Legislative Committee to Study Municipal Boundaries

September 10, 2008
Major issues to present to committee:

· Lack of data on town bounds – towns are not performing regular perambulations as required by statute.  Existing penalties are nonexistent or ineffective.

· Insufficient data collected for perambulated bounds – when towns do perambulate, oftentimes they simply repeat text from old perambulation records without actually visiting the bounds.  And/or even if they do visit the bounds, they are not collecting the actual coordinates.

· Missing bounds – in some instances, bounds are not “visited” because they cannot be found, are inaccessible, etc.

· Mapping of town lines – no documented procedure exists for updating the statewide town boundary layer (used by municipalities, RPCs, state agencies, etc.) to reflect available data on town bound coordinates

Suggest that we explore possibility of using dollars from town road aid distributions to support improved mapping.  Justification – will ensure that towns get the level of aid they are entitled to.

Relative to costs – City of Portsmouth spent $30K to update town bounds (as reported on City’s web site).

GRANIT collected GPS coordinates for 60 monuments as part of Windham/Derry/Pelham pilot project. 
Town boundary monument data assembled for Windham/Derry/Pelham pilot project.
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GRANIT produced a mapped example of conflicting town boundaries from the Derry/Windham/Pelham pilot.  To help demonstrate the point, the following map will displays 3 “versions” of town boundary data:

· GRANIT town boundary line (from 24k mapping)

· Town boundary line as incorporated in each town’s digital parcel layer

· GPS coordinates collected by GRANIT as part of pilot study

