CONSERVATION COMMISSION AGENDA

Date: Thursday, Aug 1, 2024
Time: 7:00pm
Place: This meeting will be held as a virtual meeting via Zoom.

This will be a virtual meeting via Zoom. No in-person meeting will take place at City Hall.

Click here to join by Zoom:
https://newtonma-gov.zoom.us/j/84265194788
Contact jsteel@newtonma.gov or 617-796-1134 with any questions.

NOTE: Packets and full applications are available on the Commission’s website.
NOTE: Times listed are estimates. ltems may be taken out of order at the Chair’s discretion. Discussion
may be limited by the Chair.

DECISIONS

A. WETLANDS DECISIONS

1. (7:00 - 30 minutes) 528 Boylston St -- Notice of Intent — 40B development — 184-unit multi-family
residential building -- DEP File # 239-977

e Owner/Applicant. Toll Brothers

Representatives. Bohler Engineering
Proposed Project Summary.

o

©)
@)
@)

The Project Site is approximately 5.82 acres

The proposed project consists of the construction of a six-story residential building with ...
Three levels of garage parking and ...

New paved parking areas, landscaping, utilities, a pedestrian walking path, and a new
stormwater management system.

Request. Issue OOC.

e Jurisdiction. RFA, BLSF, BVW, Bank (outside of work zone), LUWW (outside of work zone)

Relevant Performance Standards.

RFA: Redevelopment in Previously Developed Riverfront Areas; Restoration & Mitigation:
10.58(5)

o ...work improves existing conditions.
o Redevelopment means ... reuse of degraded or previously developed areas.
o A previously developed riverfront area contains areas degraded prior to August 7,
1996....
o Work to redevelop previously developed riverfront areas shall ...:
(a) At a minimum, work shall result in an improvement over existing conditions ...
(b) Stormwater management is provided according to standards
(c) Proposed work shall not be closer to the river than existing conditions or 100’,
whichever is less, except in accordance with 10.58(5)(f) or (g).
(d) Proposed work...shall be located... away from the river, except in accordance with
10.58(5)(f) or (g).
(e) .... proposed work shall not exceed the ... degraded area ... except in accordance
with 10.58(5)(f) or (g).
(f) Despite what it says in 310 CMR 10.58(5)(c), (d), and (e), more alteration closer to
the river may be allowed if an applicant proposes restoration ... of at least 1:1 ...
(g) Despite what it says in 310 CMR 10.58(5)(c), (d), or (e), more alteration closer to
the river may be allowed if an applicant proposes mitigation ... of at least 2:1
(h) The issuing authority shall include a continuing condition in the COC ...under
10.58(5)(f) or (g) prohibiting further alteration within the restoration or mitigation
area....

Bordering Land Subject to Flooding: 10.57

1. Compensatory storage shall be provided for all flood storage volume that will be lost...

Mayor
Ruthanne Fuller

Director
Planning &
Development
Barney Heath

Chief
Environmental
Planner
Jennifer Steel

Assistant
Environmental
Planner

Ellen Menounos

Conservation
Commission
Members
Kathy Cade
Dan Green
Judy Hepburn
Ellen Katz
Susan Lunin
Jeff Zabel
Leigh Gilligan

Associate
Member
Sonya McKnight

Contact
Information
1000 Comm. Ave.
Newton, MA
02459

T617/796-1120
F617/796-1142

Reasonable accommodations will be provided to persons with disabilities requiring assistance. If you need a reasonable
accommodation, please contact the city of Newton’s ADA/Sec. 504 Coordinator, Jini Fairley, at least two business days in advance

of the meeting: jfairley@newtonma.qov or (617) 796-1253. For Telecommunications Relay Service, please dial 711 or call City Hall’s

TTY/TDD line at 617-796-1089.

Page 1 of 8


mailto:jlojek@newtonma.gov
https://www.newtonma.gov/government/planning/conservation-office
https://newtonma-gov.zoom.us/j/84265194788
mailto:jsteel@newtonma.gov
http://www.newtonma.gov/
http://www.newtonma.gov/

2. Work shall not restrict flows so as to cause an increase in flood stage or velocity.
3. Workin those portions of bordering land subject to flooding found to be significant to the protection of wildlife
habitat shall not impair its capacity to provide important wildlife habitat functions. ....

BVW: 10.55(4)
(a) workin a Bordering Vegetated Wetland shall not destroy or otherwise impair any portion of the BVW
(b) The ConCom may permit the loss of up to 5000 square feet of BVW when said area is replaced IF: ...
(c) The ConCom may permit the loss of a portion of BVW when ..,;
(d) No project may be permitted which will have any adverse effect on specified habitat sites of rare species
(e) No work shall destroy or otherwise impair any Area of Critical Environmental Concern
Buffer Zone 10.53(1): General Provisions: “... the Issuing Authority shall impose conditions to protect the interests of the
Act identified for the adjacent Resource Area.
e Documents in packets. Revised highlighted plans
e Additional documents presented at meeting. Site photos
e Staff Notes.
o Peer Review and Environmental Monitor
e The Commission identified a qualified peer reviewer and on-site construction-period environmental monitor and
provided the cost estimate to the applicant team.
e Scope of the Peer Review and Environmental Monitor
o Wetland Scientist Peer Review
o Professional Engineer Peer Review
o Construction Period Basic Services
e Staff await payment from the applicant team necessary to initiate the peer review.
o Plan Revisions
o Allrequested plan “housekeeping” requests have been satisfied (stamps, wetland lines, etc.)
o Staff met the applicant team on-site, they agreed to many plan changes, all of which have been submitted.
o Tree species were corrected
Wetland line was confirmed
Additional spoil pile removal and areas of additional flood storage creation/wetland connection were identified
Process for steep bank stabilization was identified
Rt. 9 headwall/bank stabilization was discussed
4 more stormwater “transmission” pipes are now due to be perforated
Confirmation that the stormwater pipes are sized to carry the 100-year storm
o Clarification regarding existing and proposed degraded Riverfront Area on the site
o Outstanding Issues (and Possible Conditions)

O O O 0O O O

e Ablasting plan

e Final Civil and Landscape Plans showing depth of garages, etc.

e Detailed Construction Sequence Plan and Narrative (showing interim and interior temporary sediment controls,
perimeter sediment controls, bank stabilization details, dewatering controls, stockpiling areas, protection of
infiltration areas, tree protection, etc.)

e 21E study results

e Future test pits to be observed by Conservation staff

e A SWPPP weekly reports (with photos and narratives).

e A detailed invasive control plan (integrated with the planting plan)

e An assessment will need to be made of cut and fill allowances before loam is spread in the regraded areas.

e Staff Recommendation.
o Review the recent plan changes.
Identify any additional issues for the Peer Reviewer to consider.

o
o Secure payment from the applicant team.
o Vote to continue the hearing to September 12.

2. (7:30 — 15 minutes) Eagle Scout Candidate Daniel Lee Hassett — Final Report on Installing Stairs at Upper Falls Riverwalk
e Owner. Newton Conservation Commission
e Representative. Daniel Lee Hassett, Eagle Scout candidate
e Project Summary. Daniel Lee Hassett installed a beautiful box staircase to facilitate access to the Charles River.
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Request. Sign off on the Eagle Scout project.
Documents presented at meeting. Scout’s PowerPoint presentation

Staff Comments. The box staircase is robust and attractive and will facilitate access to the Charles River for years to come.

Staff Recommendation. Agree by consensus to accept the project and have staff sign-off on the completion of this Eagle
Scout project.

3. (7:45 — 15 minutes) Eagle Scout Candidate Jacob Shen — Request to Install Wood Chips on trail at Flowed Meadow

Owner. Newton Conservation Commission

Representative. Jacob Shen, Eagle Scout candidate

Project Summary. Jacob Shen would like to refresh the wood chips some sections of the path to reduce tripping hazards.
Request. Provide permission to undertake the project on Conservation land.

Documents presented at meeting. Scout’s PowerPoint presentation

Staff Comments. Wood chips have been used for years on the non-accessible trails in Flowed Meadow.
Staff Recommendation. Agree by consensus to accept the project and have staff sign-off on the Eagle Scout project.

4. (8:00 — 30 minutes) 250 Albemarle Rd -- Notice of Intent— Albemarle Park fields and courts — DEP File # 239-980

Owner/Applicant. Luis Perez Demorizi, Newton Parks, Rec & Culture Department

Representatives. Megan Kearns, Weston & Sampson

Proposed Project Summary. Reconfiguration and renovation of the Albemarle Fields Sports Complex.
o 70 x 120 yard multi-use synthetic turf field

Renovated baseball field (Burke)

U-12 multi-use field

6 pickleball courts

1 basketball court

Renovated softball field (Cole)

ADA pathway connections to all amenities

Multiuse trail/service pathway on the eastern edge running from Crafts Street to the NECP parking lot

Sports lighting for all new and renovated fields and courts and upgraded electrical system

Material storage areas for maintenance

Field irrigation

42,080 sf of new mitigation plantings (and improved stormwater features)
o 1,636 cy of new flood storage capacity

Request. Issue OOC.

O 0O 0O 0O 0O o0 O o0 O O O

Jurisdiction. Riverfront Area, Bordering Land Subject to Flooding, and Buffer Zone to Bank.

Relevant Performance Standards.
Buffer Zone 10.53(1): General Provisions: “... the Issuing Authority shall impose conditions to protect the interests of the
Act identified for the adjacent Resource Area.

RFA: Redevelopment in Previously Developed Riverfront Areas; Restoration & Mitigation: 10.58(5)
... work improves existing conditions.
Redevelopment means ... reuse of degraded or previously developed areas.
A previously developed riverfront area contains areas degraded prior to August 7, 1996....
Work to redevelop previously developed riverfront areas shall ...:
(a) At a minimum, work shall result in an improvement over existing conditions ...
(b) Stormwater management is provided according to standards
(c) Proposed work shall not be closer to the river than existing conditions or 100’, whichever is less, except in
accordance with 10.58(5)(f) or (g).
(d) Proposed work...shall be located... away from the river, except in accordance with 10.58(5)(f) or (g).
(e) .... proposed work shall not exceed the ... degraded area ... except in accordance with 10.58(5)(f) or (g).
(f) Despite what it says in 310 CMR 10.58(5)(c), (d), and (e), more alteration closer to the river may be allowed if
an applicant proposes restoration ... of at least 1:1 ...
(g) Despite what it says in 310 CMR 10.58(5)(c), (d), or (e), more alteration closer to the river may be allowed if an
applicant proposes mitigation ... of at least 2:1
(h) The issuing authority shall include a continuing condition in the COC ...under 10.58(5)(f) or (g) prohibiting
further alteration within the restoration or mitigation area....

Bordering Land Subject to Flooding: 10.57
1. Compensatory storage shall be provided for all flood storage volume that will be lost...

o O O O
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2.
3.

Work shall not restrict flows so as to cause an increase in flood stage or velocity.
Work in those portions of bordering land subject to flooding found to be significant to the protection of wildlife
habitat shall not impair its capacity to provide important wildlife habitat functions. ....

Stormwater: 10.05(6)(k)
1.

W

© 0N w;

No new untreated discharges (treat to the level required in other standards)

No increase in peak discharges (store and gradually release)

Recharge / Infiltrate

80% annual TSS must be removed - Long term pollution prevention plan. Structural BMPs (consistent with TMDL),
pre-treatment per the handbook.

LUHPPLs

In sensitive receiving water areas .... Pretreat

Redevelopment projects

Construction Period Controls (and SWPP if over an acre)

Long-Term O&M Plan

10. No illicit discharges

e Documents in packets. Revised highlighted site plans

e Additional documents presented at meeting. Scout’s PowerPoint presentation

e Staff Notes.
o Commission Authority

The City undertook assessments and made the decision that artificial turf would be appropriate at this site (a site
used by older players, a dry site, a lighted site), so the application under consideration is for the redevelopment of a
multi-component athletic facility, including one artificial turf field, and significant enhancement/renaturalization of
the Cheese Cake Brook corridor.
The Commission must determine whether the application before it is approvable under the regulations (with
conditions)
o Under the Riverfront Area regulations
e New degraded area must be mitigated for 2:1 — This requirement has been met (and exceeded).
e The applicant must prove overall “improvement”, above and beyond the minimum requirements — the
extensive mitigation plan does that.
e Conditions to address the potential migration of infill, native plantings, limited lighting, etc.).
o Under the state stormwater standards: Stormwater is being managed to the full extent of the standards.
o Under the state flood zone regulations: there will be an increase in flood storage capacity on the site.
o Under the Commission’s flood storage policy: there will be an increase the flood storage capacity on the site.
If the project meets or exceeds the minimum required performance standards, DEP should support a positive
decision (upon an appeal).

o Plan Revisions

Plan revisions have been received answering many of the questions posed by staff, but staff await a detailed “Plan
Change Memo” identifying all the changes made to the very large plan set and stormwater report.

Net increase in degraded area in RFA is 17,305 sf; mitigation is 42,080 sf (a 2.4:1 ratio; 2:1 is the minimum required).
Do the “Planting Schedule” and the “Mitigation Planting Schedule” refer only to plantings within Commission
jurisdiction?

Mitigation Planting in the RFA is 56 trees and 240 shrubs spread through 10 defined areas.

o Engineering comments/requirements (excerpts)

Additional test pits will have to be dug prior to installation of the stormwater infiltration systems.
Drainage calculations must include retention of runoff equivalent to 2” x total impervious surface area.
Drainage calculations must include drawdown of the bioretention swales within 72 hours.

The overflow pipe from the artificial turf field must have a viable outlet.

DPW recommends replacing the proposed riprap in the curb cuts with vegetated forebays.

O&M plan revisions must include sweeping of the pathways.

o Peer reviewer. A third-party peer review agreement has been made with BSC to review all submitted materials and
render conclusions and recommendations. Their report is due in advance of the August 22 public hearing.

e Staff Recommendation.

o Secure payment from the applicant team so the peer review can begin.
o Vote to continue the hearing to August 22.
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5. (8:30 — 10 minutes) 51 Oak Ave — Request for Determination of Applicability (continued) — Confirm the City Floodplain line
shown on the plans
Owner/Applicant. YZ Fleet LLC (Tom Zou)
Representatives. John P. Rockwood, Ph.D., SPWS, EcoTec, Inc.
Proposed Project Summary.
o Now that remedial grading and planting have been done, this is a request to confirm the wetland line and document the
extent Conservation Commission jurisdiction under the City’s floodplain ordinance.
o No work has been proposed. No permits for work have been sought.
Request.
o Confirm the wetland line (the 52’ contour defined in the City floodplain ordinance) and Commission jurisdiction.

Issue a Negative 1 Determination - The area described in the Request is not an area subject to jurisdiction under the
Act; and

Issue a Negative 6 Determination - The area and/or work described in the Request is not subject to additional
review and approval by the Newton Conservation Commission under its Floodplain Ordinance.

o Close the Friendly Enforcement Order that required the owner to restore the 52-foot contour and flood storage volume
below that elevation.

Jurisdiction. City Floodplain
Documents in packets. As-built surveyed plan (7/15/2024)

Additional documents presented at meeting. Site photos

Staff Notes. The as-built plan confirms compliance with the Friendly Enforcement Order. The site is in excellent shape.
Staff Recommendation.

o Vote to close the Friendly Enforcement Order.
o Vote toissue a Negative 1 and a Negative 6 Determination (as noted above).

6. (8:40 — 30 minutes) 3, 5, 7, 9, and 11 Farwell Circle -- Notice of Intent — completion of 5-lot subdivision and road — DEP File #
239-978

Owner/Applicant. Farwell on the Charles LLC (J. Scott Tellier)
Representatives. John P. Rockwood, Ph.D., SPWS, EcoTec, Inc.
Proposed Project Summary. Complete the remaining 5 single-family homes of the original 6-lot residential subdivision.
Request. Issue OOC.
Jurisdiction. Riverfront Area, FEMA Flood Zone (Bordering Land Subject to Flooding), Stormwater Regulations
Relevant Performance Standards.

RFA: Redevelopment in Previously Developed Riverfront Areas; Restoration & Mitigation: 10.58(5)

O O O O

... work improves existing conditions.
Redevelopment means ... reuse of degraded or previously developed areas.
A previously developed riverfront area contains areas degraded prior to August 7, 1996....
Work to redevelop previously developed riverfront areas shall ...:
(a) At a minimum, work shall result in an improvement over existing conditions ...
(b) Stormwater management is provided according to standards
(c) Proposed work shall not be closer to the river than existing conditions or 100’, whichever is less, except in
accordance with 10.58(5)(f) or (g).
(d) Proposed work...shall be located... away from the river, except in accordance with 10.58(5)(f) or (g).
(e) .... proposed work shall not exceed the ... degraded area ... except in accordance with 10.58(5)(f) or (g).
(f) Despite what it says in 310 CMR 10.58(5)(c), (d), and (e), more alteration closer to the river may be allowed if
an applicant proposes restoration ... of at least 1:1 ...
(g) Despite what it says in 310 CMR 10.58(5)(c), (d), or (e), more alteration closer to the river may be allowed if an
applicant proposes mitigation ... of at least 2:1
(h) The issuing authority shall include a continuing condition in the COC ...under 10.58(5)(f) or (g) prohibiting
further alteration within the restoration or mitigation area....

Bordering Land Subject to Flooding: 10.57

1.
2.
3.

Compensatory storage shall be provided for all flood storage volume that will be lost...

Work shall not restrict flows so as to cause an increase in flood stage or velocity.

Work in those portions of bordering land subject to flooding found to be significant to the protection of wildlife
habitat shall not impair its capacity to provide important wildlife habitat functions. ....

Stormwater: 10.05(6)(k)

1.

No new untreated discharges (treat to the level required in other standards)
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No increase in peak discharges (store and gradually release)
Recharge / Infiltrate
80% annual TSS must be removed - Long term pollution prevention plan. Structural BMPs (consistent with TMDL)
LUHPPLs
In sensitive receiving water areas .... Pretreat
Redevelopment projects
Construction Period Controls (and SWPP if over an acre)
. Long-Term O&M Plan
10. No illicit discharges
e Documents in packets. Revised highlighted plans
e Additional documents presented at meeting. TBD
o Staff Notes.
o Plan revisions have been received answering many of the questions posed by staff.
o Spot grades have been added to illustrate two swales leading to the river and the elimination of the “berm” behind #7
and #9.
o Totalfill in the floodplain = 1813 cf. Total cut in the floodplain = 12,735 cf.
o The bounded mitigation planting area will be 19,500 sf with 100 canopy trees, 40 understory saplings, and 310 shrubs.
o Around the perimeter of the site will be 40 canopy trees and 40 shrubs.

©®ONOU A WN

e Staff Recommendation. Vote to close the hearing and issue an OOC with the following special conditions (and others
identified at the hearing).
o Require confirmatory test pits for #9 and #11, to be observed by Conservation staff.

o A SWPPP will be required. The Commission should require receipt of the weekly SWPPP reports and require bi-weekly or
monthly Environmental Monitoring with reports.

o Require identification of the party responsible for invasive control, planting, and monitoring prior to the start of work.
Require invasive control, planting, and monitoring as described in the narrative for the life of the permit.

7. (9:10 — 20 minutes) 36 Bonnybrook Rd -- Notice of Intent — single family home redevelopment with Buffer Zone in rear — DEP
File # 239-984

e Owner/Applicant. Cindy Stumpo
e Representatives. John P. Rockwood, Ph.D., SPWS, EcoTec, Inc.
e Proposed Project Summary.

o Single-family home tear-down/re-build

o In Commission jurisdiction:

e Cut 8 trees (7 Norway maples and 1 elm).
e Grade for lawn and landscaping.
e Remove invasive species.

e Plant 31 native canopy and understory trees, 21 native evergreen trees, and 15 native shrubs and seed with New
England Conservation Wildlife Mix.

e Maintain and monitor for 2 growing seasons.
e Request. Issue OOC.
e Jurisdiction. Buffer Zone to BVW
e Documents in packets. Highlighted site plans

e Additional documents presented at meeting. Site photos
o Staff Notes.
o Construction fence is up and erosion controls are in place for demolition of the house. New erosion controls will be
placed for the construction period.
o The construction of the house will take place outside of the Commission’s jurisdiction.

Only grading and landscaping will occur in Commission jurisdiction (in the outer Buffer Zone). No impervious areas will
be installed in the Buffer Zone.

No work will occur in the 25-foot Naturally Vegetated Buffer Zone.
o A utility easement at the rear of the property will dictate the location of some of the plantings.
It should be clarified what areas to be planted and seeded:
e Will be grubbed
e (Cleared to bare soil and seeded
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e Mulched in any way
e Loamed, jute meshed, and sodded (as noted in the narrative).
o The timing of invasive control efforts using herbicide and planting efforts should be clarified.
e Staff Recommendation. Vote to close the hearing and issue an OOC with the following special conditions (and others
identified at the hearing).
o Require planting as illustrated on the plan and in the narrative.
o Require 2 years of invasive species control, maintenance, and monitoring reports.

8. (9:30 — 15 minutes) 15 Keefe Ave — Request for Amended Order — expansion of rear patio — DEP File # 239-924

e Owner/Applicant. Lital Asher-Dotan

e Representatives. Self

e Proposed Project Summary.
o Expand rear patio from ~10’x15’ to ~35’ x 36’ (with associated re-grading and retaining walls).
o Add paver walkway along side of house.
o Move permanent mitigation planting bed.

e Request. Issue Amended Order of Conditions.
e Jurisdiction. Riverfront Area (currently all proposed work is outside FEMA flood zone.)
e Documents in packets. Highlighted plans
e Additional documents presented at meeting. Site photos
o Staff Notes.
o The Commission issued an OOC for the construction of a second story addition and new rear deck and patio
o The project was conditioned on the installation of a bounded permanent mitigation planting area (the slope behind the
house that was covered in invasive plants).

o The expanded patio is not exempt since it is over the bounded permanent mitigation planting area (not lawn) and
requires a 36” retaining wall.

e Staff Recommendation. Vote to close the hearing and issue an Amended OOC with the following special conditions (and
others identified at the hearing).
o The bounded permanent mitigation planting area must:
e Be coordinated/integrated with the riverbank
e Be enlarged (not simply shifted) to 1000 sf to reflect the large (1260 sf) patio
e Include 3 native deciduous canopy saplings, 6 native understory saplings, and 30 native shrubs
e Be bounded with stone bounds with medallions.

9. (9:45 — 15 minutes) 71 Harwich Rd — Violation of Plans -- Informal Discussion -- DEP File # 239-933

e Owner/Applicant. Vlad Vilkomir
e Representatives. Debbie Anderson
e |ssue Summary.
o The developer constructed a large elevated “patio” (considered a “deck” by ISD), walkways, stairs, and much taller walls
at the rear of the site, where initially sloping lawn and a short retaining wall were proposed and approved.
o The Commission discussed the full range of their options:
e Require removal of the unpermitted work under the existing Order of Conditions,
e Require modification of the unpermitted work under an amended Order of Conditions,
e Allow the unpermitted work to remain under an amended Order of Conditions,
e Allow the unpermitted work to remain as a minor plan change, and/or
e Require additional mitigation measures.
e Request. Allow what is on site to remain.
e Jurisdiction. Buffer Zone to Bordering Vegetated Wetland
e Documents in packets. Memo from the representative, approved plans, as-built plans.
e Additional documents presented at meeting. Site photos
o Staff Notes.
o The Commission’s concerns do not seem to have been accepted or addressed.
e Staff Recommendation.
o Vote on desired compliance: partial removal or expansion of natural planted wetland and buffer zone.
o Vote on route to compliance: another informal request or an Enforcement Order.

10.(10:00 — 5 minutes) 192 Concord St — Request for Certificate of Compliance — driveway, landscaping — DEP File # 239-886

Page 7 of 8



e Owner/Applicant. Nathan Hayman
e Representatives. Self
e Request. Issue COC.

e Project Summary. This was a single-family home expansion with Riverfront Area in the front yard. A bounded mitigation
planting area was installed in the front right corner of the lot.
o Staff Notes.
o All required paperwork has been received.
A site visit was conducted on 7/18/24.
3 bounds are in (this project preceded the Commission’s requirements for medallions).
Existing plants look good, but shrubs fall short of survival requirements, and there is a lot of mulch/empty space.
New owner has questions about possible future projects.
o This permit is expired so cannot be extended.
e Staff Recommendation. Work with owner to supplement plantings this summer, and revisit this COC request at the end of
September.

o 0O O O

B. ADMNISTRATIVE DECISIONS

11.(10:05 — 5 minutes) Minutes to be approved
e Documents in packets. Draft 7/8/2024 minutes, reviewed by Jeff Zabel
e Vote to approve the 7/8/2024 minutes.
e Volunteer. Who will volunteer to review the 8/1/2024 minutes?

12.(10:10 — 5 minutes) “Skinny” or “diminutive” cultivars

o Staff Notes. Staff feel that skinny and diminutive cultivars (e.g., “Taylor” juniper, “full speed a-hedge” arborvitae, or
“weeping” redbud) have limited ecological value. The Commission’s current mitigation planting guidelines requires native
species and functionality. Can/should they be any more prescriptive?

o Replacement trees and shrubs shall be native species.
o Replacement trees and shrubs shall replace lost tree (and shrub) functions and optimize density.

13.(10:15 — 5 minutes) Recorded Zoom Meetings

o Staff Notes. The Law Department has stated that audio and video recordings of public meetings must be provided upon
request.
ISSUES AROUND TOWN DECISIONS

UPDATES / DISCUSSION
C. WETLANDS — none at this time

D. CONSERVATION AREAS
o Kesseler Woods — trail update with photos
o Norumbega — trail accessibility update with photos

E. ADMINISTRATIVE MATTERS

F. ISSUES AROUND TOWN — none at this time
PUBLIC COMMENT
OTHER TOPICS NOT REASONABLY ANTICIPATED BY THE CHAIR 48 HOURS BEFORE THE MEETING — none at this time
ADJOURN
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