Melrose Conservation Committee

Thursday, August 1, 2002

Present from the commission were:  David Carpenter, Sean Kealey, Paul Locke, Susan Murphy, Bruce Rider and David Valade.  Nancy Naslas was on vacation.

Present from the public were:  J. Peter Regan and his engineer, Elizabeth Wallis from Hayes Engineering.

The meeting came to order at 7:32 p.m.

Paul announced that he wanted to tie up odds and ends and that there was going to be a continuation for a public meeting at 7:45 p.m.  

Minutes

It was asked if everyone received the minutes from July 18, 2002 and if anyone had any comments.  David Valade moved to approve the minutes of July 18, 2002, David Carpenter seconded the motion, all in favor, aye. 

Invoices

Invoice for secretarial services for the month of July totaling $132.00.  Susan Murphy moved to pay the invoice, David Carpenter seconded the motion, all in favor, aye.  

Mail

A letter from Northeast Regional Office providing the DEP file number for 12 Windsor Street.  The number is 217-0126.

A letter from the Board of Appeals notifying the commission of an upcoming meeting to be held on Wednesday, Aug 7, 2002 at 7:45 p.m.  The appeal is for John and Kimberly Nago, 26 Montvale Street, Melrose, for a variance for the construction of an addition to a single-family home.

A letter from Aquatic Control Technology inquiring about the status of their bill that we voted to pay at our last meeting.  Paul was holding the invoice for Nancy’s attention and is now going to talk to Bob Bosielle to find out how to process the invoice to speed up the process to pay the bill.

Other miscellaneous mail was read and passed around.  

Stormwater RFQ Review & Selection Committee

Susan Murphy went to the initial meeting and they went through the proposals and provided their evaluations.  Susan stated that she wasn’t sure where things were left off.  The committee was going to have to decide to either conduct interviews or just decide on a consultant.  

Order of Conditions – 12 Windsor Street

The Order of Conditions was passed out for 12 Windsor Street.  Paul reviewed the property for the commission.  This was a larger property that was subdivided, and we gave them a Certificate of Compliance in June.  Then, they sold the house that they had built on the subdivided property.  Now, the new family came in for a pool that would not to change the elevations.  Paul asked Sean if he had done the Order of Conditions before.  Sean said “no”.  Paul explained that the Order of Conditions is a boilerplate that comes from the DEP and that the Conservation Commission can add additional comments to the form specific to the particular project.  We have a boilerplate, which we attach to the Order of Conditions.  On a project by project basis, we go through the optional ones to see if there are any additional things specific to the project that we would like to add.  

It was decided to go through the Order of Conditions before the public meeting.  

Section I, Clerk of Works – in boilerplate.

Section II, Construction Sequence – they are not doing any compensatory flood storage.  No, but there was some existing on the property.  Should it be put in some language about maintaining the existing elevations?  It is already in the existing boilerplate.  

Section III, Documentation – in boilerplate.

Section IV, Erosion Control – in boilerplate.

Section V, Limits of Project – in boilerplate.

Section VI, Miscellaneous – in boilerplate.

Section VII, Pesticide/Fertilizer – in boilerplate.

Section VIII, Replication/Restoration – in boilerplate.

Section IX, Sanitary Sewers -- in boilerplate.

Section X, Stormwaters – in boilerplate.

Section XI, Perpetual Conditions --  The only thing that was going to be added specific to the project was we are requiring them to have a dry well.

David Valade moved to motion to approve the Order of Conditions for 12 Windsor Street based upon the use of the standard boilerplate, along with the additional clause that they have to put in the dry well.  The motion second by Susan Murphy, all in favor, aye.  The Order of Conditions was passed around and all of the commissioners present signed the Order of Conditions.

Public Meeting -- Request for Determination of Applicability for Hickory Street aka Oak Street

Elizabeth Wallis opened up with passing out the new Assessor’s Map and had highlighted the three lots that were being discussed.  Ms. Wallis asked for comments from the site meeting.  Two members went on the site visit, David Valade and Susan Murphy.   David Valade saw nothing to suggest that these lots are wetlands.  David Valade stated that he saw things that might make him believe that it could be isolated land subject to flooding.  He explained that when you look at the leaves and the depressions, you couldn’t see any of the matting down that you would expect for an area that was wet for a considerable amount of time.  Also, since last fall, we have had some rain falls that would have filled up this low area.  In my opinion, it is not a wetlands and is not isolated land subject to flooding.   

David Valade had one comment about a gorgeous Oak tree that is probably about 150 years old.  This tree is slightly in from Swains Pond Avenue and this tree would have to come down because it is dead center of where the road is.  It was mentioned that there was nothing the Conservation Committee could do to protect the tree but that would be unfortunate if that tree has to come down in the future because of construction.  

Paul Locke asked for any other comments.  Susan Murphy agreed with David Valade that this it was not a wetlands area.  David Valade mentioned the possibility of waste being dumped there many years ago.  David Valade also said that one of the abutters talked about a drainage pipe being present in the area.  David stated that they did not see a pipe.  Paul Locke asked if any neighbors were present at the site visit, and David Valade said “no”.  Bruce Rider had one comment for the consultant.  When it rains and most of the land around that is already built up and you have nice flat lawns and backyards, what do you think the drainage space is for that area?  Ms. Wallis stated that she couldn’t really say.  Water is going to run off of the lawns onto the streets and into the valley where these lots are.  There is no evidence of standing water so the water must percolate pretty quickly into the ground.  Not being familiar with the drainage characteristics of the site, I couldn’t tell you more than that.   

David Valade mentioned that Lot 83 on the Assessor’s Map has a brick wall that is about two-feet high on the corner from where the water would flow from Beech Avenue, through the yard and into the backyard.  There were suggestions that it flows from there and creates great big puddles in this area.  If you were flooding your backyard, this would be the flood and the stone wall would have been pulled out or would have damage.  If this was a solid wall, there is no where for the water to pass through.  So, that was another factor that suggested that the water from this area does not collect in these lots.

David Valade moved to issue a Negative Determination for Applicability.  Bruce Rider seconded the motion, all in favor, aye.

Paul Locke filled out the Negative Determination for Applicability form and passed the form around for the commissioner’s signatures.  The form was then copied and handed to J. Peter Regan.

Request for Determination 

A Request for Determination from the City of Melrose was received for the Ell Pond Committee who works around Ell Pond.  Paul Locke said that he would put the notice in the paper for next week and for the meeting on August 15, 2002.  

Voted

David Valade moved to adjoin the meeting, Bruce Rider second the motion, all in favor, aye.  The meeting was adjourned at 8:10 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Meredith L. Beauchesne, Conservation Secretary
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