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                                                                 TOWN OF NORTH READING
           


            __________________________                             Massachusetts        Conservation Commission

Minutes
Tuesday, April 26, 2011
Mr. Weiss, Chairman, called the Tuesday, April 26, 2011, meeting of the Conservation Commission to order at 7:30 PM in Room 14 of the North Reading Town Hall, 235 North Street, North Reading, MA.

Members

Martin Weiss Chairperson 

Present:

Lori Mitchener, Vice Chair 


 



Tim Allen, Member



Absent:  

Jonathan Cody, Member 




Tom Romeo, Members
Staff


Leah Basbanes, Conservation Agent
Present:

Kathy Morgan
Discussion/ Correspondence File/Minutes
Minutes
Ms. Mitchener moved, seconded by Mr. Allen, and voted 3-0;


that the Conservation Commission approve the minutes of April 12, 2011.
Discussion
Enforcement Procedures 

Ms. Basbanes will draft a procedure to be followed.

Public Hearings
8 Oscars Way - RDA
No representative was present.  The proposal is for a 22’ x 22’ screened-in porch.  There is currently a retaining wall between this proposed project and the wetlands, located 68’ away.  A pervious walkway is also proposed.  Members discussed a condition that there be no heavy equipment permitted in the back yard.  
Mr. Allen moved, seconded by Ms. Mitchener, and voted 3-0;


that the public hearing be continued to 5/10/11.  The legal was put in the newspaper, but abutters were not notified.
Continued Public Hearing
18 Plymouth Street (245-1387)
Luke Roy, from O’Neill Associates, was present.  Mr. Roy submitted a revised plan that included on this lot some recharge infiltration trenches and roof runoff infiltrators.  Mr Schoffield asked if the roadway was going to be widened.  Mr. Roy said, no, the roadway was just going to be continued.  Mr. Schoffield said that there are stakes shown at 7 Plymouth and asked what they represented.  Mr. Roy wasn’t sure but said they could meet at the site and go over the project.  Mr. Schoffield believes that the project will encroach onto 7 Plymouth and runoff will go onto his property.   He suggested creating a swale so that the runoff would go out onto Main St.  Mr. Roy said that this project is just to continue the roadway up to 18 Plymouth St.  Mr. Roy suggested that Mr. Schoffield talk to DPW.  A comment was received from DEP that if the roadway was paved later, a Notice of Intent should be required that would incorporate storm water management measures.  
Mr. Burke, 11 Pomeroy Road, is concerned with the direction of the flow of runoff.  Mr. Roy explained that the wooded area would flow toward him and the other portion of the property will flow toward the roadway.  Mr. Roy outlined the silt fence and explained the limit of work.  Another neighbor asked what recourse a neighbor would have if problems occurred in the future, such as flooded basements?  Mr. Roy said it would be hard to contribute any future problems to this project.  The neighbor then asked Commission members to consider this project as if it was in their backyard.  She remarked that a member of the Commission asked at the last meeting if public comments were going to be taken again and was told no.

Mr. Weiss asked Mr. Roy if he believes there will be changes made to the plan after his site visit with Mr. Schoffield?  Ms. Basbanes remarked that changes that they would be looking into would be outside the 100’ buffer, and therefore, out of the Commission’s jurisdiction.

Ms. Mitchener moved, seconded by Mr. Allen, and voted 3-0;


that the Conservation Commission close the Public Hearing and issue an Order of Conditions with two special conditions that a separate Notice of Intent would be required for paving and also if the reserve area is needed at a later date. 
30 & 31 Amber Road (245-xxxx)

Steve Erikson, from Norris Environmental, and Attorney Gallardo, were present.  Mr. Erikson provided two supplemental plans, labeled 3 of 15 and 4 of 15, showing the two disturbed areas.  Mr. Erikson explained that one area is 16,000 s.f. of cut trees and the other one is 1,600 s.f. of cut trees.  Mr. Erikson said he doesn’t see how a new Notice of Intent would be necessary.  The Notice of Intent they recently submitted showed new work to be completed in the area previously disturbed and they had planned to put seed down to stabilize any other areas.  Mr. Erikson said that he has not given these supplemental plans to Planning and doesn’t feel they will need to go to them.  He feels that another NOI would only be a repeat.  Mr. Weiss said he would like to have a permit for the outstanding work.  Mr. Erikson said that there is an agricultural provision under the Wetland Protection Act that a property owner can cut up to 5,000 s.f.  He doesn’t feel that this is a major violation.  Mr. Erikson said that the applicant stopped work and has been cooperating with the Commission.  Mr. Erikson said that the Commonwealth is the applicant.  Mr. Weiss asked if Mr. Erikson has approval to speak for the State.  Mr. Erikson said the Commonwealth has signed off on the Notice of Intent.  Attorney Gallardo said they have a right to egress and approval from the State to work within the 66’ easement.  Mr. Weiss asked if the applicant, Meaghan Halchek, Trustee, will maintain the roadway in the future.  Attorney Gallardo said, yes, the applicant will maintain the roadway in the future.  Mr. Erikson said there may possibly be a homeowners’ association that would maintain.

Mr. Erikson explained the proposal for construction of the roadway and said the cutting was done within the roadway.  The pavement will be 28’ wide with shoulders and infiltration trenches at various sections.  Mr. Erikson said the work has been designed to meet storm water management.  There is one stream crossing, done in accordance with DEP requirements.  An Alternative Analysis was done.  Mr. Erikson said that additional property off Charles St. could not be purchased and the crossing was done at the smallest point.

Ms. Romeo asked about access off the properties he owns on Charles St. and Haverhill St.  Mr. Erikson said the applicant would have to tear down the house at Charles St. and if they went in through the Haverhill St. address, they would still need to cross wetlands.  Pricilla Rd. will end in a cul-de-sac before meeting up with Harold Parker Forest.  Mr. Weiss asked if the roadway will be centered on the 66’ right of way.  Mr. Erikson said, yes, for the most part.  Mr. Allen questioned the piping out in the field.  Mr. Erikson said they have done test pits to determine the ground water.  Mr. Allen asked if the point at which the roadway makes a left onto Pricilla  could be marked to delineate the roadway better.  He said there is an old crossing there.

Mr. Allen asked about the disturbance in back of the Haverhill St. house.  Mr. Erikson said that is where the 1600 s.f. of disturbance was.  The area is not proposed for future work and would need to be restored.  When asked if this was an area in violation, Mr. Erikson said yes, but it could be an agriculture cutting.  He said he is not disagreeing with it being a violation.  Mr. Gallardo said the operators of the machinery were working on their own property at Haverhill St. and was working off the wrong 100’ buffer.  Mr. Allen said all equipment came in through Amber Rd.  Ms. Basbanes said this area is on a property within the filing and she doesn’t believe it would require a separate Notice of Intent, but maybe an Enforcement Order.
Mr. Gallardo said that in 1935 when the deed was conveyed to Commonwealth, it created a Right of Way with two branches and another property in between.  No formal ANR with the Town has been completed.  Mr. Weiss asked if DEP got copies of the plans.  Mr. Erikson said, yes.  There still is no DEP file number, but they did advise that the applicant is not fee exempt.

The applicant was asked to mark the stakes in the field to indicate where the center of the road will come up to.  Ms Basbanes asked for a review of the storm water management and drainage by an outside contractor.  Boards within Town Hall have been given copies of the documents and Mr. Weiss asked that comments be requested if they haven’t been received.
Mrs. Knight asked why the roadway doesn’t begin at Haverhill St. and Amber Rd.?  Attorney Gallardo said the roadway already exists.  Mr. Knight indicated that he is hiring his own surveyor.  Attorney Gallardo said that the State wants a stone bound or some kind of marker at the end of the roadway.  Mr. Weiss asked if the fallen wood will be removed.  Mr. Erikson said that most of the wood is out of the buffer and has become habitat.
The applicant was asked to:
Show cut and fills

Better identify the roadway crossing at Pricilla Rd.

Improve markings at crossings

Improve markings at Haverhill St. & Amber Rd.

Mark every 500 – 1000’ at centerline of roadway

Submit a remediation sequence plan for small replication 
Restore marafi fence

Ms. Basbanes will get a list of third party reviewers together for the applicant’s review 

Mr. Allen moved, seconded by Ms. Mitchener, and voted 3-0;


that the Conservation Commission continue the Public Hearing to May 10, 2011, at 8:30 PM. 

Adjourn 

Mr. Allen moved, seconded by Ms. Mitchener, and voted 3-0;


that the Conservation Commission adjourn the meeting at 9:45 PM

Approved ______________________ Dated _______________
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