STURBRIDGE CONSERVATION COMMISSION

Draft Minutes for May 1, 2008

Members Present:  

David Barnicle (DB), Chair, David Mitchell (DM), Vice-Chair, Ed Goodwin (EG), Donna Grehl (DG), Frank Damiano (FD)

Also Present:

Erin Jacque (EJ), Conservation Agent, Alfred J. Laskowski, William Tetreault, Rita Tetreault, David Roberts, and Dan Prouty

7:00 PM – OPEN MEETING

DB read public hearing statement.

· CPA, Zoning Study Committee, and Lakes Advisory Committee update(s):

EG stated there were no CPA updates.

DB stated there were no Zoning Study updates.

DM stated there were no Lake Advisory Committee updates.

· Approval of Minutes: 
MOTION:
 Moved by DM, seconded by DG to approve the April 17, 2008 minutes as amended.



 Vote 5/0
7:30 p.m. Public Hearing – NOI DEP 300-774:  Construction of two building additions totaling 762 sq. ft., an 891 sq. ft garage, two pervious paver patios and a pervious paver walkway with associated site work at 94 South Shore Drive.  Jalbert Engineering representing W. Tetreault.

David Roberts of Jalbert Engineering was present on behalf of the applicant; also present William and Rita Tetreault.

· EJ read correspondence from the Planning Department stating that a Special Permit/Variance may be required from the Zoning Board of Appeals.  EJ stated that the increase in the size of the house should require additional plantings in the 25-foot no disturb zone.

· Roberts stated the area is in Natural Heritage jurisdiction and information has been submitted to Natural Heritage.

· DM stated that the footprint is a significant expansion.

· DG stated that the entire area floods and also stated that there is a nearby vernal pool.

· Roberts explained the existing driveway and the proposed roof drains.

· DB asked if EJ’s recommendation was mitigation for the increase in footprint in the form of plantings.

· EJ stated that she recommends significantly more in the way of plantings to increase the 25-foot buffer.

· DB stated that the Commission will take a site visit on Sunday and asked that stakes be installed.

· DM stated that the footprint is doubling, and asked Roberts if that was a correct interpretation.

· Roberts stated yes, and also stated that the applicant would like to increase the size of the pervious paver patio from what is shown on the current plans.

· EJ stated that such a dramatic increase in the footprint should require the sacrifice of some lake access. 

· FD stated that there should to be a larger buffer.

· DM asked if there was a dock.

· EJ stated there was a small concrete pad.

· DB asked if Roberts would like a continuation.

· Roberts stated yes.

Public Hearing Continued to 8:15 p.m. on May 22, 2008.

7:45 p.m. Public Hearing – NOI DEP 300-771:  Construction of 20,000 sq. ft. industrial building with associated parking, utilities, stormwater systems and site work at Technology Park Road.  Para Land Surveying representing One Picker Realty Trust.  

Richard Para and Dan Prouty were present.

· EJ reviewed the comments in the stormwater review memo dated April 30, 2008 based on the stormwater report submitted on April 29, 2008.

· Para responded to comments, and stated that revisions would be submitted.

· EJ asked if the snow storage area would be directed toward treatment.

· DB asked about the location of the snow storage.

· Para stated that Mr. Josti stated the snow must be directed away from the sediment forebay.

· DM asked what the Water Quality Elevation was in the Grassed Channel.

· EJ stated it would be a storm event, which flushes the buildup of debris from the channel.

· DM asked how the WQE is determined.

· Para stated it would be determined based on the watershed size and the size of the specific project location.

· EJ stated she thinks it is based on a 1” to 3” storm but is not positive on how the storm volume is calculated.

· DB asked if revisions are necessary.

· EJ stated that the revision to the elevation of the sediment forebay is necessary, but the additional items are discretionary.

· *DM stated he would like more information on the water quality storm elevation.  DM asked who would be responsible for the operations and maintenance plans.

· Prouty stated that landscapers frequently take care of maintenance.

· DM stated that he would like some ideas as to O&M plan management updates.  DM suggested that photographs be submitted after maintenance, or have one person be the designated “point person” to contact if there is an issue or concern.

· DB stated that he does not want the applicant to be in a position with the new regulations to have to come back with multiple revisions.  DB stated that he hopes that now that the applicants representative is familiar with the new regulations, multiple revised plans will not be necessary in the future.

· DG asked about the definition of the emergency spillway.

· EJ stated that the emergency spillway is for volumes that exceed the 100-year flood level.  EJ stated that there is another “first point of discharge” and the emergency spillway is a secondary discharge point.

· Prouty cited an example of a previous stormwater project where many of the issues of concern were addressed.

· DM asked about the access around the infiltration basin and the emergency spillway.

· Para explained the reduction in size of the access on one side.

· EJ explained that according to DEP the only area of the basin that needs to be outside of the 50-feet is the infiltration portion of the basin.

· DB asked how the Commission should proceed.

· EJ stated that the Commission could approve the permit conditionally or wait for revisions that address the outstanding issues.

· DM stated he thinks there are enough revisions that the Commission should wait for plans.

· EG stated that he wished that the maintenance plan had been reviewed at the last meeting.

· EJ stated that she only received the stormwater report two days ago, and had to rush to complete the review before the hearing.

· DM stated that revisions should be submitted to EJ and if everything is revised the plan should be approved on May 22nd.

· DB requested revisions as soon s possible so the hearing can be closed on May 22, 2008.

Public Hearing continued to May 22, 2008 at 8:30 p.m.

OTHER BUSINESS
Discussion on scheduling meetings in June, July and August

The Commission set the following meeting schedule through September 2008:

· June 5, 2008 at 7:00 p.m.

· July 10, 2008 at 7:00 p.m.

· August 14, 2008 at 7:00 p.m.

· September 11, 2008 at 7:00 p.m.

· September 25, 2008 at 7:00 p.m.

New Recording Secretary
EJ informed the Commission that Nancy Brunell (NB) the new Recording Secretary started this past week and is working on the January 10, 2008 minutes.  DM asked if she would be attending the meetings.  EJ stated she spoke with DB about it and feels that with only 10-hours per week it would not be time efficient for her to sit through meetings in addition to transcribing them in the office.  DM suggested that NB attend at least two meetings to get a feeling for how the meetings are run.  EJ stated she would like a chance to catch up on the backlog in the office before she comes to a meeting because NB’s hours are very limited.  DB stated the concern is the limit of hours she has to work.  DM stated he would like for her to attend two meetings.

Speaker at the Big Alum Lake Association Meeting – July 5, 2008

DG stated that she recommended to the Big Alum Lake Association that they request a representative from DEP to attend.  DB stated that if he were around that weekend he would attend if no one else could.

Tantasqua Regional School District – DEP #300-742:

EJ explained that an Order of Conditions was issued to TRSD for the improvement of drainage on the fields.  EJ stated that the application and the wording in the approval covers work on the fields as an “umbrella” Order of Conditions.  EJ stated that the district facilities manager at Tantasqua submitted plans and after reading the OOC she believes that the proposed improvements fall under the scope of the original order.  DB stated that he supports approving this under the scope of the original Order of Conditions and thinks the drainage improvements will help to stabilize the fields.  *DM suggested approval under the condition that EJ take photos of the ditch before the work so we have a record of how the drainage is working for projects in the future.  EJ suggested that the Commission issue a letter stating that the work as proposed is within the scope of the original Order of Conditions.  *DB asked EJ to draft a letter.

May 5, 2008 Meeting with Board of Selectmen to discuss the branding of trails

DB stated he would be going before the Board of Selectmen with the proposal to create a branding logo for town open space.

Plaque at the Hein’s Conservation area

EJ provided sample plaques to the Commission.  DM suggested two plaques be ordered in case one gets damaged.  EJ stated that the metal plaques cost a few hundred dollars.  DG stated metal would be nicer.  DB stated he would like to keep the towns business local.  EJ stated that she thinks that the “stone” plaque is more natural looking.  DM suggested trying to match the color of the plaque to the natural stone on the site.  The Commission decided to have a stone plaque installed at the Hein’s Farm Conservation Land kiosk.  EJ informed the Commission that she ordered the benches in hopes that they would arrive by trails day.  DB gave an update on the trails work, and the branding proposal.  DB suggested waiting for the branding before doing a large size map for the kiosk.

Requests for Extension of Order of Conditions

DEP #300-637 – 113 Breakneck Road

EJ read extension request.  DB stated that he supported a 1-year extension for the applicant to complete construction.

MOTION
Moved by EG, seconded by DM to extend Order of Conditions for DEP #300-637 for 1 year.



Vote 5/0

Letter Permits

79 Main Street – Patio – 

EJ noted that a letter permit request was received for a pervious paver patio on 79 Main Street.  EJ explained the proposed plans.

MOTION
Moved by DG, seconded by EG to approve the submitted letter permit and allow the installation of a pervious paver patio.



Vote 5/0

19 Hamilton Road – Removal of trees – 

EJ explained that a letter permit has been received to remove two 100-foot tall pine trees on Hamilton Road.  EJ explained that an appeal from the next-door neighbors has also been received requesting that the Commission permit the trees to be removed.  FD stated he is concerned about how the trees removal will affect the lake.  DG stated any tree could be cut down because it presents a danger.  EJ stated that she thinks the neighbors are concerned about the liability of the situation.  EG stated he would like a site visit.

Site visit scheduled for 9:00 am on Saturday morning.
15 Lauren Lane – Removal of Trees, installation of pool and play area – 

Alfred J. Laskowski was present.  Laskowski explained that he is requesting permission to do some tree clearing, install a swimming pool, shed and a play-scape/area for his children.  EJ explained that there is a vernal pool just over 100 feet from the location of the proposed tree clearing.  EJ stated that since the area is outside of Wetlands Protection Act jurisdiction that a letter permit was submitted for the work.  Laskowski explained the planned location for the tree removal and site work.  DG recommended that the applicant put something that floats in the pool, due to potential for abundance of frogs, mice and salamanders.  

MOTION:
Moved by DM, seconded by EG to issue a letter permit with the following conditions.

1.) For the filling or draining of the pool water must be pumped.  Water cannot be drained.

2.) Erosion controls must be installed into the tree line.

3.) No stockpiling of earth on the site.

4.) Additional plan must be submitted which shows the dimensions of the pool, concrete around the pool and the measurement of the distance to the house.

Vote 5/0

MOTION:
Moved by DM, seconded by EG to convene in executive session under MA General Law Chapter 39, section 23 B, Paragraph #3, to discuss pending litigation, and not to reconvene in regular session.  



Vote: 4/0/1



FD in favor.



EG in favor.



DM in favor.



DB in favor.



DG abstained and left the room.
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