
STURBRIDGE CONSERVATION COMMISSION

Minutes for Thursday, March 4, 2004

MEMBERS PRESENT
D. Barnicle, J. Hoffman, E. Goodwin

7:00 PM

CPA UPDATE
No new news.

MINUTES REVIEW

The minutes of 2/14, 2/5, and 1/22, were approved as amended by unanimous vote.

CORRESPONDENCE

Correspondence reviewed and discussed included;

· The Friday morning meeting summary from 1/27

· The Building Inspector’s permit list for February

· Misc email

· Foresting information request from G. Peabody

· Information request from Paul Girard in regards to joining the SCC

· National Grid FY 2003 report

· Mass Wildlife 2/19/04

MINOR WALK IN REQUESTS
C. McGregor attended for the Preserve Subdivision, Phase III site work, grading and stockpiling. 
· The SCC discussed stockpiling issues for phase II in the phase III area.  C. McGregor would like to move and store the excavated soils by completing the grading for phase III as he excavates phase II.
· Timing, surety (4 lots held for SCC in cooperation with PB), overall site stability, and restoration were discussed. 
· Phase II is expected to take 12-14 weeks.  Completion of the project is estimated for summer 2006.
· D. Barnicle  noted that he preferred to have the grading for phase III done now rather than stockpiling all the soil and creating erosion hazards.
· He noted that it also made sense to keep as many construction vehicles out of phase I and II as possible.
· All open exposed Phase III areas will be mulched and seeded for stabilization.
· Erosion control barriers will be repaired throughout the site.
· An updated gant/timing chart will be submitted.
· A restoration vs surety held analysis will be submitted. 
· SCC had no objections to the proposal.
DISCUSSION OF NEW INFORMATION

· T. Kramer of 174 New Boston Road requested information regarding the Land Trust entrance to the Preserve Open Space Parcel off New Boston Road.  Trees had been cut and left across the path.  He wanted to know if it would be restored to a walking trail.  C. McGregor stated that it was actually the center of the roadway, not an Opacum access point.  The information will be relayed to T. Kramer.

· Karen Gauvin of the Charlton Conservation Commission (CCC) and Mary Ann DiPinto of DEP contacted the SCC to note that they had received the information regarding the stream in Charlton on Carrington property and would look into.  They will let the SCC know what they find.

· The potential contamination site adjacent to the proposed new town well is identified as septic systems related to single-family home use.  

· The two homes on Rte 20 in Fiskdale, are noted as being 350 feet or more from the Quinebaug on Assessors maps even though they appear to be much closer from the road.  

· 75 Westwood Drive.  E. Goodwin noted that M. Lee did not wish to sell or donate the land to SCC.  She felt there was still value.  The SCC is unable to make a formal determination regarding no building what-so-ever, without a formal NoI filing.  A letter noting that the lot has minimal building potential has been submitted and can be resubmitted. 

· D. Barnicle requested that each commissioner bring a positive bit of information relating to conservation to each meeting.  He noted that in Michigan, there had been a confirmed siting by the state DEP of a wolverine, which had been thought to be extinct in the US until now.

REVIEW OF SITE VISITS

· Hill – Mashapaug Road, E. Goodwin and D. Barnicle will revisit on 3/5 to evaluate the call that the stream had been filled with sand and the grade raised by the contractors.

PUBLIC HEARINGS  - continuations for closure, review, amendment and signing of OoC’s and DoA’s

Turner Lane OoC signature on approved permit.  W. Swiacki or M. Marcus – The permit was approved and signed by unanimous approval.

176 Podunk for Buell, signed.
PUBLIC HEARING – NoI cont. – Jalbert Engineering for Babineau for construction of a carwash at 165 Charlton Road.

L. Jalbert submitted a written request today for a continuation to the second meeting in April (April 29).  Approved for 9:30 PM

PUBLIC HEARING – NoI cont. – Jalbert Engineering for Steve’s Collision for construction of an addition to an existing building at 210 Charlton Road.

L. Jalbert submitted a written request today for a continuation to the second meeting in April (April 29).  Approved for 9:31 PM.

PUBLIC HEARING – NoI cont. – Trifone Design for FlyCon Construction for single family home construction and related at 37 South Shore Drive.

Revised plan submitted

D. Barnicle opened the public hearing, present was F. Trifone.  No abutters attended.

Submitted information-

· The revised site plan was submitted showing the perimeter drain out of the 100-foot buffer.

· The limit of disturbance is out of the 100-foot buffer

· Note 8 has been revised.

· A driveway culvert has been added.

· Revised erosion control lines were noted.

Topics Discussed - 

· The steepness of the slope to the pond.  Careful and regular monitoring will be needed.

Issues, Concerns, Comments – 

· All site visit concerns were addressed.

Proposed Actions-

· Site visits are required prior to each phase.

· A site visit is required after erosion control is in place and prior to the start of work.

· A second haybale silt fence barrier is required at 45 feet, offset from the wetland and 6 feet, offset from the limit of work for the entire length of the erosion control line shown.

· Riprap is required at the perimeter drainpipe opening.

· Plantings are required within the 100-foot buffer to stabilize the disturbed area, to be submitted and approved by SCC prior to the start of any work.  Plantings must be native and wild meadow type plantings.

· Geofabric and mulch is also to be used to stabilize the steep slopes.

· A note must be added to the deed that there is to be no disturbance, no mowing, within the 100-foot buffer to the pond or BVW.

Site Visit-

· See above notes.

Definitive Actions-

· Motion to approve as amended and conditioned by E. Goodwin

· 2nd J. Hoffman

· vote all in favor. 

Continuation-

· To March 18 at 7:20 for signature.

PUBLIC MEETING – OoC review - LA Sugrue for 51 Holland Road cont.
The Commission has not received correspondence from LA Sugrue or DEP except for a brief call from M. Stone saying B. Dunn would be handling the situation.  

D. Barnicle opened the public meeting, no applicants attended.  There had been no response.  SCC discussed what action to take. C. Blanchard stated that he would ask the BoS to have Tighe and Bond put together a summary.  The review is tabled to the old business session on March 18.

PUBLIC HEARING – NoI – Dalton Contractors for single family home construction and related at 107 Breakneck Road.
D. Barnicle opened the public hearing, present was M. Dalton

Submitted information-

· No new information was submitted

Topics Discussed - 

· M. Dalton reviewed the plan as submitted

Issues, Concerns, Comments – 

· There were no outstanding issues.

Abutter Concerns – 

· No abutters attended.

Proposed Actions-

· A site visit is needed prior to any formal decision to confirm the details submitted.

· No outstanding issues are noted based on the plan.

Site Visit-

· To be taken by commissioners independently.  Jalbert is to stake the site prior to the weekend.

Continuation-

· To March 18, at 7:20 for closure or continuation

Lot 13 was discussed, stockpiling is occurring very close to the buffer.  The SCC will check when they visit 107. 

PUBLIC HEARING – NoI cont.  – Bertin Engineering for Spaho Corporation for Infrastructure development relating to a 20-lot subdivision at 30 Farquhar Road.

D. Barnicle opened the public hearing, present were M. Loin, B. Lucia, C. Blanchard, M. Blanchard, G. Martel, J. Sarty, C. Sylvestri, and H. Sarty.

Submitted information-

· No new information submitted.

Topics Discussed - 

· B. Lucia outlined the wetlands resource areas on site.

· Discussion involved reviewing environmental issues

· D. Barnicle noted that the alternatives analysis was still not submitted and was considered a pre-requisite to any formal discussion or site visit..

Issues, Concerns, Comments – 

· B. Lucia noted that the BVW area near Rte 131 is associated with an intermittent stream and connects to Hobbs Brook.  There is a great deal of topographic relief to indicate clear boundaries.

· The BVW near Farquhar Road contains an intermittent stream channel within the BVW and is connected to the Quinebaug below the Hobbs Brook merge.  That system is directly connected to the Quinebaug.

· Delineation methods followed the MA DEP guidelines using both plants and soils.

· Hobbs Brook and Quinebaug both have pronounced banks.  He outlined the 100-foot and 200-foot buffers to each noting that disruption of the first 100 feet was prohibited but disruption of the second 100 feet was discretionary and could be permitted.

· B. Lucia noted that there was a clear drainage divide through the center of the property.

SCC Comments –

· D. Barnicle asked when the delineation had been conducted.

· D. Barnicle asked how they determined bankful and where.

· He asked what the soil chromas were at the intersection point.

· N. Ryder asked what the elevation was where the BVW connects to the River.

· D. Barnicle asked if it was previously disturbed or natural.  Natural.

Applicant Responses-

· B. Lucia noted that the delineation was done in winter 2001/2002.  He noted that the areas were very well defined and the flagging was not difficult.

· M. Loin noted that they had chosen a spot between the BVW connection to the Quinebaug and the Hobbs Brook Merge at the highest point of the property.  At that point there was a 20-foot drop off to the river.  

· He stated that the estimated elevation at the BVW to river point was 578 feet.  The estimated MAHW elevation is at 566 feet, almost 20 feet lower.

· B. Lucia stated that he had conducted soils tests at the BVW/river merges and had not found wetland soils, the chroma was 10 YR.

· M. Loin stated that he did not know the MAHW at the connection points as they were off the subject property.  He had not asked for permission to access.

· He stated that the BVW’s were connected to the rivers but not part of the rivers.

· B. Lucia noted that the 100-year flood zone extends into much of the BVW at an elevation shown at the 577 contour line.  The edge of BVW elevation is at the 578 contour line.

SCC comments and discussion– 

· N. Ryder noted that delineations were valid for three years and questioned why the delineation was not confirmed at the time of the submittal.  The delineation being presented is already over two years old.

· D. Barnicle and N. Ryder questioned why they did not determine bankful and mean annual high water mark at the point where the two BVW systems connect directly to the rivers.  They discussed this with M. Loin and B. Lucia and noted that would have been the most appropriate place.  

· Method of determination was questioned.  D. Barnicle noted that visual determination alone may not be acceptable.

· Mean annual high water determination was discussed at length  It was noted that a site visit from the commission would be needed to confirm the accuracy of the mean annual high water mark noted. 

· J. Hoffman noted that the connection points between the rivers and BVW’s were on ACE property and therfore public property accessible to the applicant and his representatives.

· He noted that the ACE boundary was at the 575 contour line.

Abutter Concerns – 

· C. Blanchard clarified the location of the path on the property and questioned if that was the only drainage divide.

· M. Blanchard questioned the claim that the drop off the bank was 20 feet.  

· C. Blanchard agreed and noted there was not a 20-foot drop into the river at any point along that area.  G. Martel and H. Sarty agreed. They noted that it was 12 feet maybe at the highest.

· C. Blanchard asked how critical the definition of BVW, bankful and MAHW mark were.

· J. Sarty questioned how the SCC could allow a roadway right against a wetland.

· G. Martel asked how the wetland would remain a wetland if the water source were segmented.

· H. Sarty and G. Martel asked how the road salts and heavy sediments would be filtered out.

· C. Blanchard noted that the wetlands on site had grown tremendously over the past 25 years.  He discussed with the SCC whether this was normal.

· J. Sarty questioned if beavers would come in.  G. Martel noted that without flow there would be no beavers.

SCC Responses-

· D. Barnicle noted that the SCC would site visit and review all the resource area delineations shown on the plan.  He noted that the SCC would be careful to evaluate the MAHW mark and bankful as opposed to break in bank at one point.

· D. Barnicle noted that for this project, on this property, the definitions and delineations referenced were very critical and would be evaluated carefully on site.  He noted that the SCC has historically had good results with B. Lucia’s delineations and wetland work.  He explained what the soil colors meant in terms of wetlands.  The first step in the review process would be evaluating the resource areas boundaries, definitions and values.

· N. Ryder noted that this would be following presentation of an alternatives analysis.

· D. Barnicle noted that all water on site had to remain on site in the same locations, quantities and quality.

· He noted that the SCC would impose restrictions and conditions to protect the water quality.

· The SCC noted that beavers, land development and other causes all impact the rate and direction of flow.  The state and local laws and regulations now address that but for a long time these issues were not addressed.

Applicant comments-

· M. Loin reviewed the site drainage proposal and flow directions in detail and the sedimentation basins proposed.  As it is all shown on the plan submitted the minutes will not go into the details.

SCC Final comments- 

· D. Barnicle noted that an alternatives analysis must be reviewed prior to any further review.

· Other concerns to be addressed after that would be the BVW/River connections.

· He noted that at the last meeting the SCC had specifically asked for the hydrology and conductivity issues, which connect the BVW to the river even if it is below the visible soil line.  He noted that the SCC was not only dealing with a perennial river, it was one of the major state rivers, was estimated habitat, was part of the living waters core water area and was a critical resource to protect.

· He noted that water quality of both Hobbs Brook and Quinebaug would be critical issues.

· He noted that wildlife habitat would also be a critical issue.

· E. Goodwin stated that the SCC needed to see the property history, ownership, when it was subdivided, when lots were sold off etc.  This information needed to be part of the alternatives analysis and needed to be in writing. 

· D. Barnicle stated that the flagging would need to be re-identified and confirmed.  Two years is too old for a current delineation along critical resources.

Proposed Actions-

· None at this time

Information to be Submitted-

· See above

Site Visit-

· Not at this time, an alternatives analysis needs to be conducted and reviewed.

Continuation-

· To March 18, at 9:10 PM.

PUBLIC HEARING – NoI’s cont. –Guerriere and Halnon for Allen Homestead for construction of 2 single family homes and related lot 41, #6 and lot 42, #4, Tannery Road.
Also on the agenda was re-review of the Letter Permit request and RDA lots from February 26.  Grading requested is reported to already be done and violates the existing OoC.  In addition the buyers for lot 29, #40 have brought to my attention that the site was not built to the approved plan even though they came in with a letter permit request to have it brought forward and up without changing grade. The site visits for the other 5 lots have not yet been conducted.

D. Barnicle opened the public hearing, present was E. Mainini, J. Campbell, G. Taudell, and C. Taudell.

Discussion -

· E. Mainini, SCC, and the buyers for lot 29 discussed the current lot situation in detail, the grading has not been finished to the approved plans and is not the way the site was proposed when the buyers put an offer on the house.  

· J. Hoffman evaluated the current grade vs what was approved.  He noted that the builder could not receive approval until the lot was completed as approved.

Submitted information-

· E. Mainini submitted revised plans for lots 6 and 4 showing all work to be outside the 25-foot buffer and the erosion control to be at the 25-foot buffer.  

Topics Discussed - 

· E. Mainini noted that the driveways were pulled to 35 feet from the BVW, they were 25 feet from BVW.

Issues, Concerns, Comments – 

· E. Goodwin noted that none of the lots were well designed and noted that they were still not as good as they could be.

SCC Comments –

· J. Hoffman confirmed that the home locations had not changed.  

· The SCC discussed the drainage from the lots to the catch basin.  D. Barnicle asked for clarification that the pre and post site drainage would not change.  

· D. Barnicle confirmed the levels and slopes were to remain the same.

Applicant Responses-

· E. Mainini noted that the flow to the wetlands would not change.  She outlined the grades and flow patterns as well as the location of catch basins, the direction of flow down the driveway and roadway, and the direction of treated water.

· She noted that the garage slab was moved closer to the road, the front area would be slightly steeper.

Abutter Concerns – 

· No abutters attended.

Proposed Actions-

· To approve the project as amended pending a site visit to confirm the locations of the home, driveway and erosion control lines and the slopes presented.

Site Visit-

· Site visits will be conducted to all 8 lots under review on March 5, at noon.

· The SCC will also review lots 29 and 30 to review what is currently there and what was permitted and approved.

Continuation-

· All continued to March 18 at 7:20 for approval or continuation. 

PUBLIC HEARING –New Foresting Application Review 

No new.

NEW BUSINESS 

· The Norman Hill lots on Mashapaug Road were discussed.  In checking on the CR recording, he did not record the CR, he recorded only the easement.  His attorneys are looking into the matter.

OLD BUSINESS 
· Escape Estates – a revised plan for the driveway culvert was reviewed – a site visit is needed.

· Mosquito Control program, individuals in Sturbridge may be exceeding their authority, the program leader stated that the Mosquito control program did not need to follow local regulations or inform the SCC before draining wetland areas.  No information had been submitted to the SCC regarding dredging operations.  Review from SCC is required for any work other requiring machinery or wetlands loss.  In addition, determination as to whether an area is within the SCC jurisdiction must be obtained through the RDA process, it is not the right of the applicant (in this case the mosquito control program) to decide.  Further discussion is tabled until additional information is obtained on the content and scope of the original town public hearing and approval. 

· Information and criteria regarding nominating several key areas within Sturbridge to ACEC level were distributed for review. 

· Sanctuary lot designation information has been submitted.  Reports are being submittted.

· Preserve Phase II lots are now held.

· Hobbs Brook Trail Cooperative agreement has not been located. 

· Preserve perimeter drain issues on lot 13, #28 need to be investigated. 

· 75 Westwood perennial stream issue was discussed.

· Allen Homestead environmental reports were reviewed – pgs 2, 4 should be noted.

· Breakneck Road foresting, plans for access are off Rte 15 for small isolated area cross a stream.  An NoI is needed.

· 55 Bennetts and 132 Lake, planting plans are still needed from Jalbert Engineering.

· St. Anne’s fill area was discussed.  Now that spring is approaching, the site should be remediated.  A letter will be sent.

· Millyard Marketplace follow up to the OoC and maintenance plan is needed.

· PB/SCC regulations were tabled.

· Cedar Lake – watershed management assistance request – no response yet – tabled until the lakes monitoring program discussion.
OTHER BUSINESS
· Tabled.

LETTER PERMITS

· D. J. Kaitbenski – A request for Robidas Garage near Video Studio on 148 to reclaim existing paved area from brush and dirt piling to access the garage.  The letter permit request was reviewed and approved as conditioned.  See the Letter Permit for details.

· Barbara Hitchcock for 102 Paradise for retaining wall repair.  The letter permit request was reviewed.  A site visit is needed.

CERTIFICATES OF COMPLIANCE

· Tabled
Motion to close at 10:45 PM, approved by unanimous vote.
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