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The following provides a recap and summary of the October 10, 2017 Site Visit.

Attendance:

Ann Marton, LEC Environmental Consultants, Inc.—ZBA Peer Reviewer

Doug Packer, Newbury Conservation Agent—ZBA Member

Mary Rimmer, Rimmer Environmental—Applicant’s Environmental Consultant
Joe Abe, formerly of TTI Environmental, Inc.—Applicant’s Engineer

Pat Huckery, MA Division of Fisheries and Wildlife, Abutting Property Owners, was originally scheduled to join

us, but at the last minute was unable to do so.

Site Visit:
During the Site Visit we:

1. Reviewed the on-site wetland boundaries and made a few changes;

2. Discussed aerial interpretation of off-site wetlands on parcel R-20, Lot 81 for extension of the C-Series

wetland to properly locate the 100-foot Buffer Zone on the site;

3. Discussed the potential extent of historic illegal filling on parcels R-20, Lot 75 and R-20, Lot 76 and impacts

to fill and replication required for the project;

4. Discussed means and methods for establishing the boundary of ILSF associated with the A-Series Wetland;

5. Discussed detailed topo data collection in the A-Series Wetland to establish the vernal pool boundary;

6. Discussed detailed topo data collection in the D-Series Wetland to establish the vernal pool boundary;



7. Established a high water elevation proximate to flag D9 to form the basis for evaluating the extent of the

Vernal Pool contained in the D-Series Wetland;

8. Discussed the importance of establishing an accurate Vernal Pool boundary to ensure compliance with Title V

setback standards and Stormwater Management Policy Setback and Discharge Standards for Critical Areas;

9. Discussed the need to ensure balanced post development watersheds to maintain existing water budgets for

the adjacent wetlands and vernal pools, and

10. Debated the merits and appropriate timing for certification of the Vernal Pools contained within the A-Series

and D-Series Wetlands.

Action Items for the Applicant’s Representatives/Deliverables:
1. Revised existing conditions Site Plan depicting the wetland boundary changes (Items 1 and 2 above);

2. Review and research historic aerials supporting the boundary of the BVW prior to illegal filling.  This

information should be presented to the ZBA and the boundary be added to the Existing Conditions Site Plan.

This is necessary to accurately account for wetland filling and provide sufficient Wetland Replication (Item 3

above);

3. Calculations and documentation supporting the boundary of ILSF within the A-Series Wetland including

compliance with DEP Program Policy 85-2 including properly accounting for the presence of groundwater

above the surface when establishing the boundary of the ILSF if using calculations versus highest observed

elevations (Item 4 above);

4. Plans showing the detailed topo and elevations used for establishing the boundary of the Vernal Pools

contained within the A-Series and D-Series Wetlands (Items 5 through 7 above);

5. Revised Site Plans and Stormwater Management demonstrating compliance with the appropriate standards to

ensure protection of the Vernal Pools (Items 8 and 9); and

6. While the Applicant has consented that sufficient biological data has been collected to certify the Vernal

Pools contained within the A-Series and D-Series Wetlands and has verbally committed to designing the

project to properly protect these pools, actual certification of these Vernal Pools should occur ASAP and prior

to filing a Notice of Intent Application with the Newbury Conservation Commission in order to ensure proper

regulatory authority for protection under the Massachusetts Wetlands Protection Act.

Since the site plans are in flux, we did not discuss specifics relative to the project design and I have not reviewed

any site development plans.  However, I would be remiss if I did not mention at this juncture that revised plans

and supporting documentation should fully detail and demonstrate compliance with the MA Inland Wetland

Replication Guidelines.

I hope this recap proves helpful to the ZBA as they review the proposed project and to the Applicant’s
Representatives as they prepare revised plans and supporting documentation.  I will continue my review of the

project upon receipt of updated plans and supporting information.


