STURBRIDGE CONSERVATION COMMISSION

Minutes for January 24, 2008

Members Present:  

Dave Barnicle (DB), Chairman, Frank Damiano (FD), David Mitchell (DM)

Members Absent:

Donna Grehl (DG), Ed Goodwin (EG)

Also Present:

Erin Jacque (EJ), Conservation Agent, Dale Favreau, Chair of PLAC, Pat McGarrah, member of Regional Trails Committee, David S. Roberts of Jalbert Engineering, Martin Carlson of 18 Birch Street, William Clougherty of Mass Highway, and David Patnaude of Parsons.

7:30PM – OPEN MEETING

· DB reads Commission Statement to open meeting.

Walk Ins

DB requests that first hearing be postponed for a few minutes to cover a new business item:

Martin Carlson – 18 Birch Street – DEP # 300-121 – Request for Certificate of Compliance:

M. Carlson was present.

· EJ verified that a site visit was conducted on January 18, 200.  The site was stable and the Order had been complied with.

MOTION:
Moved by FD, seconded by DM to issue Certificate of Compliance.  



Vote 3/0

PUBLIC HEARING

7:30 PM – 27 Ladd Road – Notice of Intent – A. Piergallini - DEP #300-767

D. Roberts of Jalbert Engineering present on behalf of A. Piergallini.  

· DB opened meeting at 7:37 PM.

· DB explained that Mr. Piergallini’s address is actually in Charlton, but access and crossing in question is through 27 Ladd Road in Sturbridge.  

· EJ suggested volume calculations be provided to account for materials brought onto the site.  EJ suggested volumes should be noted on the plans so it is clear in the future what volume was permitted.

· DB noted a gravel washout below the crossing as a result of the October 2005 flood events.  DB noted that the house was inaccessible after the washout.

· D. Roberts stated he could estimate the volume of material based on the observed area at the time of the washout which was proximately 15’x 24’ x 6’.  Approximately 2,160 sq. ft./80 c.y. of material was replaced after the washout.

No public Comment.

MOTION:
Moved by DM, seconded by FD to approve the Notice of Intent for the Emergency work at 27 Ladd Road as amended and noted on the plan and to close the public hearing.


Vote 3/0

PUBLIC HEARING

7:50 PM – 160 Lake Road – Notice of Intent – Predella - DEP #300-768

D. Roberts present on behalf of M. Predella.

Submittals: Newspaper advertisement and abutter notification receipts.

· EJ Noted limit of work line was indicated as the hay bale barrier, however it appeared work was going on beyond the limit of work.

· D. Roberts stated the work had been previously approved through a letter permit.

· EJ suggested setting aside an area on the plan as a “no disturb zone” and possibly to require some additional plantings as mitigation.

· EJ noted tree replacement planting plan and the need for Zoning Board approval of a Special Pemit/Variance.

· D. Roberts stated that the home location was dictated by setbacks.  Also reviewed previously altered areas, proposed lot coverage amounts, existing lot coverage amounts, construction sequence of demolition of existing residence (no stockpiling), foundation removal, sheds to remain in place.  Roberts noted garage would take up footprint of some of the driveway area, and would be an improvement since petroleum products (like engine oil, diesel fuel, transmission, hydraulic, or other fluids from vehicles) would not be leaching into the ground, but would be captured in the garage.

· FD stated that petroleum products would eventually migrate to the driveway, and said this would not be a significant improvement to existing conditions.

· Roberts stated that DEP considers the garage an improvement.

· DB noted removal of trees and replacement by Hemlocks; suggested other tree varieties be considered for planting since Canadian Hemlock is being attacked by the wooly adelgid.

· DM asked about the construction sequence of retaining walls, whether the patio was pervious and whether the deck was on sono tubes.

· Roberts stated patio was a slab on grade <did not answer whether deck on sono tubes>.

· FD noted the patio was impervious.

· DM asked the number of retaining walls and their heights.

· Roberts stated that the retaining walls are 3’ high and several of them are preexisting.  Roberts also explained that the roof and foundations drains connect to two separate 500-gallon leaching pits, which recharge the water into the ground and will prevent erosion from around the house into the lake.  Roberts explained the an erosion control blanket would be utilized to prevent erosion.

· DB asked where the proposed erosion control blanket would be located and he stated he was concerned that the area where the erosion control blanket will be placed will turn into lawn.

· Roberts explained that the finished grade of the slopes will be 3:1, and all work except for tying into the existing stairs is outside of the 50-foot buffer.

· FD stated that the redevelopment of this site is the definition of maximum build out.  FD stated the increase in the home size is exponential and is getting 30 feet closer to the lake.   FD explained that an area currently semi-pervious is proposed to be impervious up the 50-foot boundary.  FD stated the infiltration basins are a step in the right direction.

· DM asked about the possibility of moving the house site back.

· Roberts stated that the utility easement prevents that possibility because the house must be 19 feet away from easement by National Grid standards, and they are very close to that in what’s being proposed already.

· DM asked about whether permeable pavers could be used for the walkway and patio.  

· <No answer given>

· DB asked that all four corners of the house be staked for the site visit, as well as the garage, patio, erosion control barrier and retaining walls.   DB suggested a (raised) “gay head” staircase.

· DM asked about staggering vegetation on the north side of the house.

· Roberts stated it could restrict access to the rear but they will look into shrubs in that area.  Roberts stated that client is flexible about the type and location of plantings.

· DB asked about sheet flow on the south side of the house, and suggested installation of a swale.

· Jacque stated that the applicant must see the Town Planner about a Special Permit/Variance.

No public comment.

Hearing continued to February 7, 2008 at 7:30 p.m. pending site visit.

PUBLIC HEARING

7:55 PM – 19 Woodside Circle – Notice of Intent – L. Herbert
F. Trifone was present on behalf of L. Herbert.


· DB opens Public Hearing at 7:55PM

· EJ noted that at the site visit she observed that the rear slope of the property was completely exposed and un-vegetated.  

· Trifone stated it was due to the installation of a sewer line.

· EJ suggested a peer review on the retaining walls and pool due to the steep slopes and the amount of proposed fill.  EJ asked why revised plans had not been submitted in advance as required by standard procedure.

· <No answer>

· EJ asked why the option of shifting the addition and the deck had not been examined.  

· DB asked about the amount of material to be brought in as fill.

· Trifone stated it would be equivalent to 100 dump truck loads of fill.

· EJ asked what technique of stabilization would be used on the slopes, and where the limit of work line would be.  EJ explained that work is proposed within 25 feet of an intermittent stream, in the 25-foot no disturb zone, and a structure is proposed in the 50-foot no structure zone.  EJ stated that the Bylaw requires a waiver for work in these areas.  EJ also stated that DEP file number comments had not been received. (Note: stream appears as perennial stream on USGS, portion of stream reclassified as intermittent in SCC File # 05-34; reclassification designation expires 11/17/08)

· DB asked what needed to happen to keep the work out of the 25-foot no-disturb.

· Trifone stated that the project would need to be shrunk.

· FD asked about reducing the size of the lower plateau.

· Trifone stated it would not be worth it for his client.

· FD stated that this is the definition of filling in a resource area.

· DM stated that this area is a drainage ditch, which has street drains as its only source.  DM stated he is not concerned about protection of this resource, but more concerned with the steepness of slopes.  DM stated that pushing the project away from the resource will only protect it in a regulatory sense.

· FD asked about the liner to be used in the pool (plastic or gunite)

· Trifone stated he does not know, but would find out.

· FD stated a slight movement of the sediments could cause a fissure and send caustic water into a resource area.

· DB stated he does not see this project affecting the drainage ditch.  DB asked EJ to follow up with potential consultants.

· DM asked if the wall could be pulled back from the resource area.

· Trifone stated it would restrict access to the back yard for lawn mowers or other equipment.  

· DB stated he wanted to see options for putting the addition on the other side of the house by the kitchen.

· DB reminded the applicant that revised plans must be submitted 3 days in advance of the meeting.

· FD stated he would like the peer review to be a feasibility study of retaining walls and pool.

No public comment.

Hearing continued to February 7, 2008 at 7:50 p.m. pending site visit.
PUBLIC MEETING

8:15 PM – MA Highway – Request for Determination 

William Clougherty present on behalf of MA Highway, David Patnaude present for Parsons.

· DB opened meeting at 8:35 PM.

· EJ explained that the plans were not entirely clear regarding the resource delineations and which resources were actually delineated.  EJ stated that erosion controls were missing in important areas.

· Patnaude and Clougherty stated that MA Highway is taking drainage easements, making roadway improvements and plans in the future to repair the storm water/drainage problems in the area.  

· EJ identified specific areas on the plans where erosion controls needed to be added.

· DM identified areas as having a drainage problem.

· Clougherty stated that the goal is to identify the problem areas and fix them in the future.

· DM stated concern over fine materials getting into drainage systems and resource areas.  Asked the timeframe for completion of work.  

· Patnaude stated that the work would likely take place in 2009 and the road would be in the milling stages for several weeks, hay bales and silt fence will be used for erosion controls and filter fabric will be used on the catch basins.  Patnaude stated the 6’ sidewalk would be completed first.

· EJ noted the sheets where corrections were necessary.  EJ noted that the question in the RDA is whether the work is subject to the Wetlands Protection Act.  Jacque said since the work is in resource areas it is clear it is subject to the Act, but will the work alter a resource (remove, fill, dredge or alter).

· DB asks if any resources will be altered.

· Patnaude said no.

· EJ asked if there was any culvert replacement with the proposed work.  

· Patnaude said no.

· EJ stated she could send recommended erosion control improvements at the end of next week for revision.

Meeting continued to February 7, 2008 at 8:05 p.m.

Other Business

· DB noted he spoke to Ruth Cutler of the Green Valley Institute about presenting a workshop on the Management of Conservation Restrictions.  DB suggested inviting neighboring towns.  DM stated that it could foster increased communications with neighboring towns and Conservation Commissions.  DB asked for Commissioners to indicate their availability for such an event.  DB, DM, FD determined the workshop was a good idea.  DM requested that EJ assemble a list of Conservation Restrictions held in town.  

· Sign permits:  EJ presented Orders of Conditions approved at 1/10/08 meeting for signature:

· DEP # 300-766 - 70 Westwood Drive, S. Simpson

· DEP # 300-765 - 421 Main Street, Arland Tool & Mfg. Inc.

· EJ informed the board that Jaguar Association of New England had submitted a request to hold their annual event at the Host Hotel on August 8, 9, and 10, 2008.

MOTION:
Moved by DM, seconded by FD to issue a letter to the Jaguar Association allowing the event.  


Vote 3/0

· Requests for Certificates of Compliance – EJ stated she will send letters to those who submitted the RCOC and explained the need to wait until site visits can be performed and compliance can be verified for the following:

· DEP # 300-194 - 303-305 Cedar Street 

· DEP # 300-553 - 51 Holland Road 

· DEP # 300-562, #300-630, #300-516 - 52 Stallion Hill Road

· Requests for Extensions of Orders of Conditions:

· DEP #300-419 – Allen Homestead – EJ explained that the Order pertains to the storm water systems, which are almost complete.  DM stated this should be the final extension.

MOTION:
Moved by DM, seconded by FD to extend for 1 year, write letter indicating the number of extensions that have been granted.  


Vote 3/0
· DEP# 300-626 – 118 Clark Road – EJ stated that it was not clear from the request what work had been completed and what work was outstanding.  EJ stated a message had been left with the attorney and not yet returned with specifics about why the extension was needed.  DM noted a lawsuit was pending against the town on this matter.  DM stated that EJ should follow up with Jim Malloy about the status of the lawsuit before the extension is granted.

· Right of First Refusal – 303-305 Cedar Street – EJ informed the Commission that a memo was sent from the Select Board asking the Con Com if there was interest in the property.  DB suggested that EJ check with Jim Malloy to see if the neighboring town of Brookfield has an interest in the property, since the Con Com did not.  DB suggested checking with Fish & Wildlife.

· Expired Order of Conditions:

· DEP #300-624 - 14 Birch Street – EJ informed Commission that correspondence was sent to owner suggesting that a request for an Extension of Order of Conditions be submitted by the owner, for consideration by the Commission.

· MACC registrations – EJ stated she would send the registrations to MACC for members that had already signed up for courses and she would send DG’s when she returns.

· PLAC – 

DF was present on behalf of the PLAC.  DF stated that PLAC is reviewing a list of recommended action items.  DF noted work is planned at Camp Robinson Crusoe (once the snow is melted), which includes a bridge construction project through the Tech Department at the High School (with Peter Malloy) as a priority project.  DF also stated he plans to attend the February 11, 2008 Select Board meeting regarding the removal of dams, and restoration of Hament Brook.  Favreau stated that brook trout are already in the Hament Brook and he is concerned about the loss of habitat for other species.  DB stated his concern is for human uses for recreational purposes and suggested the dams need to stay in place for drawdowns to be used to control invasive vegetation.  DB asked for PLAC minutes, and stated he will speak to Jim Malloy about receiving biweekly reports on the progress of the Tech School bridge projects.

Correspondence

· Email received from Louis Mountzoures regarding the erosion control and stabilization plan for Allen Homestead.  Details were provided on the Erosion and Sediment control plan that was requested by the Commission at the previous meeting.  Email from A. Allen indicated the plan was acceptable.
· Letter received from Bob Duff of Leonard Engineering responding to the Pilot Travel correspondence sent last week.
· Invitation to Lake Management Conference
· Update on The Preserve correspondence
New Business

· None
Site Visit Schedule

· 160 Lake Road

· Rt. 131 for MA Highway

· 70 Westwood Drive

DB encouraged members of the public to inquire about serving on the Conservation Commission, or becoming an alternate member, as DM intends to leave at the end of his term in April.

MOTION:
Moved by DM, seconded by FD to adjourn at 10:00 PM.  
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