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1.  Call to Order

The Chester Inland Wetlands & Watercourses Agency held a special meeting at the Chester Town Hall, 203 Middlesex Avenue, Chester, Connecticut on Monday, June 3, 2013.  In attendance and seated were Al Bisacky, Elizabeth Gourlay, Kris Seifert, Kim Senay.  Anna Sweeney, Wetlands Compliance Officer, was also present.  Chairman Bisacky called the meeting to order at 7:00 PM.

2.  Minutes

The April 10, 2013 Site Walk Minutes were tabled.

Motion by Seifert, second by Gourlay, to approve May 6, 2013 Minutes as written.  Voting in favor - Seifert, Gourlay, Senay, Bisacky.  Opposed - none.  Motion Carried.

Motion by Seifert, second by Gourlay, to approve May 21, 2013 Special Meeting Minutes as written.  Voting in favor - Seifert, Gourlay, Senay, Bisacky.  Opposed - none.  Motion Carried.

It is noted for the record Sally Sanders and Christine Darnell arrived at this time.

3.  Audience of Citizens - none.

4.  Continued Show Cause Hearing - 46 Deep Hollow LLC, 46 Deep Hollow Road - unpermitted regulated activity

Attorney Chris Smith with Shipman & Goodman introduced himself as representative for 46 Deep Hollow LLC.  On behalf of the owner also present is Brian Hughes and Andrew Drabkin, Richard Snarski (wetlands and soil scientist) and Tom Metcalf (engineer).

Attorney Smith noted an on site meeting was held with Cori Rose from the Army Corps attended by Anna Sweeney, Eric Davison, Kim Senay as well as the applicant's entire team of representatives.  A thorough site walk was done.  Additional areas were identified by Ms. Rose to be looked into as far as flagging and additional soil sampling.  Some additional surveying work was requested from Mr. Gates the applicant's surveyor.  

Attorney Smith noted the first concern was the immediate mitigation work to be done consisting of the list previously provided by Mr. Snarski.  All those items were approved for work by Ms. Rose and subsequently from this Agency to move forward with that work.  For the most part, most of that work is done, except for getting the logs removed as they need to find someone to do that.  Mr. Snarski can provide a further update regarding that matter.

Attorney Smith noted the Army Corps contact NRCS for the purpose of coming up with a long range plan for an agricultural use of the subject property.  Ms. Rose asked the applicant not to contact NRCS until after she had contacted them to explain what she was looking for from the applicant.  An email was received from Ms. Rose last Friday identifying the individual she spoke with from NRCS, a Mr. Cruz.  A meeting has been schedule with the applicant and Mr. Cruz for Wednesday morning to review the site and start working on preparing a global remediation plan.  Ms. Rose wants an overall plan so everything can be done at one time going forward.  There would be one application to the Inland Wetlands Agency that Army Corps would be signing off on as part of the NOV process going forward.  Attorney Smith further noted Mr. Snarski performed some additional transects as requested by Ms. Rose.  That information as well as some additional information will be included on the survey that Mr. Gates is working on.  That survey will hopefully be done in about two weeks at which time the information from Mr. Snarski requested by the Army Corps will be added.  Between now and the next meeting anything happening other than generating that survey is slim.  Smith reiterated that just about all the work that Mr. Snarski recommended for the remediation has been done.

It is noted for the record Sally Sanders arrived at this time.

Attorney Smith noted there was another question about an intermittent watercourse going through the center of the property.  It was determined from the aerials that wasn't going through the center of the property, but off to the side.  Mr. Snarski can review this further.  Chairman Bisacky noted he was fine with whatever was agreed upon relative to this matter.

Mr. Snarski reviewed the work to date.  The area where the big wheel rut was smoothed out and seeded.  The open ditch near the logs releasing sediment has been blocked off with hay bales.  They have been putting down a corridor road to allow the truck to come in and remove the logs.  It has been determined they need a crane to do this work and they are attempting to locate someone.  Chairman Bisacky asked if the same equipment could be used that was used to pile the logs there in the first place.  It was noted they were piled in the winter time and now the ground is soggy.  Driving machinery in there now will tear everything up.  The equipment previously used was a skid-steer, nothing like a crane.  It was noted right now the soil is too damp to get anything that heavy in there.   He further noted the goal is to get those out of there as soon as possible.  That was also reviewed with the Army Corps representative who agreed the sooner the logs were removed, then the vegetation would grow.  Chairman Bisacky asked if the logs could be cut to use smaller equipment.  It was noted that process would take way too long.  It would cost less to just get a crane and remove all the logs in one day.  

Mr. Snarski reviewed the intermittent watercourse in the back.  They will get rid of the vertical banks bringing them to a 1:1 by hand and then seed it.  Ninety percent of it has been done and will be seeded.  Snarski noted a lot of the areas are starting to get vegetated naturally.  

It is noted for the record Christine Darnell arrived at this time.

Mr. Snarski noted the area of the brook and the hay bales is ninety percent done.  

Chairman Bisacky asked about the roadway with the steep bank on the side.  Mr. Snarski noted that will be addressed down the road with a whole master plan.  They will work with Mr. Metcalf and the Army Corps to find out how to handle the drainage issue.  He reviewed some of the drainage problems.  

Chairman Bisacky noted it sounded like they are making some good progress.

Attorney Smith noted they would ask the Agency to come back in a month with the survey and additional information added to it that the Corps wanted.  Hopefully Ms. Rose will have had an opportunity to review it before that meeting.  Smith noted when the information is sent to the Army Corps a copy will also be sent to the Agency.  A lot of this going forward will depend on the work with NRCS working with Messrs. Drabkin and Hughes to come up with an overall plan to be accepted by the Corps and the Agency.  

Chairman Bisacky noted the goal would be to get something approvable so any necessary work could be done in the fall or as early as possible.  

Attorney Smith noted they appreciated the Agency's patience in working with them and giving them time to work with the Army Corps at the same time.  He indicated any plan that is satisfactory for everybody will be incorporated into this Cease & Desist proceeding but also with the NOV proceeding.

It was agreed there probably will be an existing conditions plan by the next meeting, but it would be too soon for a restoration plan.  

Motion by Sanders, second by Gourlay, to modify Cease & Desist Order for 46 Deep Hollow Road LLC to change date in Item #6 to July 1st.  Voting in favor - Sanders, Gourlay, Seifert, Senay, Bisacky, Darnell.  Opposed - none.  Motion Carried.

Motion by Sanders, second by Darnell, to move Item #5 to after Item #9.  Voting in favor - Sanders, Darnell, Seifert, Gourlay, Senay, Bisacky.  Opposed - none.  Motion Carried.

6.  Application #13-04 - Chester Point Real Estate LLC, 72 Railroad Avenue - application for demolition and redevelopment of building

Tom Metcalf, Engineer and Surveyor, introduced himself as representative for the applicant and owner.  Also present was Attorney Steve Karlson and Tom Hopkins with BLP Enterprises.  

Mr. Metcalf noted last month the Agency accepted the application.  He did a brief overview of the project highlighting Railroad Avenue, Chester Creek and the Connecticut River.  Metcalf noted the proposal is to tear down the butler building and to reconstruct a new building.  One reason is to meet FEMA regulations administered through local Zoning Regulations.  A requirement is if one makes improvements to a structure that is greater than 50% of the value of the structure and it is in a flood zone, the structure has to be brought up to FEMA standards.  In this case it requires elevating the structure above the flood elevation therefore raising the grade immediately around the building about 4 feet +/- and placing the new building on that.  The building will be in the same footprint with the exception of one area that will now become sidewalk.  The building footprint will become slightly less than what is existing.  

Mr. Metcalf noted in addition the existing driveway encroaches on a neighboring property.  They will be redefining the driveway entrance to get it on to the actual property itself.  There will be a gate at the entrance to monitor people coming and going.  There is a grass area immediately adjacent to the road and then the gravel area.  This area will be defined with landscaping etc.  

Mr. Metcalf noted there won't be any change to the drainage patterns and no regrading of the main portion of the property, only immediately around the building.  The introduction of the landscaping will serve as a filter for any drainage.  

Mr. Metcalf noted the septic system servicing this building will be replaced with a code compliant septic system and increased to accommodate the restaurant use.  

Mr. Metcalf noted they appeared before the Gateway Commission who wrote a favorable letter asking for additional trees to be planted at the point to soften the look from the Connecticut River.

It was noted the restaurant would be seasonal - April 1st to October 31st.  

Chairman Bisacky asked if the parking area was gravel.  The reply was yes except for the handicap area which is hard surface.  It was noted they are trying to define the area between the marina and the restaurant.  There was discussion regarding the surface of the pedestrian area.  

Roof drainage was reviewed.  It was noted there will be no gutters with a lot more vegetation to prevent soil erosion.  The type of vegetation was reviewed.  Mr. Metcalf noted they could install a crushed stone filter area.  Mr. Hopkins noted an alternative would be to install gutters.  Mr. Metcalf suggested a foot deep crushed stone area at the drip line.  Mr. Hopkins noted he would talk to the architects about having a crushed stone area with vegetation.  Chairman Bisacky asked about drainage off the front of the building where there is a sidewalk.  It was noted there would be no gutter at the front of the building.  

A question was asked about awnings.  Mr. Hopkins noted they are trying to stay away from awnings because of the looks.  

Chairman Bisacky noted there were a couple questions last month.  One was the fill as it relates to compensatory storage.  Mr. Metcalf noted he contacted Diane Ifkovic at DEEP who is the FEMA coordinator with the State of Connecticut.  Ms. Ifkovic replied the area of compensatory storage is not required from an area just north of this site down to the mouth of the Connecticut River.  The other question was about the Golden Weeping Willow.  It was noted that was researched and it was a great choice.

Chairman Bisacky noted there was discussion at the last meeting about roof runoff and felt some appropriate details should be included.  Mr. Metcalf noted he would include a detail that will become part of the project plans showing the crushed stone along the drip line.  It was noted the terrace would be permeable pavers.  

Chairman Bisacky noted there were a couple of items - the sidewalk to be permeable pavers similar to those used on the patio on the east of the building, control the roof runoff on the north side of the building and south side of the building at the entrance way so its not erodible (details on the plan).

Motion by Senay, second by Sanders, to approve Application #13-04 Chester Point Real Estate LLC with the condition there be permeable pavers where it is now designated as concrete walkway and the area be non-erodible on the north and south side of the building at the entrance way with crushed stone covered with vegetation or not (applicant's choice).  Voting in favor - Senay, Sanders, Darnell, Seifert, Gourlay, Bisacky.  Opposed - none.  Motion Carried.

7.  Application #13-05 - BLP Properties of Connecticut LLC, 23-25-27 & 29-33 Water Street - application for two new septic systems

Mr. Metcalf noted there was a question at the last meeting about feasible and prudent alternatives and he has since written a letter to the Agency.  He indicated that although this property is relatively close to the municipal sewer system, it is not in an area that requires hooking up to the system.  This would be one of the priority areas if the system ever was expanded, but as of now this property is not required to hook into it.  BLP did look into tying into it.  Mr. Metcalf noted BLP approached the town's WPCA in March of 2011 to discuss connecting to the sewer system.  The WPCA directed BLP to the former First Selectman Tom Marsh who met with Tom Hopkins.  At that time the culvert replacement on Water Street was in the design stage with D.O.T. and Mr. Marsh provided BLP with a draft plan that showed in fact a pipe sleeve would be included in that culvert replacement.  A copy of that plan was attached to Mr. Metcalf's letter.  He reviewed the plan.  In January of 2012 BLP again met with First Selectman Meehan and WPCA Chair Bert Armington to discuss the status of the project.  A set of plans were obtained from D.O.T. and it was determined there was no pipe sleeve.  In fact the culvert was not part of the project and including it at that time would be problematic.  Eventually the D.O.T. decided that could not go back and retrofit that culvert in.  The Town also investigated the possibility of putting in a pipe sleeve but decided it did not want to do that.  Reference was made to two emails, one dated March 19, 2012 and one dated March 23, 2012 wherein the decision was made to not include the pipe sleeve which was a disappointment to BLP.  This was beyond their control as it was a Town/State project.  

Mr. Metcalf noted in discussions with D.O.T. they discussed the placement of a forced main sewer pipe above the culvert.  They investigated that option but there was a concern of freezing as there is only 2 feet of soil from the top of the ground to the top of the concrete box culvert.  They looked into insulating the pipe and after contacting vendors discovered that would not work.  The time for freezing would be relatively short (power outage, pump breakdown, etc.).  They then looked into heat tracing of the pipe but it is not commonly done in this area.  This became problematic as to who would be responsible for what (maintenance, monitoring, administering).  It was decided that was not a practical solution.  

Mr. Metcalf next reviewed jacking underneath the pipe to facilitate the sewer connection.  This is common to large scale projects, but not practical for limited residential use when there are viable areas on the properties for code compliant septic systems.  

Mr. Metcalf noted he felt the code compliant septic systems were a more reasonable solution than going underneath or above the culvert.  He also reviewed the Statutory requirements and definitions for “feasible and prudent.”  Mr. Metcalf reiterated they felt that connecting to the sewer system was a feasible or prudent alternative and for those reasons they are proposing the on site repair.  

Chairman Bisacky asked if they would consider going to North Main.  Mr. Metcalf noted there would be the same issues with the culvert.  Bisacky noted they wouldn't have to deal with the D.O.T.   Metcalf agreed there would be one less bureaucratic thing but it would still involve DEEP, WPCA and the same issues of freezing, jacking, etc.  

Chairman Bisacky noted he reviewed the prior WPCA Minutes and got the impression they tried to accommodate this.  Mr. Metcalf noted they did, but in the end it was their perception that was not a doable perception.  Bisacky noted the WPCA Minutes from August of 2012 indicate it was the property owner's choice not to hook up to the system and WPCA was trying to help them figure out how to do it as it would be a better solution for the long term.  

Chairman Bisacky noted when the sewer service district was set up and the plan was adopted, this property was included specifically because it was a problematic property.  Mr. Metcalf agreed but it was also stated going forward there would be provisions to readily tie into it and that was not done.  The placing of the sleeve under the culvert was not done and that in itself takes away the requirement of connecting to the system.  It was noted that work would actually require being in the wetlands and would be significant.

Mr. Metcalf noted when the D.O.T. realized the pipe wasn't in there they went back and looked at it but had concerns with the DEEP permit.  This could turn out to be a very lengthy process of trying to get a permit with no guarantee.  

Mr. Metcalf reiterated they have compliant areas on the property.  Chairman Bisacky  asked if they had to get a waiver to connect two buildings.  Metcalf noted within the Health Code this is permitted but it requires an exception and is an acceptable method of dealing with two buildings on a common septic system.  

Steve Karlson noted they have put a lot of time and effort into this process and connecting to the sewer was their first choice but they continually ran into these roadblocks.  Chairman Bisacky asked what the stumbling block was.  Mr. Metcalf noted there is the responsibility of the ownership, maintenance, etc.  

Mr. Metcalf asked if this was an area of concern and future expansion, why did the Town drop the ball.  Chairman Bisacky noted this was a State project occurring in the Town.  Metcalf reiterated there was a plan that showed the pipe in it.  Bisacky reiterated this was a State project.  He was not at those meetings but read the minutes just as everyone else.  Metcalf restated someone dropped the ball and they had the reliance that the State was going to put the pipe in.  He noted if this property was that area of concern, why wasn't the pipe put in to sewer this property.  Bisacky stated he didn't know why it was the town's obligation to pursue something that benefits the property owner.  Metcalf noted if this was an area designated for sewer avoidance then the town should extend that sewer and it is not the property owner's responsibility.  

Sally Sanders asked if this property were not as close to the sewer line, was there anything from an engineering standpoint that would not be kosher about the septic systems being proposed.  Mr. Metcalf replied no and in the opinion of the Town Sanitarian and the State Health Department no if they are acceptable.  He noted the separation distances exceed the minimum standard.  

Sally Sanders asked if from the standpoint of the job of the Agency to protect the wetlands, is there something about this proposal that is detrimental to the wetlands.  Is it problematic?  Mr. Metcalf replied no.  It meets Public Health Code requirements.  It has been approved by the local Town Sanitarian and State Health Department and provides sufficient protection for the resources.  Sanders noted she didn't find this particular plan was causing harm to the wetlands.  Bisacky noted he didn't necessarily disagree, but he didn't feel this was the best way to solve the problem.  

Mr. Hopkins noted the WPCA would take ownership of all that property, but the applicant would have to maintain it.  They are asking the applicant to connect to the system, but then maintain it as well as pay to use the system.  It was pointed out there is also the logistic of how does the applicant maintain something it doesn't own.  There is also a question of liability.  

The applicant reiterated they seriously looked at every option and tried to go in that direction but ran into several technical problems.  

Motion by Sanders, second by Seifert, to approve Application #13-05 BLP Properties of CT LLC as submitted.  Brief discussion followed.  Chairman Bisacky asked if there was an adequate stockpile area.  Mr. Metcalf pointed out the stockpile area noting they are waiting for the area to be stabilized or seeded as it was part of the staging area for the culvert replacement.  He indicated there was a construction sequence in the notes relative to stockpiling, silt fence, etc.  Mr. Hopkins noted First Selectman Meehan has written a letter to the State asking for that area to be stabilized and seeded.  Chairman Bisacky asked Ms. Sweeney if the area that was disturbed near the brook about a year ago has been restored and inspected.  Ms. Sweeney replied yes.  Voting in favor - Sanders, Seifert, Senay, Gourlay, Darnell, Bisacky.  Opposed - none.  Motion Carried.

8.  Application #13-06 - Craig & Joan Phillips (owners); Whitney Huber

Joe Wren, Professional Engineer, and Whitney Huber, Agent for the property owners, introduced themselves.  Mr. Huber noted he was before the Agency last month and the plans have not changed.  To summarize, Mr. Huber noted the applicant has a seasonal house they want to winterize.  The house falls within the regulated area.  They have to install a new septic system and do some foundation work for the winterization.  

Joe Wren noted the site is located west of Cedar Lake and east of Cedar Lake Road.  The water comes up to an existing retaining wall in that location.  Mr. Huber noted a letter was submitted from Richard Snarski verifying there is no wetlands as part of the application.  Mr. Wren pointed out the 100 foot review area and the location of the existing house and proposed septic system.  

Mr. Wren noted the existing house is a two bedroom seasonal cottage.  They are proposing the same footprint and changing the interior to go to a three bedroom year round residence.  There is a new location for a well in the front portion of the property.  He noted the footprint of the house is staying the same with the exception of the 24 square foot lean to addition on the side of the house which will be removed.  The small deck in the back will be removed and replaced with a larger deck. It is off the ground so water can go through it and absorb into the ground below.  Mr. Wren reviewed storm water runoff.  He noted there are two roof leaders, one on the southwest corner and one on the southeast corner of the house.  Roof leaders drain on to the ground and goes over land and eventually finds its way to the Lake.

Mr. Wren reviewed erosion and sedimentation controls noting there is a temporary soil stockpile area outside of the 100 foot review area.  Essentially all the digging will be for the septic tank and the leaching system.  The house sits on piers right now.  Mr. Huber noted a portion of the house sits on an old foundation where there is a gap of about 18 to 24 inches between the ground and the floor side of the structure they want to fill in.  He reviewed that process of doing the footing and concrete block wall.  It will be a minimal amount of excavating and probably done by hand.  Mr. Wren reviewed the stockpile area and the silt fencing.  

Mr. Wren noted they have included a construction sequence, details on the septic system and a detailed sequence of the house construction.  Mr. Huber pointed out the deck will require a variance, but it is their understanding they must get wetlands approval before applying for the variance.  


Chairman Bisacky noted from the last meeting minutes there was discussion about promoting infiltration from the roof runoff.  He asked if they considered putting in a dry well or rain garden to help promote infiltration rather than direct runoff into the Lake.  Mr. Wren noted they were planning on just maintaining the two downspouts.  The dry wells become an issue because of the separating distances of the lake and septic systems, etc.  These lots are very close together and things are very tight.  Mr. Wren noted they did talk about having brick pavers or stepping stones in the areas where they proposed solid concrete and stone to promote reduction of impervious area and to allow more infiltration.  

Mr. Huber passed around a photograph of the Lake side of the house showing the roof leader.  He also noted the house the grade falls off towards the Cedar Lake Road side so the leader will naturally flow towards the Road more than towards the Lake.  Mr. Wren noted Mr. Huber makes a good point in that the house essentially sits at the high point of the property.

Chairman Bisacky asked if the sidewalk would be replaced with something more permeable.  Mr. Huber noted he had proposed the sidewalk be replaced similar to what is there now, but he didn't think the Phillips would object to something more permeable.  Mr. Wren noted there is a piece where the steps tie into the water that wasn't going to be touched.  Mr. Huber stated he didn't think the Phillips would have any objection to removing that all the way to the steps and making a new pass.  Mr. Huber passed around a photo of the sidewalk.  

Motion by Sanders, second by Seifert, to approve Application #13-06 Craig & Joan Phillips with the condition they install a permeable sidewalk.  Discussion followed.  Mr. Senay asked if the forward leader should be directed toward the back.  Chairman Bisacky noted he thought about that but the applicant has said there are wells and septics all over and he wasn't sure the flow pattern should change.  Mr. Wren noted there is a low flat area right on top of the septic system so that would be introducing surface runoff to that area.  There was further discussion regarding the sidewalk material and whether there should be a rain garden.  Mr. Huber suggested perhaps one gutter could be redirected to flow over the permeable sidewalk area.  Ms. Sanders asked what would happen with the sidewalk if the deck doesn't get approved for a variance.  Mr. Huber noted if the deck can't be enlarged, the deck would probably be reconstructed in the same location.  Ms. Sweeney noted if a variance for the deck was denied, the applicant would probably have to come back and request a modification.  Ms. Sanders suggested the condition be they install a new permeable sidewalk only if there is a new deck.  Chairman Bisacky noted then if the deck isn't redone then they shouldn't have to redo the sidewalk.  Members agreed with that point.  Bisacky further noted for clarification purposes that if the deck is enlarged then the sidewalk must be replaced with a permeable surface.  Both Sanders and Seifert withdrew the previous motion and second.  

Motion by Sanders, second by Seifert, to approve Application #13-06 Craig & Joan Phillips with the condition that if the deck is going to be enlarged requiring a change in the sidewalk, then the sidewalk be replaced with a permeable material.  Voting in favor - Sanders, Seifert, Senay, Gourlay, Darnell, Bisacky.  Opposed - none.  Motion Carried.

Motion by Darnell, second by Sanders, to move Item #14 to follow Item #8.  Voting in favor - Darnell, Sanders, Seifert, Senay, Gourlay, Bisacky.  Opposed - none.  Motion Carried.

14.  Receipt of Applications After Posting of Agenda

Application #13-08 Marcia Stein - application for renovation of lake cottage at 50 Cedar Lake Road.

Jim Larson introduced himself as representative for Marcia Stein.  He noted he was before the Agency about a year ago to redo the deck.  Now they would like to redo the rest of the house.  

Mr. Larson reviewed the updated survey.  He indicated they would be staying within the existing footprint.  Larson noted this is a Sears Roebuck Kit Cottage.  Most of these houses on the Lake need a lot of work.  He noted there is no foundation, but masonite paneling covering up stone piers.  They are looking at adding a second level and therefore need a strong foundation.  The piers aren't even below the frost line.  Mr. Larson reviewed photos noting they are not changing the landscape.  The applicant wants the house to blend in with the environment.  He reviewed the deck and storm water runoff under the deck.  

Mr. Larson reviewed the plans by the architect, Chris Arelt.  He noted the house was positioned on a berm and reviewed the flow of the water.  Mr. Larson reiterated they would be a foundation under the cottage and will save as much of the cottage as possible.  The crumbling piers will just not hold it.  Mr. Larson next reviewed the construction sequence included with the application.  He indicated all excess dirt would be removed from the property.  Curtain drains would be installed surrounding the foundation.  Mr. Larson reiterated they will not remove any trees or vegetation which aid in non-erosion and storm run off.  They want it to remain the same just go up a second level.  There will be no changes to the pitched grade or landscape.  

Mr. Larson noted an alternate plan would be the same as above but to replace the crumbling piers with separate piers but then there would not be a full basement.  All storage and mechanicals would then have to be upstairs.  He explained using piers would be more labor intensive and there would be loss of usable space.  

Chairman Bisacky noted the Agency would like more plans showing silt fence, etc.  The plans have to be to scale.  Bisacky asked if there is any work planned for the septic system.  Mr. Larson replied they are not changing the number of bedrooms so the septic is fine.  

Kim Senay asked if there would be a hatchway for the basement.  Mr. Larson noted there would probably be a full size walkout door from the basement.  He also noted a lot of the existing structure would be removed and replaced, except for the deck.

Chairman Bisacky noted excavation details should be documented on the plans.  Mr. Larson noted the pipe to the septic will probably be replaced.  Bisacky noted these are things that should be documented on the plans.  Ms. Sanders noted the curtain drains etc should also be documented on the plans.  

Items to be shown on the plans were silt fence, construction entrance, curtain drains, contingency for septic pipe replacement, etc.  Mr. Larson asked if his excavator should attend the next meeting.  Agency members noted there should be a plan that is accurate and all inclusive so they know what is going to occur.  Bisacky noted stockpiling should also be noted on the plan.  

There was much discussion as to items that should be included on the plan for the next meeting in July.

9.  Application #13-07 - Catherine Nystrom & John P. Fudge, 230 West Main - application for shed within review area

Chairman Bisacky noted this application for a shed was submitted at the last meeting.  Ms. Sweeney noted the shed is in place and the area is flat.  Bisacky asked if there was a gravel base.  Sweeney replied yes.  

Motion by Seifert, second by Gourlay, to approve Application #13-07 Catherine Nystrom and John Fudge as submitted.  Voting in favor - Seifert, Gourlay, Senay, Sanders, Darnell, Bisacky.  Opposed - none.  Motion Carried.

Ms. Sweeney will contact the applicant for submission of the fee.

5.  Continued Show Cause Hearing - Catherine Nystrom & John P. Fudge, 230 West Main - shed within review area

Motion by Seifert, second by Sanders, to lift the Cease & Desist Order for Catherine Nystrom and John Fudge.  Voting in favor - Seifert, Sanders, Darnell, Gourlay, Senay, Bisacky.  Opposed - none.  Motion Carried.

10.  Regulations and Map Modifications - nothing further to report.

11.  Outstanding Orders


(a) Marguerite Komondy, 29 Liberty Street


(b) Phoenix Ventures LLC, 33 Liberty Street

Nothing further to report.

12.  Wetland Compliance Officer's Report

Ms. Sweeney noted the property owner at 44 Bokum Road wishes to put a second floor on an existing house.  She is waiting for the Sanitarian to finish reviewing the application before issuing an administrative permit.

13.  Correspondence - none.

15.  Any Other Business - none.

16.  Executive Session - Pending Litigation

Motion by Seifert, second by Darnell, to go into Executive Session at 9:29 PM for the purpose of discussing pending litigation.  Voting in favor - Seifert, Darnell, Senay, Sanders, Gourlay, Bisacky.  Opposed - none.  Motion Carried.  Agency came out of Executive Session at 9:49 PM.  No actions were taken during Executive Session.

17.  Adjournment

Motion by Sanders, second by Darnell, to adjourn at 9:50 PM.  Voting in favor - Sanders, Darnell, Senay, Seifert, Gourlay, Bisacky.  Opposed - none.  Motion Carried.

Respectfully submitted,
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Judith R. Brown, Recording Secretary


