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Conservation Commission

One Liberty Lane

Norfolk, MA 02056

Meeting of June 25, 2014
	Commission Members
	Others

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

	Joyce Terrio—----V. Chair ------ present  
	Marie Simpson –Ad. Asst.----------present

	Patrick Touhey ----Member ----- absent
	Jay Talerman – Associate ----------absent

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

	Michelle Lauria --- Member ---- present


	


Others present:  Peter Diamond – 84 Seekonk Street
The duly posted meeting of the Norfolk Conservation Commission convened at 7:30 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.
APPOINTMENT

7:30 PM – Cease and Desist - 106-108 Main Street.  A Cease and Desist letter, drafted on 6/18/14 by the Agent, was forwarded to the owners of 106 and 108 Main Street as it was discovered that soil disturbances/testing was conducted within the buffer zone of the BVW and ponds on the two properties.  The Commission requested that the owners of the properties and the prospective owner of 108 Main Street attend this meeting to discuss this matter.  An e-mail was sent to the Commission by Peter Chipman, the owner of 106 Main Street, requesting that this letter be discussed at a future meeting as the parties who could speak to the testing activities were not available.  Mr. Crafton noted that the property owners are responsible for activity on their property.  
Scott Goddard, of Goddard Consulting, was present.  He stated that he represents both Applicants to the properties.  He stated that he spoke to the Applicants and they requested that he attend the meeting and speak to the Commission about the nature of the activities.  Mr. Weddleton noted that the letter was sent to the owners and both were requested to attend the meeting.  This discussion will be continued to July 9th  at which time the owners and Mr. Goddard will be present. 
Mr. Goddard noted that the Applicants intend to submit a written request to withdraw their Notice of Intent application prior to the next scheduled public hearing on July 23rd.    The properties are being sold and will be withdrawn from the permitting process.  Mr. Weddleton stated that the letter to withdraw must be signed by both applicants. 

Mr. Goddard stated that they will file an ANRAD to address the wetland delineation issue. 

Mrs. Terrio made the motion to postpone the discussion on the enforcement letter to July 9, 2014 at 8:00 PM.  Mrs. Lauria seconded the motion. The vote on the motion was unanimous. 
PUBLIC HEARINGS:

7:40 PM ---18 Medway Branch (Bylaw filing).  Mr. Stu Clark from Princess Engineering represented the Applicant, the Norfolk Municipal Housing Trust, to construct a driveway to a single family house within the 50-100 foot buffer resource to Land Subject to Flooding.   Mr. Stuart stated that he did not design the site plan locating the house and driveway.  The site plan was produced by Andrews Survey.  The proposed house will be constructed by Pulte Home to be an affordable home.  The resource falls under the jurisdiction of the local wetlands bylaw only. 

Mr. Clark stated that approximately 1,500 square feet of impervious area would be constructed within the buffer to the flood zone.  Due to the topography, they are proposing approximately 5,000 square feet of regrading in the buffer.   They do not feel that they are removing any flood storage capacity by the regrading.  

Mr. Weddleton questioned why the driveway could not be moved 20 feet closer to the lot line to avoid the necessity of fill and regrading in the buffer.  He noted that moving the driveway would reduce construction costs as well.   Mr. Clark stated that he did not design the plan; he was only representing the Affordable Housing Trust in this matter.  Mr. Clark asked that this be added as a condition of approval. 
Mark Comeau from Pulte Homes noted that the 100 foot well radius could impact this project.  Mr. Weddleton noted that the well radius only affects septic systems.   There are two drinking water wells on neighboring properties that affect the location of the septic system on the lot. 
Ms. DeLonga noted that the buffer zone lines are incorrectly marked on the plan. She noted that the flood zone was shown on the plan to be 193.7 feet.  She had conducted some research in the Commission files and found documentation that the flood zone as 195.5 to 196 feet.  She invited the Applicants to come to the office to view the documentation and flood study.  She stated that she does not want stormwater runoff to impact the neighbor’s driveway due to the topography.  She would like to see the driveway contours match the contours of the neighbor’s driveway.  She recommended that the existing erosion controls be removed as they are no longer being used and may block vernal pool species.  She requested that the stockpile of fill area be shown on the plan.  Mr. Weddleton requested that the driveway be pitched away from the flood zone. 
Mr. Weddleton asked if the Commission wanted to close the hearing prior to receiving a final plan.  The members wanted to see a final plan prior to closing. Mr. Clark will contact Andrews Survey regarding a revised plan.

Mrs. Terrio made the motion to continue the hearing to July 9, 2014 at 8:10 PM.  Mrs. Lauria seconded the motion.  The vote on the motion was unanimous.  

7:55 – 69 Leland Road (DEP & NCC #240-553).  James Nieva from Dunn-McKenzie represented the Applicant.  Also present was Russell Waldron from AES.  A revised plan was presented to the Commission. 
Ms. DeLonga noted that the mitigation plantings should not be at the pond’s edge. The limit of work was moved up.  The planting box will need to be revised. Mitigation plantings can be planted along the side lot lines. 

The proposed two bedroom house footprint and notation needs to be shown on the plan.  Mr. Nieva stated that the existing house will be extended into the “slab area”.  This new impervious area needs to be shown on the plan.  

The Applicants have not filed septic plans with the Board of Health.
Mrs. Terrio made the motion to continue the public hearing to July 9, 2014 at 8:15 PM.  Mr. Crafton seconded the motion. The vote on the motion was unanimous.  

8:05 PM - 20 Valley Street ANRAD (DEP/NCC #240-554) – The revised flagging has not been completed.  Attorney Cacavarro sent an e-mail requesting a continuation. Mrs. Terrio made the motion to continue the hearing to July 9th at 8:17 PM.  Mr. Crafton seconded the motion. The vote on the motion was unanimous. 
APPOINTMENT:
8:10 PM – Eagle Scout Candidate Garrett Schneider was present as was his mother.  Garrett proposed reconstructing the two existing footbridges to access the Lind Farm. He will need to contact the Wrentham Development Center as one of the bridges is on state land.  The other footbridge is on proposed open space at the Saddle Ridge Estates subdivision.  This is still private property.  Several photos of the footbridges were reviewed. He will remark trails as necessary and create an official map of the trails on the Lind Farm.  He would also like to construct an informational kiosk. He will also remove trash on the site.
Mr. Crafton will be the contact person for this Eagle Scout project. He gave Garrett his contact numbers. 
The bridges will be approximately 8 feet long by 6 feet wide. He will have to submit the design and material specifications to the Building Inspector for prior approval. 

Garrett plans to have 5-8 scouts helping him with this project.  He will commence in late August and finish by the end of November.  He is to keep the Commission posted of the progress. 
VOUCHERS:

The Commission reviewed the estimate from Tree Tech Inc. to remove a large rotted pine tree on the Kunde Conservation Land near Tucker Road.  Mrs. Terrio made the motion to accept and approve the quote from Tree Tech to remove the rotted tree for the amount not to exceed $1100.00.  Mrs. Lauria seconded the motion. The vote on the motion was unanimous. 
MINUTES:

There were no completed minutes to review.

NEW BUSINESS:
Mr. Crafton reported that several residents from the Highland Lake area had attended a recent Community Preservation Committee meeting (CPC).  The residents informed the CPC that they replace the flash boards to the dam every year but someone keeps removing the boards.  The lake has receded to just mud in areas.   Mr. Weddleton noted that at a recent Board of Selectmen meeting attended by residents and Barbara Bartholomew, the Selectmen agreed that locking the boards would be a good idea.  Mr. Crafton stated that a Notice of Intent must be filed with the Conservation Commission to draw down a body of water.  

The Commission reviewed a draft clarification to the Wetland Bylaw Regulations that authorizes the Commission to require wetland delineations to be flagged or reflagged during the growing season.  Clarification will also be drafted that requires the entire site to be shown on a plan filed with the Commission.

Mr. Weddleton stated that he conferred with the Town Planner and learned that Open Space parcels are conveyed to the Town at the time of street acceptance of the subdivision.  This timing is problematic. The timing procedure and follow up for conveying the open space needs to be clarified and possibly revised by the Planning Board.  
The Commission reviewed the draft brochure prepared by the Recreation Department outlining the Town of Norfolk requirements and criteria for Eagle Scout Leadership Service Projects.  The draft was approved by the Commission. 
Mrs. Terrio made the motion to close the meeting at 8:55 PM. The motion was seconded by Mr. Crafton. The vote on the motion was unanimous. 
______________________________________,

Patrick Touhey, 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. 
