CITY OF GLOUCESTER
  CONSERVATION COMMISSION 

MINUTES
                WEDNESDAY September 3, 2014 - 7:00 PM

                 City Hall, 2nd Floor, Kyrouz Auditorium

                  Robert Gulla Chair

Members Present:  Robert Gulla, Chair, Ann-Jo Jackson – Absent, John Feener, Helene Shaw-Kwasie, Robert Sherman, Charles Anderson, Barry Gradwohl

I. 1-5 minutes, review of amended, updated or final information, status reviews, modifications, signing decisions, etc. – 48 Presson Point: Discussion of seawall materials change - the applicant provided a revised drawing indicating limits on the sizing of the boulders that are to be used in construction of the seawall, contrary to originally provided plans.  The Commission found the revised drawing to be adequate and agreed it could be inserted into the approved Order without further amendment.
II.  PUBLIC COMMENT  - None 
III
MINUTES REVIEW - None
IV
Block 1* CONTINUED Projects

A. CONTINUED RFD: 23 Marble Road: Submitted by Mary Kay Dyer (Represented by Self) for the purpose of rebuilding a deck and adding a set of stairs. (Map 75 Lot 27 & 28).  At the request of the applicant a motion was made to continue this hearing until September 17, 2014.  Motion was made, seconded and carried unanimously. 

B. CONTINUED NOI: 16 Cambridge Avenue: Submitted by Jeff Weiss (Represented by

Gateway Consultants) for the removal and reconstruction of a dwelling, replacement of driveway, landscaping and 4 foot high masonry wall. (Map 119 Lot 46) – a revised drawing was submitted showing the speciation and location of previously requested mitigation plantings.  There was also some concern regarding preservation of conditions in tidal pools and “the chasm” on the rocky shore to ensure no impact by siltation.  The Commission, as a condition of approval, requested before and after pictures of these areas and a pre-construction meeting to discuss concerns with the Conservation Agent.  With these conditions a motion was made and seconded to approve the Order of Conditions, motion passed unanimously. 
C. CONTINUED NOI:  15 Mount Locust Place: Submitted by James Davis (Represented by Hayes Engineering) for the purpose of installing two retaining seawalls (Map 140, Lot 25). Applicant will also discuss the discrepancies of the previous permit and how to bring that permit/project back into compliance with approved plan so it can be issued a certificate of compliance.  At the request of the applicant a motion was made and seconded to continue this matter until the October 1, 2014 hearing.  Motion passed unanimously. 

D. CONTINUED NOI: 97 Leonard Street: Submitted by Richard Novak (Represented by John Dick) for the purposes of wetland restoration, remodeling and landscaping. There was substantial discussion regarding the work that needed to be done to address the violation order.  Mr. Novak agreed to remove all offending materials from the wetlands area (i.e. non-cultivated area and the area immediately adjacent to the drainage ditch.  The agent was tasked to monitor the work and make sure it was done appropriately.  Restrictions were placed on sections of the property to allow it to remain in its natural state (i.e. no mowing, raking etc.).  Fencing will be allowed at the perimeter of this area.  Once this work is done the applicant will consider revising the NOI based on what new work is proposed at the site.  At this time it appears as though the originally proposed addition will not be constructed.
E. PERMIT EXTENSION REQUEST: 23-1897: 35 Niles Pond – After much discussion the Commission agreed that although further consideration regarding “armoring the causeway” for protection against anticipated storms was beyond the scope of the current extension request, the current state of the causeway was such that repetition of the previously allowed procedures (i.e. “clawing back” sand and debris from the Niles Pond side of the causeway to re-establish the dike for the purposes of foot and mechanical traffic) would be acceptable for an additional three years.  Motion to approve extension of the current NOI was made and seconded, and passed 5-1.  The applicant was advised that any further extension was unlikely and that more detailed technical and regulatory analysis would likely be required the next time a permit was sought to continue work on dike protection/restoration.

V
Block II* NEW Projects

A. NEW AMENDMENT: 28- 2226: 159 East Main Street: Submitted by AmeriCold (Represented by Cleengineering) for the installation of pilings and the removal of the concrete deck of a pier. (Map 63, Lot 26).  The Commission reviewed the drawings, noted that all work was in previously developed areas and that the proposed work was basically replacement of existing structures.  The Commission asked that a boom be placed on the water underneath the work to prevent loss of floating debris, further controls being unnecessary as concrete slabs would be imported to the site and placed, not poured.  Motion to approve NOI made and seconded, and approved unanimously.
B. NEW RDA: 16 Barker Street: Submitted by Dean Snell (Represented by Self) for the removal of a barn to outside the buffer zone.  (Map 164, Lot 5).  The Commission noted the generally limited scope and scale of the project, and requested that special care be taken to minimize soil “scraping” and contact with an old oak tree when the barn is pulled of its current concrete supports.  Previous sonotubes are to be dug up and removed and the holes filled with stockpiled soils and revegetated.  Subject to these conditions a motion was and seconded made to approve a negative determination, motion passed unanimously.
C. NEW NOI: 51 Causeway Street: Submitted by Don Sudbay (Represented by Gregory Cefalo) for the purpose of adding a commercial building to commercial site. (Map 233, Lot 61).  Based on a request made by the applicant, a motion was made and seconded to continue the hearing to the September 17. 2014 meeting; motion passed unanimously. 

D. NEW RDA: 61 Shore Road: The agent noted that this matter has been withdrawn by the applicant.
E. NEW NOI: 3 Windward Point: Submitted by Daniel O’Connor (Represented by Self) for the repair of a seawall. (Map 131, Lot 17). – the Commission was very concerned about the impacts of broken or loosened concrete, or the escape of pumped concrete, on the rocky intertidal shore area underneath the wall.  The applicant prepared and introduced a work procedure sequence document explaining the steps that would be taken to prevent these materials from falling into the intertidal resource area.  Additional procedures that were required by the commission included limiting and concrete pumps to the “driveway” side of the house and having spill kits (absorbent pillows) available for mechanical pumping equipment in case of a release of lubricants or fuels.  No equipment is to be allowed near the wall or immediately adjacent to the resource area, i.e. all concrete and related materials are to be pumped from a more remote location on the other side of the residence on the property.  In addition the commission requested plantings along the upper boundary of the existing sea wall to capture and infiltrate stormwater runoff; a planting plan is to be submitted before construction and must be designed to “spread over” the entire planting bed (approximately 18 inches wide all along the top of the sea wall, in three years.  Subject to these conditions, motion made and seconded to issue the Order of Conditions for the proposed work, motion passed unanimously.
F. NEW RDA: 5 Laurel Street: Submitted by Lydia Dall (Represented by Gateway Consultants) for the installation of a tight tank. (Map 220. Lot 147). Again noting the limited nature of this project, the commission directed that standard erosion control measures be installed during construction and that any excavation holes or depressions will be backfilled with clean soil and sand and then be grassed or otherwise planted over with native species.  Motion made and seconded to grant a negative determination; motion passed unanimously, 
G. NEW NOI: 137 Bray Street: Submitted by Roberta Cousins (Represented by Gateway Consultants) for a septic system repair. (Map 247, Lot 2).   Recognizing that this residential lot is quite small with little available area in which to site a new septic system (notwithstanding its closeness to the nearby resource are), the Commission was generally on agreement that the project could be approved based on the narrative and drawing offered by the applicant.  Motion made to approve the NOI made and seconded, and the motion passed unanimously 
H. NEW RDA: 10 Overlook Avenue: Submitted by Eric Muniz (Represented by Gateway Consultants) for installing a tight tank. (Map 236, Lot 90). The proposed project replaces an outdated and non-functional cesspool with a proposed “tight tank” in approximately in the same areas as the existing cesspool.  Noting the positive advantages to the environment with this approach, and with no conditions outside of normal erosion control measures during construction, a motion was made, seconded and passed unanimously to grant a negative determination.
I. NEW NOI: 75 Dennison Street: Submitted by Helene Dionne (Represented by 

Wetlands and Land Management Inc.) for the purpose of repairing a seawall and installing a seasonal dock and float. (Map 115, Lot 15).  The Commission was primarily concerned about the impacts of construction equipment accessing the site for the placement of the new boulders on the sea wall, the applicant attesting that most of the work would involve primarily re-stacking the existing boulders so that it could provide firmer support to the land area behind.  The applicant was advised to keep equipment as far away from “the edge” as reasonably possible.  The commission supported the applicant’s plans to add plantings to the edge of the slope for soil stabilization and for habitat purposes.  Discussion ensued regarding the type and placement of the proposed dock.  The applicant agreed to apply the sizing indicated on the Notice of Intent, not the larger dock/float indicated on the site plan, and that the recommendations of the Shellfish Constable on use of non-toxic materials would be complied with.  Dock and gangway ae to be removed seasonally.  Subject to these conditions a motion was made, seconded and unanimously approved to issue the Order for this project.
J. NEW NOI: 26 Rockwood Lane: Submitted by Joel Ray (Represented by Wetlands and Land Management Inc.) for the purpose of constructing a dwelling and renovations. (Map 145 Lot 60 & 61).  The actual amount of increased impermeable area associated with the proposed construction activities at the site is approximately 600 square feet.  The Commission was concerned about the possibility of run off from this new roof area and additional stone pavers that would be added, with the net effect of possibly increasing runoff towards the resource area.  Mitigation plantings were proposed for the site, primarily in the area of the “stone steps” to intercept and promote infiltration of this flow.  It is noted that the area is well vegetated so there was limited need to add plantings for habitat preservation purposes.  Conventional erosion control procedures must be followed during the construction period.  Subject to these conditions, a motion was made, seconded and voted upon unanimously to approve the Order of Conditions,
VII.
AS TIME PERMITS: COMMISSION BUSINESS
A. Requests for Letter Permits/Modifications. - None
VII.     AGENT’S REPORT ON VIOLATIONS: Updates/Investigations - None
VII. CERTIFICATES OF COMPLIANCE
A. Duplicate EO Release for 4 Stanwood Point (Previously issued but not recorded) Signed by the Commission)
B. 28-2146 16 Keystone Road (2 Duplicate Originals)
C. 28-1243 59-61 Grapevine Road

D. 28-2082 28 St. Louis Avenue

Motion made and seconded, and voted upon unanimously, to grant all requested Certificates of Compliance upon the recommendation on the Conservation Agent.
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