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Conservation Commission
781-982-2100

Minutes
February 23, 2015
Buckley Room
7:00 p.m.

Members Present:  Joe Feeney, Chair, Kathy Creighton, Denis Bergin, Russ Forsythe, Jerry Kelliher, Bill Stone
Absent:  Mike Noonan
7:00 p.m.  Continued hearing, #84-486, 999 Adams Street - Russ Wheatley's office requested to continue the hearing to April 13, 2015.  Motion to continue to April 13, 2015 made by Kathy, seconded by Denis, unanimous.
Continued request for extension of Order of Conditions on #84-409, 121 Randolph Street, Bay State Square LLC.  Atty. Shawn Reilly - they did the requested site walk, and have had to continue for several cancelled meetings due to snow.  Kathy - had requested information on hazardous clean up.  Representatives from Nova Armstrong, Matt Alger, environmental consultant, and David Mackwell from Kelly Engineering were present.  Kathy - what's occurring with hazardous waste cleanup?  She wasn't able to see anything on the DEP website.  What's contaminated?  She would like to get copies of reports, and have them explain what the plan is to clean up the site.  Matt Alger - they finished comprehensive site assessment and finished phase 2 in 2008.  They did quite a bit of assessment work and the building was demolished.  There were still issues such as metals and petroleum  contaminations in the former metals reclamation area, a half moon area at the back of the property with a fence.  The fence is still existing.   The river comes down from the north west and splits into two.  There is a chain link fence that separates the wetland area from the building area.   There is  nothing in the ground water, but they are installing four  additional ground monitoring wells.  There are three viable wells now.   They have on the schedule to do two inch geo-probes this time.  Kathy - do they have samples of soil, sediment and surface water?  Yes, but they are taking more for assessment of lead, mercury and pH. They need to do a stage 2 ecological survey of the river.  Not all remediation is done.  Any underground storage tanks - no.    
Atty. Reilly - clean up is being done by new owners; contamination was done by prior owners.  They are before the board to continue with the cleanup process and clean up the wetlands area.   Kathy - if there is anything that needs to be removed or they decide to put in some sort of treatment system, they would have to come back to board.   The  remediation evaluation report will be done in April.  Kathy - wants copies of any reports .  Questions on stream - it looks like they are relocating stream, but a lot of it is still going to be underground.  Currently the stream flows under the building in two locations.  One location will be closed off as a kind of overflow , and then the stream will be extended 60-80 feet.  It will then go underground in two pipes that connect.  It won't go under a parking lot or building, just an emergency access only, which will be paved.   There is compensatory storage in NOI.   it's on uphill side of building.   River location was reviewed on map.  Compensatory storage area is adjacent to the BVW associated with the stream.  Relocated line was pointed out.  
Denis - did DEP have reservations about change in location of river?   DEP was concerned that flow would be discontinued in a portion of the site, which they addressed in their final plan.   
Kathy - is replication only associated with the new alignment of the river?  Yes.   There are details on plantings on the site development plans on the detail sheets.  They are putting down a geo-fabric liner to stabilize the stream bank.  It is porous with sections of large openings to stabilize the soil.  The plastic degrades over time.   A landscape plan was submitted with the NOI.  Kathy - looks like drainage channel on the plan.  It will be ten feet wide on the bottom, 3:1 slopes stabilized with the geo-web, which had been coordinated with the previous commission and the DEP agent.   Denis - thought it was very well done. 
Kathy - as far as storm drainage calcs, how did they come up with the compensatory storage specs?  She is concerned with flooding issues.    David Mackwell explained process for compensatory storage.  For every vertical foot that you fill in the flood plain, you need to provide a similarly hydraulically connected compensatory storage area.  If you fill at elevation 0-1, you need to replicate from elevation 0-1 in an area that is hydraulically connected so that when the water backs up from downstream, it has the ability to get to where you have provided compensatory storage.   The performance standards are that you do it in one foot incremental basis throughout  the areas that you need to displace in existing flood plain.  They take a look at that volume and find new volume that is in a similar location elevation wise.  Kathy - wondered if someone had modeled the flow of the stream.  No - but the river starts well upstream and continues well downstream.  This is one small piece of land in a very big watershed.  They tried to mimic the existing conditions - making sure the ability of water to impound during a flood is not implicated to put the burden downstream or upstream on others, and to mimic the characteristics of the way the water can convey through the site.  The channel is an extension of the existing channel.  They aren't trying to solve upstream or downstream flooding; they are trying to make the situation as close to existing conditions as they can.   Stormwater calcs will show work within the site and amount of runoff associated with the site won't impact the downstream or adjacent properties.  It will insure that the quality of the runoff is treated to the standards, and to ensure that new impervious areas are mitigated for peak runoff rate that flow would leave the property.   Kathy - is concerned with downstream impact.  They aren't making the situation worse, but they are making it a point source discharge, rather than over the entire site.   It would be wonderful to get the site cleaned up, but she is worried about the flooding.  There have been floods in this area before.       They weren't able to go past the fence uphill where they are going to build because the fence was locked.   They had proposed onsite sewage treatment and disposal, but there is potential for connecting to sewer.  They still have a permit for the treatment.   Kathy -  there was sludge pond from the ice cream shop on the site.  It was just by-products from ice cream, not hazardous.   There will be a building in that area.
Motion to extend 84-409 to January 28, 2018 made by Denis, seconded by Russ.  Kathy  didn't agree,  wants material on hazardous waste and flooding.   This is very complicated and she is not comfortable.   Denis - he has read entire file, and the board has spent two meetings on this.  The applicants will provide copies of requested material for everyone.   All the information is available on line, but Kathy couldn't find it.  Shawn - their engineer submitted all this information to the town consulting engineers, it went through Conservation, Zoning and the Planning Board, and there were numerous hearings.  If there are changes to the plan or things they discover in the clean-up, it will come back to the Commission.   They are asking to  continue the process for extension, and will be back with updates.  Vote - 5 ayes, 1 opposed (Kathy).  
Request for Certificate of Compliance, 84-472, Memorial Arch.  Doug Ulwick - worked with the town to oversee the work and will continue to as the work continues restoring the Memorial Arch at Island Grove.  Adam Packard, Chapman Waterproofing, also attended.  Work was done under order of conditions, with worst case scenarios proposed, which they did not encounter.  Actual cleaning of monument was done without chemicals, just high pressure clear water.      The concrete injections and restorations went as planned.  They had a lot of issues with color matching.  The only chemical used was the anti graffiti coating that was put on the end, which was applied with brushes and rollers.  They will be back before the board with an RDA for the bronze work.  Russ - he went out there two to three times a week and they did a good job.  Doug - was happy with the results.    
Motion to issue Certificate of Compliance on 84-472 made by Jerry, seconded by Russ, unanimous.
Request for Certificate of Compliance, 84-358, Existing MEC right-of-way/Plymouth Street, Mass. Electric Co.   Tracy Duarte, representing Mass. Electric Co., dba National Grid - project was originally permitted in 2004.      Alicia Marando, 1105 Plymouth Street - wondered if they were doing anything new.  No.   
Motion to issue Certificate of Compliance made by Bill, seconded by Russ, unanimous. 
Meeting with Panduka Dubare re 225 Brockton Avenue.  Mr. Dubare did not attend the meeting.    Board was concerned that cars are parked up to the river.  A letter will be sent to Mr. Dubare to come to next meeting.   Cars are parked too close to the river.  
NOI,  Borrego Solar, to construct two ground-mounted solar electric generating systems on Assessors Map 22, Lots 35 and 36, to include security fencing, gravel access road, solar modules mounted on racking secured to the ground, to cover approximately 8 acres of the 15.5. acres in the two parcels.  The interconnection point to the National Grid distribution system is on Rockland Street and a linear overhead pole line will extend from the systems, with access to the site from Karen Lane.  There will be minor impact to BVW, the 100 foot buffer zone and riverfront area.    Motion to open made by Denis, seconded by Kathy, unanimous.   
Dave Albrecht, professional registered engineer with Borrego Solar - they haven't received any green cards back yet, thought they went out last week, and no DEP # has been issued so far.    They have two parcels and are proposing two ground  mounted solar systems.   Site doesn't have address at this time; they  refer to it as 198 Karen Lane, 0 Rockland Street.  It is 15.5 acres in total.  Properties are both owned by the Mary Elizabeth Rourke Investment Trust .  The topography  runs from northwest towards southeast and portions to the north.   
Wetlands were delineated in November.  BVW was delineated, but there is also a perennial stream and bank (wetlands flags referred to as AHW), almost same as BVW.  It is all connected.   Green indicates 100'  buffer zone.  100' and 200' riverfront lines shown on plan.  The FEMA floodplain limit is off site.  
Mr. Albrecht gave brief history of project.  They are designing it, constructing it, operating it and maintaining it for National Grid.  They have a lease with the landowner that will be passed on to National Grid when the project is complete and ready to operate.  There is a fence around entire site.     They are proposing 5400 solar panels, 30 panels to a rack.  They are doing a 5 x 6 rack.   It is augured in the ground with four 6-6.5 foot long galvanized screws, minimally disturbing soil, and they are easily removed.   Typically these projects have a minimum of a 20 year lease, plus extensions.   They are tilted at 20 degrees, spaced 15-22' apart .  They maintain no shade from the southerly rack to the  next rack.   They are trying to offset peak in the afternoon, catching the sun as it comes around to the west.      
It is fully surrounded with an 8' high chain link fence, mini mesh - 1 inch mesh, so no one can climb it.  They are 6 inches off the ground to allow small mammals to run in and out of the wetlands.  Borrego will maintain it for National Grid and come in several times a year, mow the fields and maintain vegetation on the outside of the fence.  They will minimize height of grass, clear and grub inside the fence and remove stumps. They have different type of seed mix that they use.  Outside the fence, they cut trees and leave the stumps.   
Access would be off Karen Lane, with a gravel access road and turn around for the Fire Department and operation and maintenance vehicles.  They will be adding turn arounds to the plans.   This would be a compacted gravel base and standard for National Grid access.  They have two electrical equipment areas on site, inverters which convert electricity from the sun, transformers, a neutral ground reactor about  4.5 square high on concrete pads, about 800 s.f.    There are no offices, site is unmanned.  They can tell by remote monitoring  what the production is.   Borrego does the maintenance and cleaning of panels with water.    No chemicals are used to clean panels.   There are no fertilizers, no pesticides used on site.  
They will be doing very little grading for access road.  They need to minimize shade so are clearing.  They will cut trees, but leave stumps in the ground.  They have permission from Cape Cod Lumber to do that on their abutting property, clearing, but not grubbing, so not to disturb the soil.  They will interconnect with distribution system on Rockland Street, mostly underground.  They will go above ground when they reach the wetlands.   There is an island of upland within the wetlands.  They will put pole on north and south side of wetlands.  
The buffer zones overlap each other and 0-100' riverfront.  They will clear trees and stumps where the road will go.  Permanent access needs to be graveled.  They  will modify plan to note road.   They need 15' on either side of poles to be cleared.   Gravel road would be 12' wide, with clearance of 20 feet.    They are looking to put up between 11 and 15 poles in the buffer zone.  Plans show 30'.  David - referred to WPA Sec. 310: 10.53.3.c.   There is an alternative analysis in the NOI which was reviewed.   
They have reduced the width of the clearing, they got the road to a minimum of 12' which National Grid would accept, with minimal grading, just to put the road in.  During construction there will be orange safety fence.  In addition to silt fence, they are going to grind stumps and create a berm with wood chips and place it up-gradient of the silt fence.   The wood can be spread out when the project is done.  It will stabilize the site.  Stumps will be allowed to re-vegetate up to a point.    
Will be going to Planning and ZBA.   The Planning Board will have peer review.  Under CMR 10.53.3d, it is a limited project.    They aren't replicating the 100' riverfront area.  They are going to maintain what's there.  There is a culvert under the road, drainage from Rockland Street that discharges into it.  There are guardrails on both sides, and catch basins.  Under 10.58.4d.1a - at a minimum an area of 100' of undisturbed vegetation is provided.   They aren't able to do that here.  It doesn't impair the capacity of the riverfront area to support wildlife habitat functions.  They aren't proposing any fences or structures to impede their ability to and fro.  They aren't disturbing the soil.       
Kathy - asked about stormwater.  David - they have a wooded and wetlands condition now.  They are going to be removing the trees, grubbing it and reseeding it.  In the area that they aren't removing stumps, they are putting in 800-1,000 s.f. of concrete pads and also putting in gravel roadway.  There are different tributary areas here.  To protect the roads, they put in two small swales, grass lined swale with cobble bottom.  They created several depressions.  They are rain gardens in essence.  If they were larger they would call them detention basins.   They are 2-2.5 feet deep.  There is no outlet control structure.  They modified the gravel roadway in two locations, 40' wide, compacted gravel with geo textile stabilization fabric below that.  On each side, there is a pressure treated 2 x 6, 40' long on each side of the road, staked into ground with 2 x 2 pressure treated lumber every 35', and 2 x 6 is nailed into that.   They don't account for any infiltration into the ground.   They haven't done test borings, don't account for infiltration as part of design.   Kathy - water table in Abington is high, especially in the spring.  David - they looked at that.  The river is at about 122-124.  They haven't done any geo-technical work out there.   They design for the worst case.  If they were driving piles, then they would do a full geo-technical analysis.   
They will be disturbing just over an acre of land, so they will be filing a stormwater plan with the NOI with the EPA.  They will do reporting on site.  He has checked the Natural Heritage Map.  There is almost 120,000 s.f. of riverfront area on parcels; you are allowed to impact 10%, which they have, but that number will go down, will be recalculated.  
Kathy - board can't verify the wetlands line due to several feet of snow.  David - they would like to be completed by end of July.  Probably 4-5 months of construction.   They are before the Planning Board on March 2nd.  Kathy - suggested waiting for Planning for review engineers.   Dave - will come back to give update on March 9th.  
Motion to continue to March 9th at 7:00 p.m. made by Denis, seconded by Kathy, unanimous. 
Minutes:  Motion to approve December 8, 2014 made by Russ, seconded by Jerry, unanimous.      January 12, 2015 - motion to approve by Bill, seconded by Jerry, unanimous.
Correspondence:  
Route 18 correspondence (Kathy took to read)   
Severe weather declaration.  
LEC re 1212 Bedford Street.
Correspondence on 12 Temple Street.
Plymouth County Mosquito Control 
Letter from A. W. Learned, re 202 Col. Hunt Drive 
There were no building permits signed or site visits. 
Motion to adjourn at 9:20 p.m.  made by Kathy, seconded by Russ, unanimous.
Respectfully submitted,

Nancy Hurst
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