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 Conservation Commission Meeting

Sharon Community Center

October 15, 2015 - DRAFT

Peg Arguimbau, Chair, Meredith Avery, Keevin Geller, Alan Westman, Linda Orel and Stephen Cremer were the members present. Betsy McGrath was not present. The Conservation Administrator, Greg Meister, was also present.

Meeting started at 7:45pm
7:45PM – RDA, Columbia Gas
Dana Altobello, representing the client.  Columbia Gas is proposing to replace gas mains within portions of Ames, Quincy and Cottage Streets.  Approximately 1600 linear feet of gas main will be replaced with polyethylene gas mains.  The project work will be performed within existing roadways or shoulders.  Portions of the project will be within 100 feet of a wetland or 200 feet of Massapoag Brook.  Delineation of the wetlands was performed by Brad Holmes in August of 2015. An open trench method will be used.  There will be no piles or open trenches.  There will be no work during rain.  Erosion control methods will be put in place. The project should last approximately 2 weeks, depending on the weather.  Pipes are being replaced due to age.  Current pipes should last over 100 years. 
Motion:  To issue a Negative Determination per plan.

Geller, Westman 6-0-0

Motion: To close hearing

Cremer, Avery 6-0-0

Approval of Meeting Minutes - September 17, 2015
· Page 4, 2nd bullet point – Strike “but housing”.
· Page 4, 3rd  paragraph from the bottom. Replace “under 40B developments” with ‘To permit developments under Chapter 40B of the MA General Laws’

Motion: to accept meeting minutes of September 17, 2015 as amended. 
Westman, Cremer 4-0-2

8:00pm – Notice of Intent, 126 Morse Street, DEP #280-05
Proposed construction of three single family homes.

Applicant asked for a continuance to the meeting scheduled for November 5th at a time to be determined.
Motion: to continue hearing to November 5, 2015.

Geller, Cremer 6-0-0
8:15PM – 669-675 So. Main Street, CHA Assisted Living,  DEP #SE280-05
Applicant has asked for a continuance.  Applicant will notify office when they are ready.
Cremer, Westman 6-0-0

October 1, 2015 meeting minutes.

Motion: to accept meeting minutes of October 1, 2015 as written. 
Geller, Westman 3-0-3

Rules and Regulations:

Arguimbau received word from K. Connolly.  Arguimbau made a couple of suggested changes to R&R and will email Commission members with the updates. Members should read through the letter to ensure that all changes are acceptable.

Two to three copies of the Bylaw and Regulations should be left at each location (Community Center, DPW, Library, Post Office).  Copies should reflect that they should not be removed.

At the October 29th meeting, what should be noted and highlighted are the changes which are new. 
Brickstone Development Agreement (DA) Discussion.
There were a couple of Letters to the Editor in last week’s Sharon Advocate regarding Brickstone and the DA. An email was received from Natural Heritage (on file) listing their concerns and Arguimbau mentioned correspondence that had been received (on file). 

Based on prior discussion with the Commission, and concern of residents and abutters, Brickstone revised the DA and took out and created a separate document regarding gifting of land to the Commission for the Commission to sign.  This document was emailed to Commission members earlier today.

Arguimbau read the one page agreement aloud (agreement on file) and opened up the floor to members for discussion.
Concern from Commission members and abutters continues to be:

· The developer has not defined where the project is to be located.  

· If Natural Heritage does not agree with developers plans, how would that affect “gifted land”.
· Will gifted land qualify as a “CR”.
· Monetary value of land?
· Why is the Commission being asked to sign, and why must Commission sign now, why can’t they sign after project has gone before ZBA and Natural Heritage? (According to Gelerman, the DA is an executed document as it was signed by the BOS and signature of Commission is not required to proceed).
· Process seems convoluted.  This process has not been done with other developers.

· Concern this agreement is for Public Relation reasons.  That by the Commission signing the DA acknowledging receipt of “gifted land”, it may be perceived by town residents and boards that the Conservation Commission supports this project.

· The layout of the project is fragmented. Land is considered Priority Habitat and fragmentation does not make sense from an environmental standpoint.
· Commission has always worked with developers to ensure developments make sense.  Why has Brickstone continually refused to sit with Commission and Natural Heritage?
· An NOI will need to be filed, and will also be able to comment during ZBA review process.

· If Brickstone sells off to another developer, there is concern that at this time we do not know where storm water and such will be put.  (Concern that current layout gives perception that Commission approves the plan as presented).

· Litigation is still ongoing, but perception of signing may show that Commission supports the development.

· Without knowledge of what Natural Heritage thinks or the ZBA, it does not make sense to sign.
· Email from Natural Heritage noting concerns with respect to the project were read (on file).
· An offer from the Commission was extended to Brickstone to meet with Commission and Natural Heritage but they declined.
· Location of Vernal pools on plans?

· What is the Difference between Town Land (for Municipal purposes) and Conservation Land.
· Concern with developer building trails.
· Who will hold CR?
Motion: Moved to indefinitely postpone signing document until such time as we have a better understanding of what is being asked of us and we have received feedback from Natural Heritage.

Cremer, Orel 5-1-0

Motion: To adjourn this portion of the Commission meeting (9.20pm) and reconvene at the Water Advisory Meeting.  To adjourn at conclusion of Water Advisory Meeting.

Avery, Westman 6-0-0
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