Abbreviated notes: not intended to present complete discussion, verbatim, opinions or details. 

Belmont Conservation Commission Workshop:  Residences at Acorn Park   November 28, 2007

Board of Selectmen’s Room   Town Hall   5:00 PM

Called to order 5:10 PM by acting Chair Martha Moore

Attendance: ( for some or all of the meeting)  Commissioners C. Bishop, N. Davis, Acting Chair: Vice Chair: M. Moore,  P. Velie, D. Webster, Chair M Weil

Associate: M. King, T. Lichauco, D. King, Agent M. Trudeau, David Albrecht, TetraTech Rizzo, Julie Vondrak, Epsilon Associates

Scott Horsley, Horsley Witten, Bruce Jacobs  HydroAnalysis

Stanley Dzierzesky, resident

S. Horsley: reported on work since last meeting. Detailed data distributed and explained specifically addressing seasonal high groundwater level (shgwl) analysis from test well data.

Discussion between consultants on integrity of wells, rainfall figures, application of data.

D. Albrecht. Reported on several changes to previous plan addressing CFSA and discharge, and infiltration basin. About 2000 sq ft of site are within the first 25 ft of BVW.

Discussion on meaning of “alteration”. 

Main Issues discussed:

Pre/Post Development runoff : 


With interpretation of DEP Stormwater policy.  S. Horsley will examine and report a 
clarification by next meeting.


Soils/infiltration

Total Suspended Solids (TSS) removal:


Discussion on Stormceptor use, sizing, effectiveness, intended use.


Grass filter strip removed from TSS removal credit, parking lot still drains through strip.

Drains:


Garage trench drains: pumped to catch basins.  Perimeter drains pumped to sumps, Floor 
drains of garage go to sewer system  (plumbing code).  Concern re. Infiltration/Inflow

Groundwater: analysis, methods



Groundwater mounding will cause systems to fail hydrologically

Local needs: 


Health, safety and welfare v. flooding

Wildlife habitat:


Replication adequate and effective?

Actions:

S. Horsley:  conducting hydrocad pre and post devel. analysis for next meeting. Used parameters 

 “good woods” and 100 ft.  Will email results to D.Albrecht and CC.

D.Webster: gave cd of photos from 11/15/07 rain event site visit with P. Velie to D.Albrecht, 
plus observations from 11/16. Looked for channeling during rainstorm: no evidence of 
overland flow. 

D. Albrecht: refuses to rerun  hydrocad analysis,  any future amendment of Notice of Intent  with 
construction changes.  Stated total impervious area is 4.5 acres with 10,176 sq ft 
impervious in buffer zone.

J. Vondrak will email response letter to Bruce Jacobs
Conditions to consider:

M. Trudeau: Order of Conditions based on plans submitted:  changes may require amendment, 

Need for applicant to pay for a third party inspector to report to CC on conditions 




How can CC comment on changes 


Adopt construction sequencing in order of conditions (S. Horsley 





recommend) 


Inspections and reporting to control alterations: (can stop construction and 




file Notice of Intent to correct).


Detailed maintenance


Conditions for installation of force sewer main on Frontage Road


Examine ZBA conditions and DEP SOC for previous project

Discussion of options:

D. Webster: two options: insufficient information or unmitigated negative impact and denial or 
approval with conditions.

S. Horsley: If deny, DEP can issue a superceding order of conditions (SOC) and CC can 
comment.


CC maintains standing through adjudicatory appeal.


If CC denies project, applicant appeals, DEP issues a SOC, CC has 10 working days to 
appeal SOC. 


weigh value of environmental monitor.  Applicant would probably not appeal that.


State our findings to DEP the first time around, then with second chance if applicant 
appeals and at site visit to find out what DEP wants.

Concerns: expressed by S. Horsley:
Flooding: be sure analysis is conservative.


Current value of property for flood control



(Aside: S.Horsley: “Belmont should definitely adopt a wetlands bylaw.”  Aids the 

second 40B test: Meet local needs for health, safety and welfare. A 



wetlands bylaw with 1:5 ratio helps address flooding as a public welfare, 



health and safety issue. 40B  “may” waive local requirements. )


Approximate the natural recharge rate “to the maximum extent possible”


Two foot separation required from units and ground water;



What exfiltration rate used in basins? Needed to complete analysis before hearing. 



(Setback required from steep bank for basins but not necessarily enforced.)

Impact of moving FES discharge point
Flow into CFSA through ditch during flood event when it is already flooded.

Wildlife habitat : reference in public record scientific submissions from FAR consultants and 
others for substantiation.

FES introducing flow into areas without previous flow,


Effectiveness of habitat replication

S. Horsley advice: At final hearing, look at questions submitted on main issues and see if responses are satisfactory.  If not, deny due to lack of information.  

Update comment letter to include input, water analysis, and comment on responses.

Final notes: Examine Steve Kaiser rebuttal of FEMA report.  Applicant accepted figure of 8.2ft due to continuing FEMA process.  FES is at 5.6 ft.

Adjourned 8:50 PM 

Submitted by C. Bishop
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