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Aisling Eglington, MEPA
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The Chairman opened the meeting 7:17pm and thanked Ms. Aisling Eglington, EOEA, for attending.

Mr. Kimball then announced that CAC deliberations would be scheduled from 7pm-9pm with 15 minutes of public comment to take place at 9pm.  The Chairman would allow the meetings to extend for 15 minutes if the Committee wishes to finish a particular discussion; in which case public comment would occur at 9:15 and the meeting would end promptly at 9:30pm.

Discussion ensued on the role of the CAC.    Ms. Eglington indicated the purpose of the CAC is to advise the EOEA Secretary on the review of environmental documents for the Base project and provide a more detailed review on the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR), as was done on the Notice of Project Change (NPC).

It was noted that there was repetition in several locations of the NPC.  It was suggested that the report be set up with Agency sections rather than by chapter.  Ms. Rome noted that MEPA regulators have established the outline for the EIR - with the four topics:  Summary, Project Description, Alternatives Analysis and Mitigation; and the categories for each topic:  Traffic, Water, Wastewater, Wetlands, Stormwater, Wildlife and Cleanup.  Ms. Rome stated it would be most helpful if the CAC could point out areas of duplication, so they can be fixed.  

A request was made for a list of documents required for Phase 1 and a schedule for the availability of those documents, to help the Committee plan their review process.   Ms. Rome provided the Committee with a table of contents for the DEIR and suggested topics, as a starting point, for the next eight (8) meetings.  Discussion ensued on the meeting topics.  It was noted that Phase 1 documentation is most important to the Committee compared to the broader issues of the DEIR.  The Committee requested a complete list of the Phase 1waiver criteria, as required in the Certificate, to be provided to CAC with dates indicating when the materials would be ready for review.

Mr. Kleiman & Ms. Rome suggested potential dates for meetings and mapped out the EIR sections that could be prepared for each meeting.  After some discussion eight (8) dates were tentatively scheduled:  April 5 & 25, May 3 & 24, June 7 & 21 and July 12 & 19.  Further discussion ensued on the need for a schedule of the Regulators requirements for both the Phase 1 and the DEIR – to be sent to CAC members in advance of their next meeting.

Mr. Kleiman noted that a Construction Manager recently joined the team to be involved in planning and to finalize a construction plan.   

The Committee voiced their displeasure of being pushed into a tight review schedule during the NPC process.

Mr. Kleiman stated that a more reasonable schedule could be established.    The Chairman stated documents must be received well in advance of the meetings in order for the CAC to do their job.  Discussion ensued on the documents for the Phase 1 Waiver and the full EIR.

Questions were asked to Ms. Eglington.  Environmental impacts and related issues are all part of the CAC scope.   As part of the alternatives analysis, the CAC is authorized to suggest substitutions to the plan.  Financial and/or daily operation issues are not part of the CAC scope.  

The Committee agreed that copies of Agency comments (MHD, NHESP etc.) on the Notice of Project Change would be used for guidance during the review process. All members will receive copies prior to the next meeting.   LNR also agreed to post those comments on their website for easy public access.

Mr. Fancher stated that the Corporation’s conference room could be made available for Sub Committee members to meet in preparation for CAC meetings.

Further discussion ensued on the need to build Phase 1 deliverables into the schedule, providing them to CAC a week in advance of meetings, providing corrected documents back to the CAC for final review, separating the Phase 1 and DEIR documents on each topic and commenting on the completeness of each section.

Ms. Eglington indicated that MEPA does not expect formal CAC comments on Phase 1 documents, unless the Committee feels it is necessary; but does expect that the CAC will take the initiative to communicate with MEPA if they deem it necessary.  The CAC is not expected to comment on the permit approvals of other Agencies but is expected to comment on issues such as the quality of the construction plan for the host communities.   The CAC should look for flaws in the report and make sure the Proponents respond to their comments.  It is expected that the Proponent will consult with the CAC as the process moves forward.  Some CAC members requested that the Town of Hingham be included in the construction plan.  

Ms. Rome noted that several topics overlap Phase 1 and DEIR review.  Mr. Kleiman indicated that a Table will be created for CAC that ties the sections of the DEIR back to the requirements in the Certificate and maps will be provided to help keep track.

Mr. Kleiman was asked to provide data with supporting documentation and graphics so that the CAC would conduct meaningful reviews.  All information will be emailed and downloaded for mailing in hard copy to all CAC members.  The Committee also requested a hard copy of the DEP letter dated  Oct. 11, 2002 on test well sites.

Mr. Kleiman indicated that technical people & engineers would be in attendance for direct questions at CAC meetings with big issues such as water supply & wastewater, or elaborate field studies.

Discussion ensued on the complicated process put forth to the CAC with reviewing documents that are not in final form.  This challenge could increase frustration levels.  Mr. Kleiman stated they are trying to keep things together as much as they can.  It was suggested that the meeting schedule might be starting too soon and that the topics should be rearranged so that documents to be reviewed are closer to final form.

Minutes, Dec. 12, 2005

VOTED:  Motion of Joseph Shea, seconded by Joseph Fisher to approve the minutes of December 12, 1005 as written.

Unanimous vote

Discussion ensued on sub committee schedules, noting that documents were needed well in advance of CAC meetings in order to get the sub committees going.

Ms. Eglington indicated that if a CAC member is not able to participate they could ask for another nomination.

The Chairman directed the secretary to send the dates for the next 8 meetings to the individual to determine his availability.

Public Comment

Mr. Mathews, WTC suggested the MEPA certificate be cross referenced with the DEIR to be sure all questions are answered.  The Committee agreed and further stated that the certificate should be used to determine if the proponent’s topic is actually ready for CAC review.

Mr. Galluzzo was informed that MEPA  is available for the CAC and the general public for questions, comments or issues of concern.

Ms. Hilbert voiced her disappointment with Weymouth’s representation on the CAC.

Ms. Eglington stated that she would publish CAC meetings dates in the Environmental Monitor and on the MEPA site.

The Committee thanked Ms. Eglington for her attendance and input.

VOTED:  Motion of Jim Clarke, seconded by Joe Fisher to adjourn the meeting.

Unanimous vote

The meeting ended 9:00pm.

Mary Cordeiro, Recording Secretary

Charles Kimball, Chairman  CAC

