TOWN OF WAREHAM

CONSERVATION COMMISSION

54 MARION ROAD

WAREHAM, MA  02571

CONSERVATION COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES

Date of Meeting:  Wednesday, October 4, 2006

Members Present:

D. Westgate, Chairman
K. Baptiste
D. Rogers

P. Florindo
J. Connolly

M. Ponte

D. Pichette, Conservation Agent

Members Absent:

L. Caron, Jr.

C. DeBlois, Associate Member                            

The meeting was called to order at 7:06 P.M.

NOTE:
The meeting proceeded w/ item III.  Continued Hearings – A.  NOI – William Lockwood, c/o Lockwood Architects (re:  Lexiasela, LLC) – SE76-1923.

Present before the Commission:
Bill Lockwood, Lockwood Architects

D.Pichette discussed the project. The property is located at 71 Parkwood Drive.  The project involves the demolition of an existing dwelling & the reconstruction of a new dwelling w/in a coastal bank & in a buffer zone to saltmarsh.  Part of property is w/in a coastal flood zone.  The existing dwelling is to be demolished down to foundation which would be left in place & new dwelling would be constructed on existing foundation.  This is approx. a 30x30 ft. structure.  The deck is proposed to be reconstructed & added to.  This work is all to be constructed on existing concrete pad adjacent to house.  An existing timber stairway is to be replaced in same location.  A DEP file number has been assigned.  The Commission, at the last meeting, had asked for detail re:  drywells to handle roof run-off that has been submitted.  D. Pichette recommended the issuance of the Order of Conditions w/ standard conditions based on plans & details submitted.
Audience members had no questions or comments.

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to close the public hearing for William Lockwood c/o Lockwood Architects.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (6-0-0)
MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to grant the Order of Conditions w/ normal stipulations & any other added stipulations.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (6-0-0)

B. NOI – Donald & Louise Lentendre, c/o J.C. Engineering, Inc. – SE76-1920.

Present before the Commission:
Brad Bertulo, J.C. Engineering, Inc.

D.Pichette described the project.  The property is located at 18 Old Woods Rd. The project involves the demolition of an existing home & reconstruction of a new dwelling in the buffer zone to Spectacle Pond.  The existing 30x40 ft. dwelling will be demolished & a new 30x70 ft. dwelling is proposed.  The proposed dwelling would be approx. 55 ft. from the edge of Spectacle Pond.  Also proposed is a new septic system & well both of which are outside the buffer zone to the pond.  The existing well & septic system are to be abandoned in place.  Also proposed is the reconstruction of an existing concrete block retaining wall & will be reconstructed out of stone.  The length of wall is approx. 100ft. & is approx. 15 ft. from edge of pond as it currently exists.  Also proposed is to expand an existing brick patio.  Haybales are proposed between pond & work area.  Drywells are proposed to handle roof runoff.  A DEP file number has been assigned.  At the last meeting, a question was raised re:  the location of the proposed septic system & Commission asked for information from Board of Health Agent re:  location of said system & if there were alternatives to alleviate issues raised by an abutter.  If these items are addressed to the Commission’s satisfaction, D. Pichette recommends issuance of the Order of Conditions w/ normal conditions & added condition that the existing retaining wall be marked/staked out in field so new wall doesn’t end up closer to pond than the existing wall.
Mr. Bertulo spoke to Mr. Ethier, Health Agent today & the question was the location of the proposed well.  The location of well is greater than 100 ft. from the abutter.

J.Connolly asked if the existing dock has a license.  D. Pichette stated it is not known.  This question had been raised when the application was first brought in, but he has had no response.  Mr. Bertulo stated no license is on file yet.  J. Connolly feels it is an illegal dock.  D. Pichette stated this may be true, but it may be a dock that has been around for a very long time & it would still require a Chapter 91 license regardless.  This could be a condition or continue the hearing until this issue is addressed.  Brief discussion ensued.

K.Baptiste asked if the retaining wall stone was addressed.  Mr. Bertulo stated this may be another revision for improvement.  Brief discussion ensued re:  stone berm at end of brick patio where it meets the wall.

Audience members had no questions or comments.

MOTION:
P. Florindo moved to close the public hearing for Donald & Louise Lentendre.  J. Connolly seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (6-0-0)

MOTION:
P. Florindo moved to grant the Order of Conditions w/ normal stipulations for Donald & Louise Lentendre w/ the stipulations that there needs to be verification of the existing concrete block wall, installation of an interceptive trench/pipe at the end of the proposed brick patio, proposed new wall directed into the subsurface storage, the issuance of a revised plan showing said stipulation changes before Order of Conditions is issued, & no Certificate of Compliance or amendments will be issued until the issue of licensing of the existing dock is addressed.  J. Connolly seconded.
VOTE:  Unanimous (6-0-0)

C. NOI – Theodore & Patricia Drummond, c/o J.C. Engineering, Inc. – SE76-1921

Present before the Commission:
Brad Bertulo, J.C. Engineering, Inc.

D.Pichette described the project.  The property is located at 254 Barker Rd.  The project involves the construction of an addition to an existing dwelling in the buffer zone to White Island Pond.  The proposal is for a 20x50 ft. addition to existing structure which would be approx. 38 ft. to edge of pond.  Haybales will be installed between proposed work & resource area.  A DEP file number has been assigned.  D. Pichette recommended issuance of the Order of Conditions w/ standard conditions.

Audience members had no questions or comments.

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to close the public hearing for Theodore & Patricia Drummond.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (6-0-0)

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to grant the Order of Conditions w/ normal stipulations to Theodore & Patricia Drummond & any added stipulations made by the Agent.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (6-0-0)
I. PRELIMINARY BUSINESS

A. Approval of Minutes:  7/19/06 (Will be handled later in the meeting)
B. Discussion:

II. PUBLIC HEARINGS

A. RDA – Andrea M. Gelder, c/o Braman Surveying & Associates, LLC

Present before the Commission:
Bob Braman, Braman Surveying & Associates

The public hearing notice was read into the record.

D.Pichette described the project.  The property is located at 2 Helminth Ave. (Agawam Beach).  The project involves upgrading a septic system & the site is w/in a coastal flood zone.  The existing system is to be upgraded to a new Title V system & is w/in coastal flood zone AE, elevation 15.  The project is not in buffer zone to any other resource areas & is a relatively flat site & not significant grade changes proposed.  D. Pichette recommended the issuance of a Negative Determination #2.

Audience members had no questions or comments.

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to close the public hearing for Andrea M. Gelder.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (6-0-0)

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to grant a Negative Determination #2 for Andrea M. Gelder.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (6-0-0)
B. NOI – Robert & Marlene Aron, c/o Braman Surveying & Associates, LLC

Present before the Commission:
Bob Braman, Braman Surveying & Associates






Attorney Gene Guimond

The public hearing notice was read into the record.

D.Pichette described the project.  The property is located at 32 Robinwood Road.  The project involves the construction of a pier out into Buzzards Bay.  This application is filed under the Town’s Wetland By-law only.  There was a previous application that the Commission reviewed for this project that was originally denied & then was subsequently granted a superseding order approving the order w/ modifications made through the DEP review.  This application includes said modifications for the Commission’s review at this time.  A 305 ft. pier, ramp, & float system is proposed out into Buzzards Bay.  The pier will be an aluminum which would require 20 pilings to support the structure.  There would be approx. 2.5 ft. – 3 ft. of water at the float at low tide.  The DMF did make comments & noted the site is w/in mapped habitat for shellfish & is approved & open to harvest area which supports commercial & recreational quahog fisheries.  DMF has also stated that the length of the proposed pier would make it difficult for fisherman to tow scallop drags in this area.   This letter from DMF arrived today & he is unsure as to whether the Harbormaster has reviewed this letter & has any comments.  D. Pichette recommended continuing this hearing to await any comments from the Harbormaster.  He noted a number of letters were received re:  this project.  The applicant sent out letters/notifications to abutters seeking support for this project.  There were some concerns from abutters re:  navigational issues w/ the pier.  D. Pichette feels some of the abutters were confused by the original plan which showed the dock coming off at the other part of the land.  Once they understood where the new pier was to be placed, they seemed not to be concerned relative to navigational issues.

The Commission members concurred to continue this public hearing.

Audience members had no questions or comments.

Mr. Braman discussed the superseding order & comments from Harbormaster & others.  D. Westgate noted the procedure to be followed.  Mr. Braman discussed the plan details at length.  Brief discussion ensued.
Discussion ensued re:  the on-site review of the property by DEP & that plan changes were being made relative to comments made at this on-site.

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to continue the public hearing for Robert & Marlene Aron to November 1, 2006.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (6-0-0)

C. NOI – Wendy A. Lemieux, c/o Charles L. Rowley & Associates

Present before the Commission:
Charles Rowley, Charles L. Rowley & Associates
The public hearing notice was read into the record.

D.Pichette described the project.  The property is located at 19 Dinah’s Way.  The project involves the reconstruction of a septic system & to expand an existing driveway.  Some of the work is in buffer zone to bordering vegetative wetland.  The existing system will be replaced w/ a new Title V system & is located at the furthest point on the site from the wetland resource areas.  Also proposed is to expand an existing driveway area by approx. 14 ft. w/ minor regarding.  Haybales are shown between the proposed work & resource area.  A DEP file number has not been assigned  yet.  D. Pichette recommended continuing this hearing.

Audience members had no questions or comments.

Mr. Rowley spoke to the Board of Health last night & they approved the waivers under the local upgrade.

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to continue the public hearing for Wendy A. Lemieux to October 18, 2006.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (6-0-0)

NOTE:
Mr. Rowley asked the Commission to continue item #I – Margaret L. McKenney for another two weeks.  He submitted a letter outlining the request.

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to continue the public hearing for Margaret L. McKenney to October 18, 2006.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (6-0-0)
III. CONTINUED HEARINGS:

A. NOI – William Lockwood, c/o Lockwood Architects (re:  Lexiasela, LLC) – SE76-1923 (DONE)
B. NOI – Donald & Louise Lentendre, c/o J.C. Engineering, Inc. – SE76-1920 (DONE)
C. NOI- Theodore & Patricia Drummond, c/o J.C. Engineering, Inc. – SE76-1921 (DONE)
D. NOI – Martin & Jeanette Himmelfarb, c/o G.A.F. Engineering, Inc. – SE76-1919

Present before the Commission:  Kevin Forgue, G.A. F. Engineering, Inc.

D.Pichette described the project.  The property is located at 63 Cleveland Way (Indian Mound Beach).  The project involves the construction of an addition to an existing dwelling w/in a coastal bank & also the construction of a garage in a buffer zone to the coastal bank.  A 27x41 ft. addition is proposed to the existing dwelling.  The addition is larger than the existing dwelling & will double the size of the existing dwelling.  Half of the addition is w/in as what is identified as a coastal bank.  Also proposed is a 24x30 ft. garage in a buffer zone to same coastal bank.  This hearing had been continued so that the Commission could make a site visit.  A revised plan has been submitted showing inclusion of drywell for runoff from structure.  D. Pichette stated there had been a question why the garage was located where it was & the response was so it was easier to access from the end of Cleveland Way.  Brief discussion ensued.
Mr. Forgue addressed the coastal bank, grade, & definition per DEP re:  this project.  D. Pichette agreed w/ the definition.  He feels the reasoning why DEP has created it so that it exists the way it does, in terms of the definition, has to do w/ the steepness of the banks & if flooding occurs.  Discussion ensued.

J.Connolly spoke re:  possibly changing the configuration/location of the garage .  Mr.  Forgue stated it is a stable area & discussed.  He proposed different plantings to stabilize the slope.  D. Pichette agreed w/ the stability of area re:  mature trees & underbrush.  The disturbance of the placement of the garage will be minimal.  He agreed w/ Mr. Forgue suggestion re:  plantings to stabilize the disturbed area of natural, indigenous material.  Brief discussion ensued.

D.Westgate stated under the standards in the regulations, the protection of the coastal bank is stated.  In placing a house or into the coastal bank, is against what the regulations state.  Discussion ensued re:  the regulations & coastal banks.

D.Pichette stated the Commission has to make a judgment call as to whether or not this project will potentially have an adverse impact on the stability of the bank.  If the Commission feels the project won’t impact the stability, they can approve, if there are reservations, it should be considered.  He doesn’t feel it is wise to start allowing projects in coastal banks.
Audience members had no questions or comments.

D.Westgate asked if there are any plans to provide protection of the coastal bank.  Mr. Forgue stated in back of the existing house there are various plantings & a stairway for beach access.  There wouldn’t be a need for the homeowners to find other ways to the bay.  D. Westgate asked what will be in the area adjacent to the house.  Mr. Forgue stated there will be a walkout basement & the grades can be worked w/ to minimize any destruction of the area.  D. Westgate noted the walkout basement & buffer down to beach.  Mr. Forgue had proposed to put ten feet off at the back side of the proposed addition, for example, post & rail fence that would clearly indicate that the established way should be utilized.
The Board members feel a revised plan is needed.  P. Florindo asked if there is a possibility to reconfigure the piping for the drywell further west.  Mr. Forgue stated “yes.”  Brief discussion ensued.  Brief discussion ensued re:  vista pruning & placement of haybales.
MOTION:
P. Florindo moved to continue the public hearing for Martin & Jeanette Himmelfarb to October 18, 2006.  D. Rogers seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (6-0-0)

E. NOI – Robert J. & Deborah Wentworth, c/o Braman Surveying & Assoc.

Present before the Commission:  Bob Braman, Braman Surveying & Assoc.

D.Pichette described the project.  The property is located at 92 Pinehurst Dr.  The project involves the construction of an addition, decks, & gravel parking area in the buffer zone to a coastal bank & w/in a coastal flood zone.  An 11x14 ft. addition between the existing dwelling & garage is proposed.  A 12x30 ft. deck & a 10x22 ft. deck are proposed on both the side & waterfront end of dwelling.  A 10x22 ft. deck would be the closest work on top of the coastal bank which is an existing seawall.  This would be approx. eight ft. from the wall.  The addition & decks are w/in velocity flood zone, VE elevation 18.  A 22x22 ft. gravel/shell parking area is proposed adjacent to existing garage.  A DEP file number has been assigned & a revised plan has been received which reflects change in deck closest to the water which reduces it by two ft.    Mr. Braman discussed changes made to deck.
Brief discussion ensued re:  the DEP file number; Commission did not receive the number yet, but Mr. Braman indicated that it was received.  Mr. Braman does not have it in his possession at this time.

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to continue the public hearing for Robert J. & Deborah Wentworth to October 18, 2006.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (6-0-0)

F. NOI – Lawrence D. Gavini, c/o Atlantic Design Engineering, LLC – SE76-1922

The applicant has asked for a continuance to 10/18/06.


MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to continue the public hearing for Lawrence D. Gavini to October 18, 2006.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (6-0-0)

G. NOI – Robert Yidiaris – SE76-1917

Present before the Board:
Robert Yidiaris

D.Pichette described the project.  The property is located at 20 Lakeview Dr.  The project involves the reconstruction of an existing dwelling.  The Commission had initially reviewed this project as a remodeling project where there would be work to the existing deck & on existing house.  The applicant has since decided to tear down the house & reconstruct it which would require a new foundation, etc. which was not part of the original review of the Commission.  At the last meeting, the hearing was continued due to issues w/ notification to abutters.  D. Pichette recommended issuance of the Order of Conditions w/ standard conditions.

Audience members had no questions or comments.

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to close the public hearing for Robert Yidiaris.  M. Ponte seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (6-0-0)

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to grant the Order of Conditions w/ normal stipulations for Robert Yidiaris.  K. Baptiste seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (6-0-0)

H. Amendment to ORAD – Eagle Holt Company, Inc., c/o Pinebrook Consulting

Present before the Commission:
Ian Ward, Eagle Holt Co., Inc.





Pam Paquette, Environmental Consultant

D.Pichette described the project site located at Lots 1006, 1007, 1010, & 1011 off County Rd.  The request is to have the Commission approve an amended resource area delineation plan for this site.  The revised plan includes the delineation of wetlands on an additional piece of property not included in conditions last approval as when it was first reviewed, the condition was not in agreement w/ the way the wetland flags were depicted.  At that time, the piece of property was not included in the approval.  

D.Pichette stated the applicant has since had the area re-evaluation & has moved the wetland boundary line to include more of the site as wetland vs. originally shown.  The additional wetland boundary is marked w/ flags BD1-BD46.  This line was reviewed & there were several minor flag adjustments made.  The hearing was continued to obtain information for review.  The revised plan shows corrected flag locations which D. Pichette feels is accurate, thus, he recommended the acceptance of the revised plan to amend the previous approval.

Audience members had no questions or comments.

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to close the public hearing for Eagle Holt Company, Inc.  D. Rogers seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (6-0-0)

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to accept the revised plan & amended ORAD for Eagle Holt Company, Inc.  D. Rogers seconded. 
VOTE:  Unanimous (6-0-0)
I. NOI – Margaret L. McKenney, c/o Charles L. Rowley & Associates – SE76-1911 (Continued to November 1, 2006)
J. ANRAD – Wareham Plaza Associates, c/o G.A.F. Engineering, Inc. – SE76-1877

The applicant has asked for a continuance to October 18, 2006.

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to continue the public hearing for Wareham Plaza Associates to October 18, 2006.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (6-0-0)

K. NOI – Winship, LLC, c/o Braman Surveying & Associates, LLC – SE76-1878 (18 Winship Avenue)

Present before the Commission:  Bob Braman, Braman Surveying & Associates, LLC





    Karl Clemmey

Mr. Braman submitted a revised plan.


D.Pichette described the project.  The property is located at 18 Winship Avenue.  The project involves the construction of pier, ramp, & float system into Onset Bay.  Originally proposed, the project was a 5.5x325 ft. pier, ramp, & float system.  A revised plan has been submitted that has shortened the structure by 70 ft. in length & reductions to original float system.  There were also proposals to the original plan which included sitting/deck areas which have been removed.  Comments on revised plan have been submitted from the Harbormaster.  D. Pichette spoke to DMF on this matter & asked if a revision would be made relative to the revised plan, but they indicated they would maintain their original comments.  These comments state that the project site is w/in shellfish habitat, site is approved area for shellfishing & open to harvest.  These comments were made based on the original length which included interference by dragging for bay scallops & size of float system, how many boats would be moored, etc.
D.Pichette likes that the project has been scaled back, but he doesn’t agree w/ the width of the system & he has concerns re:  proximity to the end of floats to eelgrass beds.  The span of the piles was increased so there will be fewer piles. 

Mr. Braman stated six boats would be docked at the site.  Mr. Clemmey stated all his neighbors are in favor of this project.  The Harbormaster has gone back out to the site for review.  D. Westgate stated that the environment is what is being considered, not that neighbors are in favor.  Brief discussion ensued.  Mr. Clemmey stated he will not come back for another pier if this is approved.  He stated five families will share this pier.  He explained the reason for the width is he has two brothers in wheelchairs.  The engineer has come up w/ another idea which he explained.  D. Westgate stated a wheelchair can maneuver on a width of four ft.  
Brief discussion ensued re:  how big the boats are.  D. Westgate feels this will be like a “mini-marina” re:  size of boats & concentration of area.  P. Florindo stated that the Commission has encouraged communal docks to some extent.  He agrees w/ reducing the width & possibly pulling the floats back ten feet.  Brief discussion ensued re:  pulling floats back ten feet or taking in the gangway & how this will be done.  K. Baptiste feels even w/ the floats being pulled back, the boats will be in the same spots, thus, nothing is gained.  He doesn’t feel pulling back the floats ten feet will do nothing except allow ten feet less of the boat will be sticking out.  D. Pichette clarified that the pilings won’t be in the eelgrass.  K. Baptiste feels something needs to be noted that these properties will never come back for another pier as Mr. Clemmey has suggested.
D.Pichette asked how much water the 48 ft. boat draw.  Mr. Clemmey stated approx. 4.5 ft.  M. Ponte agreed w/ P. Florindo re:  the communal dock.  
Audience members had no questions or comments.

D.Pichette expressed concern re:  the large boat & not having enough water depth.  Brief discussion ensued.  D. Pichette feels the large boat may have to stay out on the mooring.  D.Westgate suggested, if the Commission approves this project, a condition should be added that no boat drawing more than (2 ft.) shall not be docked at the pier.  Brief discussion ensued.  D. Pichette asked for a list of boats & what water they draw.  D.Westgate stated the Commission will consult w/ the Harbormaster on this matter as well.  Mr. Clemmey stated if he was allowed to go out another 6 ft., he would be in 4 ft. of water.  D. Westgate discussed issues in  Butler’s Cove, for example.

MOTION:
P. Florindo moved to continue the public hearing for Winship, LLC to October 18, 2006.  M. Baptiste seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (6-0-0)
L. NOI – Kevin Sousa, c/o Braman Surveying & Associates, LLC – SE76- 1845

Present before the Commission:
Bob Braman, Braman Surveying & Assoc., LLC.

D.Pichette described the project.  The property is located at 35 Maple St. (Onset).  The project involves the construction of a 10x92 ft. dock extension to an existing dock w/ an additional 10x60 ft. float to be attached to side of structure.  The purpose of project is to provide space to create a boat livery.  The additional floats would house small sailboats & provide dock space for services town boats.  DMF has commented in a letter dated 6/29/06 & states that the project site contains significant shellfish habitat & site is conditionally approved & open to harvest.  The applicant conducted an independent shellfish survey done to document shellfish at the site.  The report does show softshell clams & quahogs, but not in significant numbers.  DMF also commented on distance between floats & the sub-straight.  The float structure is still a sizeable square foot area.  D.Pichette asked re:  provisions to account for potentially damaged vessels brought into this area by town boats.  A DEP file number has been assigned w/ comments re:  resource areas to be accurately identified which is included in revised plan.
Mr. Braman explained that the Fire Dept. did review the project when it went to the Board of Appeals & a letter was submitted from Chief Anderson re:  some issues.  The float was cut back 35 ft.  He discussed placement of sailboats & that no major repairs to boats will be done at the site.  There will not be a marina here, it is not a marina, but required a Special Permit.  The Special Permit restricts the amount of boats & will not require a MEPA review.  He discussed the parking area.  Discussion ensued.
Brief discussion ensued re:  a spill kit on the float & draft of the tow boat.

MOTION:
P. Florindo moved to continue the public hearing for Kevin Sousa to October 18, 2006.  J. Connolly seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (6-0-0)
IV. ENFORCEMENT ORDERS

A. John Perry – 30 Carver Road

Present before the Commission:
John Perry





           __________________, Representative

D.Pichette stated this is an issue re:  a violation that occurred at 30 Carver Rd. which involved the cutting of trees in the buffer zone to wetland along Tremont Pond w/ no permits from the ConCom.  The property owner & the representative were to look into what they wanted to do in terms of getting a second lot out of it.   The extent of the violation is an area of this lot was clear cut to approx. 50 ft. of the wetland.  The question is will there be restoration required or will an NOI be filed.

The representative discussed his experience.  He explained that Mr. Perry & his brother did have plans for this property.  He discussed the plans to put a single family home on this property & how this violation occurred due to confusion.  He asked for leniency.   Brief discussion ensued re:  real estate agents disclosing information.
D.Westgate stated there was a violation & the Commission deals w/ these problems as they come forward & it is up to the Commission to decide the severity of the problem & take action.  Brief discussion ensued.  D. Westgate stated he has no affiliation w/ Frank Westgate.

J.Connolly feels this property should be fixed.  P. Florindo feels a plan should be submitted w/in a timeframe & if the timeframe is not met there should be a per diem penalty & restoration.  D. Westgate stated just because the property has been cut, doesn’t mean the development can go into this area w/out future plantings, etc.  Discussion ensued re:  how to proceed.  The representative plans on seeing Mr. Braman, have the site surveyed, & try to obtain a right of way to access the back of site.
MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to impose a $300.00 fine & allow six months to submit filing of plans re:  John Perry – 30 Carver Road.  P. Florindo seconded.
VOTE:  Unanimous (6-0-0)

B. Ryan Correia – 2263 Cranberry Highway
Present before the Commission:  Ryan Correia

NOTE:
D. Rogers departed at 9:20 P.M.

D.Pichette is present to discuss the house behind Pepin’s Package Store where there was tree cutting along the edge of the pond.  Calls were received re:  this matter & he visited the site & Mr. Correia called & stated he was involved w/ this issue.  As he was told, some tree trimming got out of control & ended up being tree cutting.  The impact presently is not serious, but over time root structures may be compromised & feels some restoration may need to take place.

Mr. Correia discussed why this tree cutting took place which was a mistake.  He will be willing to plant replacement trees.

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to ratify the Enforcement Order of Ryan Correia – 2263 Cranberry Highway.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:   Unanimous (5-0-0)

The Commission asked if a plan could be submitted for replanting.  D. Pichette stated he will meet w/ Mr. Correia to discuss replanting.
V. CERTIFICATES OF COMPLIANCE

A. Scott Fuller

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to grant a Certificate of Compliance for Scott Fuller.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (5-0-0)

B. Paul Perruzzi

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to grant a Certificate of Compliance for Paul Perruzzi.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (5-0-0)

C. Cornerstone Properties

Present before the Commission:
Brad Fuller, J.C. Engineering, Inc.
D.Pichette displayed plan w/ changes for property on French Ave.  Some changes are retaining walls vs. grading behind site.  Mr. Fuller discussed why this change was made.  D.Pichette asked if anything was put behind the walls so there wouldn’t be wash down behind the stone.  Mr. Fuller stated a liner was put behind wall.  It was stated this property was just sold.  D. Westgate questioned how these properties are being sold w/out compliances.
MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to put this property on French Ave., c/o Cornerstone Properties to the original plan.  M. Ponte seconded.

NOTE:
Mr. Fuller stated the new owner will be the one who will be billed for this.  The proposed work didn’t go any closer than what was previously approved.  D. Westgate stated it wasn’t approved.

VOTE:  Unanimous (5-0-0)

NOTE:
The meeting proceeded w/ item I.  Preliminary Business – A.  Approval of Minutes – 7/19/06.
MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to approve the minutes of 7/19/06.  K. Baptiste seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (5-0-0)
VI. DISCUSSION

A. Freshwater Dock Requirements.
D.Pichette briefly noted this issue re:  an application from Mr. & Mrs. Mihalec relative to freshwater docks.  The Commission concurred to discuss this at a later date.

VII. ADJOURNMENT

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to adjourn the meeting.  M. Ponte seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (5-0-0)

________________________________________

Douglas Westgate, Chairman

WAREHAM CONSERVATION COMMISSION

Date signed:  __________________

Date copy sent to Wareham Free Library:  __________________
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