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Conservation Commission Minutes of June 13, 2012


Town of Norfolk

Conservation Commission

One Liberty Lane

Norfolk, MA 02056

Meeting of June 13, 2012
	Commission Members
	Others

	John Weddleton ---chairman ------present
	Janet Delonga –agent---present

	John Wayne --------vice chair------ present 
	Marie Simpson – Ad. Asst. present

	Joyce Terrio ---- Clerk      ---------present
	

	Daniel Crafton ----member --------present (7:45)
	

	Ellen Friedman -------Member-------- present
	

	Patrick Touhey --- member ---------  absent
	

	
	


The duly posted meeting convened at 7:35 p.m. in room 105C at the Norfolk Town Hall. 

Mr. Weddleton announced that the meeting is being audiotaped.
PUBLIC HEARING:

7:35 P.M. 106 Main Street – DEP & NCC #240-526 – The applicant forwarded an e-mail message to the office consenting to a continuation of the hearing(e-mail correspondence in case file). Mrs. Terrio made the motion to continue the public hearing to July 11, 2012 at 7:30 p.m.  Mr. Wayne seconded the motion.  The vote on the motion was unanimous. .
MINUTES:

Mrs. Terrio made the motion to accept the Minutes of May 23, 2012 as drafted.  Mrs. Friedman seconded the motion. The vote on the motion was unanimous.
VOUCHERS:
The members signed the voucher for the Agent’s payroll for the month of May, 2012. 
PUBLIC HEARING:
7:45 P.M. 8 (LOT 4) Tailwind Circle (NCC #2012-01).  The Notice of Intent was filed under the Norfolk Wetlands Bylaw only for alteration within 100 feet of Land Subject to Flooding (LSF).  Mr. Ron Nation, the Applicant, was present.  Abutters to the project signed an attendance sheet, which was entered into the public record for this filing.
The Agent questioned Mr. Nations on a number of administrative issues prior to the presentation.  The outstanding issues were: documentation that the Order of Conditions for the Norfolk Landing subdivision was submitted to the Commission; abutter notification in the application packet listed the Country Gazette as the newspaper in which the advertising of the public hearing would appear; the owner’s signature needs to be included on the application and an engineer’s signature is required on the plan of record.  Ms. DeLonga noted that the plan submitted to the Board of Health was of a different date than the one submitted to the Commission.  Mr. Nations stated that he does not believe that the revised plan submitted to the Board of Health showed any more impact to the buffer resource than the plan submitted to the Commission, but he would submit the revised plan to the Commission so that all of the review boards would have the same set of plans. Ms. DeLonga also noted that the current zoning bylaw depicts the floodplain on the airport property at 140 feet.  The bylaw was recently amended at the May Town Meeting and the floodplain elevation in that area will be 138 feet.  As the bylaw has not been approved by the Attorney General as yet, this filing addresses a flood elevation of 140 feet in this area. 

The groundwater elevation around and behind the house on Lot 4 was shown to be at 44 inches on the plan with a two minute per inch perk rate. Mr. Weddleton stated his concern with how the roof runoff was going to be accommodated.  He noted that there would be a problem if the runoff is directed to the cultec boxes as the bottom of the cultec system may be within the groundwater. There are no details shown for the cultec system on the plan.  He suggested moving the roof drains to the front of the house.  

Mr. Weddleton questioned why the house foundation could not be shifted towards the street and more to the right on the lot to get more of the house out of the buffer zone.  The 20 foot setback to the leach line would still be maintained.  The shifting of the foundation and the moving of the roof drains would get as much of the project as possible out of the buffer zone of the floodplain. Mr. Nations noted that he is open to any changes. This area has a high water table.

The proposed house on Lot 4 will have a walk out basement.  The setback from the street would be 78 feet.  The front setback on Lot 5 would be 50 feet.  No retaining walls are proposed for either lot.

Mr. Nation will investigate the possibility of shifting the location of the proposed house to get it as far out of the buffer zone as possible.  Currently the entire house is located in the 100 foot buffer to the floodplain.  It is not known what the water table is in the front yard. 
Mr. Nation was asked to provide the amount of disturbance to the floodplain buffer.  There would be no changes to the actual floodplain.  There would be at least 6 feet of fill placed in the buffer zone of the floodplain.  The mitigation for the disturbance in the buffer could be the creation of the new pervious area created with this subdivision. 

Sarah DelMastro, an abutter, questioned what changes would occur to the project and the floodplain once the revised bylaw takes effect as the flood elevation would change from 140 feet to 138 feet.  Mr. Weddleton noted that the Applicant filed under the old floodplain bylaw, which was stricter than the revised bylaw.  The pervious areas created as a result of the subdivision will help the entire area as there would be more area for infiltration.  
Ms. DeLonga asked Mr. Nation to compute the total amount of impervious area and the amount of pervious area created.   Mr. Nation noted that one of the proposed house lots within the subdivision currently lies wholly within a paved area. He estimated that 42,000 square feet of pavement would be removed.
Ms. Judy Ross, a River Road abutter, was invited to come to the office to view the overall subdivision plan. 
Lauren Beaver, a River Road abutter, questioned if the flood maps were revised and where can he view the maps. 
Ms. DeLonga requested copies of the revised plans that were submitted to the Board of Health.  A plan is also required to show the revised location of all changes discussed this evening.   Mr. Nation stated that he would be able to submit the revised plans within the week. 
Mrs. Terrio made the motion to continue the public hearing for Lot 4 Tailwind Circle to June 27th at 7:30 p.m. Mr. Crafton seconded the motion.  The vote on the motion was unanimous. 
10 (Lot 5) Tailwind Circle public hearing (NCC #2012-02).  The Notice of Intent was filed under the Norfolk Wetlands Bylaw only for alteration within 100 feet of Land Subject to Flooding (LSF).  Mr. Ron Nation, the Applicant, was present.  

Mr. Nation noted that this project will have less than ½ of the impact to the buffer zone than Lot 4.  Almost all of the project lies outside of the buffer. He noted that all of the work would be out of the buffer zone if elevation 138 feet was used as the floodplain line. 
Ms. DeLonga noted that the items outlined in the first public hearing would apply to this project.  She also requested the amount of pavement to be removed. 

Mrs. Terrio made the motion to continue the public hearing to June 27th at 7:32 p.m. Mrs. Friedman seconded the motion.  The vote on the motion was unanimous. The public hearing adjourned at 8:23 p.m.  

NEW BUSINESS:

Community Preservation Committee Update. Mr. Crafton noted that the last CPC meeting dealt with the affordable housing situation and the down payment assistance program. 
ACTION ITEMS:
Ms. Katherine Riendeau, a resident in the City Mills Pond area on Main Street, was present. She presented a photograph of City Mills Pond depicting the vegetation within the pond. Ms. DeLonga had also submitted photographs of the pond last week.  She noted that the weeds were never this abundant in the past. Ms. Riendeau noted that beaver dams have prevented the flow of water over the dam.  She stated that it is impossible to fish in the pond whereas in the past this was a pleasant place to fish.  Now the area is infested with insects. She stated that environmental people should get rid of the beavers and cleanup the pond.  Mr. Crafton noted that there are anti-trapping laws. He noted that the solution is to treat the pond for the invasive weeds, which costs a great deal of money. He noted that other ponds in the town are experiencing the same problem. 
NEW BUSINESS:
Turtle Crossing Signs – The Administrative Assistant reported that a resident had been calling the office with concerns of turtles attempting to cross certain streets in Norfolk where there are no signs warning motorists of their presence.  There are two turtle crossing signs on Union Street.  Mrs. Friedman gave examples of areas where there are known turtle crossings. The Commission discussed that there be no graphics on the sign as that encourages theft. 
The Commission noted that turtle crossing signs should be placed on Union Street and Lawrence Street in both directions.  Mr. Weddleton noted that Ms. Friedman and Mr. Crafton should comprise a turtle sign committee.  They would be responsible for determining where the signs should be located.  Mrs. Friedman will check out areas in the town.  The Department of Corrections and the DPW will be contacted for the price of the signs.  The Commission members determined that there should be no turtle graphics on the sign as it encourages theft.   It was discussed whether painting a turtle on the street would be effective.  The sign would simply state that the area is a turtle crossing zone.  
OLD BUSINESS:

180 Union Street.  Mrs. Friedman had observed a stockpile of gravel in the front yard at 180 Union Street.  The driveway to the house is not within the 100 foot buffer zone but it is located within the second riparian zone of a Riverfront.  The homeowner had also recently paved the driveway.  The office researched the Orders of Conditions and noted that there was no condition that stated that the driveway could not be paved.  The plan of record notes that the driveway would be paved with pervious asphalt.  The driveway pitches toward and street and grass has been planted on either side of the driveway. After a brief discussion it was determined that the Commission would not contact the homeowner. 
8 Lake Shore Drive – Ms. DeLonga will contact Earl Sholley and set up an appointment for an inspection. 

Truck tanker in wetland complaint – an anonymous call was received by the Police and Fire Departments regarding a truck in the wetlands.  The Wrentham Fire Department covered the call as the Norfolk Fire Department was not available.  A truck was reported to have used a hose in the wetlands in the vicinity of Valley Street.  The Wrentham Fire Chief did a pH test that showed an elevated number.  It was discussed that the property at the corner of Valley Street and Pine Street was recently hydroseeded.  There are fertilizers and perhaps weed control pesticides in the hydroseed mix.  The Norfolk Fire Chief had contacted Emergency Response from DEP Central Region who then visited the site and took photographs. 
Bylaw Regulations Revision – The final version of the regulation revisions with regard to mitigation and paving within a wetland resource was reviewed again.  The original vote on this matter was taken on May 9, 2012.  
CORRESPONDENCE:

Correspondence was received from the homeowner at 88 Cleveland Street reporting smells emanating from the adjacent pig farm. It was determined by the Commission that the Agent should again conduct a site inspection with the Animal Inspector and Building Inspector.  The Agent had conducted an initial inspection with the Animal Inspector and the Building Inspector but they did not enter the property as the homeowner was not home.  If the homeowner does not grant the Agent permission to inspect the property, the Commission may have to take the next step by contacting DEP.  It was determined that the Commission should also try to contact the resident at 88 Cleveland Street to view the pig farm from his property.  The Commission will contact Natural Heritage following the site inspection.

Mrs. Terrio made the motion to adjourn the meeting at 9:15 p.m.  Mr. Wayne seconded the motion.  The vote on the motion was unanimous. 
________________________________,
Joyce Terrio, Clerk

In accordance with the requirements of G.L. c.30A, §§ 18-25, approval of these minutes by the Board constitutes its certification of the date, time and place of the meeting, the members present and absent, the matters discussed, and the action taken by the Board with regard to those matters (if any).  Any other information contained in these minutes is included for context only.  Notes memorializing deliberation or discussion of any matter are in the summary form and may include inaccuracies or omissions.  Where proof of the content of a statement is required, a tape recording or transcript should be consulted, if available. 

