
TOWN OF WAREHAM

CONSERVATION COMMISSION

54 MARION ROAD

WAREHAM, MA  02571

CONSERVATION COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES

Date of Meeting:  July 18, 2007

Members Present:

D. Westgate, Chairman

L. Caron

J. Connolly

M. Ponte

P. Florindo

M. Barros

K. Baptiste 

D. Paiva, Associate Member

D. Pichette, Conservation Agent

Member Absent:

D. Rogers, Associate Member

I. CALL MEETING TO ORDER

D. Westgate called the meeting to order at 7:04 P.M.

II. PRELIMINARY BUSINESS

A. Approval of minutes – June 20, 2007

MOTION:
P. Florindo moved the Commission approve the minutes of June 20, 2007.  L. Caron seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (7-0-0)

B. Discussion  (NONE)
NOTE:
The meeting proceeded w/ item IV.  Continued Hearings.

A. RDA – Executive Office of Transportation, c/o Engineering & Consulting Resources

Present before the Commission:
Irwin Silverstein, Engineering & Consulting Resources

Mr. Silverstein submitted the green abutters cards.
D.Pichette described the project.  The property is located at 4 Freighthouse Rd. (Bay Colony Railroad site off Minot Ave.).  The application is for the installation of groundwater monitoring wells at this location.  Some work is in the buffer zone to wetlands that exist on either side of the railroad track.  The work required is minimal.  He recommended the issuance of a Negative Determination #3.
Audience members were asked for questions or comments.

Present before the Commission:
James Rose, Freighthouse Rd.

Mr. Rose asked what the purpose of the wells are. Mr. Silverstein stated there was surface water & soil sediments taken by the owner.  There was an investigation based on the activities of the current tenant & soil sample findings.  The next step is to investigate a ground well to see if there is a connection.  It is another step in the investigation under environmental protection regulations.  Three wells are proposed to get a sense of the quality of the groundwater.  D. Pichette stated it is essentially a way to accelerate the process to see if there is an issue.  If there is an issue, it can be addressed.  If these aren’t put in place, it isn’t known what the actual situation is.

Mr. Rose expressed concern re:  whether or not the applicant will try to expand the train tracks.  D. Westgate stated there is nothing indicating this under this filing.  D. Pichette stated there are wetlands on either side of the tracks, thus it would be difficult to expand.
Discussion ensued re:  the project.  Mr. Silverstein stated there is also a proposal to put some staff gauges temporarily in the wetlands to determine the ___________________.

Present before the Commission:
John Collier

Mr. Collier asked who Mr. Silverstein works for.   Mr. Silverstein stated he works for Engineering & Consulting Resources hired by the MA Executive Office of Transportation.  Mr. Collier asked if the State has hired them to come in.  Mr. Silverstein stated they have.  Mr. Collier asked how they were informed that there may be some contamination.  Mr. Silverstein explained.  Discussion ensued.

Mr. Silverstein believes Bay Colony is leasing the property from the Executive Office of Transportation.  He doesn’t know when the lease is up.

Mr. Collier requested future updates of what is happening.  D. Westgate stated this can be requested.  

MOTION:
P. Florindo moved to close the public hearing for Executive Office of Transportation.  J. Connolly seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (7-0-0)

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to issue a Negative Determination #3 for the Executive Office of Transportation.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (7-0-0)

B. ANRAD – Hugh G. Pilgrim, c/o Braman Surveying & Associates, LLC – SE76-1976

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

D.Pichette described the project.  The property is located at 21 Papermill Rd.  The application is for the approval of resource area delineation.  The site contains riverfront area & bordering vegetative wetland along the stream.  The wetland is marked w/ flags I7-I19.  The line was reviewed & minor changes were made.  At the last meeting, there was an issue w/ the way the edge of the river was flagged & a meeting was requested to revise this.  A meeting was held w/ the engineer & the line was revised & the way it is depicted now on the revised plan is appropriate.  On the revised plan, the Commission is only considering approving the wetland boundary line closest to Papermill Rd. (I7-I19).  The applicant has stated that they don’t want to have the other side reviewed because no work is proposed there.

D.Pichette stated based on the revisions, he recommends the approval of the wetland boundary & the edge of the perennial stream as shown.  

Audience members had no questions of comments.

MOTION:
P. Florindo moved to close the public hearing for Hugh G. Pilgrim.  L. Caron seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (7-0-0)

MOTION:
P. Florindo moved to approve the wetland boundary line closest to the road & the edge of the perennial stream as shown on revised plan for Hugh G. Pilgrim.  L. Caron seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (7-0-0)
III. PUBLIC HEARINGS

A. ANRAD – Karl Reed

The public hearing was read into the record.

The applicant has requested to continue the hearing to August 15, 2007.

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to continue the public hearing for Karl Reed to August 15, 2007.  L. Caron seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (7-0-0)

B. ANRAD – Edgewood Development, Inc. – SE76-1980

The public hearing notice was read into the record.

D.Pichette explained that the applicant has asked for a continuance of this hearing to August 1, 2007.  He went out to the site & met w/ the applicant.  This is another piece of land adjacent to the old sand pit operation.  In reviewing the line, he didn’t agree w/ certain portions of the line, thus, further work will be done on the line & the reason for the request for a continuance.

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to continue the public hearing for Edgewood Development, Inc. to August 1, 2007.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (7-0-0)
C. NOI – Eleanor M. Rumble, c/o Flaherty & Stefani, Inc.

The public hearing notice was read into the record.

Present before the Commission:
Chris Foski, Flaherty & Stefani, Inc.

Mr. Foski stated they have not received anything back from Natural Heritage or DEP as of yet.

D.Pichette described the project.  The property is located at 9 Mason St. Extension (Onset).  The project involves the demolition of an existing dwelling & the reconstruction of a new enlarged dwelling w/ a portion of the project w/in the buffer zone to wetland associated w/ a pond which is down gradient of this site.  The project also is w/in a Natural Heritage endangered species area in which comment needs to be received.

D.Pichette stated the nature of the amount of work that is in the buffer zone is minimal.  The applicant has proposed to place erosion control between the work & resource area.  A DEP file number has not been received nor have comments been received from Natural Heritage.  He recommended a continuance.

Audience members had no questions or comments.

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to continue the public hearing for Eleanor M. Rumble to August 1, 2007.  L. Caron seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (7-0-0)
D. NOI – John J. Bohn, Jr., c/o G.A.F. Engineering, Inc. – SE76-1979

The public hearing notice was read into the record.

Present before the Commission:
Glenn Amaral, G.A.F. Engineering, Inc.
D.Pichette described the project.  The property is located at 17 Gordon St. (Rose Point).  The project involves the construction of a garage in the buffer zone to salt marsh & w/in a coastal flood zone & possibly w/in a riverfront area.   A 24x28 ft. garage is proposed approx. 36 ft. to edge of the salt marsh & w/in a coastal flood zone, AE elevation 15.  The site may also be w/in a riverfront area, but is not indicated on the plan or the notice.  He asked if this has been reviewed.  A DEP file number has been assigned w/ comments relative to the issue of if this project will fall w/in riverfront area.  A 4 ft. frost wall foundation is proposed.  The issue of dewatering has been discussed as a potential issue.  Drywells are proposed to handle roof runoff.  The engineer indicated he would submit a revised plan because drywells shown on the original plan would not be appropriate given the groundwater issue.  There are minor grade changes.  Haybales are proposed between the work & the resource area.  He recommended addressing the riverfront area issue.
Mr. Amaral stated it is 220 ft. to the edge of the river.  He discussed mean sea level data & grades on the bank.  Thus, they located the top of the bank, grades are on top of the bank, & they are outside the riverfront area.

MOTION:
P. Florindo moved to close the public hearing for John J. Bohn, Jr.  J. Connolly seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (7-0-0)

MOTION:
P. Florindo moved to grant an Order of Conditions w/ standard stipulations & conditions for John J. Bohn, Jr.  J. Connolly seconded.
VOTE:  Unanimous (7-0-0)

E. NOI – Dorothy Peterson, c/o J.C. Engineering, Inc. – SE76-1974

The public hearing notice was read into the record.

Present before the Commission:
John Churchill, J.C. Engineering, Inc.

D.Pichette described the project.  The property is located at 53 Leonard St. (Rose Point).  The project involves the construction of a dwelling in the buffer zone to bordering vegetative wetland & w/in a coastal flood zone.  A 24x24 ft. dwelling is proposed approx. 15 ft. from edge of wetland.  The site is in a coastal flood zone, AE elevation 15.  It is a small lot which would never have been able to accommodate a dwelling due to septic system setback requirements.  Town sewer has gone in this area, thus, the owner is applying to construct a dwelling on site.  The limit of work would be approx. 3 ft. to edge of wetland.  There would be 10 ft. – 12 ft. around the structure on all sides.  The Commission’s typical standard setback is 30 ft. to edge of wetlands.  The proposal leaves very little space for any human activity around the home.  Construction of the dwelling & future human activity around the home in such close proximity to the wetlands would have an adverse impact on the wetland in his opinion.  There is no accounting for runoff & there doesn’t appear to be sufficient space/room on site for such structure or clearance to groundwater to accommodate such structure.  A DEP file number has been assigned.  He recommended the project be denied based on the fact that it doesn’t provide sufficient setbacks to the resource area to adequately protect the interests of the Act & the Town’s Bylaw.
Mr. Churchill stated the property owners have owned the property for approx. 50 yrs.  Sewer has been brought into this neighborhood & the owners are looking to retire here.  He stated the structure is small (24x24 ft.).  He can look at installing drywalls.  He discussed the location of the haybale line & the limit of work.  He understands the close proximity to the wetland line & he is proposing a split rail fence.  With the haybale line set as such, construction activities will not impact the wetland.   He understands the 30 ft. setback requirement of the Commission & he has always tried to meet this, but in this situation it is not possible.
Mr. Churchill discussed proposed plantings that could be installed as well as a split rail fence 10 ft. from wetlands.

D.Pichette asked if the corners are staked out.  If they are not, they should be.  Brief discussion ensued.

Audience members were asked for comments or questions.

Present before the Commission:
William Hapney, 44 Leonard St.

Mr. Hapney lives across the street from the proposed project.  He wants assurance that there will be no filling of wetlands.  He discussed what transpired during Hurricane Bob.

Present before the Commission:
Peter Mackley, Leonard St.

Mr. Mackley discussed photographs depicting the high water mark.  He feels that half this house will be built in wetlands.  This house would be set back approx. 5 ft. when the nearest houses are set back 20 ft.   

Present before the Commission:
Dorothy Peterson

Ms. Peterson owns the property.  Houses all around were effected by Hurricane Bob.  All the houses are still standing.  She & her husband will be retiring at this site & they will not be outside w/ family.  They plan to get a boat & retire.  D. Pichette stated the issue is looking to the future & a future owner of the property & what will happen.  When these projects are looked at, the Commission has to consider everything as a whole.  Ms. Peterson stated if you build a one bedroom small house, a family will not move in there.  Brief discussion ensued.

Ms. Peterson stated her father has always owned the property & she came down every summer.  D.Pichette feels the wetland delineation line needs to be reviewed further w/ the engineer.  Mr. Churchill will be willing to meet w/ D. Pichette.

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to continue the public hearing for Dorothy Peterson to August 1, 2007.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (7-0-0)
IV. CONTINUED HEARINGS

A.RDA – Executive Office of Transportation, c/o Engineering & Consulting Resources (DONE)
B.ANRAD – Hugh G. Pilgrim, c/o Braman Surveying & Associates, LLC – SE76-1976 (DONE)
C. NOI – Stonebridge Marina, LLC, c/o Braman Surveying & Associates, LLC – SE76-1977

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

D.Pichette described the project.  The property is located at the Stonebridge Marina in Onset.  The project proposes shorefront improvements to the existing bulkhead along the coastal bank adjacent to the marina.  The existing timber bulkhead is to be upgraded by the installation of sheet piles in front to create a new sheet pile vinyl driven bulkhead.  This would run the entire length of the existing bulkhead.  The meeting had been continued to await comments from Natural Heritage.  Natural Heritage has since commented they have no problem w/ the project.  A DEP file number has been assigned.  The work will be done primarily from the existing coastal bank, but some work may have to be done on the water side possibly w/ a small barge.

Mr. Braman stated no excavation of the bank is proposed.  D. Pichette asked how the existing drain pipe will be addressed.

Mr. Braman stated no excavation of the bank is proposed.  D. Pichette asked how the existing drain pipe will be addressed.  Mr. Braman explained that the Town owns the property the drain is on.  The Town has done some work on drainage structures in the area, but this drain has not been addressed.  The plan is to work w/ Municipal Maintenance relative to the drain.  D. Pichette wants it understood or in conditions that this drain not be altered or cut off as a result of this project.  Discussion ensued re:  the drain pipe.  D. Pichette wants to make sure whatever work the marina does doesn’t cut the drain off so that flow doesn’t come out of the pipe.  D. Westgate asked if the work can’t be accomplished until there is a notice sent to the Commission from the Town, will the applicant commence to the work prior or will it be held off until said notice.  Mr. Braman stated_________________________.  P. Florindo stated if the applicant had permission from the Town to go on the property & replace the pipe w/ a particular spec the Town wants to replace it w/, it can go to the first joint.  Discussion ensued.
D.Westgate suggested the applicant contact Mark Gifford & have him forward a letter to the Commission that there is no problem w/ the marina adding a piece of pipe.

Audience members had no questions or comments.

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to close the public hearing for Stonebridge Marina, LLC.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (7-0-0)

MOTION:
P. Florindo moved to grant an Order of Conditions w/ standard stipulations & conditions w/ the added special condition that work shall not be done between 3/15 – 6/15 & further, the applicant will contact the Wareham Municipal Maintenance Dept. to seek permission to repair an end of a drain pipe which protrudes through the wall currently up to the first joint & a letter from Municipal Maintenance that they don’t object to Stonebridge Marina, LLC performing this work.  J. Connolly seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (7-0-0)

D. NOI – Town of Wareham, c/o G.A.F. Engineering, Inc. – SE76-1975

Present before the Commission:

D.Pichette described the project.  The property is located along Narrows Rd.  The project involves cold planning & resurfacing the length of road from the Narrows Bridge to past Indian Neck Rd.  The project also includes improvements to the existing catch basins.  The work is w/in a coastal flood zone, zone AE elevation 15 & also in the buffer zone to several resource areas.  A DEP file number has been assigned.  The catch basin systems to be utilized are called Aqua Guardian catch basin inserts.  He recommended issuance of an Order of Conditions w/ standard conditions & the added condition that any stockpile areas of material be pre-approved by the Commission & the stockpile materials be surrounded by erosion control measures if they are in the buffer zone to resource areas.  Also, machinery should not be cleaned or washed in proximity to the resource areas or catch basins that discharge to resource areas.

Audience members had no questions or comments.

MOTION:
L. Caron moved to close the public hearing for Town of Wareham.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (7-0-0)

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to grant an Order of Conditions w/ standard conditions & the added conditions of the Agent for the Town of Wareham.  L. Caron seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (7-0-0)

E. NOI – Kevin Meehan, c/o Hancock Associates – SE76-1978

Present before the Commission:
Stacey Carpenter, Hancock Associates
D.Pichette described the project.  The property is located at 71 Burgess Point Rd.  This application is in response to an Enforcement Order issued to the property owner for un-permitted work involving landscaping activities, alteration of a coastal bank & beach, & to an existing pier structure.
D.Pichette stated at the last meeting, there were issues that were addressed.  The Commission had asked that the plan be revised to provide detail of the structure of the wall that was built & additional information re:  flood zone demarcation & Natural Heritage comments.  A DEP file number has been assigned w/ several comments which were similar to comments the Commission brought forward.

D.Pichette stated the revised plan has just been submitted this evening.  Ms. Carpenter proceeded to discuss the revised plan in detail, such as the wall & moving of large stones.  D.Pichette stated the details on the wall & Natural Heritage comments will still be needed.  Everything else seems to have been addressed.  Brief discussion ensued re:  the benches on the dock.  D. Pichette stated the benches shown on the plan, look like they fall w/in the width of the dock & don’t extend out any further.  Ms. Carpenter stated this is correct.
D.Pichette commented on the area to the right of the existing boat house.  There was some clearing done in this area w/in certain distances from the top of the coastal bank.  The Commission could ask for some re-establishment of vegetation of this area.  Brief discussion ensued re:  what distance to come back from the coastal bank ( re-establishing out to the buffer zone edge).  D. Pichette feels some sort of planting scheme will be needed for this particular area.  D. Westgate also stated this area would have to be a no-activity area, such as manicuring.  Brief discussion ensued. 

D.Westgate has concern re:  the portion from where you come from the building down.  Discussion ensued re:  the area size.

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to continue the public hearing for Kevin Meehan to August 1, 2007.  L. Caron seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (7-0-0)

F. NOI – Russell J. Yule, c/o Charles L. Rowley & Associates – SE76-1971

The applicant has asked for a continuance to August 15, 2007.

MOTION:
P. Florindo moved to continue the public hearing for Russel J. Yule to August 15, 2007.  J. Connolly seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (7-0-0)

G. NOI – Dominic A. Sera, c/o Charles L. Rowley & Associates – SE76-1968

D.Pichette explained that Mr. Rowley could not be in attendance this evening, but the Commission was only waiting for Natural Heritage comments & a DEP number.  Both have now been received w/ no negative comments.  This application is for a seawall reconstruction project which is approx. 50 ft. in length to the new driven sheet pile in front of the existing lawn & backfilled w/ concrete.  

Audience members had no questions or comments.

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to close the public hearing for Dominic A. Sera.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (7-0-0)

MOTION:
P. Florindo moved to grant an Order of Conditions w/ standard conditions w/ any added conditions of the Agent for Dominic A. Sera.  K. Baptiste seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (7-0-0)

H. NOI – Wareham Plaza Associates, LLC, c/o G.A.F. Engineering, Inc. – SE76-1959

No-one was present to represent the application.  

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to continue the public hearing for Wareham Plaza Associates, LLC to August 1, 2007.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (7-0-0)

V. ENFORCEMENT ORDERS

(NONE)

VI. CERTIFICATES OF COMPLIANCE

A. Joseph McDonald – 18 Agawam Drive

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to grant a Certificate of Compliance for Joseph McDonald.  K. Baptiste seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (7-0-0)

VII. EXTENSION REQUESTS

A. Donna Road Realty Trust – 7 Donna Road

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to grant a one year extension for Donna Road Realty Trust.  P. Florindo seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (7-0-0)

VIII. DISCUSSION

A. Barker Tract – Self-Help Grant

D.Pichette discussed the grant to purchase the development rights to preserve the Barker tract.  Brief discussion ensued re:  the Community Preservation Committee article seeking $400,000 to secure development rights to the seminary property.

D.Pichette stated another grant is to purchase another piece of property adjacent to the one above.  The intent is to obtain a lot of these pieces of property in this area all preserved so they don’t get developed in the future.

D.Pichette stated in order to apply, a motion is needed to apply for the grant & signatures.

Brief discussion ensued re:  locations of these two tracts of land.

MOTION:
P. Florindo moved to apply for the Self Help Grant & further, to have the Commission sign said grant.  M. Ponte seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (7-0-0)

B. Pier Review Bill.

D.Pichette stated the initial agreement was that the applicant would pay up to $2,500.  Brief discussion ensued.  D. Pichette stated the balance would be $600.  He would like to know if the Commission wants to pay this balance.  Discussion ensued.  D. Pichette will look into the matter.

C.  Certificate of Appreciation.
P. Florindo would like an acknowledgement letter & a thank you or a Certificate of Appreciation to P.A. Landers for donating the dense grade material & to Robert McDuffy for donating the trucking for the parking area project.

MOTION:
P. Florindo moved the Commission write a letter of appreciation to P.A. Landers & Robert McDuffy.  J. Connolly seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (7-0-0)

C. Blackmore Pond/Farrell Court

M. Ponte expressed concern re:  a boat ramp at this site.  It is Town owned land.  He saw someone putting in a boat.  Discussion ensued.  It was stated that the Harbormaster issued a 5 mph. limit on Blackmore Pond.
IX. ADJOURNMENT

MOTION:
J. Connolly moved to adjourn the meeting.  L. Caron seconded.

VOTE:  Unanimous (7-0-0)

_______________________________________
Douglas Westgate, Chairman

WAREHAM CONSERVATION COMMISSION

Date signed:  __________________

Date copy sent to Wareham Free Library:  __________________
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