STURBRIDGE CONSERVATION COMMISSION

Draft Minutes for April 17, 2008

Members Present:  

David Barnicle (DB), Chair, David Mitchell (DM), Vice-Chair, Ed Goodwin (EG) 

Members Absent:

Donna Grehl (DG), Frank Damiano (FD)
Also Present:

Erin Jacque (EJ), Conservation Agent, Richard Para, Dan Prouty and Jennifer Gensel, DEP Central Region Circuit Rider.

7:00 PM – OPEN MEETING

DB read public hearing statement.

· CPA, Zoning Study Committee, and Lakes Advisory Committee update(s):

EG stated there were no CPA updates.

DB stated there were no Zoning Study updates.

DM notified the Commission that the Lakes Advisory Committee meetings have been very productive. DM stated that the Committee has been going through a lot of information gathering, long-term management considerations, ecotourism, and lakes recreation concerns inventories.   DB asked if the invasive removal done last year was effective.  DM stated it was too early to tell and everyone will know more once people start getting out on the lakes.  DB asked if the Committee would report back to the Commission with “hot spots” or improvements. DM stated there should have been post implementation monitoring, but the vegetation removal/monitoring will not be a permanent management solution.

· Approval of Minutes: 
MOTION:
Moved by DM, seconded by EG to approve the minutes of April 17, 2008 as amended.

Vote 3/0 

DB stated that action items would now be noted with an asterisk.

7:30 p.m. Public Hearing – NOI DEP 300-773:  Construct proposed garage and parking area at 208 Hemlock Path.  

· EG stated that the Commission should discuss what type of engineer it is expecting to design a given project.

· DB stated in this case there would not be a lot of earthwork.

· EG stated he does not have a problem with this particular case, but would like a consensus for the future.

· DM stated he thinks it should depend on the site, whether it has steep slopes, and the amount of grading as it pertains to drainage.

MOTION:
Moved by DM, seconded by EG to issue an Order of Conditions for DEP file number 300-773 for the project located at 208 Hemlock Path.


Vote 3/0
· EJ stated that she suggests a special condition be added on this permit and other permits that state that work cannot commence until all permits have been received from all town departments.  EJ stated that it is important that all permits be in hand to prevent a situation where clearing and earth work is taking place and a permit (i.e., variance or special permit) may be necessary to build a structure on the site.  EJ stated it should state specifically in the order that no work can commence until all permits have been received.  DB stated that there is no certainty that other boards will even issue permits and the damage will already have been done.

· *DB suggested that EJ work on some wording to add to the boilerplate Notice of Intent conditions, and email it to the Commission for review and/or bring it to the next meeting to discuss.

7:35 p.m. Public Hearing – NOI DEP 300-771:  Construction of 20,000 sq. ft. industrial building with associated parking, utilities, storm water systems and site work at Technology Park Road.  

Richard Para of Para Land Surveying and Dan Prouty were present representing One Picker Realty Trust.  

· Para stated that he is presenting incomplete conceptual plans to the Commission tonight and is looking for comment from the Commission.  Para stated that he is also submitting the Appendix G forms from Judy Schmitt’s wetland delineation.

· DM asked if there was a question about the delineation.

· DB stated that the delineation was from 2006.

· EG asked if EJ had been out on the site.

· EJ stated that she had been out on the site because Para had been digging test pits.

· Para stated that there was a requirement for an “infiltrameter” test, and test pits to determine ground water depths and infiltration rates.  Para stated that groundwater depth varied from 28” to 36”.  Para stated there was a 30-minute perk rate.  Para stated that infiltration basins must be 2 feet above groundwater.

· EG noted that Para would be building up instead of digging down.

· Para explained the changes to the plan, reductions in pavement, removal of catch basins and the removal of drainpipes.  Para explained the new LID stormwater BMP’s on the plans.

· Para explained the change in the driveway and the effect it will have on delivery trucks.  Para stated that the 15’ access requirement on the (infiltration basin) dyke is excessive.  Para stated that he was hoping for some flexibility on the access.

· DB stated he thinks 15 feet is over engineered and he thinks it would be a good point of negotiation.  DB asked if EJ had any questions.

· EJ stated that she thinks the plans are better in terms of LID’s; she stated that she would like the chance to review the plans more closely for TSS removal rates.

· DB stated that he thinks discussing the conceptual proponents of the plan before hand is a good strategy.  DB stated he thinks the revisions are positive.  DB asked if there would be a lot of soil removal.  

· Para stated that there would be some blasting for the ledge.  Para stated he would like to utilize what he can from the site, but he stated there would be an excess of material.

Public hearing continued to May 1, 2008 at 7:45 p.m.

Other Business
Requests for Certificates of Compliance

· Exxon Mobile – 236 Old Route 15- EJ informed the Commission that she conducted a site visit and verified that the trash clean up had taken place and the driveway had been swept.  DM asked about the status of the well on the site.  EJ stated that the monitoring well adjacent to the wetland was normal, but the monitoring well closest to the road tested high for nitrogen. EJ stated that she doesn’t think that the Commission has any statutory right to withhold the Certificate of Compliance due to the monitoring well issue.

MOTION:
Moved by EG, seconded by DM to issue a Certificate of Compliance for the 236 Old Route 15 Exxon Mobile station.


Vote 3/0
· Kurt Bergquam/New Life Fellowship - EJ stated that in the process of the NOI filing a violation was observed on site.  EJ stated that the owner was required to move the driveway outside of the 25-foot no disturb zone, install planting in the 25-foot no disturb, install a swale for drainage and large boulders to prevent vehicle parking access in sensitive areas.  EJ stated that she had drafted the Certificate of Compliance and noted in the Certificate that the work to construct the church not approved (through the Planning Office) and therefore is invalid.  EG asked about a green house on the property.  DB stated he thinks that the greenhouse has been removed.
MOTION:
Moved by EG, seconded by DM to issue a Certificate of Compliance for the 8 Eagle Avenue property.



Vote 3/0

· Josh Hazel - 83 Cricket Avenue – EJ informed the Commission that she spoke with Josh Hazel and informed him that he needed to submit an “as built” plan and statement of compliance from an engineer, landscape architect, etc. with the Certificate of Compliance request.  EJ stated that Hazel will be submitting as “as built” when it is complete.
Letter Permits

· DCR – Yurt installation in Wells State Park – EJ informed the Commission that a letter permit request had been submitted from DCR for the installation of Yurts on the Wells State Park Property.  EJ stated that only a corner of one of the existing camp sites is located in the 200-foot buffer zone of a BVW.  

MOTION:
Moved by DM, seconded by EG to approve the installation of Yurts on the DCR Wells State Park property.


Vote 3/0

· 52 South Shore Road – Removal of Dead hemlock tree – EJ informed the Commission that a letter permit request had been submitted to remove one dead/dying hemlock tree at 52 South Shore Drive.  EG and DM stated they did not have a problem with the removal of the tree.  DB stated there was a consensus to issue a letter permit.
· 236 Roy Road – Letter Permit – EJ informed the Board that a follow up letter permit request had been submitted.  DB stated there was a consensus from the Board that the letter permit could be issued.
Violation on Brookfield Road – EJ informed the Commission that she observed work going on, on Brookfield Road.  EJ explained that she spoke to the contractor from the site Brian Caron who explained that there is a very small berm on the edge of the wetland.  DM asked what work was being done.  EJ stated that the owner’s lawn is being re-loamed and seeded.  DB stated that the berm is very small.  DB stated that he thinks that hay bales will protect the resource.  DB stated he thinks a letter permit is appropriate and the Commission should consider EJ’s stop and discussion with Caron as a letter permit request.  DB stated there was a consensus about issuing a letter permit.  

DEP Stormwater Presentation – Jennifer Gensel, Central Region DEP Circuit Rider

· On January 1, 2008 new DEP Stormwater Revisions came into effect

· New stormwater BMP’s will never be jurisdictional even if they have or develop wetlands plants and characteristics.

· The applicant would be responsible for keeping plans which indicates which areas of the site are stormwater BMP’s.  Ways of tracking Stormwater BMP’s is to use ongoing maintenance conditions in Certificates of Compliance or to record locations of the BMP’s on the deed of the property.

· Maintenance is written into the plan and there is no Wetlands Protection Act filing requirement for maintenance of BMP’s.

· No stormwater regulation for residential single-family homes or subdivisions with less than 3 units.

· If single family home is in a critical area a stormwater BMP can be required.

· 10 standards must be met for stormwater plans.

· Changes in required infiltration rates, changes in critical areas, land uses with higher potential pollutant loads, redevelopment, and new standard #10 for illicit discharges.

· Umass Database TARP – available to determine the effectiveness of BMP’s.

· Pretreatment required for metal roof (galvanized zinc or copper)

· Environmental sensitivity credit: No more than 15% impervious surface on site, 25% of site in Natural Conservation Area, Conservation Restriction placed on preserved area, disconnecting rooftop or non rooftop runoff.

· TMDL – Total Maximum Daily Load (South Pond is applicable) may apply independency from BMP.

· Proprietary BMP’s

· Operation and Maintenance Plan guidelines, requirements – Required maintenance log

Sign Permits

· Request for Determination – Roy Road

Other Discussion Items

· EJ asked the Commission if they considered pervious pavers to be a “structure”.  DB stated that it is site specific.

· EJ asked permit filings are ever necessary for docks.  DB stated no, docks are handled by the harbormaster.

·  EJ stated that Tom Chamberland is still looking for potential names of the trails on the Hein’s property.  DB stated that the Commission would wait for an overall plan before naming trails.  DB stated that for now the trails should be recognized by colors until an overall plan was in place, which will include signage and “branding” for town lands.

· *DM asked for EJ to follow up on the De’Angelo’s property status, hay bales, etc.

· EJ informed DM she had followed up on the Sovereign Bank sand piles and was told it would be cleaned up and the parking lot would be swept.

MOTION:
Moved by DM, seconded by EG to adjourn at 9:30 PM.  



Vote 3/0
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