STURBRIDGE CONSERVATION COMMISSION
February 17, 2011
Members present:  Dave Barnicle, Chairman, Donna Grehl, Ed Goodwin, Wendy Lilly-Hansen, Jeff Bonja, Joe Kowalski (Alternate Member) and Calvin Montigney (Alternate Member).

Members absent:      
Also Present:  Erin Jacque, Conservation Agent, Ed Neal, Andy Cormier, Craig Cormier, Jim Vail, Charles Austin and Brian Hill.
7:00 PM-Open Meeting - Quorum check

As time allows

Committee Updates
CPA, PLAC, Lakes Advisory Committee (LAC), Trails Master Plan Steering Committee and Trails Committee
· EG stated there was no meeting last week but was inaudible.

· DG stated there was no LAC meeting.

· JB stated there was no TMPSC meeting.

· DB stated there was no PLAC meeting.

· DB stated that the Trails Committee met a week ago but didn’t have a quorum so they had a general discussion regarding the naming of some trails.
Walk-ins:  Ed Neal Re:  Sturbridge Hills Condominium Complex.
· EN stated he is looking for a Certificate of Compliance for DEP #300-385 for an Order of Conditions that was issued 2/2000.

· DB stated at the 2/3/2011 meeting there was a vote by the Commission denying the Certificate of Compliance because there wasn’t a final Engineered stamped project map.  DB stated to EN that a copy of the 2/3/2011 Minutes can be sent to him via e-mail by EJ.
7:30 p.m. Public Hearing – (Public Hearing opened 12/ 2/ 2010) NOI DEP #300-837:  Notice of Intent application for the construction of a single-family house, septic system, well and associated site work at 3 Cherry Brook Circle.  Application submitted by Land Planning Inc. on behalf of Patrick McGlone.
· EJ stated that Norman Hill from Land Planning is not here tonight.  EJ stated that the Commission needs to decide if this project is new development or redevelopment.  EJ stated that Mr. Hill has submitted information as to why he feels this project should be considered a redevelopment project.  EJ stated that redevelopment is defined as replacement, rehab or expansion of existing structures; improvement of existing road or previously developed areas.  EJ stated a previously developed riverfront area contains areas degraded prior to August 7, 1996 of impervious surfaces from existing structures or pavements, absence of top soil, junk yards or abandoned dumping grounds.  EJ recommended that the Commission consider that the area has been a gravel pit and trees and vegetation are growing on the lot.  EJ stated that work related to the subdivision prior to 1996 be taken into consideration; the subdivision wasn’t recorded until after 1996 so work didn’t move forward until after that date.  EJ stated the applicant is making the case that a large portion of the lot was a gravel pit prior to August 7, 1996, the gravel pit was never restored and there’s absence of top soil and the area is sparsely vegetated.  EJ recommended that the Commission treat this as new development.
· JK asked EJ to explain what the applicant can and can’t do in regards to new development vs. redevelopment. 
· EJ stated with new development the area of alteration can be 10% of the lot or 5,000 square feet, whichever is greater.  EJ stated with redevelopment the Commission needs to consider whether the work that is proposed would be an improvement of existing conditions along with mitigation that would take place on the lot.
· Charles Austin, 5 Cherry Brook Circle stated it was his understanding that the Order of Conditions from 1999 stated that no building take place on any of remaining lots.
· EJ stated that the Order of Conditions from 1999 restricted development on certain lots but was never recorded on specific lots.
MOTION:  By JB, seconded by EG to indicate this lot as new development based on the interpretation by the Agent and from the point of view regarding the presence of top soil in relation to the presence of vegetation.
Discussion:

· EG stated at the last meeting NH spoke about going into this area with a Bobcat spreading and planting in the rivers edge so he considers this not an improvement and new development.

                    Vote:  5/0.

· Discussion amongst the Commission as to what isn’t being complied with in regards to the General Practice Standards of riverfront.
· EJ stated if the Commission was considering denial it would be based on project standards 310CMR 10.58 4 (d) (1).
· EG stated that Form 3 wasn’t filled out as requested and a plan wasn’t submitted with the proposed restoration.
· EJ stated the Commission can either deny for lack of information or performance standards but not both.  EJ recommends closing the Publick Hearing and issuing a denial for non compliance with the performance standards siting section 310 CMR 10.58 4 (d) (1). 
MOTION:  By EG, seconded by DG to deny the Public Hearing based on the Agents recommendation.

Discussion:

· DB stated that three or four meetings ago the applicant came before us and offered to write a Conservation restriction on all his other lots except for this lot and two meetings ago this proposal was denied by NH.
                  Vote:  5/0.
7: 45 p.m. Public Hearing – (Public Hearing opened 1/6/11) DEP #300-839 for the demolition of an existing cottage and the construction of a new single family house with associated site work at 190 Lake Road.  Application submitted by Green Hill Engineering on behalf of Domenico & Alice Lombardi.
· EJ stated a revised plan was submitted on 2/16/11.  EJ stated there is a proposed swale and gutter along the south side with a perimeter drain out letting to an infiltration pit located on the north side of the house.  EJ stated a proposed drip strip was added to the north side of the house along with stone incorporated under the proposed deck. 
· DG asked Jim Vail (an abutter) if any water from this property is draining on his property now.
· JV stated not that he is aware of.
· Andy Cormier from Escape Estates stated that the roof drainage would be the same as the existing drainage with a proposed added hedge.  AC stated that the water is directed to the back of the house.
MOTION:  By JB, seconded by WLH to approve as submitted.

                    Vote:  5/0.
NEW BUSINESS
Open Space Assistant and Recording Secretary Budget:

· EJ asked the Commission for an increase of 2.5 hours and a pay raise for the Open Space Assistant.  EJ stated the OSA would go from $13.32 an hour to $14.75 an hour and 7.5 hours to 10 hours.   EJ stated that the Recording Secretary’s pay would come 100% from the WPA fund and the OSA pay would come 100% out of the town budget. 
MOTION:  By DG, seconded by WLH to approve the Agents proposal.

                    Vote:  5/0.

Scanner and New Laptop for the Conservation Office:
· EJ proposed buying a Multi page, good quality Scanner for the Conservation Office and a new laptop for the Conservation Office utilizing WPA funds.
Consensus amongst the Commission approving the Agents request.
· EJ stated she will write a memo to the Town Administrator and Board of Selectman.
Open Space

WHIP Grant:

· DB stated that Bird and Bat houses are being purchased from the WHIP Grant funds as well as maintenance for the Hein’s Farm field to restore it to an upland area.  DB stated a plaque is also proposed to be installed at Hein’s Farm explaining the ongoing restoration.
Adopt A Trail:

· EJ stated that LW contacted Tim Seguin regarding uniform signage for Adopt A Trail signs which are proposed to be wood with a name plate attached.  EJ stated that Trails is working on signage for markers being uniform with Adopt A Trail signage.
Letter Permits
Publick House-Repaving of existing paved parking area:

· EJ stated this LP is for the repaving of the Publick House Parking lot which Jalbert Engineering stated to her that all work is only jurisdictional under the local bylaw.  EJ stated there is no removal, replacing or adding of drainage structures.  EJ recommended to the Commission that before and after pictures be taken and any storm water structures be covered with erosion control fabric while work is taking place.
· EG stated he wants to take a site visit before approving the Letter Permit.
Consensus amongst the Commission to table the Letter Permit to the March 3, 2011 meeting and ask Mr. Glick to be available for the site visit to show the Commission the drainage structures.

MOTION:  By DG, seconded by ? to adjourn @ 8:55 p.m.
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