



REGULAR MEETING          BRIDGEWATER PLANNING BOARD                       APRIL 18, 2018
The regular meeting of the Bridgewater Planning Board convened at 6:30 pm in the Chamber room in the Academy building.
MEMBERS PRESENT:  Mr. Driscoll, Ms. Guarino, Mr. Ajemian, Ms. Sullivan and Mr. Hall
ALSP PRESENT:  Jennifer Burke, Town Planner; Azu Etoniru, Town Engineer; Steve Solari, Building Inspector and Michael MacDonald, Associate member.  
985 PLEASANT STREET-CUMBERLAND FARMS CAR WASH
The public hearing reconvened at 6:31 pm in the Chamber room.
The Civil Engineer from Civil Design Group, LLC, went over the response letter dated April 11th, to March 15th comments by Azu Etoniru, Town Engineer.
A memo from Director Jennifer Burke read into the record:
“This item was continued from your previous meeting.  A decision is due 90 days from the close of the public hearing.  A majority of members is needed to vote on the project.
The project consists of the demolition of the existing 6,005 sq. ft. retail building and the construction of a 2,696 Sq. Ft. car wash in its place.  The project proposes to add 8 parking spaces to be served by a vacuum and eliminates the curb cut on pleasant Street. 
Since your last meeting the Applicant has amended the plans and addressed Azu’s previous comments.  The amended plans and their response letter is enclosed.
I don’t know that there are any outstanding issues remaining.  Azu and I have compiled a draft decision letter for the Board’s consideration.  It is enclosed.”
Report received from Stantec indicating that the water usage can be met.
Janet Hansen-Pleasant Street- questioned the need for another car wash in Bridgewater and couldn’t understand if there was a water ban, how they can use all this water.   She questioned how far off the road it was going to be.  Mr. Driscoll questioned if there was going to be any recycling of the water?  He was told no.  Steve Solari noted that we have no control over structures or businesses that are allowed by right; a car wash is allowed in a Business zone.  
Mr. Etoniru arrived.
There were no other comments from the public or the Board.

On a motion by Mr. Ajemian, seconded by Mr. Hall, it was unanimously voted to close the public hearing.
On a motion by Lisa Sullivan, seconded by Mr. Ajemian, it was unanimously voted to approve the site plan for the Cumberland Farms Car wash with the conditions of approval drafted by the Town Engineer and reviewed by the  ECD Director as follows:
1. No further waivers of the applicable rules and regulations shall be authorized without a formal   
              vote and approval of the Board.
2. The development shall be constructed in strict compliance with the regulations of 28 CFR 35 & 36 the Americans with Disabilities Act and 521 CMR, the Massachusetts Architectural Access Board.
3. Prior to construction, the applicant and/or owner, shall submit a detailed construction plan that
             provides the following information and appropriate mitigation:

●The estimated start date of work.
●The name, telephone number and business address of the general contractor.
●An emergency number for day and night of the responsible parties shall be provided to the Town’s   public safety departments, in the case of emergency, and the provisions to be implemented for securing the site from public access.
●Traffic control and management plan during construction.
4. Hours of construction shall be from 7:00 AM to 5:00 PM, Monday thru Friday, and 9:00 AM to 5:00 PM Saturday.  No work shall be allowed on Sunday.
5. If any changes are made, at the request of other Agencies, Boards or Commissions, to the approved plan, the applicant shall be required to come before the Planning Board for a modification hearing to review such changes prior to the commencement of any construction or implementation of the changes.
6. All drainage basins, swales and structures shall be in working order including, but not limited to, finished grades, landscaping and protection from erosion or siltation contamination prior to the issuance of any building certificate of occupancy.
7. A maintenance bond shall be deposited with the Town by the applicant, prior to the issuance of a certificate of occupancy in an amount determined by the roadway superintendent and/or the town engineer, as deemed adequate for maintenance of the drainage structures, detention basins, and other infrastructure improvements.  
8. Site Lighting shall be erected in a manner that prevents glare onto abutting properties. 
9. All curb ramps shall be labeled on the plan and shall conform to the Americans with Disabilities Standards, latest edition.  
10. A semi-annual report on each drainage basin’s condition shall be prepared and stamped by a professional engineer certifying that the basin is being maintained and is functioning per approved drainage design.
11. There shall be an erosion and sedimentation control plan submitted prior to endorsement of the plan.  The plan shall address how storm water runoff shall be controlled during construction.  All sedimentation and erosion controls shall be in place prior to the commencement of any earth moving activities associated with the construction of the site improvement work.  Additionally, a dust control plan shall also be submitted as part of the erosion control plan.
12. Prior to endorsement by the Board, the final plans submitted for signatures shall reflect these conditions of approval and all revisions, and shall be verified by the Town Engineer or any other engineering review consultant for the Planning Board.
13. This approval is valid for two years from the date the Town Clerk issues a certificate of no-appeal, or the date all judicial appeals have been concluded, unless an extension is granted in writing by the Planning Board prior to the expiration of the two-year period.
14. The Town Engineer or other designee appointed by the Planning Board shall oversee the construction of the drainage systems.  The Town Engineer or other designee of the Planning Board (the inspector) shall be present during all critical stages of construction to ensure that proper construction practices are followed. The inspector shall be notified at least 48 hours in advance of each task that needs to be completed and signed off.  A pre-construction meeting with the contractor, developer, the inspector and a member of the Board shall take place before construction begins.  The applicant shall be responsible for costs of the site inspector, when the inspector is an outside consultant not employed by the Town.  A deposit of $2500.00 dollars shall initially be submitted to the Planning Board prior to the start of construction to ensure payment of the site inspector; additional moneys shall be deposited in advance if it is anticipated that inspection shall cost more than the original deposit. 
15. Any application for certificate of occupancy shall include a site as-built plan prepared, signed and stamped by a Massachusetts Registered Professional Engineer and a Massachusetts Registered Professional Land Surveyor for the Planning Board’s review and approval at a regularly scheduled meeting of the Board.  The as-built plan shall include a certification clause signed and stamped by the Professional Engineer, noting compliance of the site construction with the approved site plan set.  The engineers’ and surveyor’s stamps and signatures shall be made with original wet ink and stamp, electronic or photo copies of the stamps and signatures shall not be acceptable. 
16. Omission of any requirements of the Planning Board’s rules and regulations from these conditions of approval or the approved site plan shall not relieve the applicant/developer of his responsibility to comply with the provisions of the site plan rules and regulations. 
17. Approval of the site plan by the Planning Board does not relieve the applicant and/or the owner/developer of the responsibility to obtain all other applicable federal, state, and local approvals and permits prior to start of construction.  

0 PLEASANT STREET- LOT 2a - REIS-MINOR MODIFICATION
Correspondence received from Jennifer Burke dated 4/12/18 read into the record:
As you may recall, the Applicant is requesting modifications to the approved site plan. Since the plan was originally approved in 2014, the applicant has received a variance from the Board  of Appeals to allow for 2 residential apartments on the second floor. At the last meeting the Board considered the information presented and voted to determine the changes were minor in nature pending review of the stormwater management calculations. After the meeting, I asked Nick Laney, HML Associates to review the calculations. His email report is enclosed. He stated, “Good to go on stormwater”.  At this point, I believe the Board can accept the report into the file and the Applicant is set to move on with her project.
4/9/18 email from Nick Lanney read into the record:
The original drainage system was designed to accommodate more impervious area than originally approved (2013 plan) and for the approved modification by the ZBA with the larger building. Good to go on stormwater.
Mr. Driscoll asked Ms. Reis if everything was going to remain the same as when she went before the Design review committee.  She said yes.    
On a motion by Ms. Guarino, seconded by Ms. Sullivan, it was unanimously voted to accept the stormwater report from Nick Lanney.
Mr. Driscoll and Mr. Etoniru left the room.
FABROSKI-LOT 24 BEDFORD STREET SITE PLAN-PUBLIC HEARING
Mr. Ajemian took the chair.
[bookmark: _GoBack]The public hearing convened at 6:51 pm.  Green notification cards turned in by the Engineer. Published in the Enteerprise on 4/4 and 4/11.
Email from Jennifer Burke dated 4/12 read into the record.
Email from the Building Inspector received-building does not meet set back requirements and felt Zoning issue should be addressed before anymore review is done and board should confirm use. 
Report from HML Associates received and letter from Zenith Consulting Engineers, LLC on behalf of the abutter at R 865 Bedford Street. 
Frank Gallagher from Gallagher Engineering, representing, Mr. Fabroski, said he agrees with Jennifer that we shouldn’t put too much time into this plan that is before the Board.   He said that this lot was created when all the other lots were created on Fireworks Circle and it predates the zoning; however, it does turn out that they have to meet that 60’ setback from Bedford Street. He said he is going to make revisions; will change the building location and the use as well.  He will also address all the other comments that have been received.  He commented that they felt that the warehouse use wasn’t as appropriate as commercial which would be more appropriate on Bedford Street. 
Mr. Larry Silva said his only interest in this would be about landscaping along Bedford Street and the lighting that will occur along there is appropriate for that section of Bedford Street.
On a motion by Lisa Sullivan, seconded by Jean Guarino, it was unanimously voted by members present to continue the hearing to May 16th at 6:30 pm.
85 FIREWORKS CIRCLE-MAJOR MODIFICATION- PUBLIC HEARING
The public hearing on application by Kris Fabroski for a major modification of the previously approved site plan convened at 7:09 pm.  Green cards received. .  Published in the Enterprise on 4/4 and 4/11.  Applicant seeks a change in use of 50 % of the building from strictly warehouse use to auto repair.
Correspondence received read into the record:
     
Jennifer Burke
 Ron Ladue, Highway Supt
 Nick Lanney, HML Associates
Mr. Gallagher said he did receive the comments and two of them he would address.  There is an oil/water separator in the floor of the building.  As far as repairs, all will be done inside the facility. He had no problem with that being a condition of approval.   As far as parking spaces are concerned, he said there is nothing in the bylaw that states specifically that an auto repair service requires a certain number of spaces.  So, he had to come up with an amount that seemed the most appropriate.  He went with just the warehouse space that requires three spaces for a 3,000 sq.ft building.  He doubled that amount to 6.   He said he could actually make 7 spaces near the entrance.  He said there are two spaces that are undersized as Nick Lanney pointed out.  They are only 15’ long.  There are 2 garage door that lead into the building and these two spaces are basically between the wall of the 2 doors.  Primary use there is for staging of the next car to be repaired.  Ms. Burke noted that commercial use for parking was calculated and 7 ½ spaces needed for the auto side and 1 ½ for the warehouse; so, short 3 spaces.   A question was asked about snow storage.  Mr. Gallagher said it was not shown on the original plan, but he could find a spot to show on the plan.  Ms. Sullivan asked about method of disposal of any hazardous waste?  Mr. Gallagher said he would give the board a narrative on that.  Ms. Burke stated that it would be helpful.  
Mr. Ajemian asked about the drive isle…shown as 19’ and should be 24’.  Ms. Burke noted that only the ZBA can waive requirements.  Mr. Gallagher stated that the 24’ requirement is when you have a row of spaces where people are pulling into and another row of spaces and then you would want a 24’ space between those rows.  In this case, there isn’t another row of parking.  He commented that maybe you could say that the 24’ isn’t required?   Mr. Gallagher said he can’t provide the 24’, so he would try to rework the parking within the site and not go to ZBA.
On a motion by Ms. Guarino, seconded by Ms. Sullivan, it was unanimously voted by members present to continue the hearing to May 16th at 6:30 pm.  
Mr. Etoniru and Mr. Driscoll returned to the meeting.  Mr. Driscoll took the chair.


DONALD BROWN ANR PLAN   SPRUCE STREET
Gary Rice- Land Planning presented the plan on behalf of Mr. Brown.  He explained that after doing a wetlands filing, he was able to build the house towards Spruce Street rather than way to the back of the lot.  Parcel A to be conveyed to the neighbor on Lot 3.  No new lots are being created.  Jennifer informed the members that the plan meets criteria for signing.
On a motion by Mr. Ajemian, seconded by Mr. Hall, it was unanimously voted to endorse the plan.
BOTTCHER ANR PLAN   185 WHITMAN STREET
The intent of the plan is to reconfigure Assessor’s Map 23, Lots 75&76 into two new lots 75A and 76A.
The plan was reviewed by Jennifer Burke and she said it was ok for signing.
Plan presented by Larry Silva. 
On a motion by Mr. Hall, seconded by Mr. Ajemian, it was unanimously voted to endorse the plan.

MINOR MODIFICATION-BRIDGEWATER PRESERVE

A request received from Lee Castignetti, Counsel for Long Built Homes, for a minor modification to change the installation methodology of the curbing from sloped granite to a monolithically poured bituminous concrete berm. This agreement was actually made at an onsite meeting held on July 13, 2016 between the Highway Superintendent and the CED Department but no formal vote of the Board was actually ever taken. (See letter dated July 29, 2016 from Andrew DeIonno.)

On a motion by Mr. Ajemian, seconded by Mr. Hall, it was unanimously voted to grant the minor modification request for the curbing at Bridgewater Preserve. (Formerly Childsbridge Farms)  

                                                        1925 and 1955 OLD PLYMOUTH STREET
Larry Silva had requested to be put on the agenda to discuss 1925 and 1955 Old Plymouth Street project s owned by Mr. Watson and Mr. Rollins who were present.  Mr. Watson was operating under a temporary occupancy permit that has expired and has asked the building inspector to grant an extension. He has completed the work in Phase 1 except for some pavement work to the rear of the building.  Mr. Rollins is purchasing the property and has different ideas for the site, and wants to resubmit to the Planning Board changes in the near future. To do so, the Planning Board would need to indicate to the building department that a new temporary occupancy permit is okay to issue but conditioned on a timely submittal of revised plans or completion of site improvements as currently permitted. What they are trying to avoid is the installation of pavement that will need to be ripped out when Mr. Rollins takes control of the site. Mr. Silva said they are trying to find a way to deal with this issue and are looking for some direction from the Planning Board.
 A memo from the Building Inspector had been sent to Ms. Burke indicating that a temporary occupancy permit had been issued to #1925 in May 1, 2015 which expired on June 1, 2015.  It is in violation of Section 111 of the Building Code. A final Occupancy Permit cannot be issued until the Planning Board approves a final as-built plan.   #1955 only the top coat is needed.
The Building Inspector was present and indicated that a temporary occupancy permit is only issued for 90 days; this ran out three years ago.  He said he can’t issue a final until the Planning Board has approved the final as-built.
Mr. Driscoll questioned if there had been any as-built plans submitted showing what has been done to this point?  Mr. Silva said there was a preliminary as-built done for #1955 and a foundation as-built plan for #1925, but no preliminary plan.  Mr. Driscoll questioned if work was going to be done on both lots?  Mr. Watson said primarily on his lot so he can convey to Mr. Rollins.  He said the only work not done is the top coat and the future building.  Mr. Driscoll asked if there was any reason why #1955 can’t be completed.  Mr. Rollins said he has just completed the 3rd building; he said Larry did an –built when he got his occupancy for buildings one and two the only thing not completed was the landscaping and the grass.  Building 3 is done except for the top coat and landscaping.   Mr. Rollins said he doesn’t want to purchase the property without an occupancy permit; looking to get the temporary reinstated for another 90 days or until the second building is constructed.  
At the end of the discussion, it was determined that the Planning Board needed to have an as-built plan of what has been done and what is left to be done, before giving any guidance to the Building Inspector.  The Building Inspector makes the determinator on a temporary Occupancy permit.
                                                                                          ___
 Ms. Burke informed the Board that staff will review the notices that are received from surrounding towns and she will inform the Board if there is something of interest.  They will be kept in a folder for a year.                                                                            
Community outreach notifications for 2 proposed Marijuana establishments is scheduled for 4/23 at the Residence Inn.(693 Elm and 1050 Elm St). Ms. Burke said this is part of their State Licensing process. 
With reference to Mr. Leach’s letter concerning removal of trees that is being handled by the Town Managers office.
Reminder that our May 2nd meeting will be a learning session with the Citizens Collaborative Trainer at 6:00 pm. in the Chamber Room.  All members were encouraged to attend.

On a motion by Ms. Guarino, seconded by Mr. Hall, it was unanimously voted to adjourn at 8:32.pm.

MINUTES APPROVED:___________________________
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