
TOWN OF WAREHAM

CONSERVATION COMMISSION

54 MARION ROAD

WAREHAM, MA  02571

CONSERVATION COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES

Date of Meeting:  Wednesday, August 16, 2006

The meeting was called to order at 7:10 P.M.

Members Present:

D. Westgate, Chairman

K. Baptiste

J. Connolly

P. Florindo

D. Pichette, Conservation Agent

B. Eckstrom, Selectman liaison

Members Absent:

D. Rogers

M. Ponte
L. Caron
C. DeBlois, Associate Member 

I. PRELIMINARY BUSINESS

A. Approval of Minutes: NONE
B. Discussion:  NONE
NOTE:
The meeting proceeded w/ item III.  Continued Hearings:  A.  RDA – NBA Construction & Development, c/o G.A.F. Engineering, Inc.
Present before the Board:
Brian Grady, GAF Engineering, Inc.

D. Pichette described the project.  The property is located at 21 Crescent Place, Onset.  The project involves the construction of a single-family dwelling w/in a coastal flood zone.  A 24x36 ft. dwelling is proposed in coastal flood zone AE elevation 15.  It is not in the buffer zone to any other resource areas & does have existing development all around it.  Fill is proposed around dwelling on original plan that would create a 3 ft. grade change at the highest point.  At the last meeting it was asked if the level of filling could be reduced & there was a question from an abutter re:  property lines depicted.  A revised plan has been submitted which shows reduction in amount of fill & corrections to property lines have been made.  The revised plan shows a 1 – 1 ½ ft. grade changed around foundation.  D. Pichette recommended the issuance of a Negative Determination #2.  Audience members were asked for questions or comments.

Present before the Commission:
Rick Jaine, Abutter

Mr. Jaine stated he has two lots next to this property.  He asked is any kind of grade going to be put up.  This project will be 21.6 ft. on the side of his house.  Even if the grade goes up 1 ½ ft. when it rains, it will drain into the side of his house.  Mr. Grady discussed that fill was added to front of house to direct runoff towards the street.  There will be 1 ½ ft. of fill over 20 ft. & if there is a concern by the abutter, some kind of swail could be constructed for runoff.  Most of the runoff is directed towards the street.  Mr. Jaine stated the lot is completely level now so any raise in grade will make it difficult.  He stated on the revised plans w/ the new distances, two of the distances have been shortened for a total of 79 ft.  One of them is longer at under 30 ft.  He asked how the Town knows this lot is buildable.  The square footage hasn’t changed from the original plan to the revised plan.  He asked how is it known that there is 7,000 sq. ft. there to have a buildable lot.  

D. Westgate feels this is a zoning issue, not Conservation.  Selectman Eckstrom asked if Zoning was asked to have it be an open lot.  Mr. Grady stated it was determined to be a small lot.  Mr. Jaine stated three former lots were deemed potentially buildable if combined; they have never been surveyed as a single lot w/ re:  to square footage.  Discussion ensued re:  installing a swail for run-off prevention to Mr. Jaine’s property.  Mr. Grady stated this can be done.

MOTION:
P. Florindo moved to close the public hearing for NBA Construction & Development.  J. Connolly seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (4-0-0)

MOTION:
P. Florindo moved to issue a Negative Determination #2 for NBA Construction & Development with the stipulation that the engineer indicate the proposed swail on the southeasterly lot line.  J. Connolly seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (4-0-0)

NOTE:
The meeting proceeded w/ item III.  Continued Hearings – B.  NOI – Micheal & Mary Fitzgerald, c/o G.A.F. Engineering, Inc.
Present before the Commission:
Glen Amaral, G.A.F. Engineering, Inc.





Michael & Mary Fitzgerald

Mr. Amaral noted the revised/change in details to plan dated 7/28/06.

D. Pichette described the project.  The property is located at 12 Widows Cove Lane.  The project entails the construction of a pier, ramp, & float system & reconstruction of existing seawall along Onset Bay.  An existing stone seawall is proposed to be replaced w/ a sloped stone abutment.  The work area sits at the tow of a fairly steep coastal bank.  At the last meeting, discussion had ensued re:  construction methodology & how it would work.  It is proposed to pull back material from the coastal bank behind wall & construct the stone abutment.  The length of wall to be reconstructed is approx. 130 ft. & a proposal for a 179 ft. pier, ramp, & float system into Onset Bay.  Discussion had ensued re:  potential to reduce float size.  Comments have been received by the Division of Marine Fisheries which states the area is shellfish habitat.  Comments have also been received from the Harbormaster which ask if the distance between the pilings could be increased to decrease the number of pilings.  A DEP file number has been assigned.  
Mr. Amaral stated increasing the length of the space between pilings could be done, but would like to stay w/ wood material w/ a 16 ft. maximum.  He discussed the methodology for construction of pier & what is proposed & possibly reseeding the shellfish area.  He discussed the methodology for construction of the seawall without going onto the beach.  The seawall will not be any more than what the existing seawall is now.  Brief discussion ensued re:  size of stones which will be 3x4x6.  Discussion ensued re:   where the new wall would meet the existing wall & how would it be tied in relative to construction.  The existing steps would be removed & wooden steps would be constructed.
P. Florindo acknowledged the difficulty w/ the wall reconstruction & expressed the importance of staying w/in the limits of project w/ least amount of impact to the slope.  He expressed concern re:  the disturbance to shellfish w/ the use of the barge for pilings.  He suggested harvesting the shellfish out of the area, relocate it, & then reseed after project completion.

No audience member had comments or questions.

Brief discussion ensued re:  reducing the size of float.  Mr. Amaral stated the float has not been reduced & the plan addresses float stops & depth of water.
D. Pichette recommended conditions such that the existing location of the wall be marked so there is a reference point.  Mr. Amaral stated this could be done.  Brief discussion again ensued re:  the wall.   It was noted that this area doesn’t fall w/in the recreational shellfish area of the Town.  Discussion ensued re:  stops on the float & size of the boat which is 30 ft.  D. Pichette stated the Division of Marine Fisheries commented on the depth of the float & inshore portion of float which would be 1.1 ft., not 2 ft.  Mr. Amaral stated at an extreme lowtide, there may be a potential that the float will go down & rest on the stop locks & still be the 1.1 ft., but the boat would not be sitting on the bottom.  Brief discussion ensued.

Brief discussion ensued re: continuing the hearing so the Commission can review all information presented.

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to continue the public hearing for Michael & Mary Fitzgerald to September 6, 2006.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (4-0-0)

II. PUBLIC HEARINGS

A. RDA – William & Donna Cody, c/o M.R. White

Present before the Commission:
Malcolm White

The public hearing notice was read into the record.  D. Pichette described the project.  The property is located at 3 Fathom Lane.  The project involves the construction of a garage & proposed driveway.  Some activity is in buffer zone to bordering vegetative wetland & partially w/in a coastal flood zone.  The proposed 2-car garage is outside of buffer zone to wetlands & outside the flood zone.  The proposed driveway is w/in coastal flood zone AE elevation 16.  A gravel driveway is proposed.  The area is on the inside of street to the existing wetlands.  There is no proposed grade changes; it will follow the contour of the existing land to the garage location.  D. Pichette recommended the issuance of a Negative Determination #2.
Audience members had no questions or comments.

MOTION:
K. Baptiste moved to close the public hearing for William & Donna Cody.  J. Connolly seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (4-0-0)

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to issue a Negative Determination #2 for William & Donna Cody.  K. Baptiste seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (4-0-0)
B. RDA – Dennis Gauthier, c/o McKenna Builders

Present before the Commission:
Mr. Montell, McKenna Builders





Dennis Gauthier

The public hearing notice was read into the record.  D. Pichette described the project.  The property is located at 22 Osbourn St., Rose Point.  The project involves the construction of an addition to an existing dwelling w/in a coastal flood zone.  A 16x20 ft. addition is proposed w/in coastal flood zone AE elevation 15.  There are no proposed grade changes & not w/in a buffer zone to other resource areas.  D. Pichette asked how excavation will be handled.  Mr. Montell stated material will be hauled off site.  D. Pichette asked if groundwater will be hit when digging the foundation. Mr. Montell stated it is possible.  D. Pichette feels the ConCom may want to consider dewatering issue, but is far enough away from resource areas.

Audience members had no questions or comments.

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to close the public hearing for Dennis Gauthier.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (4-0-0)
MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to issue a Negative Determination #2 for Dennis Gauthier subject to dewatering if needed.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (4-0-0)
C. RDA – MA Highway Dept., c/o Thomas F. McGuire
Present before the Commission:
Thomas McQuire, MA Highway

The public hearing notice was read into the record.   

Mr. McGuire provided a re-submittal to prior application.  Not all of the work has been completed.  He stated the project entails taking 2 inches of blacktop off road & put 2 inches of blacktop back down from Rte. 28 in South Middleboro to Rtes. 6/28 in Wareham which includes a portion of 495 from Rochester town line to 195 (where Rte. 25 takes over) to Rtes. 6/28 interchange.  Work has been done, but there is a need for an extensive guardrail & he discussed proposed placement & the original determination has expired, thus, that is the reason for the refilling.  Have reviewed & discussed mitigation measures that have been implemented relative to wetlands areas which include 33 add on leaching type catch basins.

D.Pichette described the project.  This is a re-application of a project the ConCom has already reviewed & permitted for the reconstruction of 495 & 25 to complete the remaining work because the original determination has expired.  He recommended a Negative Determination #3.

Audience members had no questions or comments.

MOTION:
P. Florindo moved to close the public hearing for MA Highway Dept.  J. Connolly seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (4-0-0)

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to issue a Negative Determination #3 for MA Highway Dept.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (4-0-0)
D.  RDA – Richard I. Harris, c/o G.A.F. Engineering, Inc.

Present before the Commission:
Glen Amaral, G.A.F. Engineering, Inc.

The public hearing notice was read into the record.

Mr. Amaral stated one green card was not returned.

D.Pichette described the project.  The property is located at 58 West Blvd., Onset.  The project involves the demolition of an existing house & reconstruction of a new house in the buffer zone to a coast beach & saltmarsh & most likely a coastal bank; all of which exist on the other side of the street from where the existing house is.  The house will be reconstructed in same location w/ no grade changes or filling.  It will be done on inside of street from where the resource areas exist.  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 Richard A. Harris.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (4-0-0)

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to issue a Negative Determination #2 for Richard A. Harris.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (4-0-0)
E. RDA – Gary P. Lucier, c/o G.A.F. Engineering, Inc.

Present before the Commission:
Brian Grady, G.A.F. Engineering, Inc.

The public meeting notice was read into the record.  D. Pichette described the project.  The property is located at 30 Pine Tree Drive.  The project involves the construction of a garage & driveway reconstruction some of which is in the buffer zone to a coastal bank.  A 26x50 ft. garage is proposed which is outside of buffer zone to a coastal bank.  The driveway that exists will be reconstructed & moved approx. 13 ft. to accommodate the new garage.  Some of this work will be just inside the buffer zone to the coastal bank.  No grade changes are proposed.  D. Pichette recommended the issuance of a Negative Determination #3.

Brief discussion ensued re:  any work w/in the buffer zone.  Mr. Grady stated a small portion of the driveway will be in the buffer zone.  J. Connolly asked where the catch basin dumps out.  Mr. Grady doesn’t know.  The driveway is paved.  Mr. Grady agreed to look into the issue of the catch basin.  J. Connolly wants to make sure it is not being dumped in the river out back.  Commission members concurred to continue the hearing.  Brief discussion ensued re:  if this is a leach basin.

Audience members had no questions or comments.

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to continue the hearing for Gary P. Lucier to September 6, 2006.  K. Baptiste seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (4-0-0)
F. NOI – John R. Jr. & Lorna Baker, c/o J.C. Engineering, Inc.

Present before the Commission:
Mike Pimental, J.C. Engineering, Inc.

The public hearing notice was read into the record.  D. Pichette described the project.  The property is located at 8 Monroe Parkway, Briarwood Beach area.  The project involves the construction of an addition in the buffer zone to a saltmarsh & w/in a coastal flood zone.  A 12x24 ft. addition is proposed & is approx. 77 ft. from edge of saltmarsh & w/in coastal flood zone AE elevation 16.  The site is flat & no grade changes proposed.  Haybales are proposed to be placed between work area & marsh.  A DEP file number has not been assigned yet.  

Audience members had no questions or comments.

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to continue the public hearing for John R.  & Lorna Baker to September 6, 2006.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (4-0-0)
G. NOI – Margaret L. McKenney, c/o Charles L. Rowley & Associates

– SE76-1911

Present before the Commission:
Charles L. Rowley, Rowley & Associates

The public hearing notice was read into the record.  D. Pichette described the project.  The property is located at 11 & 13 Harbor Avenue, Onset Island, Onset.  The project involves the construction of a pier out into Onset Bay.  A 117 ft. pier, ramp, & float system is proposed into Onset Bay.  The pier is proposed as a common pier between the two abutting owners.  16 pilings are proposed to construct the pier which will be constructed from a floating barge.  The depth of float is shallow.  Comments have not been received from Harbormaster & received fax this afternoon from the Division of Marine Fisheries.  A DEP number has been assigned w/ comments requesting that resource areas be accurately identified on plan.  D. Pichette recommended a continuance in order to obtain Harbormaster comments & further review Division of Marine Fisheries comments.

Mr. Rowley indicated he had a discussion w/ the Harbormaster re:  why the pier was extended as far as it is on plan.  The reason is due to elevation of water.  He is unsure what DEP is looking for re:  resource areas.  This is in an area that is up against existing wrip wrap & existing seawall.  D. Pichette feels that DEP is looking for resource areas to be designated on plan.  Brief discussion ensued.

Audience members had no questions or comments.

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to continue the public hearing for Margaret L. McKenney to September 6, 2006.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (4-0-0)
H. NOI – A.D. Makepeace Co., c/o Beals & Thomas, Inc.

Present before the Commission:
Stacey Minihan, Beals & Thomas, Inc.





Mr. Fuller, _____________Associates






Tom Burke, A.D. Makepeace

The public hearing notice was read into the record.

It was stated all the abutters were A.D. Makepeace properties.

D.Pichette described the project.  The property is located at 158 Tihonet Rd.  The project involves upgrading a boat ramp, construction of a boat dock, landscaping, control of nuisance vegetation, & construction of an access way.  A 16 ft. wide gravel boat ramp is proposed adjacent to an existing access area.  A 6x45 ft. floating dock is proposed next to the new ramp.  Landscaping & new access from Farm to Market Rd. is proposed as well as a foot bridge over an existing canal way & walking trail.  The plan is not an engineered site plan.  D. Pichette has spoken w/ the representative re:  this matter & the ConCom needs a revised plan from an engineer.  A DEP file number has not been assigned yet.  D. Pichette recommended a continuance.  With re:  to the boat ramp, D. Pichette asked how the ramp going into the pond is to be constructed; would old material be excavated out & new material moved in.  Mr. Fuller discussed the existence of a prior gravel boat ramp & its location.  The idea is to get control & responsible access to the pond for those who live here & those that have a special permit.  There has been discussion re:  similar open access to the pond in future.  It was clarified that the boat ramp would be gravel, but the pier is a wooden structure & pier won’t go out into the pond, only the ramp.  Discussion ensued.
D.Pichette feels an engineered site plan is needed.  The representatives will provide this.       

D.Pichette asked re:  the footpath & if it will extend along wetlands or will it go out of the buffer zone.  Mr. Fuller stated there are no vegetative wetlands in the proposed location area & discussed location.  P. Florindo asked that the stabilization issue re:  the boat ramp be reviewed & shown on plan.  

Brief discussion ensued re:  the proposed dock which will be floating.  D. Westgate expressed concern re:  this.  He would prefer it penetrating into the ground, not floating.  D. Westgate also expressed concern re:  dock’s height above the water & boards/slates not allowing sunlight.  He would prefer pipes driven down & collars to ride up & down the pipes; there is a need to consider the vegetation under the dock.  Brief discussion ensued.  D. Westgate wants to make sure the stability of the bank is preserved (where pier joins the land) & a green belt area in pond.
MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to continue the public hearing for A.D. Makepeace Co. to September 6, 2006.  P. Florindo seconded.
VOTE:  Unanimous (4-0-0)
III. CONTINUED HEARINGS

A. RDA – NBA Construction & Development, c/o G.A.F. Engineering, Inc. (DONE)
B. NOI – Michael & Mary Fitzgerald, c/o G.A.F. Engineering, Inc. – SE76-1905 (DONE)
NOTE:
The meeting continued w/ item E.  Phyllis Upham, c/o Charles L. Rowley & Associates – SE76-1906.

Present before the Commission:
Charles L. Rowley, Charles L. Rowley & Associates

D.Pichette described the project.  The property is located at 32 Pine Tree Dr.  The project involves the reconstruction & extension of an existing pier in Butler’s Cove.  An existing floating pier approx. 100 ft. long is proposed to be replaced w/ a fixed elevated pier, ramp, & float system to be approx. 145 ft. long.  The result will cause the new structure to be approx. 47 ft. further out into Butler’s Cove from where end of float currently sits.  The water depth is shallow in this area; only approx. 1 ft. of water depth is gained by adding the extra distance to the dock.  Comments have been received from the Harbormaster dealing w/ water depth issues.  Mr. Rowley spoke w/ Harbormaster & was told he would request the dock be pulled back 10 ft. & concerns re:  rotating around the pier.  He stated the pier can be pulled back 10 ft.  Comments have been received from the Division of Marine Fisheries dealing w/ float stops & float being 24 inches off the bottom.  A DEP file number has been assigned.  D. Pichette supports the reconstruction of the floating dock portion of the application.
Mr. Rowley discussed that to pull back the pier 10 ft. the ramp would have to be pulled back as well.  There is 15 ft. spacing between piles.  If this is increased to 16 ft., the piles at the end of the pier can be eliminated.  He added that a new pier license is needed under Chapter 91.  D. Pichette asked if when applying for this license, will there be an issue of distance from property sideline & would this require another revision to the plan.  Mr. Rowley discussed what will need to be done to satisfy waterways provisions.  
D.Westgate is not in favor of extending a dock/pier in this area, but would be in favor it being elevated because it wouldn’t change the distance to the bottom & disturb the environment.  He briefly discussed the deterioration of this area due to all the docks/piers.  Mr. Rowley discussed his opinion on the positive aspects of this project application.

Audience members had no questions or comments.

P. Florindo understands the concerns for this area, but there is an existing structure already there.  Brief discussion ensued re:  basis for denial of this application.  Brief discussion ensued re:  if the project is a renovation & extension.  Mr. Rowley feels it is more of a replacement vs. renovation.  Discussion ensued re:  boat moorings & environmental benefit, if any, if the pier is replaced up to its existing length w/ the existing float w/ stops & out of water at low tide.  Mr. Rowley again expressed the positive aspects of the project which he feels will be an improvement.
MOTION:
P. Florindo moved to continue the public hearing for Phyllis Upham to September 6, 2006.  J. Connolly seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (4-0-0)
C. NOI – Michael Solimando, Jr., c/o G.A.F. Engineering, Inc. – SE76-1909

Present before the Commission:
Brian Grady, G.A.F. Engineering, Inc.

D.Pichette described the project.  The property is located at 11 Elizabeth Lane, Rose Point.  The project involves the construction of a single family dwelling in a buffer zone to bordering vegetative wetland & in wetlands for driveway access.  A 32x48 ft. dwelling w/ attached 26x30 ft. garage is proposed & would be approx. 40 ft. to edge of wetland.  The wetland line was checked & several changes were made to said line.  A revised plan has been submitted which reflects said changes to lines.  The project proposes to cross a wetland for driveway access to house site.  A wetland replication area is proposed to account for the altered wetland area of approx. 2,300 sq. ft.  Water & sewer lines would have to be run through wetland to reach house.  At last meeting, questions were raised re:  the driveway & if it were to be filled or elevated & would any driveway construction impede water flow in area.  This site would not be a buildable lot were it not for the recent sewer/water projects.  A DEP file number has been assigned.

D.Pichette stated he is not in favor of project due to the wetland crossing, small upland island surrounded by wetlands, & he perceives problems how this project would interfere w/ the way water patterns exist in area.  He has not seen revised plan that addresses this issue.  Mr. Grady discussed the history of this property, the proposed driveway/dwelling, contours, elevations, etc. relative to wetlands.  D. Pichette expressed concern re:  running a sewer line through the wetlands; this usually isn’t done.  Mr. Grady discussed what is above the water table is not of concern, but what is below that.  The sewer service connection will be around elevation 5 or 6.

D.Westgate asked when this lot was subdivided.  Brief discussion ensued.  Mr. Grady stated this lot is made up of a number of lots based on the Assessor’s map.  It is not known when this lot is subdivided.  D. Westgate stated when this lot was subdivided, the law that exists now didn’t exist where 80% of the lot has to be upland.  Mr. Grady feels the plan complies w/ the 80% upland requirement.  Presently, the plan shows 61,800 sq. ft. total, & upland area is 27,000 sq. ft.  Discussion ensued re:  the upland law.  D. Pichette stated the zoning requires only 30,000 sq. ft. for the whole lot, thus only 80% of 30,000 is needed.
Present before the ConCom:
Debbie Pfinister

Ms. Pfinister expressed concern re:  this project.  She noted the Mr. Solimando is deeding some lots to the Town.  She wants to know why the Town is allowing Mr. Solimando to build on them.  She doesn’t know how a road can be taken & made into a private driveway.
P. Florindo expressed concern re:  groundwater, tide water, & drainage.
D.Westgate feels this is a Planning Board matter & should have been reviewed awhile ago & presented at Town Meeting.  He feels the field design has never been addressed.  Mr. Grady stated it was discussed at the Building Dept.  Discussion ensued re:  lots deeded to the Town.  Selectman Eckstrom stated as she understands, the conditions were that Mr. Solimando would deed it to the Town & present it at the following Town Meeting, but it was never done.  This happened prior to the present Town Administrator coming to Town, thus, there are other issues outside the purview of the ConCom that needs to be addressed.  P. Florindo agreed & stated if the ConCom makes a decision it needs to be an informed decision & based on the aspect of regulations/By-laws.  He feels there are other jurisdictional/legal issues that need to be addressed before the ConCom makes a decision.  Ms. Pfinister stated in 2000 the Planning Board discussed the case of Mr. Solimando.  The Planning Board waived the sidewalk & other things, & Mr. Solimando has never applied the conditions.  P. Florindo questioned if a permit was given to Mr. Solimando to build a portion of the property he owned (or a subdivision) where sidewalks & other conditions were waived in exchange for deeding the three lots to the Town, thus the permit was violated by not doing so.
The ConCom members concurred to have the outstanding issues be reviewed & concluded prior to the ConCom making a decision.

MOTION:
 P. Florindo moved to continue the public hearing for Michael Solimando to September 6, 2006.  J. Connolly seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (4-0-0)
D. NOI – Peter & Carol O’neil, c/o G.A.F. Engineering, Inc. – SE76-1908
Present before the Commission:
Brian Grady, G.A.F. Engineering, Inc.

The DEP file number has been received.

Audience members had no questions of comments.

MOTION:
P. Florindo moved to close the public hearing for Peter & Carol O’neil.  J. Connolly seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (4-0-0)

MOTION:
K. Baptiste moved to grant the Order of Conditions w/ standard conditions for Peter & Carol O’neil.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (4-0-0)
E. NOI – Phyllis Upham, c/o Charles L. Rowley & Associates – SE76-1906 (DONE)
F. NOI – Charles & Kelly Landry, c/o Shay Environmental Services, Inc. – SE76-1910
A DEP number has been assigned.

MOTION:
P. Florindo moved to close the public hearing for Charles & Kelly Landry.  K. Baptiste seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (4-0-0)

MOTION:
P. Florindo moved to grant the Order of Conditions w/ standard conditions for Charles & Kelly Landry.  K. Baptiste seconded.
VOTE:  Unanimous (4-0-0)
G. Remanded NOI – Roberta Lewis, c/o Canal Project Management Corp. – SE76-1595

***NO ACTION OR DISCUSSION WAS TAKEN

H. NOI – Boatswain Investments, LLC, c/o Braman Surveying & Associates, LLC –  SE76-1863 (28 Winship Avenue)

MOTION:
K. Baptiste moved to continue the public hearing for Boatswain Investments, LLC to September 6, 2006.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (4-0-0)

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

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to continue the public hearing for Winship, LLC to September 6, 2006.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (4-0-0)

J. NOI – Kevin Sousa, c/o Braman Surveying & Associates, LLC – SE76

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to continue the public hearing for Kevin Sousa to September 6, 2006.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (4-0-0)
IV. ENFORCEMENT ORDERS

(NONE)

V. CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE

A. Mildred & Harold Anderson – 6 Bartlett Lane

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to grant the Certificate of Compliance for Mildred & Harold Anderson – 6 Bartlett Lane.  K. Baptiste seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (4-0-0)
VI. DISCUSSION

A. Town of Wareham – Briarwood Sewer Project.
(NONE)

VII. ADJOURNMENT

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to adjourn the meeting.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (4-0-0)

________________________________________
Douglas Westgate, Chairman

WAREHAM CONSERVATION COMMISSION

Date signed:  __________________

Date copy sent to Town Clerk:  __________________
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