the Newmarket Police Department 

A. Officer True informed the group that the Newmarket Police Department reviewed their 
vehicular accident database between the years of 2008 to 2013.  Based on the Department’s 
review, the information did not appear to demonstrate any patterns.  Officer True reported the 
following: 
a. 2008: 2 accidents; 1 each in February and November 
b. 2009: 2 accidents; 1 each in May and October 
c. 2010: 3 accidents; 1 each in January, May and December 
d. 2011: 6 accidents; 1 each in February, April, May, July and 2 in October 

Steve Fournier noted that in 2011 Newmarket Mills opened. 
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e. 2012: 6 accidents; 2 each in April, May and June 
f. 2013: 3 accidents; 2 in February 

 
B. Officer True confirmed that the posted speed limit within the study area is 30mph, but noted 

that the roadway is a State highway; hence, the speed limit can not be reduced.  Mike 
O’Donnell inquired the lowest enforceable speed limits; Officer True responded 30mph for 
State and 25 for local. 

 
C. Officer True informed DuBois & King that the will reserve the necessary parking spaces for 

the data collectors one the schedule has been provided to the Department.  Mike reported 
that data collection is currently scheduled for today, this Saturday (01/11) and Sunday (01/12). 
 Steve recommended that the data collection be post-pone until the University of New 
Hampshire (UNH) is back in-session; scheduled to be January 21st.  Steve reported that 
Newmarket has become an extension of the University and students behave in the same 
manner in Newmarket as they would at UNH; disregard current cross-walk infrastructure.  
After some minor discussion, Scott, Mike and Marc agreed to reschedule the data collection 
for the weekending 01/25 for the weekday, and Saturday (01/25) and Sunday 01/26). 

 
7. Requirements / Observations of the Newmarket Town Administrator 

A. Steve Fournier reported that this project is a highly controversial project.  At this time the 
current Town Council members are not in support of the Sky Bridge; based on the high cost 
and need. 

 
B. Steve presented the following requirements and observations of the study area: 

1. Requirements: 
a. Improve pedestrian safety. 
b. Evaluate traffic calming measures. 
c. Evaluate crosswalks with at-grade flashing lights that span the crosswalk. 

  
2. Observations: 

a. Newmarket has become an extension of the University and students behave in the 
same manner in Newmarket as they would at UNH. 

b. NH Route 108 is not an Urban Compact Zone; hence, speed appears to be high. 
 

8. Requirements / Observations of the Newmarket Town Public Works Director 
A. Rick Malasky noted to Scott that the crosswalk located on the Basemap adjacent to the 

Newmarket Mills appears to be incorrectly located.  Rick reported that the location should be 
on the southerly side of the southerly side of the driveway (80 Main Street); Scott responded 
that this would be corrected.  

 
B. Rick presented the following requirements and observations of the study area: 

1. Requirements: 
a. Rick noted that although he understands the methodology of traffic calming 

measures, he expressed concern that the measures greatly impact his Department’s 
efficiency to maintain Main Street; especially during the winter months.  Rick 
requested that roadway maintenance be part of the alternative evaluation. 

 
2. Observations: 

a. Patrons exiting the Mills first head in a southerly direction and then turn toward Main 
Street to access the public sidewalk.  This movement distracts north bound motorists 
who think the pedestrian is crossing Main Street.  Although the first motorists stop to 
prevent a conflict, the subsequent motorists typically does not stop in time. 

b. Pedestrians cross Main Street from behind parked vehicles along Main Street. 
c. The crosswalk located at the southerly curb-cut of 80 Main Street has the highest 

frequency of users, but appears to have the lowest sight distance. 
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d. The crosswalk at the top of the hill (adjacent to Riverdale Automotive) appears to 
have the highest sight distance, but the location provides an inconvenience to 
pedestrians. 

 
9. Requirements / Observations of the Newmarket Building Official / Committee Member 

A. Michael Hoffman presented the following requirements and observations of the study area: 
1. Requirements: 

a. Improve pedestrian safety. 
b. Urban compact should take precedence over vehicular movements. 
 

2. Observations: 
a. Speed appears to be high. 
b. The mix of a State road through a Downtown area does not appear to be 

converging well. 
 
10. Requirements / Observations of the NHDOT, District 6 

A. Jim Driver requested a copy of the Sky Pedestrian Bridge study for their review.  Scott 
responded that he would forward a copy. 

 
B. Jim re-iterated Rick’s request roadway maintenance be included as part of the alternative 

evaluation. 
 
C. Discussion about converting a portion of Main Street to an Urban Compact Zone took place.  

Scott reported that he would coordinate with NHDOT, District 6 and submit a memorandum to 
the Town outlining the procedure in developing an Urban Compact Zone. 

 
11. Requirements / Observations of the Strafford Regional Planning Commission 

A. Marc reported that Strafford Regional Planning Commission (SRPC) has recently conducted 
traffic counts along NH Route 108.  The data collection was performed this past summer and 
resulted in approximately 17,000 vehicles per day.  Steve noted that counts should be 
anticipated to be higher during the months that UNH is in-session. 

 
B. Marc confirmed all previous requirements and observations noted by other parties. 

 
12. Overview of the NHODT Local Public Agency (LPA) Process 

A. Scott reported that the current funding mechanism of the Federal Highway Administration 
Transportation Enhancement grant is scheduled to expire in late 2015.  As a result, 
milestones have been established by NHDOT – Bureau of Planning and Community 
Assistance to ensure that projects currently listed under this funding mechanism meet the 
funding closeout deadline.  As a result, the engineering study is required to be submitted to 
the Department by February 28, 2014. 

 
B. Scott noted that ultimately, construction is required by NHDOT to be completed by September 

30, 2015.  Marc responded that it is his understanding that construction funds are to be 
obligated.  Both parties agreed to re-review this requirement. 

 
13. Project Schedule 

A. Scott provided a memorandum that DuBois & King prepared outline the anticipated project 
schedule to meet the February 28, 2014 deadline; please see attached. 

 
14. Next Meeting Date 

A. To be scheduled at a later date. 
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TOWN OF NEWMARKET, NEW HAMPSHIRE
TOWN COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING

FEBRUARY 19, 2014
COUNCIL CHAMBERS

DRAFT MINUTES

PRESENT: Council Chairman Gary Levy, Councilor Dan Wright, Councilor Phil Nazzaro, Councilor Larry Pickering,
Councilor Dale Pike, Councilor Ed Carmichael

EXCUSED: Council Vice Chairman John Bentley

ALSO PRESENT: Chief Kevin Cyr

Council Chairman Levy opened the meeting at 7:00 p.m., followed by the Pledge of Allegiance. He announced
that Town Administrator Fournier would not be in attendance, and that Council Vice Chairman Bentley would
arrive late to the meeting.

AGENDA

PUBLIC FORUM

Bert Allen of Moody Point spoke about alternatives to building a new school, such as having rotating, year-round
school sessions as had been done in Hudson, NH.  Council Chairman Levy suggested his concerns should be
brought to the School Board, as the Council does not weigh in on School decisions.

Ellen Read of Lita Lane encouraged the Council to vote in favor of Resolution 2013/2014-50 Limiting Political
Spending.  She said that the political issue of campaign finance reform affected everyone and concerned the
integrity of the democracy, and that elections should be controlled by people and not by special interests or by
money organizations.  She added that 96% of people felt that money had too much control over the political
system, and that 75%, and a majority of those who operated small businesses, disagreed with the recent
deregulation of political spending. She said that the majority of liberal and conservative constituents agreed that
this system did not serve the people well. She noted inefficiencies in the government that had politicians
spending 70% of their time fund raising for the next election, rather than doing the will of their constituents.
She said that money interests had developed Super Pacs that allowed money to come from undisclosed donors,
special and foreign interests in unlimited amounts, but there was little that New Hampshire as a state could do
about this. She stated that in the 2012 New Hampshire gubernatorial race, 5 times more money came from
outside sources than from the candidates themselves and in the 2012 District 2 election, spending was up 40%.

Ms. Read said that fewer than half of one percent of Americans were responsible for 80% of campaign
contributions.  She stated that outside money did not allow New Hampshire residents to control its own
elections, and money determined who ran for office and the messages to which the electorate was exposed.
She felt that good candidates who would work for their constituents could be prevented from running because
they could not afford to counteract the negative and often false ads to which the public was exposed.  She felt
that there could not be a democracy when money determined the results of elections. She said the decision by
Citizens United to deregulate spending was based on 2 erroneous premises:  that political spending is free
speech and artificial entities are people under the Constitution.  Ms. Read cited that the late Senator Rudman
maintained political spending was not free speech when only the wealthy could be heard, and corporations/
entities were clearly not considered people under the Constitution.
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Ms. Read went on to stress the need for an Amendment to the Constitution to limit political spending. She
noted that over 500 towns and 16 states, including all the other New England states had called for an
Amendment.  In 2014, New Hampshire and 70 of its towns, along with 12 other states were voting on the
Amendment, and 140 members of Congress had offered their support.  Wherever the call for an Amendment
was passed, it was by a majority of 75%. She said that the Constitution had been amended 27 times, on average
every 10 years in the 20th century, and it was incumbent on the people to amend the Constitution when the
need arose.  She said some might not agree with this method to fix the situation, but nearly everyone agreed
that there was a problem.  She felt that it was necessary to at least begin the conversation and urge the
legislators to get the ball rolling.

Bert Allen spoke about political spending and the power and influence of unions and the need to return power
to the public.

Council Chairman Levy closed the Public Forum at 7:10 p.m.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Councilor Nazzaro moved to approve the minutes of the February 5, 2014 meeting.  Councilor Pike seconded.
There was no discussion.  Chief Cyr polled the Council.  Motion passed unanimously, 6 – 0.

PRESENTATION ON THE ALTERNATIVES TO THE PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE: Diane Hardy and Dubois King

The Council had approved amending the original bridge proposal at its January 8, 2014 meeting to seek lower
cost alternatives to a pedestrian bridge. Town Planner Diane Hardy had been working with engineers Scott
Bourcier and Mike O’Donnell of Dubois & King, who had also worked closely with Mark Ambrosi from Strafford
Regional Planning Commission. Ms. Hardy said they had pulled together pedestrian count and traffic data and
developed a report, which had been given to the Councilors.  Dubois King would be coming forth with a
recommendation that the Council approve Alternative #3, which was outlined on pages 29 – 32 in the report.
She said that following the presentation by the consultants, she would review Alternative #3 budget information
for the Council.  She said the Resolution to accept Alternative #3 would have a first reading later in the meeting,
and a Public Hearing and vote would take place at the March 5, 2014 meeting.

Scott Bourcier stated the purpose of the presentation was to summarize the findings of the study.  He said they
would present current conditions and alternatives that they had considered to improve pedestrian safety along
Main Street, (Route 108), from Elm Street to the area near Central Street.  They had used the LPA guidelines
from the Department of Transportation, (DOT) planning module as required for federally funded projects.  The
characteristics of the study included parallel parking, sidewalks, sub-surface utilities, along with signage, curbing
and other factors consistent with existing roadways. Currently, there were 3 crossings along Main Street, each at
different elevations, the highest being Elm Street.  The road alignment consisted of a straight area beginning at
Elm Street, but also a curve in one direction near the second crosswalk and another one in the opposite
direction before the third crosswalk.  The posted speed limit, as set by DOT District 6, was 30 MPH.  The
recommended sight distance for cars to stop for pedestrians was 200 feet.  The sight distance along Main Street
ranged from 92 to 250 feet.  In the areas with short sight distance, the pedestrian would have the impression
that traffic was moving too quickly, while the driver would feel that pedestrians were jumping out into traffic.
Mr. Bourcler stated that both impressions were incorrect as the problem stemmed from not having enough
sight distance to evaluate the safety of crossing or the need to stop.

Mike O’Donnell, Traffic Engineer, presented the collected data and results, along with alternatives that had been
evaluated to improve pedestrian safety.  He had studied the number of pedestrians, their destinations and
patterns of crossing the street for 3 days from 7:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. On the weekday, they counted 1,400



3

pedestrians, on Saturday 2,100 and on Sunday, 1,600.  They also determined that the peak crossing times per
day were between 4:45 and 5:45 p.m. on weekdays with 143 pedestrians crossing; between 12:45 and 1:45 p.m.
on Saturdays with 242 pedestrians crossing and between 12:45 and 1:45 p.m. on Sundays with 145 pedestrians
crossing.  The average number of pedestrian crossings was 116 per hour during the times they observed.  Mr.
O’Donnell showed a mapping of where the crossings occurred, and said that 76% were within crosswalks.  Of the
remaining 24%, many crossed from the parallel parking spaces to the other side of the street.  There also was an
area near the War Memorial that was a common place to cross, even though it was not technically a crosswalk.
They concluded that with 76% using the crosswalks, they were placed correctly, but the issue was sight distance.

Mr. O’Donnell summarized the alternatives which they were not recommending.  A tunnel, while separating
pedestrians from vehicles, would mostly serve Newmarket Mills lower level and parking lot, but not help the
Mills’ upper levels or the area near Center Street.  Other disadvantages included having to construct a tunnel
through ledge below utilities in a trench 18 to 20 feet deep, and detour traffic during construction.  It was felt
that most pedestrians would not use or need a tunnel.  There also could be security issues because of limited
visibility. The cost of a tunnel was estimated to be between 2 and 3 million dollars.  A glass-enclosed pedestrian
bridge would also separate pedestrians from vehicles but would mostly serve the upper floors of the Mills. A
bridge could be accessed through a series of ramps or an elevator.  They had felt this would enhance the
downtown as it would be built where a previous bridge had existed. However, it would not address the needs of
other areas or the lower level of the Mills. There also could be security concerns with the elevator, because of
lack of visibility. It was estimated that perhaps 14% of pedestrians would use a bridge.  The cost of the bridge
would be $729,000 with ramps or $1.22 million with an elevator tower.

The next alternative that had been considered was realigning the road to match the 30 mph speed limit or
slowing the traffic.  To accommodate the 30 mph speed limit, the road would be realigned for 500 feet between
the curbing.  The 7 parking spaces on the west side of the street near the Mills would be relocated to the east
side, and the centerline would be moved.  The advantages would be in compliance with road standards and
improve visibility.  However, this would place parking spaces across the street from the businesses they served
and could encourage more jaywalking. This would soften some curves and increase sight distance, but the
openness could also give a false sense of security for both pedestrians and drivers, who might feel more
comfortable going 35 or 40 mph.  This would also alter the character of the downtown as the buffer of parked
cars would be gone and with it the restaurant sidewalk tables and chairs.  This alternative was estimated to cost
around $353,000.

Alternative #3, traffic calming, which they were recommending, would incorporate some of the techniques he
would suggest. Mr. O’Donnell stated that the existing road conditions would allow for a 15 mph or perhaps 20
mph speed limit.  The design suggestions would encourage drivers to move at a more reasonable speed and
enhance visibility. There would be some improvements made outside the downtown area to develop
consistency on the roadway and to allow traffic to slow down before reaching the downtown.  The first
improvement would be to install pedestrian signs at each crosswalk, and ensure that they complied with current
standards. The next step would be to install additional pedestrian signs with yellow flashing lights. Currently
there were 2 of the signs, but each crosswalk should have this type of sign, especially at night.  Also to increase
night time visibility, they were suggesting adding to the existing pedestrian level lighting at every crosswalk.  He
further suggested that raised table-type crosswalks be installed which would feel comfortable for those driving
between 15 to 20 mph, but not for those driving at 30 mph.  Flush inlays, which added a textured surface and
gave the impression that the road was narrower than it actually was, could be added to areas approaching
crosswalks.  Sidewalk extensions, bricked-in areas the same width as the parking spaces, would allow a
pedestrian to be more visible and closer to the other side of the street before entering the actual crosswalk.
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Mr. O’Donnell also suggested that the crosswalks be painted with white stripes.  He said the confusion about
crossing by the War Memorial was because there was a textured surface, but a single white line could be added.
He said there were “Yield to Pedestrian” signs in the area, but they were worn and needed replacing. He said, in
regards to having a crosswalk at the War Memorial, he did not think that the textured surface or existing granite
should be changed, but suggested the addition of a white line outside the granite and lights.  He noted that
driving north by Newmarket Mills its middle door was obscured by a fence, and suggested that if the fence was
pulled further away from the door it would be easier to see pedestrians and discern whether or not they
intended to cross the street.  He synopsized the advantages of Alternative #3 as increased visibility for oncoming
traffic, reduced speed limits leading to crosswalks, decreased distance in crossing and clearly delineated
crosswalks, all of which would increase the pedestrians’ sense of protection.  The estimated cost of including all
the suggestions would be $262,000.

Mr. Bourcier said they were recommending Alternative #3 as it met the needs and statement purpose by
increasing visibility and enhancing pedestrian safety on Main Street. A speed limit of 15 mph in the downtown
would meet the recommended sight distance recommendations.  However, this alternative would depend on
Newmarket being classified as a compact urban zone under RSA 229:5 so that DOT could reduce the speed limit.
The DOT Commissioner can only reduce speed limits for the towns listed in the law.  Because Newmarket is not
listed, legislation would have to be drafted to add Newmarket. Even if legislation passed, it would be at the
Commissioner’s discretion whether or not to approve a speed reduction lower than 25 miles per hour.  If
Newmarket was not approved for a compact urban zone, the speed limit could be reduced to 25 mph under RSA
265 and Alternative #3 could be modified. As the State maintains Main Street, it would not allow sidewalk
extensions and crosswalks would be flush with the sidewalks.  Some of the sight distances would have to be
improved to equal a 25 mph speed limit.  However, there were other improvements that could be made to
increase pedestrian safety.  Mr. Bourcier said the next steps would be for the Town to review the study, and if in
agreement, approve and submit Alternative #3 to DOT for approval, with a statement that the Town has agreed
to go along with the recommendations of the study. Once approval was received, the work on the final design
could be completed.  In the meanwhile, work could begin on establishing an urban compact.

Councilor Pike asked if Dubois & King or the State determined the effect this would have on traffic flow,
especially during rush hour. Mr. O’Donnell replied that many drivers seemed to slow down on their own as they
realized they couldn’t see very well, and they didn’t determine that exceeding the current speed limit was a
huge issue.  He didn’t feel that dropping the speed limit to 15 mph for a short distance would make a big impact.
Councilor Nazzaro asked if drivers might seek alternate routes, which could affect businesses that get a lot of
customers who were just driving through.  Mr. O’Donnell said that he noticed a lot of confusion when doing the
sight measurements himself wearing an orange jacket and standing in the road.  He said that a number of
motorists stopped for him, even if he didn’t intend to cross.  He said that the drivers want to stop for
pedestrians, but sometimes can’t because of inadequate sight distance and the time necessary to come to a
stop.  He said the recommendations would prevent many false stops and because of increased clarity, balance
the reduced speed limit.  He also felt that defining the War Memorial as a proper crossing area would help, and
that people would be directed to cross at the crosswalks.  Mr. Bourcier added that this would improve the
efficiency of downtown traffic.

Councilor Carmichael asked if they needed an answer by March 5 th.  Mr. Bourcier said that DOT had to have the
report by February 28 th.  However, Town Administrator Fournier and Ms. Hardy had spoken with DOT and it was
willing to allow the Town to submit a letter of decision by March 5 th.  Councilor Carmichael asked what the
Town’s additional financial commitment would be if it chose Alternative #3.  Ms. Hardy presented a financial
analysis including the 80% federal funding and the local match of 20% divided equally between Newmarket Mills
and the Town.  The top of the spread sheet concerned the available funding.  The original approved grant
showed a State commitment of $440,000 and a $55,000 contribution from both Newmarket Mills and the Town
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for a total of $550,000.  There was an amendment to the grant when it was determined that the cost would
exceed the amount budgeted, and the grant was increased to $505,560, with a contribution from both
Newmarket Mills and the Town of $63,950, for a total of $631,950. In January, there was another amendment to
include the cost of the study of alternatives, and the grant was increased to $534,806, with a $66,850
commitment from both Newmarket Mills and the Town for a total of $668,506. Thus far, a total of $88,067 had
been encumbered with $70,445 coming from State/FHWA funds, and $8,806 from both Newmarket Mills and
the Town.  The construction, final design and engineering for Alternative #3 would total $262,000 in additional
funds, with $209,600 coming from grant monies and $26,200 from both Newmarket Mills and the Town.  The
total cost including encumbered funds and those to be spent in completing the project would be $350,045, with
$280,045 coming from grant monies and $35,006 from both Newmarket Mills and the Town.

Ms. Hardy had spoken with Mr. Chinburg’s representative, Geoff Spitzer, earlier in the day and received the
following statement:

 “Newmarket Mills, LLC continues to feel that the pedestrian bridge is the safest way to ensure the safety of the
citizens of Newmarket when crossing route 108 in order to enjoy access to the downtown businesses, parking as
well as the retail, offices and residential units located in the Mills. However, we recognize that the bridge cost
has exceeded the available funding at this time. The proposed Alternative #3 described in the Pedestrian Crossing
Improvements Engineering Study by Dubois & King is the next most reasonable approach. Newmarket Mills, LLC
will contribute $26,200 (10%) toward this effort. Unfortunately, neither Eric nor I is available to attend tonight’s
meeting. Please share our statement.”

Councilor Wright noted that even though the bridge was preferred, it was pointed out that probably only 15% of
pedestrians would actually use it.  His concern was that since the safety problems had been identified, the Town
would have to correct the problems or incur liability.  Councilor Pickering asked if there was any chance that the
State could renege on its share of the funding.  Ms. Hardy said that the State had committed to the funding,
indicating that further funds would be forthcoming, and was waiting for the Town’s decision on a preferred
alternative to the bridge. The Council would have to approve another amendment in the form of a Resolution.
The Town had initially set aside $55,000 for the project, which was available for the Council to appropriate.  She
added that there was a short time frame as the work had to be under contract by June, 2015, and the design
completed before that date.  However, she felt this was doable.

Council Chairman Levy asked if they were sure that DOT could not approve the urban contract on its own if it
was clear that there were safety issues.   Mr. Bourcier said it was his understanding that only the Legislature
could add a town to the list in RSA 229:5. He said they had had some conversations with DOT District 6, and they
indicated they would support this, but there would have to be supporting legislation.  Ms. Hardy and Town
Administrator Fournier had spoken with DOT (Concord), and it had offered its help to the Town to prepare a bill
and to shepherd the bill through the legislative process.  Council Chairman Levy asked for clarification that there
would not be any lights in the sidewalk, but an increase in signage commensurate with the flashing signs the
Town had put up. This was verified.  To his further question about adding sidewalk extensions to all the
crosswalks, Mr. Bourcier confirmed that was the intention.  Council Chairman Levy asked if the cost of $262,000
for Alternative #3 was a real number, and Mr. Bourcler said it was a best-guess estimate at this point.   Council
Chairman Levy asked if anything further could be done to reduce the approximate 25% of pedestrians who were
jaywalking, mostly from parking spaces, and wondered if adding pylons with chains on one side of the road
would help. Mr. Bourcler said the improvements would provide information to the drivers. Mr. O’Donnell added
that 76% were crossing in crosswalks, and about 9% were crossing at the War Memorial, bringing the total into
the 80% range.  He said the next worst area for jaywalking was in the center of downtown at the bottom of the
hill leading from Durham, and he felt that improving the signage and adding downward pointing arrows would
alert drivers and encourage pedestrians to use sidewalks as a safer option.  He felt that pylons and chains would
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not be very expensive and would discourage people from jaywalking, but pedestrians could be in the street
longer.  This also could present a problem to the DPW in removing snow; however they would look into it.
Council Chairman Levy felt the chains might be removed in the fall.

Councilor Pike stated that the focus of the study had been around Newmarket Mills, but there might be
pedestrian safety issues south of the boundary line of the study that needed to be addressed.  Mr. O’Donnell
responded that Alternative #3 recommended improving all 5 crosswalks in the downtown area and converting
the War Memorial area into a crosswalk.  The improvements would be made from Exeter Road to Elm Street,
and slow the traffic before it entered the downtown study area.  The crosswalks at Chapel Street and Church
Street had good sight distance.  Councilor Pike said that there was a lot of jaywalking in that area as the distance
was longer between crosswalks.  Mr. O’Donald said the area was outside the study boundaries, but they would
be looking to improve those crosswalks as well.  Council Chairman Levy said that he thought the jaywalking was
most dangerous where the hill receded, and the south end was mostly flat.  Councilor Pike felt that coming up
uphill from the gulley had a traffic calming effect, but was still a tricky place for pedestrians to cross.  Mr.
Bourcler said that even though the area was outside the study, they had included plans for improvements to
achieve consistency on the road.   Those improvements were included in the $262,000 estimate.

Councilor Nazzaro asked if there was snow on the ground when the data was collected, and Mr. Bourcler said
there was, but Mr. Malasky had ensured that snow was removed from sidewalks and the roadway so as not to
skew the study results.  He said that ideally, another study could be conducted in the warmer months, but, data
collection was very expensive and he did not feel it would change the results very much.  Councilor Nazzaro
agreed with Councilor Wright that since they now had the information, they had to address the problem and
make improvements.  He asked if there were funds set aside for the improvements or if they would be paid for
through new money.  Ms. Hardy said that the Town had set aside $55,000 when the Downtown TIF was closed,
and most of the amount was still available. Council Chairman Levy said that in driving over the hill, he felt the
most dangerous are to cross was the area of most jaywalking.  Mr. O’Donnell said that while pedestrians could
look over the crest of the hill and see oncoming traffic, the driver could be distracted by buildings, signs, lights
and parked cars, and sight visibility prevented a driver from seeing more than the top of a person’s head.  He
said that just past Elm Street would be the first speed table after entering the 15 mph area and this would make
it easier for drivers to stop.

Council Chairman Levy said they had done a good job in developing an alternative. Councilor Carmichael asked
Chief Cyr if he felt signage and a 15 mph speed limit would help.  Chief Cyr said that improved signage would
definitely help, but he felt that the most significant part of the proposal was getting the urban contract and
allowing the speed limit to be reduced.  He said that daytime drivers seldom went above 30 miles per hour
during the daytime.  The problem was in enforcement, because drivers were not violating the law.  He said that
if the speed limit was reduced to about 20 mph, he could put cruisers in the area to stop cars and get the
message out.  He said that drivers going 20 miles an hour would be able to see more than at 30 mph.  Councilor
Carmichael asked if there was the possibility that a stoplight or crosswalk could be placed near South Park and
Riverworks.  Chief Cyr agreed that the sight distance in the area was poor for those driving from Exeter.  He
added that his officers called the lighting in the downtown “mood lighting” because even though it looked
pretty, it was difficult for people to see as well.  He felt that adding lighting to the crosswalks would be an
improvement.  The Council will next have a Public Hearing and vote on Alternative #3 at its March 5 th meeting.

COMMITTEE REPORTS

Council Chairman Levy said the Economic Development Committee would meet toward the end of the March.
There were no other Committee reports.
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OLD BUSINESS: Ordinances and Resolutions in the 2 nd Reading

Resolution #2013/2014-48 Municipal Trash Bags

Councilor Nazzaro moved to approve Resolution #2013/2014-48 Municipal Trash Bags.  Councilor Pike seconded.
Councilor Pike asked if there were quality differences in the bags.  Interim Finance Director Matt Angell said that
the DPW Director checks the bags and the quality was essentially the same.  The current provider would not
maintain the same price, and they were able to buy bags from a new provider for a little, but not substantially
more. Councilor Pickering asked Mr. Angell to confer with Town Administrator Fournier about some problems
with trash bags from the old provider. Chief Cyr called the roll. Motion passed unanimously, 6 –0.

Resolution #2013/2014-49 Relating to Stair Well Door Push-Bar Hardware

Councilor Nazzaro moved to approve Resolution #2013/2014-49 Relating to Stair Well Door Push-Bar Hardware
as written. Councilor Pike seconded.  There was no discussion.  Chief Cyr called the roll.  Motion passed
unanimously, 6 – 0.

Resolution #2013/2014-50 Limiting Political Spending

Councilor Nazzaro moved to approve Resolution #2013/2014-50 Limiting Political spending.  Councilor Pike
seconded.

Discussion:  Councilor Wright said he saw the intent and felt it was a noble one, but questioned if the issue
should be fought at this level or at a higher level.  Councilor Nazzaro, who had written the Resolution, said he
had been asked 2 questions, and one was the same that Councilor Wright asked.  He felt there was a historical
precedent in the Country for sub-divisions of the State or the State itself to urge Representatives to support an
action at the Federal level, so he did not think it was outside the auspices of this body to urge support.  He
added that he had been told this was a partisan issue, but he could not disagree more.  He said he did not mind
that companies and unions had a lot of money, but did object when they used that money to buy the
government.  He said the way the Resolution was written, it was very clear in stating that entities should not be
able to influence the government only because they had more money than individuals.  Councilor Pike said that
this was the first issue that he had seen in a year that was different from the general interests of the Town.  He
thought that if this became a concern, they could address it in the future.  However, not having done that
before, he felt they should consider the Resolution on its merits.  Councilor Carmichael said he did not think the
Council should be involved in making this decision.  He had been speaking with some people about the pros and
cons, and he felt this was not a Town, but a State and Federal issue.

Council Chairman Levy said he had similar issues.  Although he did not like the way campaigns were run and the
money, etc., he said the Resolution did not say anything about how the goal would be reached. He said there
were problems before the Supreme Court ruling. Also, although the Resolution made reference to Wall Street
money and implied large corporations, nothing was mentioned about union money or what individuals or
couples could personally give.  He did not think there was anything in the Resolution that pointed the way
towards fixing the problem, although he did not expect a blue print.  He also was concerned that 7 people would
be speaking for the Town of Newmarket, where there could be very divergent opinions.  Councilor Nazzaro
stated that every time the Council voted it was speaking for the Town of Newmarket. To Councilor Carmichael’s
statement, he said that although he understood, he felt that, as a political sub-division, the Council had every
right and obligation to act on this, adding that the Council did this all the time.  He said it was not up to the
Council to provide a blue print, because that was the responsibility of representatives on the Federal level.  He
felt they had a right and obligation to point out concerns on the Federal level.  He agreed with Councilor Pike
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that they should debate on the merits of the Resolution and not worry about future issues.  He felt that there
was too much influence from entities and that the people were not being adequately represented.

Council Chairman Levy said he could support the Resolution if the section referring to Wall Street campaign
contributions was removed, as it was only one entity and there was no reference to union or other spending.
Councilor Nazzaro said he would be willing to make an amendment to remove that section. Councilor Wright
said he had been in a union for 25 years, and that members were strongly encouraged to give PAC money, but
had no say in who received the money.  Between 1989 and 2014, 6 out the 10 top donors to campaigns were
unions.   He said he would appreciate it if the Wall Street reference was removed.  Councilor Nazzaro said to him
the important part was conveying to their representatives the recognition that something was broken on the
Federal level.

Councilor Nazzaro amended his motion by striking the last Whereas at the bottom of the first page of the
Resolution: “ Whereas, Wall Street campaign contributions to candidates for federal office increased five-fold
from $60 million in 1990 to $311 million in 2008.” Councilor Pike seconded.

Chief Cyr polled the Council on the amendment.  Amendment passed unanimously, 6 – 0.

Chief Cyr polled the Council on the motion.  Motion passed unanimously, 6 – 0.

Items Laid on the Table: Council Chairman Levy said that the Town Administrator was still working on the
Harvest Way issue. The Administrative Code would be addressed after the town vote on Charter amendments.

NEW BUSINESS

Town Council to Consider Nominations, Appointments and Elections

Councilor Nazzaro moved to appoint John Deziel to the Macallen Dam Committee. Councilor Pike seconded.
Chief Cyr polled the Council.  Motion passed unanimously, 6 – 0.

Ordinances and Resolutions in the 1 st reading

Resolution #2013/2014-51 Purchase of a 2015 Ford F-250 for $31,561 for the Water Sewer Department:  Council
Chairman Levy read the Resolution in full. Councilor Carmichael asked if the year of the vehicle should be 2014
rather than 2015.  That will be determined before the next meeting.

Resolution #2013/2014-52 Accepting a Preferred Alternative to the Pedestrian Bridge: Council Chairman Levy
read the Resolution in full.

Closing Comments by Councilors

Councilor Nazzaro said that early Sunday morning the town lost Mike Sharples who was very active in the
American Legion.  He offered condolences to Rocky, and the family and friends.

Councilor Pickering asked about the snow budget.  Although information was included in the packet, it was as of
the end of January.  The Council briefly discussed the impact of subsequent storms.

ADJOURNMENT: Councilor Pike moved to adjourn and Councilor Nazzaro seconded.  Motion passed
unanimously, and the meeting adjourned at 8:45 p.m.

Respectfully submitted, Ellen Adlington, Recording Secretary
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Subject Crossing Location Author Creation Date QTY
Standard South Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 7:04 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 7:06 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 7:07 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 7:08 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 7:09 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 7:09 1
Disabled MTO 1/23/2014 7:10 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 7:12 1
Standard South Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 7:13 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 7:14 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 7:15 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 7:15 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 7:16 1
Standard South Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 7:16 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 7:18 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 7:19 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 7:20 1
Standard South Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 7:21 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 7:22 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 7:23 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 7:24 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 7:25 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 7:26 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 7:27 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 7:27 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 7:27 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 7:29 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 7:29 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 7:30 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 7:31 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 7:31 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 7:31 1
Standard South Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 7:31 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 7:32 1
Standard South Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 7:32 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 7:32 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 7:34 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 7:34 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 7:35 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 7:35 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 7:36 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 7:37 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 7:38 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 7:40 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 7:41 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 7:41 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 7:41 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 7:42 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 7:42 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 7:42 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 7:42 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 7:45 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 7:45 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 7:45 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 7:45 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 7:45 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 7:46 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 7:47 1

Pedestrian Volume Counts and Street Crossing Locations
Main Street between Elm Street and Central Street, Newmarket, NH

NHDOT Project No. 16048/FHWA Project No. X-A001(108)
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Subject Crossing Location Author Creation Date QTY
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 7:47 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 7:47 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 7:47 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 7:49 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 7:50 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 7:51 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 7:52 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 7:52 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 7:53 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 7:54 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 7:54 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 7:56 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 7:57 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 7:57 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 7:58 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 8:01 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 8:01 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 8:03 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 8:03 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 8:04 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 8:04 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 8:05 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 8:06 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 8:07 1
Standard South Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 8:08 1
Standard South Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 8:08 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 8:08 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 8:08 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 8:09 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 8:09 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 8:10 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 8:10 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 8:11 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 8:11 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 8:11 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 8:12 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 8:14 1
Standard South Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 8:15 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 8:16 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 8:16 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 8:17 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 8:20 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 8:20 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 8:21 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 8:21 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 8:21 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 8:22 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 8:22 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 8:22 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 8:24 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 8:24 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 8:24 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 8:25 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 8:25 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 8:25 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 8:25 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 8:25 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 8:25 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 8:26 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 8:26 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 8:26 1
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Subject Crossing Location Author Creation Date QTY
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 8:28 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 8:28 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 8:28 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 8:29 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 8:29 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 8:30 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 8:31 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 8:31 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 8:32 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 8:32 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 8:32 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 8:32 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 8:32 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 8:33 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 8:33 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 8:34 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 8:34 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 8:35 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 8:35 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 8:35 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 8:36 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 8:39 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 8:40 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 8:40 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 8:41 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 8:42 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 8:42 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 8:45 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 8:45 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 8:46 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 8:46 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 8:47 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 8:47 1
Standard South Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 8:48 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 8:48 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 8:48 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 8:49 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 8:50 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 8:50 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 8:50 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 8:50 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 8:51 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 8:51 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 8:51 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 8:51 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 8:51 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 8:51 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 8:52 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 8:52 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 8:53 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 8:53 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 8:54 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 8:54 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 8:54 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 8:55 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 8:55 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 8:56 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 8:56 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 8:56 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 8:57 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 8:57 1
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Subject Crossing Location Author Creation Date QTY
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 9:00 1
Standard South Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 9:00 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 9:01 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 9:02 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 9:03 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 9:04 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 9:07 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 9:08 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 9:08 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 9:09 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 9:10 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 9:13 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 9:14 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 9:15 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 9:15 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 9:16 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 9:16 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 9:17 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 9:17 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 9:17 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 9:18 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 9:18 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 9:22 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 9:22 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 9:23 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 9:23 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 9:23 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 9:25 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 9:25 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 9:25 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 9:26 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 9:26 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 9:26 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 9:27 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 9:27 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 9:27 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 9:27 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 9:27 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 9:27 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 9:28 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 9:29 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 9:32 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 9:33 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 9:34 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 9:36 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 9:37 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 9:37 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 9:37 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 9:39 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 9:40 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 9:42 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 9:42 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 9:44 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 9:45 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 9:46 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 9:50 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 9:50 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 9:51 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 9:53 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 9:53 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 9:53 1
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Subject Crossing Location Author Creation Date QTY
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 9:54 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 9:54 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 9:54 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 9:55 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 9:55 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 9:55 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 9:57 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 9:58 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 9:58 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 9:58 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 9:59 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 9:59 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 9:59 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 9:59 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:00 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:00 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:04 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 10:04 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 10:06 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:06 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 10:06 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 10:07 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 10:07 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 10:07 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 10:07 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 10:10 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 10:10 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:11 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:11 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:12 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:14 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:17 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:17 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:18 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 10:18 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:18 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:19 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:21 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:21 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:21 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 10:21 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 10:23 1
Standard South Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 10:23 1
Standard South Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 10:24 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 10:24 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:24 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:25 1
Disabled MTO 1/23/2014 10:26 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:26 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:26 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 10:27 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 10:27 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 10:27 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 10:27 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 10:28 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:30 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 10:30 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:30 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:30 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:30 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 10:31 1
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Subject Crossing Location Author Creation Date QTY
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 10:32 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:32 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 10:33 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 10:33 1
Standard South Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 10:34 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 10:34 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 10:34 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:35 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 10:36 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 10:36 1
Standard South Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 10:36 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 10:37 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 10:37 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 10:37 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 10:37 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 10:38 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 10:38 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 10:38 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:39 1
Disabled Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 10:39 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:39 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:40 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 10:40 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:40 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 10:40 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 10:40 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 10:41 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:41 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:43 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:43 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:44 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 10:44 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:45 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:46 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 10:46 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:46 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 10:47 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:48 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:49 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 10:49 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 10:50 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 10:50 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 10:50 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:51 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 10:51 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 10:57 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:58 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:58 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 10:59 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:00 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 11:01 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:02 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 11:02 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 11:02 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:03 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 11:03 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:03 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 11:03 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:04 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:04 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:04 1
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Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 11:04 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 11:06 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:06 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 11:06 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:07 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 11:07 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:09 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:09 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 11:11 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:12 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:12 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:12 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 11:14 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 11:14 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 11:14 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:15 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 11:15 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:16 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:16 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 11:17 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:17 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 11:17 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:18 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 11:19 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:20 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 11:21 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 11:22 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 11:22 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 11:23 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:23 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:23 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 11:24 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:24 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:24 1
Standard South Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 11:25 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:26 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:26 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 11:26 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 11:27 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 11:27 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 11:27 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 11:27 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:28 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 11:28 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 11:28 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 11:28 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 11:28 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:28 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:29 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:29 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:29 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:30 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:30 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 11:31 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 11:31 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 11:32 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 11:32 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:32 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 11:33 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 11:33 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:33 1
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Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 11:39 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 11:39 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 11:43 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 11:43 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 11:43 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 11:43 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:44 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 11:44 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 11:44 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:45 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 11:45 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 11:45 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 11:46 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 11:46 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:47 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:48 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 11:50 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 11:53 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:54 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 11:55 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 11:55 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 11:56 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:56 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 11:56 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:56 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 11:57 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 11:58 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 11:59 1
Standard South Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 11:59 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 12:00 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 12:00 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:01 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:06 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:07 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:08 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 12:08 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 12:10 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 12:10 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:12 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 12:13 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:13 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 12:13 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:13 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:14 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 12:14 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 12:14 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:14 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 12:14 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:16 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 12:16 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:17 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 12:17 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:18 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:18 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:18 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:20 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 12:20 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:20 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 12:20 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:21 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 12:21 1
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Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 12:21 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:21 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 12:23 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 12:23 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:23 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:24 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 12:25 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 12:26 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:26 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 12:26 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:27 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:27 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 12:28 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 12:28 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:28 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 12:29 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 12:29 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:30 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 12:30 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 12:31 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:31 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 12:32 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 12:32 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 12:33 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:33 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 12:33 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:34 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 12:34 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 12:35 1
Standard South Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 12:36 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 12:36 1
Standard South Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 12:36 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 12:37 1
Standard South Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 12:38 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:38 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:38 1
Standard South Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 12:39 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:39 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 12:40 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:40 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 12:41 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:41 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:41 1
Standard South Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 12:42 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 12:43 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:44 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 12:44 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 12:45 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:45 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 12:45 1
Standard South Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 12:46 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 12:46 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:46 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:47 1
Disabled MTO 1/23/2014 12:48 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:48 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:50 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 12:51 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:51 1
Disabled SRPC 1/23/2014 12:53 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 12:53 1
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Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:53 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 12:53 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:53 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 12:54 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 12:54 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 12:54 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 12:54 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:55 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 12:55 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:55 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 12:56 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 12:57 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 12:58 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 12:58 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 12:59 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 12:59 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 13:00 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 13:00 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 13:04 1
Standard South Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 13:04 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 13:05 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 13:08 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 13:08 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 13:09 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 13:09 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 13:10 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 13:10 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 13:10 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 13:10 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 13:11 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 13:11 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 13:12 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 13:12 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 13:12 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 13:13 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 13:13 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 13:15 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 13:16 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 13:16 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 13:17 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 13:17 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 13:21 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 13:21 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 13:21 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 13:22 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 13:23 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 13:24 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 13:24 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 13:25 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 13:25 1
Standard South Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 13:26 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 13:26 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 13:27 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 13:27 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 13:27 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 13:27 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 13:29 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 13:29 1
Disabled SRPC 1/23/2014 13:30 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 13:30 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 13:31 1
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Standard MTO 1/23/2014 13:31 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 13:31 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 13:32 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 13:33 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 13:34 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 13:34 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 13:35 1
Disabled MTO 1/23/2014 13:35 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 13:37 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 13:37 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 13:39 1
Standard South Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 13:40 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 13:40 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 13:40 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 13:40 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 13:41 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 13:44 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 13:45 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 13:45 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 13:50 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 13:51 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 13:54 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 13:54 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 13:55 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 13:55 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 13:56 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 13:57 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 13:58 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 13:59 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 13:59 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 14:00 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 14:00 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 14:01 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 14:01 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 14:02 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 14:02 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 14:03 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 14:03 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 14:03 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 14:04 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 14:05 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 14:06 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 14:07 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 14:09 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 14:09 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 14:10 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 14:11 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 14:11 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 14:15 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 14:15 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 14:16 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 14:17 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 14:17 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 14:17 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 14:19 1
Disabled SRPC 1/23/2014 14:19 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 14:19 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 14:21 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 14:21 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 14:22 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 14:22 1
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Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 14:22 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 14:23 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 14:24 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 14:24 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 14:25 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 14:25 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 14:26 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 14:27 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 14:27 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 14:28 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 14:29 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 14:29 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 14:29 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 14:29 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 14:29 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk MTO 1/23/2014 14:30 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 14:30 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 14:31 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 14:32 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 14:33 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 14:33 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 14:35 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 14:35 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 14:36 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 14:36 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 14:36 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 14:37 1
Standard South Crosswalk MTO 1/23/2014 14:39 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 14:40 1
Standard MTO 1/23/2014 14:42 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 14:43 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 14:44 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 14:45 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 14:45 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 14:46 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 14:47 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 14:48 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 14:48 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 14:48 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 14:49 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 14:50 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 14:50 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 14:52 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 14:53 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 14:53 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 14:54 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 14:54 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 14:54 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 14:54 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 14:54 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 14:55 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 14:55 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 14:55 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 14:55 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 14:56 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 14:56 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 14:56 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 14:56 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 14:57 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 14:58 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 14:58 1
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Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 14:59 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 14:59 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 14:59 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:00 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:01 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 15:01 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:01 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 15:02 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:03 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:04 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:05 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 15:05 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:05 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 15:06 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 15:06 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:06 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:06 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 15:06 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 15:07 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 15:07 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:07 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:08 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 15:09 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:09 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:09 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 15:10 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 15:10 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:11 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:12 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 15:13 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 15:13 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:13 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 15:14 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:14 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 15:15 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:16 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:17 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:17 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:17 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:19 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:19 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:20 2
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 15:20 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:20 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:21 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:21 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:22 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:22 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:23 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:23 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:23 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 15:24 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:24 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:25 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:25 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:26 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:26 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 15:26 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:26 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:27 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:28 1
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Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 15:28 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:28 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 15:29 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:29 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 15:29 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:29 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 15:32 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:32 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:34 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:35 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:36 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:38 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:38 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:39 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 15:39 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 15:41 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 15:41 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:42 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:42 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 15:42 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:42 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 15:43 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 15:44 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:45 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:46 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 15:47 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:47 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:48 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:49 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 15:50 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 15:50 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 15:50 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:50 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:52 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:52 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 15:52 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:52 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 15:53 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 15:53 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 15:54 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 15:54 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 15:54 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 15:54 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:54 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 15:54 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 15:54 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:55 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 15:56 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 15:56 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 15:56 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 15:56 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:56 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:57 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 15:57 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 15:57 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 15:57 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:57 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 15:59 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 15:59 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:00 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:00 1
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Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 16:01 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:01 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:02 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:03 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:03 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:03 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:03 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 16:04 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:05 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:05 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:05 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:06 2
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:07 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 16:08 1
Standard North Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 16:08 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:09 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:09 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:09 2
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:10 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:10 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:10 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:10 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:10 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:10 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:10 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:11 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 16:11 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:11 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:12 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:14 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:16 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:17 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:18 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:18 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:18 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:19 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:19 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:19 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:19 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 16:21 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:22 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:22 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:23 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:24 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:24 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:25 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:26 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:26 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:26 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:26 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:26 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:27 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 16:27 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:27 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:27 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:28 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:28 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:28 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:29 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:29 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:30 1
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Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:33 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:34 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:34 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:34 2
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:34 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:37 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:38 3
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:39 2
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:40 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:43 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 16:43 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:44 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:45 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:45 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:45 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:45 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:45 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:46 2
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:47 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:47 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 16:47 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 16:47 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 16:48 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:48 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:48 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:49 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:49 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:49 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:50 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:51 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:51 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 16:52 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:52 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:53 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:53 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 16:54 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:54 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 16:54 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 16:55 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:56 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:57 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 16:57 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:57 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:58 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:58 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 16:58 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 16:59 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 16:59 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:00 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:00 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 17:00 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 17:01 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:01 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 17:02 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:02 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 17:02 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:02 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:02 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:03 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 17:03 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 17:03 1
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Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:03 3
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:04 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:04 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:04 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:04 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:05 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:05 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:06 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:06 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:07 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:08 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:08 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:09 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:09 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:10 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 17:10 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:11 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:11 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 17:11 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:12 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:12 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:14 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:15 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:15 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 17:15 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:16 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:16 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:16 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:18 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:18 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:19 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:20 5
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:20 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 17:20 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:21 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:21 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 17:21 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:22 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:22 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:22 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:22 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:24 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:24 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:24 4
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:25 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:25 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:26 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:26 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 17:26 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:27 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:28 2
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:28 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:29 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 17:29 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:29 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:30 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:31 2
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:31 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:32 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:33 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 17:33 1
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Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:34 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:35 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:36 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:36 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:37 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:38 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 17:38 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:39 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 17:39 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 17:39 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 17:39 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:39 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 17:41 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:41 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:41 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:42 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:42 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:43 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:45 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:45 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:46 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:47 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:47 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:48 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:48 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:50 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:50 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 17:51 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:51 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:51 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:53 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 17:54 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 17:54 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:54 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:54 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:54 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:55 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:55 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:55 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:56 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:57 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 17:57 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 17:58 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:00 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:02 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:02 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:03 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:04 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:05 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:06 2
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 18:07 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 18:07 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 18:07 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 18:08 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 18:08 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:09 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:09 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:10 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 18:10 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:11 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 18:11 1
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Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:11 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:12 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:13 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 18:13 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 18:13 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 18:14 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 18:14 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:14 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 18:14 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 18:15 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:15 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 18:15 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 18:15 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 18:16 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 18:16 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:16 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 18:17 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:17 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:18 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:18 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:19 2
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 18:19 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:20 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 18:21 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:22 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:24 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:24 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 18:27 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:27 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 18:27 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 18:28 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:28 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 18:29 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:29 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:31 1
Disabled Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:32 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 18:33 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:33 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:34 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:35 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 18:35 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 18:35 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:36 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 18:39 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 18:39 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:39 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 18:41 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:41 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 18:41 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:42 2
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 18:43 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 18:43 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:43 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:45 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:46 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 18:48 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 18:48 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 18:49 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 18:49 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 18:50 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 18:52 1

Page 19 of 69



Subject Crossing Location Author Creation Date QTY
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 18:52 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 18:53 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:53 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:53 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 18:55 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:55 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 18:56 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:56 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:56 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:56 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 18:57 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:57 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:58 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:59 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 18:59 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:00 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:00 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:00 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:00 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:01 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 19:01 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 19:01 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:02 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:03 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:05 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 19:06 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:06 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 19:07 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 19:07 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:07 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:09 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:09 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 19:10 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:10 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 19:10 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:11 2
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 19:11 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 19:13 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:13 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 19:13 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 19:14 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:15 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 19:15 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:16 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:16 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 19:17 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 19:17 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 19:17 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:17 3
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 19:17 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 19:18 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:18 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 19:19 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:19 3
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 19:19 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:23 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 19:23 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:24 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:26 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 19:26 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 19:30 1
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Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:30 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 19:32 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 19:32 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 19:32 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:33 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:35 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 19:37 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 19:38 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:38 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 19:38 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:38 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:38 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 19:39 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 19:39 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:41 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 19:42 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 19:42 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 19:42 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:44 2
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 19:44 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 19:45 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 19:46 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:46 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:49 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 19:50 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:51 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:52 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 19:52 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:52 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 19:53 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:53 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:54 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:56 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 19:56 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 19:57 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 19:57 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 19:59 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 19:59 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 19:59 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 20:00 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 20:00 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 20:01 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 20:01 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 20:02 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 20:03 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 20:05 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 20:06 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 20:06 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 20:10 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 20:10 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 20:10 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 20:11 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 20:12 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 20:12 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 20:13 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 20:13 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 20:16 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 20:16 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 20:17 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 20:17 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 20:18 1
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Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 20:19 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 20:21 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 20:22 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 20:22 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 20:22 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 20:23 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 20:29 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 20:29 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 20:31 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 20:31 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 20:31 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 20:32 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 20:32 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 20:32 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 20:33 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 20:34 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 20:35 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 20:36 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 20:37 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 20:37 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 20:40 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 20:41 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 20:42 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 20:42 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 20:42 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 20:43 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 20:43 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 20:43 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 20:46 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 20:48 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 20:54 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 20:57 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 20:59 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 21:01 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 21:01 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 21:01 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 21:02 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 21:07 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 21:09 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 21:12 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 21:13 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 21:19 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 21:20 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 21:21 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 21:22 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 21:22 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 21:22 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 21:23 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 21:23 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 21:24 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 21:25 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 21:26 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 21:26 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 21:31 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 21:31 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 21:32 2
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 21:32 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 21:33 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 21:35 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 21:35 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 21:35 2
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Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 21:37 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 21:38 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 21:39 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 21:40 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 21:43 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 21:43 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 21:44 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 21:47 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 21:47 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 21:48 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 21:50 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/23/2014 21:50 1
Standard SRPC 1/23/2014 21:51 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/23/2014 21:52 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/23/2014 21:52 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 7:00 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 7:03 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 7:07 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 7:20 1
Disabled South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 7:21 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 7:24 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 7:31 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 7:33 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 7:35 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 7:40 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 7:40 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 7:41 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 7:42 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 7:45 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 7:47 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 7:47 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 7:48 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 7:49 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 7:50 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 7:51 1
Disabled South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 7:51 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 7:51 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 7:52 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 7:52 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 7:52 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 7:53 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 7:53 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 7:53 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 7:53 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 7:55 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 7:55 2
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 7:55 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 7:57 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 7:57 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 7:57 3
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 7:58 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 8:03 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 8:04 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 8:04 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 8:05 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 8:07 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 8:07 2
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 8:07 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 8:08 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 8:09 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 8:11 2
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Standard D&K 1/25/2014 8:13 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 8:15 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 8:17 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 8:17 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 8:18 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 8:18 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 8:20 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 8:21 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 8:21 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 8:22 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 8:22 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 8:24 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 8:25 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 8:27 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 8:28 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 8:29 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 8:30 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 8:31 1
Disabled D&K 1/25/2014 8:31 1
Disabled D&K 1/25/2014 8:31 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 8:32 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 8:33 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 8:34 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 8:35 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 8:36 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 8:38 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 8:38 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 8:39 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 8:40 2
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 8:40 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 8:42 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 8:43 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 8:44 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 8:45 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 8:47 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 8:48 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 8:49 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 8:49 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 8:52 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 8:52 1
Disabled D&K 1/25/2014 8:53 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 8:54 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 8:55 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 8:55 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 8:55 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 8:55 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 8:55 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 8:56 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 8:56 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 8:56 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 8:56 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 8:57 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 8:58 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 8:58 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 8:58 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 8:59 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 8:59 1
Standard North Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 8:59 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 8:59 2
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 8:59 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 9:00 1
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Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 9:00 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 9:00 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:00 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 9:01 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:01 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 9:02 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 9:02 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 9:04 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 9:04 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:07 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 9:07 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:07 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:10 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:11 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:12 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 9:12 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 9:12 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 9:12 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 9:12 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 9:13 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:13 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:14 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:14 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:15 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 9:15 3
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 9:17 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 9:18 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 9:18 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 9:19 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 9:19 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 9:21 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 9:21 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 9:21 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 9:22 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 9:22 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 9:23 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 9:23 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 9:23 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 9:24 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:24 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:24 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 9:24 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:24 4
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 9:24 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:24 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 9:25 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:25 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 9:25 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:25 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 9:25 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 9:25 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 9:25 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:26 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 9:26 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 9:27 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 9:27 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 9:27 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:28 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:28 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 9:28 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 9:28 1
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Disabled D&K 1/25/2014 9:28 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 9:30 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:32 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 9:33 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 9:34 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 9:36 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:37 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 9:39 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 9:39 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 9:39 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 9:40 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:40 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:41 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 9:42 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 9:43 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:44 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:48 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:48 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 9:51 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:52 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 9:52 1
Disabled Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 9:52 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 9:52 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:53 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:53 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 9:54 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 9:54 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 9:54 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 9:54 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 9:55 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 9:55 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 9:55 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:55 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:56 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 9:56 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 9:57 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 9:58 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 9:58 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 9:59 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 9:59 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 9:59 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 10:00 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 10:01 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 10:01 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 10:01 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:01 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:02 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:02 3
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 10:03 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:03 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 10:03 4
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 10:03 1
Disabled D&K 1/25/2014 10:04 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 10:05 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 10:05 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 10:06 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:06 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:06 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:06 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:06 1
Disabled D&K 1/25/2014 10:08 1
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Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:08 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:08 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 10:11 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 10:11 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 10:12 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 10:12 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:12 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:14 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 10:14 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 10:14 3
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 10:14 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 10:14 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 10:14 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 10:15 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 10:15 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 10:15 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 10:16 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 10:17 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 10:17 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 10:18 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:19 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 10:19 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 10:19 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:19 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:19 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:19 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 10:20 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 10:20 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:20 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 10:20 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:20 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:21 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 10:21 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:21 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:22 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:22 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:22 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 10:22 1
Disabled D&K 1/25/2014 10:24 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:24 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:24 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:25 1
Disabled SRPC 1/25/2014 10:25 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:26 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 10:27 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 10:27 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:27 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:28 1
Disabled D&K 1/25/2014 10:32 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 10:32 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:32 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:33 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:33 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:33 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 10:33 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:33 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:34 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 10:34 2
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 10:35 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 10:35 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 10:35 1
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Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 10:35 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 10:36 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:37 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:37 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 10:37 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 10:37 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:37 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 10:39 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 10:39 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:39 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 10:40 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 10:40 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 10:40 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 10:40 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:41 4
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 10:41 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 10:41 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:42 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:42 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 10:43 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 10:43 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 10:44 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:44 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:45 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 10:45 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 10:45 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 10:46 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 10:46 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 10:47 4
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:48 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:48 1
Disabled D&K 1/25/2014 10:48 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:49 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:49 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:49 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:49 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:50 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 10:50 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 10:51 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 10:52 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:52 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 10:52 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:52 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:53 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:54 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 10:54 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 10:54 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:54 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 10:54 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:55 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 10:55 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 10:55 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 10:55 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 10:55 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 10:55 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 10:56 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 10:56 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 10:56 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:56 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:56 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:57 1
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Standard D&K 1/25/2014 10:58 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 10:59 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 10:59 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:00 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:01 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:01 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:01 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:01 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 11:01 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:01 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 11:02 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:02 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 11:02 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:03 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 11:03 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 11:03 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 11:04 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 11:04 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:04 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:04 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:04 5
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:04 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:04 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:04 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 11:04 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:04 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:05 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:05 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:05 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:05 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:06 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:06 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:06 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:07 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:08 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:08 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:08 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:09 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 11:09 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:10 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 11:10 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:10 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:11 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:11 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 11:12 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 11:12 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 11:13 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 11:13 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:15 3
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:16 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:16 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:17 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:18 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 11:18 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 11:18 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:20 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 11:21 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 11:22 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:23 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:23 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:23 1
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Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 11:23 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 11:23 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 11:24 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:24 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:24 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:26 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 11:26 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:27 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 11:28 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:28 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:29 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:29 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:30 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:30 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:30 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:30 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:30 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:30 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:31 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:31 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 11:31 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:31 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 11:32 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:32 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 11:32 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 11:34 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:34 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 11:34 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:36 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:36 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:36 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:37 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:37 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:38 2
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 11:38 3
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:39 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:39 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:39 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:39 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:39 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:39 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:39 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 11:39 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:40 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 11:40 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:40 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 11:40 4
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:40 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:41 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:41 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 11:41 3
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 11:41 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 11:41 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:41 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 11:41 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:42 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:42 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:43 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:43 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:43 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 11:43 1
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Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:43 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 11:43 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:44 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 11:44 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 11:45 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:46 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:46 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 11:47 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 11:47 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:48 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:48 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:48 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:48 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:48 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:49 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:49 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:49 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:49 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:49 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:50 4
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 11:50 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:50 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:50 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:51 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:51 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:51 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:51 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:51 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 11:52 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 11:52 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:52 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 11:52 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 11:53 2
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 11:53 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:53 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 11:53 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:54 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:55 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:55 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 11:55 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:56 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:56 2
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 11:56 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 11:56 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 11:57 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:57 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:57 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:57 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:57 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 11:57 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:57 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:58 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 11:58 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 11:58 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:59 3
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 11:59 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:00 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:00 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:01 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:01 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:01 1
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Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:01 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:02 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:02 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:02 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:03 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:03 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:04 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 12:04 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 12:05 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:05 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:05 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:05 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:05 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:05 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:06 2
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:06 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:07 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:07 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:07 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:07 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:07 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:07 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:08 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:08 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:08 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:09 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:09 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:09 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:09 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:10 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:10 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:10 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:10 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:10 3
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 12:10 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 12:11 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:12 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:13 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:14 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:14 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:14 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:14 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:14 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:15 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:15 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:16 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:16 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:19 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:19 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:19 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:20 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:21 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:21 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 12:21 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:21 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:21 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:22 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:23 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:23 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:23 3
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:23 2
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Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:23 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:24 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:24 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:24 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:24 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:24 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:24 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:24 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:25 2
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:26 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:26 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:26 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:27 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 12:27 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:29 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:30 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:31 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:31 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:32 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:32 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:32 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:32 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:32 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 12:32 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:32 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:33 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:33 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 12:34 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:34 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:34 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:35 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:36 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 12:36 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:37 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:37 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:38 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:38 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 12:38 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:38 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 12:38 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:38 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:38 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:38 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:39 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:39 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:39 2
Standard South Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:40 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:40 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:40 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:40 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:41 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:41 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:42 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:43 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:43 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:43 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 12:44 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:44 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:44 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:45 1
Disabled D&K 1/25/2014 12:47 1

Page 33 of 69



Subject Crossing Location Author Creation Date QTY
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:47 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:48 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:49 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:53 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:53 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:53 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:54 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:54 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:55 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:55 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:55 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:56 4
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 12:56 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:56 2
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:56 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:56 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:56 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:56 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:57 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:57 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:57 2
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:57 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:57 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:58 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:58 1
Disabled D&K 1/25/2014 12:58 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:59 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 12:59 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 12:59 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 12:59 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 12:59 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:00 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:00 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 13:01 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:01 3
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:02 3
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:02 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 13:03 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:03 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:03 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:03 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:03 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:03 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:03 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:03 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:03 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:04 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:04 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 13:04 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:04 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 13:05 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:05 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:05 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 13:05 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:05 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:05 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:06 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:06 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:07 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:07 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:07 1
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Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:07 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:07 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:08 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:08 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:08 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:08 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:09 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:10 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:10 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:10 5
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:10 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:10 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:10 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 13:11 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 13:11 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 13:11 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:11 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:12 3
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 13:12 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:12 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 13:12 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 13:12 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 13:12 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:12 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 13:12 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:12 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:13 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 13:13 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 13:13 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:13 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:13 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:13 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:14 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:15 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:16 4
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:16 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:16 3
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:17 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:17 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 13:17 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:17 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:17 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:18 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:18 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:18 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:19 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:20 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:20 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:20 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 13:20 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:20 3
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:20 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:20 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:21 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:21 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:21 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:22 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:22 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:22 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:22 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:22 1
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Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:23 5
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:23 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:23 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:23 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 13:24 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 13:24 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:24 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:24 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:25 2
Standard South Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:25 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:25 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:25 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:26 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:26 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:26 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:26 2
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:27 2
Standard South Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:27 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:28 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:28 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:28 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:28 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:29 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:29 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:29 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 13:29 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:29 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:29 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:29 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:29 1
Disabled Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 13:30 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:30 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:30 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:30 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:30 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:31 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:31 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:33 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:34 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:34 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 13:35 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:35 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 13:35 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:37 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:37 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:37 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:37 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:40 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:40 1
Standard North Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 13:40 1
Disabled D&K 1/25/2014 13:41 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:41 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:41 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:42 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:42 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 13:42 1
Disabled D&K 1/25/2014 13:42 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:42 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:43 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:43 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 13:43 1
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Standard South Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:46 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:47 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:48 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:48 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 13:50 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:51 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:51 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:51 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:53 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 13:54 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:54 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:54 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:54 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:54 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:55 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 13:55 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:55 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:56 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:56 4
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 13:57 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:57 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 13:58 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:58 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 13:59 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 13:59 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 14:01 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 14:01 2
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 14:02 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 14:02 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 14:02 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 14:03 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 14:03 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 14:03 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 14:05 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 14:05 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 14:05 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 14:07 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 14:08 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 14:08 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 14:08 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 14:08 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 14:08 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 14:09 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 14:09 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 14:10 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 14:10 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 14:10 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 14:11 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 14:11 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 14:11 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 14:11 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 14:11 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 14:12 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 14:12 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 14:12 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 14:13 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 14:13 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 14:13 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 14:14 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 14:15 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 14:15 1
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Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 14:16 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 14:18 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 14:18 2
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 14:19 2
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 14:19 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 14:19 3
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 14:20 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 14:20 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 14:21 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 14:21 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 14:21 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 14:21 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 14:24 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 14:24 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 14:25 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 14:25 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 14:26 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/25/2014 14:26 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 14:27 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 14:27 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 14:28 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 14:29 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/25/2014 14:30 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 14:30 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 14:31 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 14:31 1
Standard D&K 1/25/2014 14:31 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 14:34 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 14:35 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 14:35 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 14:35 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 14:36 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 14:37 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 14:38 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 14:39 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 14:39 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 14:40 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 14:40 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 14:40 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 14:41 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 14:42 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 14:44 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 14:45 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 14:45 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 14:46 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 14:46 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 14:46 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 14:48 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 14:48 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 14:48 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 14:50 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 14:50 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 14:51 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 14:52 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 14:53 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 14:54 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 14:54 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 14:56 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 14:56 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 14:57 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 14:58 1
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Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 14:59 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:00 3
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:00 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:01 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:01 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 15:01 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:01 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 15:01 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 15:02 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:02 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 15:04 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:04 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:05 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:05 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:06 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:07 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 15:07 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 15:07 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 15:08 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:09 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 15:10 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 15:10 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:11 2
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 15:12 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:13 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:16 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:17 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 15:18 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:18 5
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:19 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 15:19 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:19 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 15:19 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 15:20 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 15:20 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 15:20 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:21 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:23 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 15:23 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 15:23 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:25 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:25 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:27 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:28 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 15:28 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 15:29 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:29 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 15:29 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:30 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:32 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:32 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:32 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:33 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:35 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:35 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:35 4
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:36 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:38 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:40 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 15:41 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:41 1
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Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 15:42 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:43 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 15:43 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:43 3
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:44 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:45 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 15:45 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:45 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:46 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:47 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 15:47 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:48 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:49 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:50 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 15:51 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:51 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:53 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:53 1
Standard North Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 15:54 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:55 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:56 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:56 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 15:56 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:56 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 15:57 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:57 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 15:57 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 15:58 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:58 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 15:58 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:58 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:59 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 15:59 2
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:00 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:00 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:01 3
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:02 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 16:02 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:02 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 16:03 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 16:03 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:03 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:03 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 16:05 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:05 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 16:05 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:05 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:06 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:06 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 16:07 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:08 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:09 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:10 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 16:12 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:12 2
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:13 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:13 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:14 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:14 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:15 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 16:16 1
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Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 16:16 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 16:16 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:17 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:18 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:19 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 16:19 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:20 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:21 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 16:21 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:22 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 16:22 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:22 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:23 3
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 16:23 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 16:24 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 16:25 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:26 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:26 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:29 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 16:29 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:29 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:30 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:30 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:31 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:32 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:32 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:33 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:33 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:35 2
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:36 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 16:37 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:38 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:38 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:40 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:41 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:42 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:44 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:44 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:45 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:46 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:46 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:47 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 16:47 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:48 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 16:48 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:49 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:50 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 16:50 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:50 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:51 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:54 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:56 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:57 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:57 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 16:59 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 17:00 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:01 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 17:01 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:01 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:02 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:04 1
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Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 17:04 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 17:04 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:05 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 17:05 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 17:07 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:07 3
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 17:08 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:10 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:10 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:11 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:12 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:16 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:18 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:19 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:21 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 17:21 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:22 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:24 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:26 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:28 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 17:28 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:30 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:30 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 17:32 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:32 5
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:34 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 17:36 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:36 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:37 3
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:38 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:39 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:40 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 17:40 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 17:40 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:41 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:43 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:45 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:47 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:48 3
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 17:50 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:50 3
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 17:51 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:51 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 17:53 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:53 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:56 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 17:57 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 17:58 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:01 3
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:01 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 18:02 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:03 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:04 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 18:04 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 18:04 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:04 3
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:07 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 18:07 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:07 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:08 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:08 1
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Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:09 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 18:09 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 18:09 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:09 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 18:10 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:10 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 18:11 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:13 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 18:13 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:14 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:14 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 18:14 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:14 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:16 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 18:17 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:18 3
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:21 3
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 18:21 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:21 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 18:22 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:22 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:23 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:24 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:25 4
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 18:26 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 18:26 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:27 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:28 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 18:28 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:28 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:29 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:30 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:31 4
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:31 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:32 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 18:32 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:32 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 18:32 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 18:33 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:33 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 18:33 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:33 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:34 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:35 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 18:35 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:36 3
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 18:36 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 18:37 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:37 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:38 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:39 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 18:40 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:40 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 18:40 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:41 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:42 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 18:42 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 18:42 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:42 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:44 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:45 1
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Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:45 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:46 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:48 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 18:48 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:49 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 18:49 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 18:49 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:49 3
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:51 3
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:52 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 18:52 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:53 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:54 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:54 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:56 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 18:56 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 18:56 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 18:57 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:57 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 18:57 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:58 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 18:58 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:58 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 18:58 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:58 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 18:59 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 18:59 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:00 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:00 4
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:00 1
Disabled SRPC 1/25/2014 19:00 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:01 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 19:01 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:01 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:02 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:02 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:03 3
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:03 3
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:03 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:05 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:05 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:05 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 19:05 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 19:06 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:06 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 19:07 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:08 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:08 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:09 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:11 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:11 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:11 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:11 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 19:12 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:13 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:14 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:14 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:15 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 19:15 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:15 3
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:15 1
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Standard South Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:16 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:16 2
Disabled North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:16 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:16 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:17 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:17 2
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:17 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:17 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:18 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:18 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:19 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:19 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 19:19 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 19:20 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:20 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:21 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:22 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:22 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:23 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:23 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:23 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:23 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:23 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:24 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:24 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:24 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:24 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:25 4
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:25 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:26 4
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:26 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:26 4
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:28 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:28 3
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:28 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:28 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:29 3
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:29 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:29 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:30 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:31 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:31 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:32 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:32 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:33 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:34 3
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:34 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:34 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:34 3
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:34 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:35 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:35 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:36 3
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:36 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:36 3
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:36 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:36 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:37 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:37 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:37 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:37 1
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Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:38 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:38 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:38 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:39 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:39 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:39 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:40 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:40 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:40 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:41 3
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:41 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:42 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:42 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:43 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:43 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 19:44 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:45 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 19:45 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:45 4
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 19:45 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:45 3
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:46 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:46 4
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:46 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:46 4
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:46 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:47 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:47 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:48 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:48 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:48 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:49 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:50 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:50 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:50 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:51 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:51 4
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:51 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:51 2
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:52 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:53 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:53 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 19:54 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:54 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 19:54 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 19:54 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 19:54 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:55 1
Standard North Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 19:57 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 19:57 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 19:57 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 19:58 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 20:00 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:00 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 20:00 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:01 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:01 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:02 2
Standard South Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:03 4
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 20:03 1
Standard North Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 20:04 1
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Standard North Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 20:04 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:05 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:05 3
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 20:06 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 20:06 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:06 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 20:06 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:07 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:07 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 20:08 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 20:10 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:11 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:14 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 20:14 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 20:15 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:15 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 20:16 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:16 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:16 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:17 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:18 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:19 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 20:20 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 20:21 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:21 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:23 4
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 20:24 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:24 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 20:27 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:27 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:27 3
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 20:28 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 20:28 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:28 2
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:29 5
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 20:30 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 20:30 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 20:31 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 20:31 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 20:33 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:33 3
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 20:33 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:34 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 20:34 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:35 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:36 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 20:37 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 20:38 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 20:39 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:39 2
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:42 3
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:43 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 20:43 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 20:44 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 20:44 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 20:45 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 20:45 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:48 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:50 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 20:50 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 20:51 1
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Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:53 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 20:56 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 20:56 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:56 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 20:56 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:57 4
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 20:57 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 20:58 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 20:58 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 20:58 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:00 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:01 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:01 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:02 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:04 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 21:04 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:06 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:06 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:07 2
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/25/2014 21:07 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 21:08 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 21:08 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:09 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 21:09 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 21:10 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:11 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:13 3
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 21:14 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 21:15 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:15 3
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:16 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 21:16 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 21:17 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:17 4
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:18 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 21:18 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 21:19 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:20 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:23 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:23 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 21:24 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:25 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:25 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:25 7
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:26 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 21:26 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:26 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 21:27 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:27 5
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 21:27 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:27 3
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 21:28 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 21:28 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:28 3
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:28 4
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:29 3
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 21:29 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:30 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:30 4
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:30 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 21:31 1
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Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:31 4
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:31 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:31 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:32 3
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:32 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 21:33 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:33 3
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:34 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 21:34 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:34 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:35 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:36 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:37 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 21:37 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:37 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:38 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 21:39 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:39 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:39 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 21:40 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:40 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 21:40 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:41 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 21:41 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 21:41 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:41 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:42 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 21:42 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:42 3
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 21:42 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:43 5
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:43 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:44 3
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:44 3
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 21:44 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:45 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:46 4
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:47 3
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 21:47 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 21:48 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:48 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 21:49 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/25/2014 21:49 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:49 4
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:50 2
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 21:51 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 21:51 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:51 4
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:52 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:53 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:54 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 21:55 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:55 3
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 21:55 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 21:55 1
Standard SRPC 1/25/2014 21:55 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/25/2014 21:57 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 7:19 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 7:24 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 7:32 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 7:33 2
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Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 7:35 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 7:38 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 7:40 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 7:41 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 7:43 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 7:43 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 7:49 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 7:50 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 7:57 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 7:57 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 7:58 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 7:58 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:02 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:05 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:08 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:08 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:09 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:12 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:18 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:19 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:19 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 8:19 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:21 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:23 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:23 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:25 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:27 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:30 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:31 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 8:32 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:32 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:36 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 8:37 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 8:39 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:40 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:40 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 8:40 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:40 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 8:40 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:41 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:42 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 8:42 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:42 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:43 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:43 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:44 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:45 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:45 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:46 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 8:46 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:48 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:48 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:49 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:49 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:50 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 8:50 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:52 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:54 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:55 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 8:56 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 8:59 1
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Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:00 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:01 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 9:05 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:05 1
Standard North Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 9:06 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:07 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:07 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:08 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:10 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:11 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 9:15 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:16 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:19 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:20 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:20 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 9:20 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:20 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 9:23 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 9:23 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:24 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:24 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:25 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:27 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:27 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:28 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:29 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 9:31 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:32 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:32 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:33 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 9:34 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:34 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:34 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:34 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 9:36 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:37 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:38 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:40 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:42 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 9:43 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:43 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 9:43 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:46 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:46 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 9:47 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 9:47 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:48 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 9:49 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:50 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 9:50 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:52 4
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:53 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:55 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:56 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:57 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 9:57 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 9:57 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 9:59 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 9:59 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:00 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 10:00 1
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Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:02 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:03 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:05 3
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:05 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:06 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 10:07 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 10:07 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:07 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 10:08 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 10:08 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:09 2
Standard South Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:09 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 10:09 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:10 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:10 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 10:10 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:11 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:12 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 10:14 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:16 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:16 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 10:18 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:18 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 10:20 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 10:21 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:22 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 10:22 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:22 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 10:23 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:23 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:27 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 10:28 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:28 4
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:29 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:29 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 10:30 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 10:31 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:31 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:31 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:33 1
Standard North Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 10:33 1
Standard North Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 10:33 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:34 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 10:35 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 10:36 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 10:37 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:37 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:39 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 10:40 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 10:40 2
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:41 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 10:41 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 10:43 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:43 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 10:43 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:43 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 10:44 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:44 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:44 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 10:45 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 10:45 1
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Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 10:46 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 10:46 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:46 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:47 3
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:47 3
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:48 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 10:48 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:49 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 10:49 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:49 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 10:49 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 10:50 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:50 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:51 2
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:51 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 10:51 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:51 2
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:55 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:56 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 10:56 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:57 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:57 4
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 10:58 4
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 10:59 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:00 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:01 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 11:03 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:04 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 11:05 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:05 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:05 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 11:05 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:06 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:07 3
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:08 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:08 3
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 11:09 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 11:09 2
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:10 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:10 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:12 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 11:13 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:13 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 11:14 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:17 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:18 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 11:18 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:18 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:19 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 11:19 4
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:19 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 11:19 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:19 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 11:20 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 11:20 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:21 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:21 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 11:21 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:21 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 11:22 3
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:23 3
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Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:23 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 11:24 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:24 3
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:24 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 11:24 3
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 11:25 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 11:27 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:28 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 11:28 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:28 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:31 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:32 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 11:32 2
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 11:34 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:34 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:34 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 11:35 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 11:36 4
Standard North Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:36 5
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:37 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 11:37 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 11:37 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:38 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 11:39 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:39 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:39 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 11:40 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:41 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:44 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:44 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 11:44 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 11:45 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 11:46 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 11:48 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:48 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 11:48 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:48 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:48 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 11:49 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:49 4
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 11:49 4
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:50 2
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:50 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 11:51 2
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:52 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:52 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:52 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 11:52 4
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 11:53 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:54 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:55 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:55 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:57 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 11:58 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:58 5
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 11:59 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:00 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:00 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:01 3
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 12:01 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:01 1
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Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 12:01 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 12:01 2
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:02 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:03 0
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:04 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 12:05 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:05 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:06 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:06 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:06 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 12:07 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:07 4
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 12:08 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 12:08 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:09 3
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:10 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:10 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:11 2
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:11 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:12 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 12:13 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 12:16 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 12:21 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:21 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:22 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 12:22 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:23 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 12:24 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 12:24 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:25 4
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 12:25 4
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 12:26 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 12:26 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 12:27 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:28 3
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 12:30 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 12:30 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:31 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 12:31 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:32 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:33 3
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 12:35 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 12:35 2
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:35 2
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:37 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 12:37 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:38 3
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:38 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 12:38 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 12:38 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 12:38 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:40 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:40 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 12:41 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 12:42 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:43 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:43 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 12:43 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:45 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:46 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 12:46 2
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Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:49 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:50 3
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:52 3
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 12:52 4
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:53 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:53 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 12:53 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:54 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:55 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:56 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 12:56 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 12:59 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 12:59 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 12:59 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 13:00 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 13:00 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:01 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:01 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 13:02 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 13:02 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:02 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 13:04 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:04 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:05 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:05 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:08 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 13:09 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:09 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:10 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 13:10 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:11 4
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 13:11 4
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:11 3
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 13:12 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:12 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:14 4
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 13:15 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:16 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 13:18 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:18 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 13:19 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 13:19 4
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:20 5
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:20 4
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 13:20 4
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 13:20 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 13:20 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 13:21 2
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:21 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:23 4
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 13:23 3
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:24 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:24 3
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 13:24 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 13:25 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:25 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:26 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 13:26 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 13:26 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:26 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:27 4
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Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 13:28 4
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:28 4
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 13:29 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 13:29 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 13:29 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:29 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 13:29 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:30 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 13:30 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 13:31 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 13:32 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:33 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:34 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 13:34 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 13:39 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:39 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:41 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:44 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:44 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:44 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:46 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:46 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 13:48 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 13:49 2
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:49 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 13:50 3
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 13:50 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:50 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:51 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 13:51 3
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:51 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:52 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:52 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 13:52 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 13:53 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 13:54 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 13:55 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 13:57 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 13:58 4
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 13:58 3
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 13:59 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 13:59 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 14:00 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 14:01 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 14:03 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 14:03 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 14:03 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 14:04 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 14:04 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 14:05 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 14:05 2
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 14:07 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 14:07 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 14:07 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 14:08 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 14:08 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 14:08 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 14:10 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 14:10 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 14:10 2
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 14:12 3
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Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 14:13 4
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 14:16 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 14:18 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 14:19 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 14:19 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 14:19 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 14:20 1
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 14:20 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 14:20 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 14:20 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 14:21 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 14:22 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 14:23 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 14:23 3
Standard South Jaywalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 14:24 4
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 14:27 1
Standard Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 14:27 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 14:29 1
Standard South Crosswalk Paul's iPad 1/26/2014 14:30 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 14:31 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 14:32 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 14:36 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 14:36 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 14:36 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 14:36 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 14:37 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 14:37 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 14:37 4
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 14:38 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 14:38 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 14:38 3
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 14:38 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 14:39 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 14:39 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 14:40 2
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 14:40 2
Standard North Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 14:40 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 14:40 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 14:41 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 14:41 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 14:42 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 14:43 3
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 14:43 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 14:43 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 14:43 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 14:44 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 14:44 3
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 14:44 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 14:44 3
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 14:45 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 14:45 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 14:45 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 14:45 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 14:45 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 14:46 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 14:46 3
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 14:46 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 14:46 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 14:47 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 14:47 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 14:47 1
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Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 14:49 2
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 14:49 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 14:49 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 14:50 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 14:50 3
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 14:50 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 14:50 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 14:50 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 14:50 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 14:51 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 14:51 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 14:51 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 14:52 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 14:52 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 14:52 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 14:52 2
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 14:54 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 14:54 2
Standard South Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 14:54 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 14:55 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 14:55 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 14:56 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 14:57 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 14:57 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 14:58 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 14:58 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 14:59 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 14:59 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 15:00 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:01 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:01 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:02 2
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:02 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:02 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 15:03 2
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 15:03 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 15:03 2
Standard North Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 15:03 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 15:04 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 15:04 2
Disabled Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 15:04 3
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 15:04 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 15:05 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 15:05 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 15:06 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 15:07 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 15:07 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:07 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 15:07 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:07 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 15:08 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:08 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 15:08 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 15:08 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:09 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 15:09 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:10 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 15:11 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 15:12 2
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:12 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 15:12 1
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Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:12 2
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:13 3
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:13 3
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 15:13 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:13 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:14 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 15:14 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:15 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 15:15 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 15:16 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:16 2
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:17 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 15:21 2
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:21 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 15:22 2
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:24 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 15:25 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 15:25 2
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:25 2
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 15:26 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 15:27 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 15:27 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 15:28 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 15:29 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 15:30 2
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:31 1
Disabled D&K 1/26/2014 15:35 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 15:36 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:37 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 15:37 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:38 2
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:38 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 15:39 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 15:40 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:40 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 15:40 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:40 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 15:41 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 15:41 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 15:41 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:42 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 15:42 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 15:44 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 15:45 4
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 15:45 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:46 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:46 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:47 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 15:48 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:48 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:48 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 15:48 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:48 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 15:48 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 15:48 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:49 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 15:50 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:51 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:51 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 15:52 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 15:52 1

Page 60 of 69



Subject Crossing Location Author Creation Date QTY
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 15:53 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 15:53 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:53 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:53 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 15:54 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 15:54 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:55 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:55 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 15:55 2
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:55 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:56 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 15:56 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:57 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 15:58 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 15:58 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 15:59 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:00 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:01 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 16:01 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 16:02 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:02 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:03 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 16:03 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 16:03 4
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 16:04 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 16:05 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:05 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:06 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:07 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:07 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 16:11 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 16:12 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:12 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:14 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 16:14 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 16:14 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 16:14 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:15 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:15 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:15 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:16 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:16 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 16:17 2
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 16:17 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:17 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 16:17 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:18 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:19 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:19 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 16:20 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 16:21 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:21 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 16:21 2
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 16:21 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 16:21 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 16:23 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:25 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 16:25 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:25 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:25 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:25 1
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Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:26 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 16:26 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:27 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:27 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 16:27 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 16:28 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 16:28 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 16:30 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 16:30 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 16:31 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:31 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 16:31 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:31 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 16:32 1
Standard North Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 16:32 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:33 3
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 16:33 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 16:33 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 16:33 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:33 3
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 16:34 3
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 16:36 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:36 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 16:36 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 16:37 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 16:38 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:38 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:38 2
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 16:41 2
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 16:41 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 16:41 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 16:42 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 16:43 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 16:43 1
Disabled D&K 1/26/2014 16:43 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 16:43 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 16:43 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 16:43 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 16:44 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 16:44 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:45 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:47 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:47 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:47 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 16:47 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:48 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 16:48 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 16:50 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:50 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:51 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 16:52 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 16:52 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 16:52 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 16:53 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 16:55 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 16:56 2
Standard South Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 16:56 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 16:58 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 16:58 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 16:59 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:00 1
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Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:01 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:01 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 17:03 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 17:03 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:04 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:04 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 17:04 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:05 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:05 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:05 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 17:05 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 17:05 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 17:06 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 17:06 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:06 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:07 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 17:08 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:08 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:09 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:09 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:09 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 17:09 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:11 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:11 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:11 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 17:11 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 17:12 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 17:12 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:13 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:13 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:13 2
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 17:14 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:14 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:14 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:15 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:15 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 17:15 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:15 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 17:16 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:16 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:16 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:16 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:17 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:17 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 17:18 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:19 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:19 2
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:20 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:20 2
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:20 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:21 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 17:21 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:22 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:23 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 17:23 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:24 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:24 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 17:24 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:24 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:27 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:27 1
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Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:27 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:27 3
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 17:28 3
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:29 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:30 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:30 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 17:30 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:31 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:31 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:31 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:31 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:31 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:32 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:32 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:33 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 17:33 2
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:33 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:34 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:35 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 17:35 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:35 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 17:35 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:35 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:36 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:36 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:37 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 17:37 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:37 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 17:37 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:37 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:37 2
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:38 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:38 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:38 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 17:38 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 17:39 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:39 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:40 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:40 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 17:40 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 17:42 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:44 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:45 2
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:45 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:47 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 17:47 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:50 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:50 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:51 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:51 2
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:52 2
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:53 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:53 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:54 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:55 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:55 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 17:55 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:55 4
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:56 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 17:56 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:58 1
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Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:58 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 17:59 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 17:59 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 18:00 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 18:02 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 18:02 1
Standard North Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 18:02 2
Disabled South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 18:03 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 18:04 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 18:05 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 18:05 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 18:07 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 18:09 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 18:11 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 18:11 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 18:12 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 18:12 2
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 18:13 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 18:13 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 18:15 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 18:17 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 18:18 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 18:20 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 18:21 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 18:21 4
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 18:23 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 18:23 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 18:27 4
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 18:27 4
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 18:27 4
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 18:28 2
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 18:28 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 18:30 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 18:30 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 18:31 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 18:32 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 18:32 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 18:34 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 18:34 2
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 18:34 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 18:34 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 18:37 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 18:39 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 18:39 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 18:40 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 18:40 1
Disabled D&K 1/26/2014 18:41 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 18:41 1
Disabled D&K 1/26/2014 18:42 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 18:42 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 18:42 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 18:42 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 18:43 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 18:44 1
Disabled D&K 1/26/2014 18:44 1
Disabled D&K 1/26/2014 18:45 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 18:45 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 18:46 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 18:46 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 18:46 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 18:47 1
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Disabled D&K 1/26/2014 18:47 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 18:47 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 18:47 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 18:48 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 18:49 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 18:49 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 18:49 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 18:49 1
Disabled SRPC 1/26/2014 18:50 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 18:51 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 18:51 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 18:51 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 18:52 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 18:52 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 18:53 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 18:53 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 18:53 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 18:54 2
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 18:55 2
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 18:57 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 18:59 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 19:00 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 19:01 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 19:01 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 19:01 3
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 19:02 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 19:03 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 19:06 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 19:06 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 19:07 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 19:08 1
Disabled Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 19:09 2
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 19:09 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 19:10 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 19:10 2
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 19:10 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 19:11 2
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 19:14 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 19:14 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 19:14 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 19:14 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 19:14 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 19:15 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 19:16 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 19:16 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 19:16 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 19:16 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 19:16 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 19:16 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 19:17 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 19:17 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 19:17 1
Disabled D&K 1/26/2014 19:18 2
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 19:19 3
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 19:19 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 19:20 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 19:20 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 19:20 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 19:21 2
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 19:25 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 19:28 2
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Standard D&K 1/26/2014 19:29 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 19:29 3
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 19:30 5
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 19:31 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 19:31 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 19:33 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 19:33 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 19:34 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 19:36 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 19:36 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 19:37 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 19:43 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 19:44 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 19:45 5
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 19:45 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 19:46 2
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 19:46 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 19:47 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 19:47 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 19:47 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 19:48 2
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 19:49 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 19:49 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 19:52 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 19:55 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 19:56 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 19:56 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 19:57 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 19:57 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 19:59 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 19:59 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:00 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 20:02 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:03 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 20:03 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 20:04 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:04 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:04 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:06 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 20:06 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:07 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:08 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 20:08 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:09 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:09 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 20:14 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:14 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 20:15 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 20:15 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 20:15 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:17 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:19 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 20:20 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:20 1
Standard North Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 20:20 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:21 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 20:22 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 20:22 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:22 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:23 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 20:23 2
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Subject Crossing Location Author Creation Date QTY
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 20:23 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:25 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 20:25 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:25 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 20:26 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 20:27 4
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:28 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:30 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:30 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 20:31 2
Standard South Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 20:32 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 20:32 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 20:33 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 20:34 1
Standard South Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 20:36 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:36 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 20:36 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 20:38 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:41 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:41 2
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:43 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:44 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 20:45 2
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:45 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 20:45 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:46 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:47 2
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:47 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 20:47 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:48 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 20:48 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 20:54 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 20:55 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 20:56 2
Standard Middle Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 20:57 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 20:59 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 20:59 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 21:00 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 21:00 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 21:01 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 21:04 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 21:05 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 21:06 2
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 21:07 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 21:09 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 21:10 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 21:12 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 21:15 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 21:16 2
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 21:16 2
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 21:17 2
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 21:22 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 21:23 1
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 21:27 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 21:29 2
Standard North Crosswalk SRPC 1/26/2014 21:30 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 21:31 2
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 21:31 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 21:31 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 21:37 1
Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 21:39 1
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Standard South Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 21:42 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 21:42 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 21:43 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 21:43 3
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 21:44 1
Standard South Middle Jaywalk D&K 1/26/2014 21:46 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 21:46 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 21:46 1
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 21:46 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 21:51 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 21:51 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 21:52 2
Standard North Middle Jaywalk SRPC 1/26/2014 21:54 1
Standard D&K 1/26/2014 21:54 1
Standard SRPC 1/26/2014 21:57 1
Standard Middle Crosswalk D&K 1/26/2014 21:59 1
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PEDESTRIAN SURVEY RESPONSES - MIDDLE CROSSWALK

Time of Day Walking From Walking To Floor # Cross Street Comments?
7:10 AM Yoga studio Parking lot 4 Yes Loved living here - able to work anywhere - safe community, safe to walk around
7:20 AM Rear bldg Mills parking lot 3 Yes --
7:30 AM 3rd floor Mills Mills parking lot 3 Yes --
7:35 AM 4th floor Yoga 1st floor office 4 No --
7:35 AM Mills parking lot 4th floor apt. 4 Yes --
7:50 AM 3rd floor apt. Parking across the street 3 Yes --
7:55 AM Mills parking lot Bike factory 2 Yes --
8:00 AM 3rd floor apt. Mills parking lot 3 Yes --
8:05 AM 4th floor Parking lot across street 4 Yes --
8:14 AM Lot across street Yoga studio 4 Yes --
8:15 AM Lot across street 1st floor 1 Yes --

8:30 AM Rear blding Bike shop  2 Yes
Crosswalks poorly placed - people come over hill are surprised by crosswalk - rearend
accident - crosswalk right across from Mills entrance

8:45 AM Parking lot 2nd floor student 2 Yes Dangerous speeding cars coming both ways - crosswalk not visible
8:55 AM 4th floor Across the street 4 Yes Dangerous crosswalk - flashing light not from

9:00 AM Across the street 2nd floor 2 Yes Not safe - people going too fast - have witnessed 5 or 6 accidents since opening a business
9:05 AM Parking lot Work (studio) 1 Yes --
9:05 AM Lady shopper (?) 2nd floor 2 Yes Safe being a pedestrian
9:10 AM Parking lot across street First floor 1 Yes Seems safe to me
9:10 AM Parking lot across street Mills space 1 Yes --

9:15 AM Parking lot 2nd floor (work) 2 Yes
No one stopped before flashing light - worse at night - improved since flashers were
installed

9:20 AM Parked on Main Street Bike shop (2nd floor) 2 No Can be dangerous at times - poor visibility
9:25 AM Parking lot across street Work on 1st floor 1 Yes No
9:25 AM Parking lot 2nd floor office 2 Yes --
9:25 AM Parking lot across street -- -- Yes --
9:30 AM Parking lot across street First floor studio 1 Yes People stop for me everytime at crosswalk
9:35 AM 3rd floor Bus stop 3 No I'm late
9:40 AM Parking lot across street 3rd floor 3 Yes Pretty good - been in less pedestrian friendly places
9:45 AM Across street 1st floor 1 Yes Pedestrian safety is fine

9:45 AM Apartment next door 2nd floor 2 Yes
Not safe - restaurant owner - constant almost accidents - trucks coming too fast and have
trouble stopping in time

9:55 AM Across the street 4th floor 4 Yes Need to be cautious as a pedestrian
10:05 AM Across the street 3rd floor 3 Yes Drivers don't stop
10:15 AM New road (same side as Mills) 2nd floor 2 No So-so - crosswalks can be dangerous
10:15 AM On street parking across street Rear bldg 3 Yes --
10:20 AM Parking lot across street work (4th floor) 4 Yes --
10:25 AM Big Bean Car north of Mills -- Yes Safe

10:30 AM 3rd floor Out front for a smoke 3 No
Small percentage are driving too fast through town - careful as a pedestrian, mindful when
crossing the street but feels safe overall - others are not if they aren't paying attention

10:30 AM 2nd floor Across the street parking lot 2 Yes
Parking is the real issue, across the street - people traveling through town don't know that -
increase signage of parking lot



10:35 AM Front of bldg -- 1 No --
10:45 AM Yoga studio 4th floor On street parking 3 Yes --
10:50 AM Rear of bldg (lot) 3rd floor 3 No Generally safe
11:00 AM Lot across street 2nd floor bike shop 2 Yes Seemed safe to me
11:00 AM Across the street -- -- Yes --
11:05 AM 3rd floor apt. Parking lot 3 Yes Reasonably safe
11:10 AM Across the street 1st floor 1 Yes Sidewalk is 5'1. - not ADA accessible
11:15 AM Post office Exploring the bldg -- No Drivers stopped for us at crosswalk
11:15 AM Parking lot across street 3rd floor 3 Yes Not safe
11:20 AM Lot across street 3rd floor 3 Yes --

11:25 AM ? Lot across the street 3rd floor 3 Yes
Most dangerous crosswalk in the world - cars coming down hill, cars get rearended - have to
wait for raods to be clear - bad situation

11:30 AM Panzarello's 1st floor barber shop 1 Yes Fairly safe, people are pretty observant
11:30 AM Parking lot across street 3rd floor 3 Yes --
11:35 AM 3rd floor apt. Parking lot across street 3 Yes --
11:40 AM 1st floor Parking lot across street 1 Yes --
11:40 AM 3rd floor Car parked across street 3 Yes --
11:45 AM 3rd floor Parking lot across street 3 Yes Unsafe sometimes at night
11:50 AM Barber shop On street parked car, same side 2 No --
11:50 AM Parking lot across street 3rd floor 3 Yes --
11:55 AM Parking lot across street Yoga studio 4th floor 4 Yes --

12:00 PM 2nd floor  "Through town" 2 No
Near Riverworks need crosswalk, distance too far, almost got hit - few more handicap spots
near Riverworks

12:05 PM Parked car North of Mills bldg (place of work) -- No Not safe - can't see pedestrians over cars coming down hill
12:10 PM Across street apt. All floors - distributing posters 1 Yes Not bad - crosswalks safe

12:10 PM Bryant Condos across the street lot 1st floor servicing elevators at Mills 1 Yes Not super safe - cars moving too fast - people will often not slow down for pedestrians
12:15 PM Parking lot Studio 1st floor 1 Yes --
12:15 PM Crackskulls 1st floor office 1 Yes None

12:25 PM Office 2nd floor Lunch on Main Street 2 Yes
I was almost hit by a car trying to cross the street - he saw me, slowed down, and then
nearly hit me

12:25 PM Central Street (near Crackskulls) Looking for Chinburgs - parking permit place3 Yes --
12:35 PM Bike shop 2nd floor Main Street, east side 2 Yes --

12:40 PM Parking lot across street Suite 415 4 Yes

Relatively safe - hill is a little tricky - people coming over hill, if you start before you see a car
- witnessed an accident a month ago at night - rearended at crosswalk - nice to see the
skybridge ppi have been talking about - understand it's expensive but would go a long way
toward helping the situation

12:45 PM Eye Center (same side of Main) Just walking around -- No Never felt unsafe walking in Newmarket

12:55 PM Apt. south of Mills on same side Walking dog past Mills landing north -- No
Overall safe - about 90% of drivers are aware of heavy bike/ped traffic - some are looking
around for businesses and are not mindful of pedestrians

1:00 PM North of Mills on same side 1st floor studio 1 No Occasionally people won't stop - people are for the most part mindful of pedestrians
1:05 PM Work 4th floor Lunch at Big Bean 4 Yes --
1:15 PM Apt north of Mills same side Panzanella on Main St. -- Yes --
1:20 PM Parking lot across street 4th floor apt. 4 Yes --
1:25 PM Parking lot across street Work 4th floor 4 Yes --
1:40 PM On street parking across street 3rd floor apt. 3 Yes --



1:45 PM Crackskulls Car on other side of st. -- Yes Dangerous by northern curve - there should be 3 cookies at each crosswalk
3:00 PM 2nd floor of Mills Car on same side of street 2 No Glare at the top of the hill makes crosswalk dangerous - anti-bridge
3:00 PM Mills parking lot Barber shop - 2nd floor 2 Yes Safe for the most part
3:05 PM Parking lot across street 3rd floor apt. 3 Yes Overall safe - adjacent crosswalk less safe for cars who stop short
3:10 PM Mills Mills parking lot 2 Yes None

3:15 PM Near the bridge Downtown -- No Hit or miss - 60% of people stop - worse at night - crosswalks need to be more visible
3:15 PM Mills Downtown 1 Yes Feels safe
3:23 PM Across the street (on rd) Mills 3 No Cars didn't yield
3:40 PM Downtown Poppers 2 No None
3:40 PM Across street 1st floor AGS 1 Yes No issues
3:50 PM Parking lot across street First floor Mills 1 Yes None
3:55 PM Parking lot across street Apt. 4 Yes No problems
4:00 PM Downtown (south) 3rd floor to drop of keg at friends 3 No Safe crossing roads
4:05 PM Parking lot Apt. 3 Yes Need solution to pedestrian woes
4:15 PM Downtown, sidewalk same side as Mills Past Mill north towards falls N/A No Crosswalks feel safe
4:15 PM Parking lot 3rd floor apt. 3 Yes Add flashing lights more frequently - slow speeds along Main Street
4:25 PM Parking lot 4th floor apt. 4 Yes Can be dangerous at night
4:30 PM Downtown sidewalk same side 2nd floor 2 No People don't slow down - taxes are too high

4:45 PM Parked across street Dropping package in 1st floor 1 Yes
Not safe at Mills crosswalk - people either don't see pedestrians or are distracted - I slow
down because I'm familiar with the area

4:50 PM Parking lot Apt. 3rd floor 3 Yes Not safe to be a pedestrian in Newmarket
5:00 PM Parked across street Poppers 2 Yes Haven't had any problems
5:20 PM Rear of bldg Yoga studio 4th floor 4 No Dangerous

5:20 PM Mill at the south end Crosses by big bean -- No
Lives downtown, tough to cross for people with disability - parking is an issue - been to the
police twice about - people don’t stop - safety issue - tries not to walk during rush hour

5:20 PM Parking lot Yoga studio 4th floor 4 Yes Not safe, people don't stop
5:25 PM Car Poppers 1 Yes --
5:25 PM House up by Church Mills yoga 4 Yes Crossing in front of Mills is dangerous
5:30 PM Downtown North of Mills towards falls N/A No

5:30 PM Car in municipal lot Apt in Mills 3 Yes Sometimes it's scary at the crosswalk in front of Poppers - lots of crosswalks and sidewalks
5:30 PM Municipal lot Apt in Mills 3 Yes People are polite and stop for people in crossings
5:35 PM Car in municipal lot Yoga in Mills 4 Yes --
5:40 PM Car in front Friend's apt. 4 No --
5:40 PM Home Walking dog N/A No --
5:45 PM Poppers Car in lot (Resides in Lee, NH) 1 Yes It's nice - lots of crosswalks - people stop

5:45 PM -- Apts in Mills 4 Yes People sometimes stop short because they can't see but for the most part it is good

5:46 PM Mills by the river Downtown Crackskulls 3 Yes
Lives works in town - crosswalks can be challenging due to sight distance - walkability is
great

5:50 PM Apt in back Mills Walking dog 3 Yes Lots of sidewalks, mostly good - sometimes people don't stop because sight distance
5:50 PM Apt in Mills Car 3 Yes Crosswalk in front of Poppers can be tough - waits until people are stopped fully
5:50 PM Car across street Apt in Mills 3 Yes --
5:50 PM Downtown Car in lot across street Yes Good overall - Poppers x walk is sometimes hard



5:55 PM Home Walk around downtown No Lots of traffic - likes sidewalks
5:55 PM Car in municipal lot Apt 3 Yes Everything good
5:59 PM Car Apt in Mills 3 Yes
6:00 PM Poppers South Mills Apt 2 No
6:00 PM Mills apt. Walking dog 3 Yes It's nice - crossing at busiest times sometimes a problem though
6:00 PM Pizza place downtown Apt 4 Yes
6:05 PM Lot Visiting Mills 1 No None
6:10 PM Lot across street Mills apt. 4 Yes Cars don't always top - Poppers in the worst because people can't always see you
6:15 PM Lot Mills apt. 1 Yes
6:15 PM House downtown Poppers 2 Yes Not bad - nice sidewalks in town
6:17 PM Independent Fabrications Cycles Car across street 1 Yes Can be tough to cross - pretty good
6:18 PM Dinner downtown Bathrooms in Mills - car in lot 1 Yes
6:21 PM Main street Walking dog in town Yes It's great
6:25 PM Poppers Back to car 2 Yes People drive too fast sometimes
6:30 PM Walking dog Mills apt. 4 No No problem - recently moved
6:33 PM Parking lot Poppers 2 Yes Pretty good
6:41 PM Downtown North? No Crossing on the hill and curve could be better
6:45 PM Car in municipal lot Poppers 1 Yes
6:45 PM Poppers Home 2 Yes
6:47 PM Downtown Parked car No Sidewalks are great

6:55 PM Business owner in Mills To car across street 1 Yes
OK, but not comfortable just walking at cross walk, some close calls - blinking light is good -
signalized might be nice

7:00 PM Work on 2nd floor Parking lot 2 Yes Install flashing lights going south would help

7:00 PM Lot Poppers 2 Yes
Pretty good job with sidewalks - great improvement - have to be careful as a pedestrian, lots
of traffice - liability is great

7:05 PM Lot across street Teaches at Yoga studio 4 Yes
Student was hit on crosswalk recently - it has happened before (2 times) - people are
distracted and drive too fast

7:07 PM Car across the street Apt in Mills 1 Yes Another flashing light would be

7:10 PM Morelli's Apt in Mills 1 Yes Better than it used to be - crosswalk across from Poppers is bad - people drive too fast

7:20 PM Parking Lot Apt on 3rd floor 3 Yes Pedestrian bridge would be helpful - people not used to pedestrians in Newmarket
7:30 PM Car parked across street Poppers 2 Yes OK - more signage and lights to alert pedestrians
7:45 PM Lot across street Apt in Mills 4 Yes

7:55 PM Parking lot  Poppers 2 Yes Crosswalk at bottom of hill dangerous for pedestrians - have seen rear end accident
8:05 PM On street parking across street Friend's apt. 3 Yes Bad at night
8:20 PM Parking lot across street Studio 1 Yes
8:30 PM Lot across street Mills apt. 4 Yes Safety is poor in the morning around 7:30
8:55 PM Mills lot across street Recr building 3 Yes Very safe
9:20 PM Poppers Car parked on street 2 No Dangerous
9:30 PM Poppers Car parked down street 2 Yes Cars go too fast and often do not pay attention
9:35 PM Mills apt. Bar down street 3 No Slow speeds through downtown

9:55 PM Lot across street Apt in Mills 3 Yes More lighting and signage helpful.  Motorists stop for pedestrians for the most part.



PEDESTRIAN SURVEY RESPONSES - NORTHERLY CROSSWALK

Time of Day Walking From Walking To Floor # Cross Street Comments?
7:55 AM Kittery Mills 3 Yes --
8:00 AM Mills (Newmarket Mills Yoga) Car parked on street 4 Yes --
8:05 AM Mills Mills parking lot 3 Yes --
8:05 AM Mills Mills parking lot 4 Yes --
8:30 AM Exeter/Mills parking lot Work 2nd floor 2 Yes --
8:30 AM Mills parking lot Mills 2 Yes --
8:30 AM River Street Yoga 4th floor 4 Yes None
8:30 AM Mills (apt. 5th floor out back) Mills parking lot 5 Yes --
8:35 AM House (across street, downtown) Yoga 4 Yes --
8:43 AM Mills lot 1st floor 1 Yes A light at the crosswalk, unsafe
8:45 AM On the street, up the hill Yoga 4 No --
8:50 AM Parked on street near/up the hill Yoga 4 No --
8:50 AM Mills parking lot Mills 2nd floor 2 Yes None!
8:50 AM Big Bean Mills 2 Yes None

8:55 AM Mills parking lot 1st floor (?) 1 Yes
Problems in the evening - crosses on hill crosswalk because feels it is safer, lower
crosswalk dangerous

9:00 AM Main Street 2nd floor Mills 2 No None
9:10 AM Mills parking lot Barber shop 2 Yes --

9:15 AM Mills parking lot 2nd floor Mills 2 Yes
Extremely dangerous crossing at night - uses blinking light to cross (that he
carries with him)

9:25 AM Mills parking lot Their office (3rd floor) 3 Yes Would love a pedestrian bridge to the third floor
9:30 AM Downtown Mills - Bike Factory NH 2 No Poppers crosswalk dangerous

9:30 AM Mills parking lot 1st floor 1 Yes

Sidewalk not ADA accessible - works for architecture firm, involved in early
design of pedestrian bridge, no sidewalk from lot to Mills (need to go near
library) - proponent for pedestrian bridge

9:30 AM Mills Parking lot 1 Yes --
10:20 AM Mills Car parked across street 4 Yes Safe - moved from Durham - move places to walk to
10:25 AM Mills parking lot Mills 3 Yes Good crosswalks
10:53 AM 3rd floor Mills Mills parking lot 3 Yes Skybridge would be nice
10:55 AM Mills parking lot Equity Group 2 Yes Feels safe
11:30 AM Third floor Across the street to get lunch 3 Yes --

11:40 AM Parking lot 1st floor 1 Yes
Don’t think it's safe - cars come in too quickly, lighting over crosswalks would be
beneficial

12:40 PM Mills parking lot Mills 2 Yes It's convenient
12:40 PM Home (downtown) School -- Yes Feels safe
12:45 PM Panzello's Mills bldg 2 Yes Knew individuals who died in crosswalk - unsafe
1:05 PM 152, across the bridge Walking to the bridge past the Mills -- No Feels safe
1:17 PM Mills lot 3rd floor Mills 3 Yes Not safe to cross - recommends pedestrian bridge
1:17 PM 4th floor Mills Mills parking lot 4 Yes Feels safe - crosswalk closer to bridge, unsafe
1:35 PM Mills 2nd floor Downtown 2 Yes --

1:45 PM Rivermoore landing Around downtown -- No
People go to fast - always assume that people aren't gonna stop - mercedes and
bmers never stop - feels unsafe, safer with sign

1:45 PM Crackskulls RSP Studios 1st floor 1 Yes Everyone stops for pedestrians



2:00 PM Home on Main St, same side as Mills Headliners 2 No
They suck - lived here for 17 yrs - not enough crosswalks - can't see cars coming -
need crossing buttons, at night should be reflective

2:03 PM Downtown Bridge -- No Feel safe walking downtown
2:05 PM Downtown Bridge -- No Lower crosswalk unsafe, needs flashing light
2:10 PM Lot across street Work 1st floor 1 Yes --
2:15 PM Lot across street Bike shop 2 Yes Safe conditions for pedestrians

2:20 PM Work Just taking a walk 2 No
Cars travel too fast at adjacent crosswalk - car got rearended, men at stopped
crosswalk

2:30 PM Bridge Mills 2 No Hear screeching brakes at least 2-3 times a day
2:30 PM Rear bldg Crackskulls 3 Yes Generally safe

2:30 PM Downtown (Crackskulls) Mills 4 Yes
Lower hill (problem - not 1st car, 2nd car rear-ending problem - attentive walker
right side facing downtown

2:40 PM Barber shop Car on other side of st. waiting for pickup 2 Yes No
2:45 PM Crackskulls 2nd floor 2 Yes Crosswalk not good at all, people need to slow down
2:50 PM Poppers Mills parking lot 2 Yes None
2:50 PM Poppers Mills parking lot 2 Yes None
2:50 PM 4th floor Parking lot across street 4 Yes Dangerous crosswalks for both drivers and pedestrians
2:55 PM Downtown apt. Checking out the falls -- No 50/50 - some people stop, some don't - a lot don't stop
2:55 PM Downtown 2nd floor Mills 2 Yes Cars drive too fast, unsafe for elderly and kids
4:00 PM Mills lot Home (apt.) 3 Yes Safe

4:05 PM Mills parking lot Mills apt. 3 Yes Pretty safe - lots of car accidents - could be improvements - light good addition
4:05 PM Mills Mills parking lot 4 Yes It is safe

4:10 PM Mills parking lot Mills apt. 4 Yes Crosswalks need more lights - only thing bad about Newmarket is the crosswalks
4:20 PM Mills parking lot Mills apt. 3 Yes No, visible but people drive too fast
6:15 PM Parked on street south of Mills Poppers 2 Yes Usually very cautious when using crosswalk
6:20 PM Yoga 4th floor Parking lot 4 Yes Generally safe - hill can be dangerous
6:40 PM Yoga 4th floor Car parked up street 4 No --
6:50 PM Parking lot 4th floor apt. 4 Yes Feel fine, I walk everywhere
7:40 PM Municipal lot Poppers 2 Yes Safety - very little traffic
7:45 PM Municipal lot Mills apt. 4 Yes Safe - cars drive too fast
7:55 PM Municipal lot Mills apt. 4 Yes None
7:55 PM Municipal lot Mills apt. 4 Yes Safe - no issues
8:00 PM Street parking space Rent office 2 Yes Generally safe - crosswalk at top of hill is semi blind
8:10 PM Municipal lot across street Mills apt. (rear bldg) 4 Yes Speed limit way too high - extremely unsafe
8:15 PM Street parking space Own a business in bldg 4 Yes Cars either come to a screeching halt or don't stop at all

8:25 PM Meeting in bldg conf. rm. Back to car 3 Yes
Cute downtown - whole different work on other side of Mill - visibility, curvey
road, cars block crosswalk

8:35 PM Mills lot (across street) Poppers 2 Yes None

8:40 PM Mills lot (across street) Mills apt. 4 Yes
I hear honking towards pedestrians every day out my window - Almost get run
over every time I cross the street

9:00 PM Mills lot (across street) Mills apt. 4 Yes Almost been hit 4-5 times - extremely unsafe - speed limit too high

9:50 PM Bus stop (top of hill across street) Mills apt. 4 Yes Generally safe drivers are very considerate - rarely have to wait at crosswalk





CRASH # DATE TIME ACDDAY SEVERITY # VEH CRASH TYPE OBJECT STRUCK ACDSTREET NSEWTOINTER INTERSTREET LOCFIRSTEVENT TRAFFICCONTROLS ROADDESIGN ADLROADFEATURES ROADALIGNMENT RD. COND. SURFACE COND. LIGHTING WEATHER DIAGRAMCODE POINT_X POINT_Y
03001085 1/3/2003 1833 Friday Non Incapacititating 3 Other Motor Vehicle Not Declared 86 MAIN ST South 2 CENTRAL ST Along the Road Visible Road Markings Not Physically Divided (2-Way Traffic) None of the Above Curve and Grade Normal Snow/Slush Dark-St Light On Snow Unknown 1179466.484 212076.874
03012086 4/18/2003 1657 Friday No Apparent Injury 2 Other Motor Vehicle Not Declared MAIN ST North CHAPEL ST Along the Road Visible Road Markings Not Physically Divided (2-Way Traffic) None of the Above Straight and Level Normal Dry Daylight Clear Unknown 1179525.268 212150.6671
03028427 9/11/2003 1536 Thursday No Apparent Injury 3 Other Motor Vehicle Not Declared MAIN <Null> <Null> Along the Road Lane Control Other Divided Highway None of the Above Straight and Level Normal Dry Daylight Clear Unknown 1179493.756 212112.2233
04002364 1/16/2004 1802 Friday Non Incapacititating 3 Other Motor Vehicle Not Declared 1 ELM ST AT 53 MAIN ST Along the Road Visible Road Markings Not Physically Divided (2-Way Traffic) None of the Above Straight and Level Normal Dry Dark-St Light On Clear Head On 1179673.639 212843.1257
04003581 2/6/2004 1137 Friday No Apparent Injury 2 Other Motor Vehicle Not Declared 64 MAIN ST North CENTRAL ST Along the Road Visible Road Markings Not Physically Divided (2-Way Traffic) None of the Above Straight & On Grade Normal Snow/Slush Daylight Snow Unknown 1179540.733 212170.4342
04020327 7/12/2004 1739 Monday No Apparent Injury 2 Other Motor Vehicle Not Declared 53 MAIN AT 1 ELM Along the Road Visible Road Markings Not Physically Divided (2-Way Traffic) None of the Above Curve and Level Normal Dry Daylight Cloudy Unknown 1179673.639 212843.1257
04027329 9/24/2004 2011 Friday No Apparent Injury 2 Other Motor Vehicle Not Declared MAIN ST North CHAPEL STREET Along the Road Visible Road Markings Not Reported None of the Above Straight and Level Normal Dry Dark-St Light On Clear Rear 1179555.648 212190.1165
05031898 10/24/2005 1705 Monday No Apparent Injury 2 Other Motor Vehicle Not Declared 86 MAIN ST <Null> <Null> Along the Road Visible Road Markings Not Physically Divided (2-Way Traffic) None of the Above Straight & On Grade Normal Wet Dusk Rain Unknown 1179641.007 212472.6754
05037136 11/18/2005 1122 Friday No Apparent Injury 2 Other Motor Vehicle Not Declared 140 MAIN ST <Null> <Null> Along the Road Visible Road Markings Not Physically Divided (2-Way Traffic) None of the Above Straight and Level Normal Dry Daylight Clear Unknown 1179492.522 212110.7171
06031955 10/16/2006 1433 Monday No Apparent Injury 2 Other Motor Vehicle Not Declared MAIN ST <Null> <Null> Along the Road Visible Road Markings Not Physically Divided (2-Way Traffic) None of the Above Straight and Level Normal Dry Daylight Clear Rear 1179600.087 212278.3375
07021556 8/14/2007 1711 Tuesday No Apparent Injury 2 Other Motor Vehicle Not Declared 72 MAIN STREET <Null> <Null> Along the Road None Not Reported Not Reported Straight & On Grade Normal Dry Daylight Clear Unknown 1179619.556 212350.504
09002063 1/3/2009 951 Saturday No Apparent Injury 2 Other Motor Vehicle Not Declared 2A N MAIN ST <Null> <Null> Along Road at Driveway Int No Passing Zone Not Physically Divided (2-Way Traffic) None of the Above Straight and Level Normal Wet Daylight Cloudy Passing 1179664.221 212720.5167
09007051 3/30/2009 814 Monday No Apparent Injury 1 Median Phone/Elec Pole 20 SPRING ST East 1 ELM CT Off Roadway Beyond Shoulder None Undivided Road (1-Way Traffic) None of the Above Straight and Level Normal Dry Daylight Cloudy Rear 1179493.756 212112.2233
09010130 4/13/2009 819 Monday No Apparent Injury 1 Median Embank/Ditch/Curb MAIN ST <Null> <Null> Along the Road None Not Physically Divided (2-Way Traffic) None of the Above Curve and Grade Normal Dry Daylight Clear Unknown 1179658.222 212644.7646
09012956 5/18/2009 750 Monday No Apparent Injury 2 Other Motor Vehicle Not Declared MAIN ST <Null> MAIN ST Along the Road None Not Physically Divided (2-Way Traffic) Not Reported Not Declared Not Reported Dry Nor Reported Clear Right Turn Rear 1179590.505 212254.9058
09013003 6/2/2009 1004 Tuesday Unknown 1 Pedestrian Not Declared MAIN ST <Null> <Null> Off Rdwy on Shoulder/Median Visible Road Markings Other Divided Highway Road Under Maintenance Straight at Hillcrest Normal Dry Daylight Clear Unknown 1179673.639 212843.1257
09020651 8/7/2009 1647 Friday No Apparent Injury 2 Other Motor Vehicle Not Declared 191 EXETER RD <Null> <Null> Along the Road Lane Control Other Divided Highway None of the Above Straight and Level Normal Dry Daylight Clear Rear 1179649.838 212556.4616
10001702 1/2/2010 2128 Saturday No Apparent Injury 1 Median Other 53 MAIN STREET North 1 ELM STREET Off Rdwy on Shoulder/Median None Not Physically Divided (2-Way Traffic) Not Reported Other Other Snow/Slush Dark-St Light On Snow Unknown 1179673.639 212843.1257
10014019 6/30/2010 2110 Wednesday No Apparent Injury 1 Median Barrier/Fence 72 MAIN STREET North CENTRAL STREET Other Visible Road Markings Not Reported Not Reported Curve and Grade Normal Dry Dark-St Light On Clear Unknown 1179673.727 212844.4377
10020446 8/19/2010 1958 Thursday No Apparent Injury 2 Median Barrier/Fence 55 MAIN STREET 281 <Null> <Null> Along Road at Driveway Int None Not Physically Divided (2-Way Traffic) None of the Above Straight & On Grade Normal Dry Daylight Clear Unknown 1179648.853 212547.1185
11000778 1/13/2011 413 Thursday No Apparent Injury 1 Median Light Pole MAIN ST South CENTRAL ST Not Reported Visible Road Markings Not Physically Divided (2-Way Traffic) Not Reported Straight and Level Normal Snow/Slush Dark-St Light On Clear Rear 1179560.322 212189.8459
11003250 1/13/2011 1446 Thursday No Apparent Injury 2 Other Motor Vehicle Not Declared MAIN ST AT ELM STREET Not Reported None Not Reported Not Reported Straight & On Grade Normal Dry Daylight Clear Unknown 1179673.585 212843.1316
11026073 9/24/2011 1810 Saturday No Apparent Injury 2 Parked Motor Vehicle Not Declared 110 MAIN ST Along the Road Visible Road Markings Not Physically Divided (2-Way Traffic) None of the Above Straight and Level Normal Dry Daylight Clear Unknown <Null> <Null>
11031110 12/23/2011 842 Friday No Apparent Injury 2 Other Motor Vehicle Not Declared 72 MAIN ST Along the Road Visible Road Markings Not Physically Divided (2-Way Traffic) None of the Above Straight and Level Normal Wet Daylight Rain Unknown <Null> <Null>
12003672 1/23/2012 744 Monday No Apparent Injury 2 Other Motor Vehicle Not Declared MAIN ST Along the Road Visible Road Markings Not Physically Divided (2-Way Traffic) None of the Above Straight and Level Normal Wet Daylight Snow Rear 1179499.846 212110.5219
12012910 6/14/2012 556 Thursday No Apparent Injury 1 Median Barrier/Fence 53 MAIN ST AT 1 ELM ST Along the Road Visible Road Markings Not Physically Divided (2-Way Traffic) None of the Above Straight & On Grade Normal Dry Daylight Clear Unknown 1179667.334 212780.6597
12017486 6/20/2012 1908 Wednesday No Apparent Injury 2 Other Motor Vehicle Not Declared 72 MAIN STREET Other Visible Road Markings Not Reported Not Reported Unknown Normal Dry Daylight Clear Unknown 1179482.77 212086.5652
12017539 7/21/2012 948 Saturday No Apparent Injury 2 Other Motor Vehicle Not Declared 96 MAIN STREET Along the Road Visible Road Markings Not Physically Divided (2-Way Traffic) None of the Above Straight and Level Normal Dry Daylight Clear Unknown 1179499.846 212110.5219
12019597 8/3/2012 1809 Friday No Apparent Injury 2 Other Motor Vehicle Not Declared 86 MAIN ST N CENTRAL ST Not Reported None Not Physically Divided (2-Way Traffic) None of the Above Straight at Hillcrest Normal Dry Daylight Clear Unknown 1179676.443 212854.8724
12026160 10/30/2012 1753 Tuesday No Apparent Injury 2 Other Motor Vehicle Not Declared 70 MAIN ST Along the Road Visible Road Markings Not Physically Divided (2-Way Traffic) None of the Above Straight & On Grade Normal Wet Dusk Rain Unknown 1179482.77 212086.5652
12026867 11/17/2012 1219 Saturday No Apparent Injury 3 Other Motor Vehicle Not Declared 86 MAIN ST N CENTRAL ST Along the Road Visible Road Markings Not Physically Divided (2-Way Traffic) Not Reported Straight and Level Normal Dry Daylight Clear Rear 1179665.363 212755.8874
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APPENDIX E



 
Memo NH Natural Heritage Bureau 
 NHB Datacheck Results Letter 

Department of Resources and Economic Development DRED/NHB 
Division of Forests and Lands  PO Box 1856 
(603) 271-2214     fax:  271-6488  Concord  NH   03302-1856 

 To: Jessica Chambers, DuBois & King, Inc. 
 18 Constitution Drive 
 Suite 8 
 Bedford, NH  03110 
 

 From:  Melissa Coppola, NH Natural Heritage Bureau 
 Date: 2/10/2014 (valid for one year from this date) 
 Re: Review by NH Natural Heritage Bureau 
 NHB File ID: NHB14-0316 Town: Newmarket Location: Main Street (NH Route 108) from 

Central Street to Elm Street 
 Description: The project is currently in the Engineering Study phase to determine how to safely and efficiently allow pedestrians to cross Main 

Street in downtown Newmarket, NH.  Constructed infrastructure will exist within the existing corridor and may include roadway re-
alignment, roadway reconstruction, reconstruction of existing crossings, construction of elevated pedestrian crossing or a 
combination of all of the above. 

cc: Kim Tuttle 
 
As requested, I have searched our database for records of rare species and exemplary natural communities, with the following results.   

 

Vertebrate species State1 Federal Notes 
Blanding's Turtle (Emydoidea blandingii)* E -- Contact the NH Fish & Game Dept (see below). 
 
1Codes:  "E" = Endangered, "T" = Threatened, “SC” = Special Concern,  "--" = an exemplary natural community, or a rare species tracked by NH Natural Heritage that has not yet 
been added to the official state list. An asterisk (*) indicates that the most recent report for that occurrence was more than 20 years ago. 
 
Contact for all animal reviews: Kim Tuttle, NH F&G, (603) 271-6544.   

A negative result (no record in our database) does not mean that a sensitive species is not present.  Our data can only tell you of known occurrences, based on 
information gathered by qualified biologists and reported to our office.  However, many areas have never been surveyed, or have only been surveyed for certain 
species.  An on-site survey would provide better information on what species and communities are indeed present. 



 

 



NHB14-0316    EOCODE: ARAAD04010*060*NH 
 

0  

New Hampshire Natural Heritage Bureau - Animal Record 
 

Blanding's Turtle (Emydoidea blandingii) 
 
Legal Status Conservation Status 
Federal: Not listed Global: Apparently secure but with cause for concern 
State: Listed Endangered State: Critically imperiled due to rarity or vulnerability 
 
Description at this Location 
Conservation Rank: Historical records only - current condition unknown. 
Comments on Rank:  
  
Detailed Description: 1992: Area 11892: 2 young. 
General Area: 1992: Area 11892: Lamprey River fish ladder, riverine habitat. 
General Comments:  
Management 
Comments: 

1992: Area 11892: Accidental trappings and deaths of turtles in this fish ladder indicate a 
need for a look into the matter, with the hope of eliminating the risk to turtles. 

 
Location 
Survey Site Name: Crommet Creek 
Managed By:  
    
County: Rockingham USGS quad(s): Newmarket (4307018) 
Town(s): Newmarket Lat, Long:  
Size:  2.9 acres Elevation: 20 feet 
  
Precision: Within (but not necessarily restricted to) the area indicated on the map. 
  
Directions: 1992: Area 11892: From Rte 108 in Newmarket, go just beyond Bay Road to the Lamprey River 

Dam with the Lamprey Fish Ladder. 
 
Dates documented 
First reported: 1992-10-01 Last reported: 1992-10-01 
 
 
 
The New Hampshire Fish & Game Department has jurisdiction over rare wildlife in New Hampshire.  Please contact 
them at 11 Hazen Drive, Concord, NH  03301 or at (603) 271-2461. 
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Figure 5­1:  Alternative 1 ­ No Build
Pedestrian Crossing Improvements
Main Street (NH Route 108)
Newmarket, NH
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Alternative 3 - Traffic Calming
Feb. 11, 2014
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Figure 5-3a
Alternative 3 - Traffic Calming
Feb. 11, 2014
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JOB

� Randolph, VT 05060 (802) 728-3376

� Bedford, NH 03063    (603) 637-1043 SHEET NO. OF

� Williston, VT 05495 (802) 878-7661

CALCULATED BY:

CHECKED BY:

SCALE:

UNIT

LF

CY

CY

T

SY

LF

LF

SY

SY

LF

LF

EA

HR

UNIT

EA

LF

LF

LF

SF

Estimate TOTAL $353,000

Note:
In providing opinions of probable construction cost, the Client understands that D&K has no control over the cost or availability of labor, equipment or 

materials, or over market conditions or the Contractor's method of pricing, and that our Opinion of Probable Construction Costs are made on the basis of our 

professional judgment and experience. D&K makes no warranty, expressed or implied, that the bids or the negotiated cost of the Work will not vary from the 

Opinion of Probable Construction Cost provided herein.

25% CONTINGENCY $70,477

PAVEMENT CORINGS $15,000

SUBTOTAL $281,908

DRAINAGE (10% CONSTRUCTION COST) $17,001

EROSION CONTROL (5% CONSTRUCTION COST) $8,500

CONSTRUCTION/INSPECTION ENGINEERING (10% CONSTRUCTION COST) $17,001

SIGNAGE (2% CONSTRUCTION COST) $3,400

CONSTRUCTION SUBTOTAL $170,005

DESIGN ENGINEERING (30% CONSTRUCTION COST) $51,002

632.3124 RETROREFLECTIVE THERMO PAVE MARKING, 24" LINE 200 $4.00 $800.00

632.32 RETROREFLECTIVE THERMO PAVE MARKING, SYMBOL OR WORD 390 $9.44 $3,681.60

628.2 SAWED BITUMINOUS PAVEMENT 330 $2.62 $864.60

632.0104 RETROREFLECTIVE PAINT PAVE MARKING, 4" LINE 1500 $4.00 $6,000.00

619.1 MAINTENANCE OF TRAFFIC 1 $15,000.00 $15,000.00

625 RELOCATE EXISTING LIGHT POST 4 $1,500.00 $6,000.00

611.90001 ADJUST WATER GATES 6 $140.00 $840.00

618.7 FLAGGERS 800 $25.00 $20,000.00

609.01 STRAIGHT GRANITE CURB 40 $24.50 $980.00

609.5 RESET GRANITE CURB 200 $18.00 $3,600.00

608.26 6" CONCRETE SIDEWALK 10 $200.00 $2,000.00

608 BRICK PAVER SIDEWALK 40 $300.00 $12,000.00

604.4 ADJUST CATCH BASINS AND DRAIN MANHOLES 10 $687.50 $6,875.00

604.51 ADJUST SEWER MANHOLES 3 $687.50 $2,062.50

403.11 HOT BITUMINOUS PAVEMENT, MACHINE METHOD 500 $125.00 $62,500.00

417 COLD PLANING BITUMINOUS SURFACES 1700 $15.00 $25,500.00

203.52 IMPERVIOUS MATERIAL EXCAVATION 10 $10.73 $107.30

304.5 CRUSHED STONE 8 $65.00 $520.00

ITEM NO. DESCRIPTION QUANT. UNIT PRICE AMOUNT

202.6 CURB REMOVAL FOR STORAGE 200 $3.37 $674.00

Engineering  �  Planning  �  Development � Management
DATE: 11-Feb-14

OPINION OF PROBABLE CONSTRUCTION COST - ALTERNATIVE 2: REALIGNMENT

NEWMARKET PED STUDY

MTO DATE: 11-Feb-14



JOB

� Randolph, VT 05060 (802) 728-3376

� Bedford, NH 03063    (603) 637-1043 SHEET NO. OF

� Williston, VT 05495 (802) 878-7661

CALCULATED BY:

CHECKED BY:

SCALE:

UNIT

LF

CY

CY

LS

SY

LF

LF

SF

EA

EA

SF

EA

HR

UNIT

EA

LF

LF

SF

LS

Estimate TOTAL $262,000

Note:
In providing opinions of probable construction cost, the Client understands that D&K has no control over the cost or availability of labor, equipment or 

materials, or over market conditions or the Contractor's method of pricing, and that our Opinion of Probable Construction Costs are made on the basis of our 

professional judgment and experience. D&K makes no warranty, expressed or implied, that the bids or the negotiated cost of the Work will not vary from the 

Opinion of Probable Construction Cost provided herein.

25% CONTINGENCY $52,303

SUBTOTAL $209,214

DRAINAGE (10% CONSTRUCTION COST) $13,326

EROSION CONTROL (5% CONSTRUCTION COST) $6,663

CONSTRUCTION/INSPECTION ENGINEERING (10% CONSTRUCTION COST) $13,326

SIGNAGE (2% CONSTRUCTION COST) $2,665

CONSTRUCTION SUBTOTAL $133,257

DESIGN ENGINEERING (30% CONSTRUCTION COST) $39,977

632.32 RETROREFLECTIVE THERMO PAVE MARKING, SYMBOL OR WORD 300 $9.44 $2,832.00

CANTILEVERED ENTRANCE TO NEWMARKET MILLS 1 $25,000.00 $25,000.00

628.2 SAWED BITUMINOUS PAVEMENT 480 $2.62 $1,257.60

632.3106 RETROREFLECTIVE THERMO PAVE MARKING, 6" LINE 450 $9.13 $4,108.50

619.1 MAINTENANCE OF TRAFFIC 1 $15,000.00 $15,000.00

625 RELOCATE EXISTING LIGHT POST 8 $1,500.00 $12,000.00

615 SPECIALTY TRAFFIC SIGNS 10 $1,000.00 $10,000.00

618.7 FLAGGERS 400 $25.00 $10,000.00

615.004 RELOCATING TRAFFIC SIGNS 2 $200.00 $400.00

615.034 TRAFFIC SIGNS TYPE C 150 $25.00 $3,750.00

609 GRANITE INLAYS 360 $25.00 $9,000.00

615.003 REMOVING TRAFFIC SIGNS 8 $50.00 $400.00

609.01 STRAIGHT GRANITE CURB 450 $24.50 $11,025.00

609.5 RESET GRANITE CURB 50 $18.00 $900.00

417 COLD PLANING BITUMINOUS SURFACES 1 $1,500.00 $1,500.00

608 BRICK PAVER SIDEWALK 77 $300.00 $23,133.33

203.52 IMPERVIOUS MATERIAL EXCAVATION 100 $10.73 $1,073.00

304.5 CRUSHED STONE 19 $65.00 $1,203.70

ITEM NO. DESCRIPTION QUANT. UNIT PRICE AMOUNT

202.6 CURB REMOVAL FOR STORAGE 200 $3.37 $674.00

Engineering  �  Planning  �  Development � Management
DATE: 11-Feb-14

OPINION OF PROBABLE CONSTRUCTION COST - ALTERNATE 3: TRAFFIC CALMING

NEWMARKET PED STUDY

MTO DATE: 11-Feb-14



APPENDIX GH



TITLE XXI
MOTOR VEHICLES

CHAPTER 265
RULES OF THE ROAD

Speed Limitations

Section 265:63

    265:63 Alteration of Limits. – 

    I. Whenever local authorities in their respective jurisdictions determine on the basis of an engineering or traffic
investigation that the prima facie speed permitted under this chapter is greater or less than is reasonable and safe

under the conditions found to exist upon a way or part of a way, the local authority may determine and declare a

reasonable and safe prima facie limit thereon which: 
       (a) Decreases the limit at intersections; 

       (b) Increases the limit within an urban district but not to more than 60 miles per hour; 

       (c) Decreases the limit outside an urban district but not to less than 25 miles per hour; or 

       (d) Decreases the limit within any business or urban residence district but not to less than 25 miles per hour. 

    II. Local authorities in their respective jurisdictions shall determine by an engineering or traffic investigation the
proper prima facie speed for all arterial streets and shall declare a reasonable and safe prima facie limit thereon

which may be greater or less than the prima facie speed permitted hereunder for an urban district. 

    II-a. Local authorities shall not be required to hire outside consultants to determine the proper prima facie

speed limits as provided in paragraphs I and II if the local community has sufficient staff to conduct the required

engineering or traffic investigation. 
    III. Any altered limit established as hereinabove authorized shall be effective at all times or during hours of

darkness or at other times as may be determined when appropriate signs giving notice thereof are erected upon

such street or way. 

    IV. Any alteration of limits on state highways or extensions thereof in a municipality by local authorities shall

not be effective until such alteration has been approved by the commissioner of transportation. 

    V. Notwithstanding the other provisions of this section, local authorities shall modify the speed limits

authorized herein so that said speed limits shall not exceed the temporary prima facie speed limits established for

the state highway system under RSA 265:62, II, so long as the same are in effect.

Source. RSA 262-A:56-a. 1965, 335:3. 1974, 45:10. 1981, 146:1. 1989, 306:1. 1990, 74:1, 2, eff. June 9,

1990.



TITLE XX
TRANSPORTATION

CHAPTER 229
HIGHWAY SYSTEM IN THE STATE

Section 229:5

    229:5 Classification. – Highways of the state shall be divided into 7 classes as follows: 

    I. Class I highways shall consist of all existing or proposed highways on the primary state highway system,

excepting all portions of such highways within the compact sections of the cities and towns listed in RSA 229:5,

V, provided that the portions of the turnpikes and the national system of interstate and defense highways within

the compact sections of these cities and towns shall be class I highways. 
    II. Class II highways shall consist of all existing or proposed highways on the secondary state highway system,

excepting all portions of such highways within the compact sections of the cities and towns listed in RSA 229:5,

V. 

    III. Class III highways shall consist of all recreational roads leading to, and within, state reservations

designated by the legislature. 

    III-a. Class III-a highways shall consist of new boating access highways from any existing highway to any
public water in this state. All class III-a highways shall be limited access facilities as defined in RSA 230:44.

Class III-a highways shall be subject to the layout, design, construction, and maintenance provisions of RSA

230:45-47 and all other provisions relative to limited access facilities, except that the executive director of the

fish and game department shall have the same authority for class III-a highways that is delegated to the

commissioner of the department of transportation for limited access facilities. A class III-a highway may be laid
out subject to the condition that it shall not be maintained during the winter months. A class III-a highway may be

laid out subject to gates and bars or restricted to the accommodation of persons on foot, or certain vehicles, or

both, if federal funds are not used. The executive director of fish and game may petition the governor and council
to discontinue any class III-a highway. 

    IV. Class IV highways shall consist of all highways within the compact sections of cities and towns listed in
RSA 229:5, V. The compact section of any such city or town shall be the territory within such city or town

where the frontage on any highway, in the opinion of the commissioner of transportation, is mainly occupied by

dwellings or buildings in which people live or business is conducted, throughout the year and not for a season

only. Whenever the commissioner reclassifies a section of a class I or class II highway as a class IV highway, the

commissioner shall prepare a statement of rehabilitation work which shall be performed by the state in

connection with the turnback. No highway reclassification from class I or II to class IV shall take effect until all

rehabilitation needed to return the highway surface to reputable condition has been completed by the state.

Rehabilitation shall be completed during the calendar year preceding the effective date of the reclassification. A
copy of the commissioner's statement of work to be performed by the state shall be attached to the notification

of reclassification to class IV, and receipt of said statement shall be acknowledged, in writing, by the selectmen

of the town, or the mayor of the city, affected by the reclassification. 

    V. The commissioner of transportation may establish compact sections in the following cities and towns:

Amherst Keene 



Bedford Laconia 

Berlin Lebanon 
Claremont Londonderry
Concord Manchester 
Derry Merrimack 
Dover Milford 
Durham Nashua 
Exeter Pelham 
Franklin Portsmouth 
Goffstown Rochester 
Hampton Salem 
Hanover Somersworth
Hudson 

    VI. Class V highways shall consist of all other traveled highways which the town has the duty to maintain

regularly and shall be known as town roads. Any public highway which at one time lapsed to Class VI status due

to 5-years' nonmaintenance, as set forth in RSA 229:5, VII, but which subsequently has been regularly

maintained and repaired by the town on more than a seasonal basis and in suitable condition for year-round
travel thereon for at least 5 successive years without being declared an emergency lane pursuant to RSA 231:59-

a, shall be deemed a Class V highway. 

    VII. Class VI highways shall consist of all other existing public ways, and shall include all highways
discontinued as open highways and made subject to gates and bars, except as provided in paragraph III-a, and

all highways which have not been maintained and repaired by the town in suitable condition for travel thereon for
5 successive years or more except as restricted by RSA 231:3, II.

Source. 1925, 110:1. PL 83:22. RL 99:24. 1943, 123:1. 1945, 188:1, part 1:4. 1951, 30:1. RSA 230:4. 1955,
333:2. 1957, 181:1, 2, 3. 1961, 4:2. 1973, 418:1-3. 1975, 249:1-3. 1979, 216:1. 1981, 87:1; 443:1. 1983,

131:1. 1985, 235:1-4; 402:6, I(b)(1). 1992, 265:8-10. 1995, 77:1. 1999, 109:1. 2000, 24:1, eff. May 28,
2000.
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