Bethel Class 4 Road Evaluation Working Group

The Bethel Select Board has established this group to assist the town with the evaluation of all
Class 4 roads that are mapped throughout the town. From time to time the board has received
requests and petitions to consider reclassification or discontinue these roads. The charge to the

working group is to objectively evaluate each road based on the Evaluation Criteria Matrix and

provide an assessment based on the matrix.
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1. Is the road, or part of i, clearl@_n_@@ by observation

Yes

A Y

No

GPS/Approximate Start point:

End Point:

Length: « |9
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How discernable is the road way? lear

Circle one response

b. Moderately Clear

c¢. Not discernable

2. Does the road connect to another road(s)

What road(s):

ConeectS 4o
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GPS/Approximate connection point for all:




3. Does the road provide access to municipal or other public land
a"\w«\as aCesS fo Prise U Lawd

Town Forest

Name: Location (GPS) Parcel #:

a.

4. Is the road currently used for recreational access

Yes \/ No

Describe use if known or evident:  a. Walking
b. Cross Country Skiing/Snowshoeing
c. Mountain Bike

d. Other (describe)
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5. Does the use of the road remain within the right-of-way as known to exist
a. Entirely \{)(,S
b. Partially

¢. NotinR-O-W

6. If sections of the road leave the right-of-way W\ A’

Yes No

If yes please describe the variances for each segment:

GPS/Approximate locations of variance:

GPS/Approximate length of variance(s)

7. Does the roadway impact waterways or streams V\ v

Yes No

If yes please list names if known and GPS/Approximate location and severity:

a. Location Minor Moderate Severe



b. Location Minor Moderate Severe

c. Location Minor Moderate Severe

8. Are there existing stream crossings or evidence of old crossings

Yes No \/

If yes is/are the crossing/s functional:
a.

b.

Type of stream crossing(s):



GPS/Approximate Location of each crossing
a.

b.

9. Will use of the road impact adjacent or abutting property owners

Yes No
Name of property owner(s): Impact: Minor (Mi), Moderate (Mod), Severe (S)
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Describe any other potential impacts:



What is the overall condition of the roadway (circle one):

a. Good

@ Fair

c. Poor

Is the road ditched  Yes @

QeesaT  Looke— e & itdr a@e weeded
Is drainage/run-off an issue  Yes No

NO &MN\O% Runo{E WeT\ce

" Are there culverts along the road way

a. How Many: “ ﬁ

b. Condition. for each culvert:

c. GPS/Approximate location of each culvert
Other points of interest (i.e. cellar holes, foundations, wells)

GPS/Approximate location of each:



Potential future need for use of the road

@ Private development
b. Commercial development
@ Alternate traffic route

d. Other

Coo\d Vo - wade (3&95&—\0\2, ‘h; W e @aﬁ&
L% V\Q«QAE_A_ (NS SVAN WC&@/\Q&S‘

Comments/Explanation:
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