STURBRIDGE CONSERVATION COMMISSION
May 06, 2010
Members present:  Dave Barnicle, Wendy Lilly-Hansen, Ed Goodwin, Jeff Bonja, Joe Kowalski (Alternate Member) and Calvin Montigny (Alternate Member).
Members absent:  Donna Grehl.
Also Present:  Erin Jacque, Conservation Agent, Justin Dufresne, Dave Pickart, Jean Sagerian, Hossain Haghanizadrh, Eric Moore, Peter Wells, Charles Blanchard, Joshua Caplan, Steven Eriksen (not signed in) and Shaun Suhoski, Town Administrator.
7:00 PM-Open Meeting - Quorum check

As time allows

CPA, PLAC and Lakes Advisory Committee update(s)

· EG stated there is a meeting scheduled for CPA next Monday.

· DB stated there is a LAC meeting in about a week and the Conservation Commission will get an update.

Approval of Minutes:  None.
Walk-ins:  None
7:30 p.m. Public Hearing: - (Public Hearing opened 1/7/10)  Notice of Intent DEP #300-819 for construction of a single family house, driveway, septic and associated work at 109A McGilpin Road.  Application submitted by Green Hill Engineering, Inc. on behalf of Richard DiBonaventura.
· EJ stated this site had an issue with a potential vernal pool.

· DB stated on the site visit Fairy Shrimp, Salamander and Frog egg sacs were found at the 4’ x 8’ pool.  DB stated it could not be determined if the Frog egg sacs were Wood Frog.
MOTION:  By JB, seconded by DB to approve the plan as submitted with the limit of clearing at the 100’ buffer.

                    Vote:  3/0 EG recused himself (at the last meeting).
7:40 p.m. Public Hearing: (Public Hearing to be opened 5/6/10) Notice of Intent DEP #300-TBA for the redevelopment of an existing hotel to a 72 room, 3 story hotel with associated parking and utilities at the corner of New Boston Road and Main Street.  Application submitted by Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc. on behalf of Jeyesh Patel of Om Shri Ambika, LLC.

· EJ stated there is no tear sheet.

· DB stated that the Public Hearing can proceed and if a tear sheet isn’t provided everything that is said tonight would be null and void.

· Dave Pickart, Environmental Scientist from VHB stated that the site is at the corner of New Boston Road and Route 20.  DV stated that the site is bordered by Cedar Pond on the West, New Boston Road on the East, Main Street is on the South side and there is residential land to the North.  DP stated there are two wetlands on the property and the northern wetland is shown as a Potential Vernal Pool.  DP stated he was out there a couple of weeks ago and didn’t find any evidence of breeding in the PVP.

· EJ stated that DG went out to the site yesterday and couldn’t fine evidence of a PVP. 
· DP stated that the proposal is to redevelop within the footprint with a three story hotel with the majority of the parking on the east side of the hotel.  DP stated there will be 5 employee parking spaces on the west side with porous block pavers proposed.  DP stated that the run off from the roof top will be directed to a small sub surface infiltration system.  DP stated that runoff from the majority of the parking lot will be collected by deep sump pump catch basins with hoods.  DP stated both of the above systems will flow thru a stormceptor and get routed into another sub surface infiltration system and the eastern side will drain into a bio retention area (rain garden) with the overflow from all the systems routed to a location outside the 100’ buffer, flow thru some velocity dissipation structure and sheet flow off toward the wetlands.  DP stated there is about two acres of work proposed within the 200’ buffer, just over an acre of work in the 100’ buffer and a couple of areas within the 50’ buffer, about 5,900 square feet for erosion controls, hay bales and silt fence with some grading in that area.  DP stated on the West side there is a modular retaining wall proposed which will be done in segments from the uphill side.  DP stated there will be excavating for the footings of the modular wall which is 12’ at the highest point.
· CM asked if a geo grid will be used.  
· JB is concerned with the parking area on the west side because there is no containment back there if there is a spill.
· DP stated that DEP decided that for non land uses with high potential pollutant loads they would allow the porous pavers because the likelihood of a spill would be minimal and if there were a spill they would be drippings which typically get bound up in the sediment.
· WLH asked about snow storage.
· JD stated right now snow storage is proposed on the east side.  Justin Dufresne from VHB stated that a fire truck has been thru there and is able to get all the way around the building. JD stated there is a dumpster proposed on the west side also.  
· EJ asked where the loading dock is proposed.

· Jeyesh Patel, owner of the property stated that there will be deliveries twice a week using the canopy in front of the hotel.  JP stated the 5 parking spaces on the west side are handicap spaces along with handicap spaces in front.

· Jean Sagerian, resident of New Boston Road stated she is concerned with tractor trailer’s parking up the hill.

· DB asked about overflow parking considerations for tractor trailers.
· JP stated there won’t be tractor trailer trucks because the proposed hotel is high end.

· JB asked if tractor trailers would be banned from parking.
· WLH asked if both the main parking lot and the lot “up hill” would be posted with no parking signs for tractor trailers.

· JP stated that tractor trailers would be banned and the parking lots would also have no parking signs for tractor trailers.

· JS stated that the front entrance is proposed to be moved and asked if the pipeline could be addressed.

· DP stated that they are working with Exxon Mobil in regards to relocating the pipeline.

· EJ stated the relocation of the pipeline would be an amendment.

· TH stated yes and after the plan was submitted to the Commission he was notified by the Architect that the building would need to be extended by about six feet in the back but would still be out of the 50’.

· JP stated that he spoke with EJ about the proposed hotel being geothermal.
· DB asked why the front entrance was being moved.

· JD stated that based on existing traffic the entrance is too close to the intersection and there were indications from DPW that they would prefer the entrance moved.

· DB asked for a letter certifying that.

· EJ stated that moving the entrance is out of the Commission’s jurisdiction.

· EG asked what percent of the property is residential and what is the residential line vs. the commercial line is.
· JP will get that information for the next meeting.
· Josh Caplan from Excel Energy Solutions is the project Engineer for this project and stated a geothermal heating and cooling system is being proposed.  JC stated they are in the preliminary design stage and the basic tonnage for the heating and cooling is about 100 tons which correlates to 120 thousand gallons per day.  JC stated they are also beginning the permitting process with DEP and the EPA.  JC stated ideally Cedar Pond would be used as a pond loop system and there would be a change in the water quality of a temperature difference of 5-6 degrees which leads to a 1 degree difference in the pond.
· DB stated there is a 36” drawdown on that pond every year.

· JC stated the geothermal system would save 2 billion BTU’s of oil usage over a year’s time.

Public Hearing continued to June 24th, 2010 @ 7:30 P.M.

7:50 p.m. Public Hearing: (Public Hearing to be opened 5/6/2010) Notice of Intent DEP #300-TBA for the construction of a single family house with associated septic system and well at 124 Podunk Road.  Application submitted by James Morin.

· Steven Eriksen from Norse Environmental Services, Inc. representing James Morin showed the revised plan that now meets the 25’ and the 50’ buffer.
· EJ asked SE if the wetland on the site has been evaluated for characteristics of vernal pool.

· SE stated not thoroughly.  

· EJ asked how far away from the wetland is the proposed structure.

· SE stated that the revised plan shows the dwelling moved by 2’ and the hay bales  moved 3’.

· DB stated only the driveway encroaches on the 50’.

· EJ stated she did a site visit this afternoon and showed pictures to the Commission and suggested the Commission take a site visit.

Discussion amongst the Commission and SE about building outside the 50’ buffer.

· SE stated there is blue flagging and aluminum tacks to mark the wetland off on the site.
Site visit scheduled for 9:00 a.m. tomorrow morning.

Public Hearing continued to 05/20/2010 @ 7:50 p.m.

8:00 p.m. Public Hearing: (Public Hearing to be opened 5/6/10) Notice of Intent DEP #300-TBA for the renovation, demolition and addition to the existing elementary school.  Proposed work also includes new parking, utilities, grading, storm water management and ball fields at 45 Burgess School Road.  Application submitted by Berkshire Design Group.
· EJ stated that she distributed via e-mail her comments to the applicant’s representative and the Commission and received response this afternoon.
· Peter Wells stated this proposal is a renovation to a portion of the Burgess Elementary School on a 35 acre site which 23 acres are developable and the rest is wetland.  PW stated the proposed project is increasing the impervious surface by roughly one percent.  PW stated the parking spaces will increase by about 50 spaces.  PW stated 15 test pits were done and the results were all medium sand.  P
W showed the Commission pictures of where there were problem areas and stated the proposal is to remedy those and stabilize the slope.  PW stated the proposed changes are to demolish the old section and renovate the open classroom area and building an addition where the playground structure used to be and where the softball field is located.  PW stated the entrance will remain as is and the buses and parent drop off will be in separate areas.

· JK asked what the red dots on the plan are. 
· PW stated the red dots are snow storage areas.
· DB asked if they are using the elevation and pushing the snow off the slope.
· PW stated that in one area they will be pushing the snow onto a hillside going up, one area slopes down, one goes toward a wetland and one is flat.  PW discussed the planting plan and they are saving everything they can in regards to existing trees.  PW stated this site is a zone 2 site and the storm water management plan is designed to exceed DEP standards.
· BD explained the storm water management plan for the site.  BD stated there is severe erosion occurring on the south side easterly pipe which they are proposing to rebuild that area. BD stated in regards to the existing building which a section will be torn down and rebuilt in another area they are swapping the watershed.  BD stated a pipe and stone system is proposed for the green space and ball field areas.  BD stated in regards to recharge infiltration the post conditions are around 20 square feet and the infiltration system is designed to hold and recharge 80 square feet.  BD stated they have taken the roof runoff and piped that into a dry well system which is set offline from the other roadway drainage systems in order not to mix the pollutant laden water.  BD stated the drywell system is designed to hold the first inch of water and the drywell is tied into a series of pipes.  BD stated all the parking lots have deep sump hooded catch basins.  BD stated that the drywell connects to pipes which are tied together from surface runoff from catch basins.  BD stated the catch basins provide pre treatment for the pavement runoff; 25% which is heavy sand and settles to the bottom of the catch basins and whatever flows out of there is tied to a Media Filter System.  BD stated that the MFS is relatively new technology and three of them are proposed for the site and are ensured to get 80% treatment. BD stated that the MFS are located in a concrete man hole or a vault.  BD stated that water enters the system and is siphoned thru the MFS and gets pulled down in the sub drain and exits.
· EG asked how often does the MFS need to be replaced?
· BD stated about 1-3 years and is part of the operation and maintenance plan which will be the responsibility of BES to take care of.

· JB asked what the cost is for the filters.

· BD stated about $200.00 a piece.

· DB asked BD to describe how the Media Filter will function in a flash storm.

· BD stated that there’s a by pass manhole before the MF so all the water that enters the MF has to go thru a by pass manhole.  BD stated that the water comes in, hits a weir wall and goes to the MF.  BD stated in larger storms once the water is about 2” the water will go over the weir and enter out the outlet pipe.  BD stated the by pass manholes are pre engineered for larger storms. 

· JB asked why the roof runoff is passing thru the infiltration system.
· BD stated that it needs to outlet somewhere and the MFS is designed to hold extra flow.
· DB asked about lighting in the parking lot.

· PW stated that all the lights will be dark sky compliant.

· PW stated there are four separate parking lots for the 250 cars.

· JB asked about maintenance of the ball fields.

· PW stated there are four different types of seed mixture proposed; some are drought tolerant and the fields are proposed to be irrigated and the fertilizer is organic.  PW stated whatever is used will comply with regulations. 

· DB asked about armoring the hill near the ball fields.

· BD stated right now its rip rap but it could be 6-8” stone or armor tiles.
Public Hearing continued to 05/20/2010 @ 8:00 p.m.
8:10 p.m. Public Hearing: (Public Hearing to open 4/15/10) Request for Determination for the installation of a single family house septic system at 290 Leadmine Road.  Application submitted by Green Hill Engineering, Inc. on behalf of Thomas and Barbara Hichcock.

· EJ stated that this was approved at the previous meeting but the legal ad was not properly posted so the Public Hearing had to be postponed.  EJ recommended issuing a negative determination of Applicability under the WPA and a positive determination under the local bylaw.

MOTION:  By DB, seconded by EG to issue a negative determination of Applicability under the WPA and a positive determination under the local bylaw.

                     Vote:  3/1 abstention by JB   
8:20 p.m. OTHER BUSINESS (As Time Allows)
NEW BUSINESS

8:15 p.m.
Request for Extension of Order of Conditions:
Draper Woods Subdivision-DEP #300-592
· EJ stated this is for an extension to an Order of Conditions which expires on 6/24/10.  EJ stated that the representative from Draper Woods met today with Jean Bubon, Town Planner and Greg Morse, DPW Director and EJ asked for comments from the meeting.  EJ stated she has been out to the site and identified erosion controls which have since been repaired.  
· DB asked to table this to the next meeting to get comments from Donna Grehl who has been over seeing this site.
Request for Certificate of Compliance:

120 Lane 10-DEP #300-714

· EJ stated that the applicant didn’t submit an as built plan so this needs to be tabled to the next meeting.
Letter Permit

6 Scotch Pine Circle-Tree Removal

· EJ stated that she received a letter of recommendation from Jeremy Cotton, Certified Arborist for the site at 6 Scotch Pine Circle.  EJ stated JC visited the site on 4/29/2010 and his observation indicated that tree #1 has construction damage, excessive over fill on half of the root ball and moderate compaction of soil. JC’s estimation is that the tree is stressed and poses a hazard.  JC’s observation of tree #2 is that the tree is completely dead from Woolly Adelgid and recommended immediate removal.  Tree #3 is a large diameter White Oak tree with a dead limb that represents 30% of the trees crown and removal wouldn’t result in significant reduction of surrounding canopy.  Tree #4 is a healthy, mature Red Oak with no physical stress observed and would recommend that this tree not be removed.  Tree #5 is a mature Red Oak which the resident asked about removing two large limbs over hanging the lawn area.  EJ stated that the trees are on the 50’ buffer zone.
· DB suggested a site visit.
318 The Trail(The Trail at Big Alum Lake Association)-Tree Removal

· EJ stated that an Arborist report is being worked on so this site is tabled.
98 Brookfield Road-Tree Removal

· EJ stated there are two double trunked Red Maples at the front door of 98 Brookfield Road growing up and over the house and there was basil scarring on the trees.  EJ stated to the left of the house there’s a ring of wetlands around it that’s wooded and a second set of trees; a clump of four Red Maples, one is a dead snag and the other three have scarring on them but they’re alive.  EJ stated Brady Yasik from Northern Tree recommended in his report that the multi trunked Red Maple tree in the front yard to the right of the front door be removed due to previous damage which has resulted in the onset of decay near the base of the tree and its location leans toward the house.  BY stated in his report that the Red Maple located at the front left corner of the house be removed due to previous damage which has resulted in the onset of decay near the base of the tree and its location leans toward the house and the recommendation for the double trunked Red Maple at the left of the front door would be to install a support cable in the upper canopy to reduce the risk of main trunk failure.
· EJ stated that the trees are on the bank of a wetland.
· The Commission wants a site visit. 
99 Shore Road-Tree Removal

· EJ stated that the applicant is trying to install a Well and there is a large Red Oak that is preventing him from doing that and is requesting permission to remove the Red Oak tree.  EJ stated that the Commission has pictures in their packet from her.
· DB asked about mitigation.
· JK stated there is no room for mitigation on the site.
MOTION:  By JB, seconded by EG to remove the tree.

                     Vote:  4/0.
94 Westwood Drive-Tree Removal

· EJ recommended a site visit.
70 Paradise Lane-Letter Permit

· EJ stated that this property has accumulated debris and volunteers are looking to remove 5 trees and put a temporary Trailer on the site for the resident to live in temporarily.
· MF stated that the 5 trees are outside the 100’ buffer and are hanging over the house.  MF stated the proposal is to remove them with a bucket truck and leave the stumps there.
· EJ asked about grading?
· MF stated that the Trailer can be put on blocks or make a padding without an excavator and erosion controls will be used if necessary.
MOTION:  By JB, seconded by DB to approve the tree removal.
                     Vote:  4/0.
Sign Permit

Walker Pond OOC Extension-DEP #300-736

Correspondence

Request for Final Comment on Southbridge Landfill

· EJ stated that she forwarded information to the Commission on the final request for comment on the Southbridge landfill issue.  
· The Commission recommended that EJ send a letter to the Town Administrator that the Commission recommends that CME’s recommendation be upheld.
Changes to the Open Meeting Law

· EJ stated there have been some modifications to the Open Meeting Law.  EJ stated under the new regulations you cannot add any new business to an agenda once it’s posted.  EJ stated that she will forward all the details to the Commission that the State is requiring. 
MA DOT Vegetation Management Plan submitted

· EJ stated that the MA DOT Vegetation Management Plan was submitted to the Commission.
MACC - Ed Goodwin completion of Fundamentals
8:25 PM Site Visit Schedule

MOTION:  By JB, seconded by DB to close the Public Hearing @ 10:25 p.m.
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