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TOWN OF WENHAM 
 

Conservation Commission 
Meeting Minutes of January 9, 2017 

Wenham Town Hall, 138 Main Street 
 
 
Pursuant to the Open Meeting Law, M.G.L. Chapter 30 A, §18-25, written notice posted by the Town Clerk delivered to all 
Commissioners, a meeting of the Conservation Commission was held on Monday January 9, 2017 at 7 PM in the Selectmen 
Chambers. 
 
With a quorum present, Mr. Colarusso called the meeting to order at 7 PM.  
Commissioners Present: Philip Colarusso, Chair; Robert Burnett; Leo Maestranzi; Michael Novak; Asma Syed  
Not Present: Chris Gajeski; Malcolm Reid  
 
Also present: Margaret Hoffman, Planning Coordinator; Catherine Tinsley, Recording Secretary 
Mike Clark, DCI, Engineer & Peer Reviewer for the Town 
 
Officials present, not participating:  Selectman Catherine Harrison 
 
 
Continued Hearings  
 
Notice of Intent - DEP 326-0359  
Applicant: Anthony Tambone, Wenham Pines LLC 
Consultant: Kyle Lally, Hancock Associates 
Location: 56-60 Main Street 
Project: Site development within jurisdictional proximity to wetland resource area with construction of 23 town house units on 
what is currently the 32.4 acre Lakeview Golf Course. (Continued from December 12, 2016)  
The applicant has requested a continuance to allow for additional time to gather information. 
 
Miranda Gooding, Glovsky & Glovsky, Attorney for the applicant confirmed the applicant’s team submitted the revised plans, 
Operations Maintenance Material Sedimentation Control, Open Space Management Plan, etc. on December 22 and has 
provided all information requested to date and addressed all comments. 
Mr. Clark confirmed he reviewed the latest information, including draft Order of Conditions. 
 
Mr. Colarusso observed that the Commission required the applicant to identify the open space boundaries with permanent 
makers.  The plan as submitted uses 43 boulders as markers which are identified on the plan with an X mark.  He further 
requested GPS coordinates be provided by the applicant for each marker. 
The applicant noted the boulder layout was developed by the landscape architect who would be providing the GPS 
coordinates to the Commission. The Commissioners confirmed the use of boulders for markers (compared to the use of 
granite posts as previously discussed). 
 
Attorney Gooding relayed that the applicant was pleased overall with the proposed conditions and just requested minor edits 
such as spelling be corrected. 
 
The meeting was open to the Commissioners for comments/questions. 
 
Mr. Novak ask for clarification regarding the Conservation Restriction (CR). 
Ms. Gooding responded that the project was approved under (section 11.1) of the Zoning Bylaw Proposed Flexible 
Development Plan and a CR is required as a condition for the permitting.  The CR would be submitted after the permitting 
approvals.   The Conservation Commission is the recipient of the CR. 
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Mr. Colarusso observed that the maintenance of wetlands evasive species would be the responsibility of the Condo 
Association and questioned how this would be monitored by the Commission.  He commented that as a golf course, invasive 
species was continually maintained. 
Mr. Clark noted that there is a three-year inspection of these area’s; this is in accordance with the Operation Maintenance Plan.  
He went on to suggest a condition be drafted that the property owner shall implement invasive species control to the 
satisfaction of the Conservation Commission, in the event the inspection shows changes. 
The CR includes the meadow and that it be allowed to naturally vegetate. 
The applicant agreed to propose a general continuing condition that ongoing maintenance be subject to the review of the 
Conservation Commission, and in accordance with the Open Space Maintenance plan. 
Mr. Novak added that this is condition 50.  He offered an edit to the condition that the open space be inspected by a 
Registered Landscape Architect Wetland Scientist every 2 years rather than a professional engineer every 3 years, and for the 
Inspection Report to be submitted to the Conservation Commission.  The amendment was accepted. 
  
Vote: Mr. Maestranzi moved, and it was seconded, to grant revised draft conditions, attached.  The option carried 4 to 0 with Ms. Syed needing to 
abstain because she was not a Commissioner during the hearings.  
 
 
Notice of Intent - DEP 326-0357 
Applicant: Larch Row Land LLC 
Consultant: Griffin Engineering Group LLC 
Location: 213R Larch Row 
Project: Construction of two single family dwellings and common driveway within the 100-foot adjacent upland resource area 
to a bordering vegetated wetland. (Continued from December 12, 2016)  
 
Mr. Colarusso opened hearing.  
Bob Griffin, Griffin Engineering Group LLC was present for the applicant.  
He gave a brief overview of the application saying this is an 18 acres property with two building lots that were created and 
Planning Board approved in 1992 known as 213R Larch Row and 215R Larch Row.  
Essex County Greenbelt holds the Conservation Restriction on a large portion of the property; there is an easement for a 
common driveway. Greenbelt is in favor of the proposed modification to move the (original) common driveway for 213, 
213R, & 215R slightly west to reduce the impact on the wetlands and save mature sugar maple trees.  
The wetland flagging was recently updated. 
The Planning Board requested feedback from the Conservation Commission regarding this amendment. 
 
In response to the peer review concern with the storm water run-off, the driveway has been changed from a paved driveway 
back to a gravel driveway, therefore reducing the storm water run-off, and moving the infiltration areas at least 50 feet from 
the BVW.  The wetlands crossing has not changed.  A small paved area was added near the garage for both dwellings, as was 
dry wells.  
A culvert crossing on the driveway near Larch Row was added. 
 
Mr. Clark commented that he has not had the opportunity to review the proposed changes in detail yet, but of importance he 
noted that the lower half of the site is all in Zone A.  He went on to describe Zone A as a critical surface water supply area 
that must comply with the Stormwater Standards to the “maximum extent practical.”  
Mr. Clark observed that hydroCAD analysis was well done, but infiltration basins are not shown on the plan. 
Mr. Griffin responded that these will normally be dry and are insignificant.  Mr. Clark disagreed because they are in Zone A.  
Per his review of the soil maps, Zone A is due to the high-water table in the area.  He agreed that the dry wells were an 
improvement, but recommended additional detail of how they are connected and collect the water be provided. 
The other concern raised to the Commission that there are no details on the drainage, maintenance, erosion control for the 
driveway, now proposed to be compacted gravel. 
Mr. Griffin identified Zone A on the map for the Commissioners and the intermittent stream which runs through the 
property; for the purpose of this application, the stream is considered contiguous and everything within 200 feet of the stream 
is in the critical Zone A and identified this area as well.  
Mr. Clark noted that the storm water discharge is tied to the MS4; no structure on lot 213R can have a metal roof. 
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Upon the completion of the new common driveway (moved closer to the four corners) the existing driveway to 213 Larch 
Row will be eliminated and the vegetation restored in that area.  
 
Mr. Clark and Mr. Griffin disagreed if the culverts in the wetlands be designed along the guidelines of a stream crossing for 
wildlife to get through.  Mr. Griffin said it would push the height of the driveway up, is an added expense, and wildlife does 
not need to cross here citing there are plenty of places for crossing; he reiterated that there is no actual stream.  
It was noted that 2,300 square feet of wetlands is proposed to be filled. 
Mr. Clark proposed a larger pipe, partially buried be used. 
Mr. Griffin reported that Bill Manuel, a wetland biologist, looked at this area and determined it did not meet the stream 
crossing standards. 
Mr. Griffin requested to know as soon as possible if the Commission needs to investigate this further, as a lot of time has gone 
into this application.  
Mr. Clark stressed that this is a 2016 application under the wetlands protection act and the bylaws have changed since 1992 
when this project was approved, and must meet all regulations.  
The Chair requested the spirit of the stream crossing standards be met i.e. a natural bottom to allow small wetland creatures 
egress and the long-term maintenance of the proposed gravel drive in time for the next meeting. 
 
A quorum was questioned for the January 23 meeting and it was agreeable to continue to the February 13 meeting. 
 
Vote: Mr. Maestranzi moved to continue the hearing to a date certain of February 13, 2017 at 7 pm.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
 
Administrative  
 
MACC – Massachusetts Association of Conservation Commissions is requesting Conservation Commissions around the 
Commonwealth sign a letter to the Governor Baker requesting he not approve new gas pipelines in Massachusetts. Ms. 
Harrison agreed to follow up with the Selectmen before the Commission takes this under consideration. 
 
Certificate of Completion:  This agenda item was held to the next meeting. 
 
Update on Spring Hill:  The development plans for Spring Hill, 79 Dodges Row, are still under review with Department of 
Environmental Protection 
 
Minutes – December 12, 2016 
Mr. Maestranzi moved to approve the December 12, 2016 minutes as written and it was unanimous to so with Ms. Syed 
abstaining citing she was not a sitting member at the December 12 meeting. 
 
 
The next regular scheduled meeting is January 23. 
 
Adjournment - The Commissioners unanimously adjourned at 7:51 pm. 
 
 
 
 
 
Respectfully Submitted By 
  
Catherine Tinsley 
1.12.17  
 


