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Conservation Commission

One Liberty Lane

Norfolk, MA 02056

Meeting of March 14, 2012
	Commission Members
	Others

	John Weddleton –Chair ----------present
	Janet DeLonga ---Agent ------------present

	John Wayne—----V. Chair ------present  (8:25 p.m.)
	Marie Simpson –Ad. Asst.----------present

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

	Dan Crafton --------Member -----present
	

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

	Patrick Touhey ----Member ----- absent
	

	
	


The duly posted meeting of the Norfolk Conservation Commission convened at 7:35 p.m. in room 105C at the Norfolk Town Hall. 
Mr. Weddleton  announced that the meeting was being audiotaped.  Said announcement being pursuant to G.L. c.30A, §§18-25, the Open Meeting law.
Public Hearing;

7:35 p.m. Town Pond Improvements:  Rob Truax from GLM Engineering and Ann Proto, the Norfolk Recreation Director were present.  Mr. Truax stated that the Notice of Intent was filed to clean up the area of town pond to make it accessible for fishing and walking.  No swimming is proposed.  The beach area would be cut back and new beach quality sand would be brought in.  There would be about 40 feet of horizontal beach frontage cleaned.   The chips from the brush and saplings would be used on the trails.  

The gravel path to the beach is now overgrown.  The path would be cleaned and made handicapped accessible.  Any trees overhanging the path and any trees damaged by past storms would be pruned back.  Vehicle access to the pond would be provided for emergencies.  The town center drainage is directed to and cleaned by an upstream vortechnics structure and discharged to the stream encircling the pond. Natural springs feed the pond.   During a 100 year storm the stream around the pond could overflow and enter the pond. 
The project also involves cutting back the overhanging tree branches along the bank of  the pond to accommodate fishing docks.  No vegetation in this area would be clear cut.  A footbridge would access the path and the pond. The bridge would probably be constructed of trex decking.  A vocational school would probably help with the construction of the docks. If the school is not able to do the project then this could be an Eagle Scout project.

A gravel surfaced parking area would be upgradient of the pond.  Handicapped parking would be provided.  No paving of the parking area or paths are being proposed. 
Mr. Weddleton questioned if the saplings around the pond would be cut down or pulled out by the roots.  Ms. Proto stated that Lycott would spray a chemical on the root ball of the trees that would prohibit regrowth but would not kill the roots.  
Mr. Weddleton noted that DEP also requested a cross section of the fishing docks.  Mr. Truax stated that the docks may have log footings.  Mr. Weddleton noted that either way a design/diagram must be provided to DEP and the Commission.  Ms. Proto stated that she has met with a boyscout who wants to do an Eagle Scout project.  He would be interested in working on the existing path/trail on the south side of the pond.  This trail is well defined but needs to be cleared.  She noted that a footbridge over the weir may be part of the project as well.  

Ms. DeLonga will conduct a site inspection on the path areas to determine where siltation barriers would need to be installed. 
Ms. DeLonga presented the following concerns regarding the project and the application. 

· The abutters’ list was prepared for 3 separate parcels for this project

· The property owner is the Town of Norfolk Conservation Commission.  The NOI needs to be signed by Mr. Weddleton.
· Only work in the buffer zone was indicated in the application.  This is incorrect.  Depending upon how the fishing docks are constructed there may be more impact to Bank.

· The elevation of the pond is shown to be 185 feet.  Older information in the Commission’s files show the pond elevation to be 163 feet.   The new FEMA elevations indicate the flood elevation to be 162 feet.

· Wetland flags have been installed at the site but are not shown on the plan

· Oriental Bittersweet vines were observed around the berm to the pond.  Lycott could possibly remove the invasive vines. 

Mr. Truax responded that he listed all 3 contiguous town owned lots near the town pond. The driveway to the town pond has been removed from the property of the adjacent property owner (Chipman/106 Main Street).  The driveway is located on a separate lot from the Town Pond. 

Mr. Truax noted that the project would be disturbing approximately 45 linear feet of Bank.  He stated that they want to keep all disturbances to the Bank to less than 50 feet.  He will also investigate the wetland flags on the site. Only the branches overhanging the pond will be removed.  The branches near the dock areas will be cleared. 
Mr. Crafton noted that Google Map shows the pond area to be larger than what is shown on the site plan.

Mr. Weddleton read the memorandum from the Fire Chief, dated February 22, 2012 into the record. (letter is filed in the case folder on this matter).  The Fire Chief recommended that a wireless emergency call box be installed at the site given the remoteness of the area. Ms. Proto and Mr. Truax were given a copy of the memorandum.  Ms. Proto will investigate an emergency call box for the area.   

Ms. Proto stated that Lycott will be filing a Notice of Intent with the Commission for weed control in the pond. Mr. Truax will conduct a site inspection with the Commission’s agent.  A revised plan shall be prepared.  Mr. Crafton noted that Aquatic Control Technologies (ACT) had conducted a biological assessment of town pond.  A copy was forwarded to Lycott Environmental by Mrs. Proto.
The Commission discussed aeration of the pond.  Ms. Proto stated that she is investigating using solar power instead of electric.  She noted that the pond could be stocked with trout but it would have to be done every year.  The pond will have to have more oxygen testing.  If the spring feeding the pond is flowing there may not be a need for aeration. 
Mrs. Terrio made the motion to continue the public hearing to April 11, 2012 at 7:45 p.m.  Mr. Crafton seconded the motion.  The vote on the motion was unanimous.   The hearing adjourned at 8:20 p.m.

Gumps Farm Discussion:
Mrs. Terrio recused herself and left the table for the discussion on Gump’s Farm.  Mr. Wayne, who just arrived at the meeting (8:25 p.m.) also recused himself and sat in the audience.  Both members are abutters to the Gump’s Farm property. 
Several abutters from Medway Branch Road and Boardman Street were present during the discussion.  Mr. Weddleton informed the abutters that a building permit was requested for Lot 4 Medway Branch Road, but the plan for the septic system on this lot was shown to be within the 100 year flood zone according to information on file in the Commission’s office. The Commission contacted the Municipal Housing Trust (MHT) and the Board of Health.  A copy of the floodplain calculations for floodplain in the area of Tucker’s Pond off Tucker Road was forwarded to the Board of Health.  The original floodplain calculations for the area around the Tucker Road pond were prepared by William Domey, P.E. 

Andrew’s Surveying prepared a letter, dated March 5, 2012, to the Commission’s chairman, informing him that they determined that the calculations done by Mr. Domey in 1991 used incorrect NGVD datum information (letter on file in Gump’s File folder).  Mr. Weddleton stated that he had informed ASE to formally file with the Commission and present evidence to refute the Domey study.  The Commission would hire an engineer to review the evidence.  ASE decided not to follow that process. 
Mr. Weddleton stated he had a chance meeting with the Board of Health Agent, the Planning Board engineer and the DPW Director this afternoon in the Planning Board/Conservation Commission office about Lot 4 Medway Branch and the ASE letter.  The Planning Board engineer had agreed with the Domey report.  He noted that there would only be one place on the entire lot where a septic system could be located.  The septic system cannot be located at the rear of the lot due to the presence of two private drinking water wells.  
Mr. Weddleton noted that a party had approached the owner of one of the drinking water wells and offered to tie the homeowner to the town’s public water supply.  He was informed that the homeowner had declined the offer.   He noted that ASE now has to redesign the septic system that will comply with Title 5 and the Wetland laws.  This lot was perked in the spring of 2011 but testing was repeated at the end of the summer of 2011.  

Mr. Edward Nolan, a resident of 5 Medway Branch Road, stated that he objected to the Town paying for a new water line for an abutter to the project. He also objected to the number of missteps made in this affordable housing project.  Mr. Weddleton noted that the MHT has the discretion to use funds in the pursuit of affordable housing needs of the town.  Mr. Nolan questioned how all of the Boards could communicate more effectively with each other on this matter and asked if the state could revoke the carte blanche spending authority given to the Trust. Mr. Weddleton noted that the MHT is the only town organization that is able to spend funds without additional town approvals. 

Mr. Weddleton explained that the location of the driveway to the proposed affordable house on the corner of Medway Branch and Boardman Street was changed by the contractor without any notification to the town boards.  The trees on the lot were clear cut to accommodate the new location of the driveway and septic without benefit of permits.  The town insisted on locating the driveway off Medway Branch.  
An abutter stated that they have been unable to follow any meetings on this matter as meeting times have been changed and they were unable to keep abreast of the project.  He noted that some of the meetings were scheduled for afternoons, which makes it difficult to attend any of those meetings.  
Mr. John Wayne of Medway Branch questioned the actual location of Medway Branch street right of way and the location of the proposed septic system on Lot 4. 

Joyce Terrio, the abutter at 57 Rockwood Road, stated that a cease and desist was issued to the developer for clear cutting trees on two lots on Boardman Street and one on Medway Branch. 
Chris Henry, the abutter at 30 Boardman Street, stated that these lots have received more oversight than any other lot in town.  He stated that the builder is doing exactly what he wants. 

The discussion concluded at 8:50 p.m.  Mrs. Terrio and Mr. Wayne returned to the table.
VOUCHERS:

The members signed the Agent’s payroll voucher for the month of February.
MINUTES:
The members reviewed the draft minutes of February 8, 2012.  Mrs. Terrio made the motion to accept the minutes.  Mrs. Friedman seconded the motion.  The vote on the motion was 4-0-1.  Mr. Wayne abstained. 
ACTION ITEMS – NEW BUSINESS:
The Orders of Conditions Extension for Saddle Ridge Estates was signed by the Commission members.  A one year extension was voted by the Commission on March 8, 2012.  The Commission was awaiting the fee for the Extension prior to signing. 
Violations
It was reported to the Commission’s office that the owner of the former Axberg property on Seekonk Street was clear cutting trees on that property.  The new property owner has farm animals.  Ms. DeLonga will do a site inspection.  
OLD BUSINESS

Hunting Bylaw
A Hunting Bylaw was to have been placed on the spring town meeting warrant.  A copy of the new bylaw is not available as yet. .

84 Cleveland Street

No study of the 84 Cleveland Street pig farm operation was ever submitted to the Commission.  The Animal Inspection Officer informed the Commission’s office a few months ago that he would draft a letter to the Commission with his observations of soil disturbance to the pond adjacent to the property.  The Commission will not be taking any action until Chris Wider, the Animal Inspector, drafts a letter to the Commission.  The office will contact Mr. Wider about drafting a letter to the Commission. 
NEW BUSINESS

FEMA has prepared revised flood maps.  The zoning bylaws have more restrictive elevations pertaining to floodplain areas.  
Gumps Farm overview – There was nothing to review at this meeting but the item will be kept on the agenda as the CPC will be making a presentation to the Commission in the future.
Kunde Conservation Forest
Mr. Weddleton stated that the chairman of the School Committee made a verbal request to him that the Commission consider giving the School Committee an acre of land at the Kunde Conservation Forest to be used for a playing field for the H. Olive Day School.  Mr. Weddleton stated that he would refrain from voting on this matter.

After a brief discussion and review of information regarding conservation land management from the Environmental Handbook for Massachusetts Conservation Commissioners  the Commission determined that they would not support turning over conservation land to the school department.  The Kunde Trust stipulated that 10 acres would be dedicated for school use and 14 acres would be preserved for conservation purposes. This was affirmed by a town meeting vote in 1991.
Mrs. Terrio made the motion to deny the request of the Norfolk School Committee for an additional acre of land from the Kunde Conservation Forest to construct a playing field.  Mr. Wayne seconded the motion.  The vote on the motion was 4-0-1.  Mr. Weddleton abstained. The office will notify Shawn Dooley, the chairman of the Norfolk School Committee of the vote. 
CORRESPONDENCE
NStar submitted a letter, dated February 15, 2012, informing the Town of Norfolk that they intend to selectively apply herbicides along the power line right of way through Norfolk.(letter was filed in N-Star folder in Commission’s office)
Notification was received of the 13th Annual Charles River Clean-up day.

The letter from Andrews Surveying, dated March 5, 2012 regarding Lot 4 Medway Branch was reviewed and referenced during the discussion of the Gump’s Farm Development earlier in the evening. 
Mr. Wayne made the motion to adjourn the meeting at 9:45 p.m.  Mrs. Terrio seconded the motion.  The vote on the motion was unanimous. 
_________________________________,

Joyce Terrio, Clerk

In accordance with the requirements of G.L. 39 § 23B, 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. 
