REGULAR MEETING                              BRIDGEWATER PLANNING BOARD                       NOVEMBER 7, 2018

The meeting convened at 6:30 pm in the Chamber Room.
Members present:  Mr. Driscoll, Mr. Ajemian, Ms. Guarino, Ms. Sullivan
Associate Members:  Mr. MacDonald and Mr. Geller
Also present:  Jennifer Burke, ECD Director; Elijah Romulus, Assistant Director; Mrs. Dorr, Office Administrator.

The Board expressed condolences on the passing of member, Tom Hall.

On a motion by Mr. Ajemian, seconded by Ms. Guarino, it was unanimously voted by voice vote, to go into Executive Session.

The Board held an Executive Session under MGL c. 30A, Section 21 (a)(3)-To discuss strategy with respect to litigation involving Imhoff Solar v. Bridgewater Planning Board where it has been determined that an open meeting may have a detrimental effect on the Town’s litigating position.
The session was over at 7:33 pm.
People waiting in the lobby were admitted to the chamber room.  They were advised that the meeting is being audio and visually recorded; anyone wishing to speak, please come to the podium and give name and address.
100 PLYMOUTH STREET-MINOR MODIFICATION REQUEST- SKIPS LIQUORS
Mr. Rob Pellegrini, attorney for the applicant, explained the request.  He said that during the construction process, the two neighbors reached an agreement (which has not been legally established yet) for additional pavement to be installed on the right-hand side of the building; approximately 100 sq. ft) This allows for deliveries to occur more easily and on the site.  He said during the construction, they installed an underground infiltration area which was not part of the plan, but Mr. Etoniru had requested it during construction.  There has also been an upgrade for water quality with a catch basin to be installed to handle the additional pavement and roof drain and meet the 100-yr. storm event; just in case there is an outflow pipe that heads to the north side; there will be a cape cod berm added, which is not there now, to direct the water. Mr. Driscoll questioned whether the water would reach the catch basin due to the elevations.  Tom, Outback Engineering, said there was a pitch back to that basin. Mr. Driscoll noted that there were no elevations shown on the plan.   Tom said there were no spot grades.  Mr. Driscoll asked if there was an as-built done on the infiltration system?  Tom said no; we would just have to get the notes from the contractor as he is not aware when it was put in.  He said the downspouts are just on the pavement right now.   On the right side, the water will go along the cape cod berm towards a catch basin.  The other side of the building is uncontrolled, Mr. Driscoll questioned the purpose of the cultec?  Tom said to take on the new impervious area that was not proposed previously to mitigate extra runoff that was not proposed in the original plans.  Mr. Driscoll questioned how the deliveries were going to be made: will they go over the sidewalk?  Tom said he believes that deliveries will just have space at the rear and come back out the main entrance with the employees parking on the side.  Mr. Driscoll said one of his concerns when he went out there, was vehicles driving over the curb to the right.  He suggested for safety reasons they should probably cut back a length of pavement at the front of the building and put in some ballasts or plant some trees, so it is not used, as it could be problematic in the future.
Mr. Etoniru arrived at 7:48. Mr. Driscoll asked him if he witnessed the installation of the cultec?  He said Mr. Yogi contacted him and asked if it was really necessary?  He told him to have the engineer prepare a report if he wanted to get rid of it.  He said he has no evidence that the infiltration system was put in.  tom said he believes that it is in, but not in the exact location.   Mr. Etoniru said he needs an as-built plan for what is there; he would like to be present when they do it. Mr. Driscoll asked Mr. Etoniru if he was comfortable that the water will be back to where it is supposed to go?  Mr. Etoniru indicated that there needs to be a few more elevations shown; right now, it appears that the water will just sit there.  They also need an inspection port for the infiltration system.  Mr. Driscoll mentioned that Mr. Solari, the building inspector, mention to him today that the roof drains are supposed to be infiltrated.  Mr. Etoniru explained that it was also a conservation issue; they didn’t have a lot of green area that was converted into asphalt.  Mr. Driscoll questioned if the berm was going to be monolithic?  Tom said it will probably just be laid on top; the pavement is already in.  Mr. Driscoll asked if granite or concrete might be more durable?  Mr. Etoniru said Mr. Patel had permission for this from the neighbor; he suggested it might be a good idea to have the neighbor here.  Ms. Sullivan questioned whether parking should even be allowed on that side of the building; might be needed for emergency access.  Tom stated that there was no pavement originally proposed there, so it wasn’t for emergency access.  
Mr. Driscoll reiterated issues:
1. Doesn’t make sense for driveway to come out to the sidewalk with no curb cut-should be cut back and some kind of permanent barrier installed.
2. Spot grades done to make sure water is going where it is supposed to go.
3. Roof drains recharged
Mr. Romulus commented that if the Board sees fit, and the neighbor is ok with it, it could be deemed a minor modification.  Mr. Pellegrini said he will draw up an easement agreement with the abutter.  That is dependent upon the drainage working, he said.  Ms. Burke asked the engineer if any stormwater calculations were done for the additional pavement?  Tom said he is not fully aware of what was originally approved and as far as he knew, there was no drainage system originally proposed.  Ms. Burke stated that was correct, but now they are adding 1300 sq. ft of additional pavement.  Tom said that this drainage system, which they have to confirm was installed and built as proposed, is designed to handle the 1300 sq. ft as well as half of the roof area.  The water will be directed towards the catch basin and this has to be designed to accommodate that water.  He clarified that there are two on either side of the building.  The two on the right-hand side will go to the catch basin; the other two, if the grading doesn’t work out, there really isn’t much they can do about that other than piping it underground and the system would have to be larger than it is to account for that area.   The catch basin location is right off the pavement; it would only be where the pipe is proposed to the cultic chambers which would have to be ripped up; just a small trench.  
Mr. Etoniru questioned how they propose to verify size, shape, and depth of that system.  The engineer stated that is not something he can give an answer for right now; that is definitely very difficult, he said. 
The engineer was requested to provide additional information to Mr. Etoniru.   They need to show that the cape cod berm has a grade change to get the water to the basin and around the hump.  
On a motion by Mr. Ajemian, seconded by Ms. Guarino, it was unanimously voted to continue the discussion to December 7th at 6:30.
Ms. Sullivan questioned whether it will be then that they decide if this is a major or minor modification? She expressed concern that this is a very tight area, and if it was minor, the abutters wouldn’t be privy to this additional information.  Mr. Driscoll commented that there are still a lot of issues with the site; if they can show that they are resolved at the next meeting, then he would suggest it be minor; if more work has to be done because it is inadequate, then should be major.  It has to be verified that everything is there, and it works, he said.
The Engineer asked if the pavement was ground down and made monolithic, would that be satisfactory?
He was advised to make his proposal and then the Board can review it.
                                                                                     ____
Mr. Driscoll recused himself and left the room at 8:19.
Mr. Ajemian took the chair.
RELEASE OF BOND REQUEST FROM MR. CINCOTTA-THE MEADOWS
A request received from Paul Cincotta for the release of all funds associated with the bond being held for Colonial Drive.
An email from Elijah Romulus received with the following comments from Azu in regard to the bond release: “The access ramp has been repaired, but there’s still runoff pooling at the intersection.  Also, the street lights have not been installed.”
Mr. Etoniru said that Mr. Cincotta has been working with National Grid to get the three street lights installed, but Mr. Cincotta decided that he didn’t want to do that because National Grid is not co-operating with him, so he wants to put in post lights at the end of the driveways, 10’ from the edge of the pavement.  That hasn’t been done, so the entire bond should not be released because street lighting Is a requirement of the Subdivision rules and regulations.  He did come in yesterday and argued with him that lighting was not in the bond estimate.  He told Mr. Cincotta that street lighting was a safety component of the subdivision and the approval decision said that no waivers are granted unless approved by the Board, in writing.  It is the Board’s decision, but it is his suggestion that a certain amount of money be held back for the street lights.  He said there is another issue that he raised, and that is at the intersection edge of pavement, from colonial Drive, still collects water and pools at that intersection.  Mr. Cincotta said to him that the whole section of South Street has drainage problems.  He said it will cause an icing condition and he doesn’t know how the board would like to handle that.  He said he is not quite sure why the requirement for catch basins at the intersection were waived for that project.  He would argue that those catch basins are necessary and that the Town shouldn’t allow that to be tied into the drainage in South Street.  With that said, he is not comfortable recommending release of the $25,000.  He suggested at least holding back $7500 until the street lights are installed.  He reminded the Board that he was not the Town Engineer during the approval of this subdivision and did not review it; it was done by the outside consultant.  He said that on the two he has reviewed since, Trinity Circle and Spragues Way, they were required for the simple reason that you need a place for the water to get out of this section.  Mr. Ajemian questioned if it was correctable?  Mr. Etoniru said yes; she spoke with Paul Cincotta yesterday and he said he would be willing to work with the town in contributing to solving that problem.  
On a motion by Ms. Sullivan, seconded by Ms. Guarino, it was unanimously voted by members present to withhold $7500 of the road bond until the street lights are installed.  (it was noted later that the $7500.00 was based upon a light at the end of every driveway).
MODIFICATION OF STREET LIGHTS AT COLONIAL DRIVE
A request received from Mr. Cincotta for a minor modification of street lights on Colonial Drive.  There was a plan submitted with the application prepared by SEA indicating a lamp post on three lots…Lot 5, 14 and 30.
Mr. Etoniru noted that lamp posts are an option under the subdivision rules and regulations.  Ms. Burke noted that the plan only shows three lamp posts and we would want them on every lot at the end of the driveway.  
Motion by Ms. Sullivan, seconded by Ms. Guarino, to deem the request a minor modification. It was unanimously voted by members present.
On a motion by Ms. Sullivan, seconded by Ms. Guarino, it was unanimously voted by members present to accept the minor modification, but post lanterns must be installed at the end of each lot in the subdivision.  
Mr. Driscoll returned to the chamber at 8:32 and took the chair.
WAGMAN   FORM A PLAN-WATER STREET
Alijah Romulus in his review memo, recommended endorsement of the plan.
Mr. Driscoll asked if the sign off sheet by the Treasurers office that taxes were paid was a new policy? Ms. Burke said that before they can get a sign off on permits, they need to prove that taxes are paid.  Mr. Etoniru noted that under subdivision control, they have to submit municipal lien certificates; however, towns can adopt this policy that any permit application be shown that all tax payment are current.
On a motion by Mr. Ajemian, seconded by Ms. Sullivan, it was unanimously voted to endorse the plan.
MINUTES APPROVED
[bookmark: _GoBack]On a motion by Ms. Sullivan, seconded by Ms. Guarino the minutes of 9/19 and 10/3 were approved with suggested two  minor scriber corrections suggested by Ms. Guarino. 
The members recognized the services of Mr. Hall to the Town of Bridgewater.
On a motion by Mr. Ajemian, seconded by Ms. Guarino, the meeting was adjourned at 8:44 pm.

MINUTES APPROVED: _____________________________________________
