STURBRIDGE CONSERVATION COMMISSION
Minutes for June 10, 2010
Meeting was held at the Sturbridge Senior Center located at 480 Main Street

Members present: Donna Grehl, Wendy Lilly-Hansen, Ed Goodwin, Jeff Bonja, Joe Kowalski (Alternate Member) and Calvin Montigny (Alternate Member).

Members absent: David Barnicle, Chairman. 
Also Present:  Erin Jacque, Conservation Agent, Peter Levine, Meg Noyes, Carl Nielsen, Ken Gajewski and Mark Farrell.
7:00 PM-Open Meeting - Quorum check

As time allows

CPA, PLAC and Lakes Advisory Committee update(s)

· EG stated there hasn’t been a CPC meeting.

· DG has asked for notes from LAC meetings and hasn’t received anything as of yet.  
Walk-ins:  None.
7:30 p.m. Public Hearing -(Public Hearing opened 5/20/2010) Notice of Intent DEP #300-829 to conduct a pilot test program to control aquatic invasive species at Quacumquasit Pond (South Pond).  Application submitted by ESS Group on behalf of the Quaboag and Quacumquasit Lake Association.
· EJ stated she met with Dave Mitchell on Monday and he provided a couple of pages of suggested conditions for the Order of Conditions which the Commission revised.  The revised conditions are as follows:  SC#1.  On the initial day of deployment a meeting should be held between the applicant, responsible consultant and the Commission or its Agent to review the Order of Conditions and provide proof that all regulatory requirements and/or approvals for placing limno-barriers in the water or applying chemical treatments have been obtained.  SC# 2.  At the meeting, the applicant will furnish the Commission or its Agent with the schedule of limno-barrier deployment, initiation of chemical treatment, monitoring activities (see Water Quality Monitoring comments), and expected end of treatment. SC# 3.  The applicant, responsible consultant and the Commission or its Agent will inspect the locations on the pond where the limno-barriers are proposed to be installed.  Care should be taken to avoid areas where storm water or tributary inflows may influence local water chemistry and/or areas of heavy boat traffic.  Final locations will be subject to the approval of the Conservation Agent. SC# 4.  Final locations of the limno-barriers should be mapped and documented with GPS coordinates established and provided to the Commission.  SC#5.  Limno-barriers shall be in place in Quacumquasit Pond (“the Pond”) no longer than 30 days from the day of initial deployment unless approved by the Commission.  SC#6.  There shall be no more than a 25’ drift in the location of the central point of the installed limno-barriers due to wave or wind action.  Limno-barriers shall be at a minimum checked every other day for position.  If drift > 25’ occurs QQLA will be responsible for repositioning the limno-barriers at correct locations.  SC#7.  Prior to deployment of the limno-barriers, the applicant will provide signage with a map indicating locations of the limno-barriers to be displayed at the public boat launch area at the northern end of the Pond.  The sign should indicate that chemical treatments are being conducted and request that boaters avoid areas. SC# 8.  The limno-barrier float system shall be marked with reflective tape and avoidance language indicating on-going chemical treatment. 
Aquatic Macrophyte Measurements:
 SC#1.  In the test areas, macrophyte community baseline composition and density should be quantitatively measured (species, % cover, % bio-volume), mapped and photographed prior to the deployment of the limno-barriers to provide accurate data for comparisons between pre-treatment and post-treatment conditions (i.e. reliance only on 2009 ACT mapping is not sufficiently detailed).  SC#2.  A “no-treatment” limno-barrier should be deployed to use as a control for the physical effects of these enclosures (e.g., shading, lesser wave action, enclosed biota) etc.  SC#3.  Condition  #3 has been removed.
Water Quality Monitoring:
SC#1.  Water quality monitoring should be conducted every other day during the first week of deployment and every other day for the remainder of the deployment.  The applicant will provide for the Commission or its Agent to be present for a water quality monitoring trip during the first week.  SC#2.  A water quality field notebook will be kept to provide records and documentation.  The notes (taken every other day) will include weather, air temperature, wind and wave conditions.  Each day’s notes should be signed by the field technician.  SC#3.  General water quality monitoring should be conducted within the treatment limno-barriers, the iron-filing treatment area, and the no-treatment limno-barrier.  SC#4.  Water quality monitoring will be conducted at two depths in each location, 0.5 ft. below the surface and 1.0 ft. of bottom (or above weeds).  SC# 5.  Water quality parameters should include temperature, dissolved oxygen, pH, specific conductivity, and turbidity.  [Secchi disk readings may be attempted, but are likely to be inaccurate due to self-shading of the limno-barriers].  SC#6.  For the pH and peroxide treatment limno-barriers, an addition pH measurement should be taken at the mid point of the exterior of barrier (on side nearest to shoreline) to indicate that altered pH conditions are confined to within the limno-barrier.  SC#7.  Any observed adverse impacts to fish, turtles, amphibians, etc. will be noted, in the case of a fish kill greater than 20 specimens, the QQLA will immediately contact the Conservation Agent and discontinue on-going chemical treatment(s) in the limno-barrier where fish kill was observed until this matter is discussed and approval to proceed is given by the Agent. 

Post-Pilot Study Management Plans:

SC#1.  The applicant will provide the Commission with a report detailing and documenting water quality monitoring and treatment effectiveness to support recommendations for future weed control treatments in the Pond.  SC #2.  No future treatments are permitted under this NOI until the Commission has had time to review the data report and consider its recommendations.  The Commission shall respond to requests within one month of receipt. 
· EJ asked who the monitoring will be done by.
· CN stated ESS will do the monitoring.

· EJ stated if adverse effects are noted we would need to communicate to figure out a solution and EJ suggested having a chain of command contact list if contact is necessary.
· JB suggested putting the contact list on the notification of treatment sign.

· An unidentified audience member suggested in addition to the flotation devices putting in a 12’ stake with a flag on it.

· JB was inaudible.

· DG suggested putting something reflective in the test area for protection for boats.
· An unidentified audience member stated QQLA members will be notified and informed of what’s taking place. 

· EJ stated she received comments from Natural Heritage and they indicated that they do not believe that the project will result in a prohibited (inaudible) of species provided that all treatment areas are 5 meters or greater away from shore and suggested adding this to the Order of Conditions.  EJ stated DEP’s comments were that they thought that the project should be a category 2H project. 

· CN stated at this point this project is a study.

MOTION:  By EG, seconded by JB to approve DEP #300-829 with noted conditions.

                    Vote:  4/0
7:40 p.m. Public Hearing - (Public Hearing to be opened 6/10/2010) Notice of Intent application for the construction of a driveway at 336 The Trail.  Application submitted by Green Hill Engineering, Inc., on behalf of William Laughlin.
· EJ stated that there was a Forest Cutting Plan out on this property recently and she went out to the site today and everything looked good.  EJ showed photos to the Commission and stated that clearing took place where the proposed driveway will go.
· Mark Farrell from Green Hill Engineering stated that this is a 34 acre parcel and showed on the proposed plan where the traverse slope is proposed that does not exceed 12% and stated that driveway would be gravel.
· DG is inaudible.

· EG asked where the wetland is.

· MF showed the Commission where the wetland is on the proposed plan.

· EG stated that he would like a site visit.

· EJ stated her primary concern is drainage coming off the roadway and stated the site may need a swale.
· MF suggested shedding it and collecting the drainage in the woods.
Site visit scheduled June 16, 2010 @ 1 p.m.

Public Hearing continued to June 24, 2010 @ 8:10 p.m.
OLD BUSINESS

Request to re-open the Public Hearing-209 Charlton Road:
· EJ stated she received a request from Dave Roberts at Jalbert Engineering to open a Public Hearing for 209 Charlton Road.  EJ stated this was previously approved under WPA and denied under the local by-law and then the Commission reconsidered this at the following meeting and issued a denial for lack of information which the applicant’s representative did not appeal to DEP within the required time frame.  EJ read the request letter to the Commission:  Dear Mr. Barnicle, we’re submitting this letter on behalf of the owners (applicants of Gentile Trust) to request that the Sturbridge Conservation Commission re-open the Public Hearing on DEP #300-824.  We’ve been in touch with Mr. Galonski from DEP Central Region and he stated that other Boards have done this in the past and stated the purpose of this request is to submit the additional information requested based on the denial Order of Conditions on 4/21/10 by the Sturbridge Conservation Commission.  In the event that the Public Hearing is re-opened we will post the legal add and notify the abutters.  EJ stated she will notify them once the Commission receives additional information that they can move forward.
MOTION:  By JB, seconded by WLH to reconsider the denial for DEP #300-824.

                    Vote:  4/0.

Land Management at Heins Farm:

· EJ asked WLH to notify her when she is ready to put this item back on the agenda.
Forest Cutting Plan-(Leadmine Mountain Conservation Land):

· EJ stated that our Forester, John Clarke completed the Forest Cutting Plan for the Leadmine Mountain Conservation Land for the first stand.  EJ stated she would like to set up a Public Hearing about what he’s doing and would also recommend the Commission do a site walk with JC.  EJ stated she did a site walk with JC to go over the cutting plan.  EJ stated she will ask JC if he is available 7/15/10 for the Public Hearing.
Signature Authority Form:

· EJ stated that the town of Sturbridge is requiring that all department heads be authorized to be a signature authority for the town’s financial procedures.  EJ read a memo from the town Accountant:  In order to update my records I’ve attached a signature authority form.  This form authorizes specific employees to sign various forms for your department.  As stated in the towns financial procedures manual Mass General Laws does not allow the use of facsimile signature stamps to be proof of payment for invoices or payroll.  Only invoices of payroll approved for with original signatures will be honored for payment.  Please note that if your department is overseen by a Board or Committee this authorization form can be signed by a majority of that Board or Committee.  Please complete and return the attached form by 6/4/10.  The form states that the department sign payroll, bill schedules and whether they can sign weekly cash receipt turnovers to the Treasurer.   EJ stated that this is so if she’s not available one of the Commission members can sign.   
NEW BUSINESS

Request for Extension of Order of Conditions
DEP #300-732-130 Brookfield Road:
· EJ stated she received a request for a 3 year extension for the Order of Conditions from the new owners of 130 Brookfield Road.  EJ stated that she went out to the site and took pictures and has no issue with extending the Order of Conditions.
MOTION:  By JB, seconded by WLH to extend an Order of Conditions for DEP #300-732 for 130 Brookfield Road for 3 years.

                    Vote:  4/0.

Request for Certificate of Compliance

53 Caron Road-SCC# 07-12:

· EJ stated this was a Determination of Applicability that was recorded at the Registry.  EJ stated once it’s recorded there is nothing she can do but issue a Certificate of Compliance and make a note that it’s for the determination.   EJ stated she went to the site today for the construction of the garage which is completely finished and there was some concern in the determination about the stability of the retaining wall behind the garage.  EJ stated the retaining wall is helping the erosion and vegetation is established behind the garage as well.
· EG asked when the work was completed.

· EJ stated the request was submitted by Ed Neil, representative of the owner and the completion date is not noted.

MOTION:  By JB, seconded by WLH to issue the Certificate of Compliance for SCC #07-12 for 53 Caron Road.

                    Vote:  4/0.

Tree Removal Permits

19 Bennetts Road:
· EJ stated she received a request to remove a large Hemlock tree which goes thru the deck very close to the house and there is now a need for handicap access to the home.  EJ stated the yard is very well vegetated.  EJ stated Tom Chamberland did the assessment and he recommended removal of the tree due to the lean directly toward the house and the extreme closeness to the house which is 26” away from the house.  EJ stated that TC considered the tree a safety hazard.
· EG asked how far from the lake the tree is.
· EJ stated about 35-40’.
· DG asked if the stump will be removed.
· EJ recommends keeping the stump.
MOTION:  By JB, seconded by WLH to approve the removal of the tree with the condition to keep the stump in place.
                    Vote:  4/0.

98 Gladding Road:

· EJ showed photos of the proposed tree to be removed and stated the tree appeared healthy.  EJ stated Tom Chamberland did the assessment and he recommended removal of the tree for safety reasons.
The Commission wants a site visit.

94 Westwood Drive:

· EJ stated that the applicant is looking for one of the trees that were denied from a previous tree removal permit to be re-considered.
· Ms. Quinn (not signed in) stated that the tree is rotted out and leans over the neighbor’s property.
MOTION:  By EG, seconded by JB to approve the removal of tree #4.
                    Vote:  4/0.

308 The Trail:

· EJ stated this is a request for the removal of 3 trees; 2 red Maples and 1 white Pine.  EJ stated she went out to the site today with the applicant and one of the red Maples is spongy wood with holes in it and there is some dye off of the crown.  EJ stated the 2nd red Maple there is basil scarring on the side with insect holes but not soft yet.  EJ stated the white Pine has scarring on the side but doesn’t appear to be unhealthy; the applicants concern is that the Pine is leaning toward the neighbor’s house.
· DG asked if there is mitigation proposed.
· EG asked how close to the lake the trees are.
· EJ stated tree #1 is 45’, tree #2 is 30’ and tree #3 is 40’.
· EG would like a site visit.
71 Bennetts Road:

· EJ stated this is a request to remove three trees; 2 Hemlocks and 1 white Pine.  EJ stated she doesn’t have photos and stated tree #3 is a scrawny, tall white Pine which the pavement comes up to the edge of the trunk and the crown is very small.  EJ stated trees # 1 and 2 are both Hemlocks with very little vegetation and recommended removing the Hemlocks.
· EG would like a site visit.
4 Scotch Pine Circle:  

· EJ stated this is for reconsideration by the Commission for the removal of an Oak tree that the applicant expressed concern about it being a safety hazard.  EJ stated that an Arborist assessed the tree and his assessment is as follows; the Oak Tree has a double leader stem each weighing approximately 5-6 thousand pounds and leans heavily towards the house.   The crown is normal with a height of 50-60’.  Several problems exist when forests are cleared and sporadic trees are left in the landscape.  These problems include but are not limited to a lack of desirable root system for stability and support; construction damage in the form of heavy soil compaction; the cutting of roots from excavation equipment and an increased vulnerability from wind and storm damage.  Further observation indicates a weakly formed crotch approximately three feet from the ground.  Oak trees generally have a very straight grain which makes them valuable for flooring and furniture but is also cause for concern because very straight grained wood splits easily as compared to the Fagus (Beech) and Ulmus (Elm) species which are very resistant to cracking and ripping.  Another observation easily made by the trained Arborist is the formations of several cavities.  One of these cavities is directly in the center of where the two main stems separate at the base of the tree.  There is obvious included bark, making the stems much more prone to splitting.  In my 20 years of practicing Arboriculture, I have noted that the black Oak Species has a high percentage of Heart Rot, especially when the trees have grown in wet soil conditions such as this one.  As a third generation arborist, I believe that this tree is an immediate danger to life and property and should be removed as promptly as possible.  The tree in my opinion has no value other that that of cordwood, which would easily be surpassed by the dollar amount needed to have it removed by a professional arborist. 
· DG and EG would like a site visit.
318 The Trail:

· EJ stated that this tree removal permit is tabled for lack of an Arborist report.
Discussion amongst members of the Commission regarding tree removal permits.

· EJ stated if the applicant provides a photo of a dead tree, she considers that enough evidence to remove the tree.
· DG suggested that proposed trees to be removed be marked so Commission members can look at them before the Conservation meeting.
Open Space Report 
PLAC Letter:
· EJ stated she received a letter from PLAC suggesting to the Commission that a note be sent to all abutters of Leadmine property notifying them that no motorized vehicles are allowed on Conservation land.  EJ recommended marking the property to indicate that to motorized vehicle users because access issues have been off of private property.  EJ asked the Commission how they would like to handle this.

· EG suggested that EJ speak with the police to find out how they handle this and find out what the state law is.

· EJ stated she will send a note to PLAC indicating that Conservation is working on the issue.

· DG suggested posting off road vehicle policy in the local paper.

Adopt A Trail:

· EJ stated that Bob Briere submitted an application to adopt a segment of a trail going thru Camp Robinson Crusoe (in the area where the buildings have been removed).  EJ stated that the trail would be maintained by the past attendees of CRC.   EJ stated the application was circulated to the Trails Committee and PLAC and once they look at it this could be approved at the next Conservation meeting.
Land Use Application:

· EJ stated that she received a Land Use Application from Baystate Equine Rescue and they’re looking to do a trail ride in July.
· JB asked how the horses get in and out of the property.
· EJ stated that last time they parked at OSV, went thru OSV property up and around Conservation property and back.  EJ stated they have already been in touch with Trails and PLAC and they’re tying to finalize the route they would take.  EJ stated this is just for the Commission to approve and then we can circulate it. 
Consensus amongst the Commission to approve the Land Use Application.

· WLH asked about cleaning up after the horses.
· EJ stated that the riders clean up the area.
Correspondence
Cedar Lake Treatment Notification:

· EJ stated she just received notification that the lake treatment at Cedar Lake took place yesterday.
· DG asked if EJ could send correspondence to the Cedar Lake Association that the Commission expects prior notification and that Lake Association members should be notified.

· EG stated this is in violation to the Order of Conditions.

· EJ stated that she thought they were required to post and notify the Recreation department but she will check the Order of Conditions.

Open Meeting Law:

· EJ stated that she gave the Commission members a copy of the Open Meeting Law requirements in their packets tonight to review.
MOTION:  By JB, seconded by DG to adjourn.

                    Vote:  4/0.
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