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The meeting opened at 7:07pm

Ms. Rome handed out revisions and corrections to responses from Section 1 (CAC) and 14 (MEPA and DEP) of the FEIR.  A request for a redline version of the text was made, but could not be provided.

MEPA  Land Takings (#14)

Land takings for the Parkway corridor improvements Rte. 18 to Rte. 3, including Weymouth St., Reservoir Park Drive and Hingham Street, would be conducted under the authority of the State (EOT or MHD) with consultations with the local Towns. Land takings for mitigating intersection improvements in the local towns will be conducted under the authority of the Towns.  There would be no financial obligations to the Towns.  Mr. Kleiman noted a strip taking on Weymouth Street that was inadvertently omitted and was added to the graphic.  

It was noted that MassHighway would contact Rockland when the Parkway corridor was at 25% design and that an MOU would be executed between Tri-Town and Executive Office of Transportation soon.

MEPA Temporary Impacts (#19)

The Parkway corridor, at 10% design, only focused on permanent impacts.

The project needs to be at 25% design to fully understand easements needed for temporary construction.  Mr. Hall noted the EOT comment and that they understood  temporary impacts related to east end connectivity would be the responsibility of MHD.

Mr. Hall noted the parkway did not impact the RDA but did impact some riverfront area.

Some CAC members believed the Parkway impacted both the RDA and a perennial stream/drinking water supply for Weymouth.

MEPA Bicycle/Pedestrian Connectivity (#29)

Mr. Kleiman voiced uncertainty on the specific requirements on trails next to fairways and the liability issues of a golf course.  The trail system must allow safe passage but the design had not been advanced beyond the concept level at this time.  Mr. Kleiman stated that LNR was fully committed to develop a first class trail system.

MEPA U.S. Coast Guard (#31)

It was suggested that LNR elaborate on the detrimental affects of the transit oriented portion of the development and the significant issue of relocating the Buoy Depot facility.

Mr. Kleiman noted that the Buoy Depot was a federal facility and that the Congressional Delegation was involved in the relocating process.

MEPA Final grassland habitat management (#37)

Questions were asked if a qualified expert with extensive experience was hired to prepare management and long-term monitoring plans for eastern box turtles and grassland birds.

Mr. Kleiman noted that was part of the application process with NHESP, along with escrowing funds, but he could not provide more precise parameters.

MEPA On-site/off-site wetland impacts (#40)

The Committee voiced concern that wetland impacts were not quantified.

Mr. Kleiman stated that changing the Parkway alignment avoided the need for a Wetlands Variance process.  The threshold of 5,000 s/f had been avoided.

MEPA Vernal Pools (#46)

Ms. Lisa Standley was contacted via cell phone to provide clarification on vernal pools on northwest side of French’s Stream.  Ms. Standley indicated the regulations closely define vernal pools and habitat areas within wetland resource areas and noted that no habitats were impacted by the project within the wetland resource area.  All vernal pools on the Base had been reviewed once and pools would be evaluated again, during the permitting process when actual work would begin near resource areas.

MEPA Permanent protection wildlife habitat and open space areas (#49)

Mr. Kleiman noted that in addition to Wild Lands Trust, Mass Audubon was also a potential holder of the conservation restriction.  The holding entity would be identified when the NHESP permit is issued and restrictions are put on the property.

MEPA Stormwater discharge (#51)

Mr. Kleiman noted that some existing (Navy) stormwater outfalls would be utilized as they were in good locations and the existing vegetation stabilized the riverbanks; changing them out would cause negative impacts.  Detention would be implemented upstream of those outfalls.

MEPA Stormwater management (#52)

Mr. Kleiman noted the new stormwater management program would reduce flooding in Rockland, goes beyond DEP standards and is better then the systems currently in place.

MEPA Mobility of contaminants (#73)

It was noted that the response was inadequate and did not address analysis undertaken or measures proposed to avoid potential movement of contaminants.  Mr. Kleiman indicated the statement was misread and would be revised.  

MEPA Flood Management (#74)

Mr. Kleiman agreed to correct the reference on WWTP of peak discharge to average discharge.  It was noted that the wastewater treatment plant didn’t collect stormwater. 

The Stormwater 9-acre discharge area would cause significant reduction in peak flows into French’s Stream.

MEPA Water Conservation Public Education Plan (#94)

The comment will be revised to include ways to educate residents on the water conservation plan.

Committee Concerns on responses to MEPA comments:

· It would have been prudent for LNR to take more time to provide information on temporary parkway impacts, as required in FEIR.

· LNR has not had adequate contact or conversations with the Town of Rockland on traffic mitigation, flooding issues, connectivity issues and conservation restrictions during the EIR process.

· Some temporary impacts may have been omitted in the FEIR because the process is not at an appropriate level of design.

· Future ownership of the Rubble Disposal Area responsibilities has not been adequately addressed.

· Future ownership of East/West Parkway responsibilities, once built, has not been adequately addressed.

· The inadequate information available in the FEIR inhibits the CAC’s ability to provide comments, due to the Proponents intended filing schedule.

· The statement that a ‘first class trail system will happen’ does not satisfy the Certificate’s requirement for detailed information on pedestrian and bicycle connectivity.  

· The FEIR should elaborate more on the north and south ends of the Base for wildlife connectivity

· The FEIR does not adequately respond to what it was directed to do.

· More information is needed on addressing the cost and funding sources for increased commuter rail ridership. (#35)

· The form of legal and financial instruments to guarantee long-term management and monitoring of endangered species and protected open space is not described in the FEIR.

· Quantification of wetland impacts is not provided in the FEIR (#40).

DEP Construction Management Plan (#75)

Discussion ensued on specific measures to identify hazards.  Mr. Kleiman noted OSHA training and protocols, onsite supervision and also noted that Tri-Town hired an overseer for the whole construction period.  

DEP Phase 1 Waiver project (#14)

The Committee and LNR agreed the response was incomplete.  The response will be revised for next meeting.

Committee Concerns on responses to DEP comments:

· The OSHA protocol in the CMP should be more fully explained in the actual response to unknown hazardous waste discoveries.

· The CMP should also include notification, in addition to DEP and EPA, to the local Towns and the Restoration Advisory Board of unknown hazardous waste discoveries.

· Identify the sweeping benchmark that benefits TSS removal (#47).

· More information is needed on how the TMA will be developed (#67).

· More information is needed on how to implement TDM measures during and upon completion of full buildout (#68).

In the interest of time, Mr. Young submitted written comments on FEIR:

General
1.
The document has several references to the Draft EIR, which not all reviewers will have at their immediate disposal. A CD containing the Draft EIR should be attached to the Final EIR to assist reviewers.      

Specific – Volume I (Text)

1. Add “Volume I – Text” to document info on exterior binder covers.

2. Table of Contents: Please add figures 10.3-1 through 10.4-4.

3. Section 2.5.5: The square footages of impacted wetlands do not coincide with those listed in Table 2.6-1.

4. Section 2.5.9, page 2-5: The wastewater generation estimate (1.3 mgd) does not coincide with the 1.05 mgd estimate noted in Table 2.6-1.

5. Table 2.6-1, wastewater, mitigation, second line: Change “and requiring low-flow” to “through the potential use of low-flow”.

6. Table 2.7-1, water, infrastructure: Remove reference to low-flow fixtures and appliances – current regulatory framework for the project does not require low-flow fixtures and appliances.  

7. Section 2.7.1.5, page 2-22, second paragraph, last sentence: Remove reference to low-flow fixtures and appliances, or revise to note that their use is recommended not required.

8. Section 2.7.1.5, page 2-22, fourth paragraph: Change “required use of low flow” to “recommended use of low-flow”.

9. Section 2.7.2.1, page 2-23, last paragraph: Change “LNR Property” to “the” and remove the last sentence which begins “The award description..”, as the reference pertains to a different award.

10. Section 2.7.2.2, page 2-25, first line: Change “June 21, 2006” to “June 12, 2006”.

11. Table 3.2-1, impervious area: No footnote is provided for the asterisk associated with total impervious area.

12. Section 4.6.1 (Transit): This section was provided to the CAC on May 9, 2007 in draft format. Please present a final version to the CAC prior to the CAC meeting scheduled for May 22, 2007. 

13. Section 5.1.1, page 5-2, first paragraph: The acreages described total 1,396 acres. Please revise to be consistent with the correct project acreage of 1,385.

14. Section 5.1.1, pages 5-2 and 5-3: The acreages described (285, 720, and 24) for various habitat types exceeds the 1,000 acres of natural habitats noted on line one of this section – please adjust so that the numbers match.

15. Section 5.1.2.1, page 5-6, first paragraph, last line: Remove “through”.

16. Section 8.5.3, page 8-16, last paragraph: Please note where project regulatory framework requires rooftop infiltration basins and pervious pavement until the groundwater recharge criteria are met. Please remove this paragraph if these statements are false.

17. Section 8.8, page 8-23, responsible party, second sentence: Please add “public” between “Base-wide” and “facilities”.

18. Section 8.8, page 8-23, overview, first sentence: Please revise Figure 8.4-1 so that the conceptual pond locations are numbered 1-11 rather than 1, 3-12.

19. Section 8.8, page 8-24, maintenance activities and procedures, extended detention basis and wet ponds, last bullet: Suggest replacing current text with same text contained in the first bullet under “Constructed Wetland”. 

20. Section 8.8, pages 8-26 and 8-27, installation and maintenance costs: Is it safe to assume that the installation and maintenance costs for the various BMP’s are the same? This does not seem correct – please separate installation versus maintenance costs in this section.

21. Section 8.8, page 8-27, reporting and documentation, last paragraph: The Corporation will be responsible for ensuring compliance with the Operation and Maintenance (O&M) Plan for public facilities and the individual lot owners will be responsible for compliance with the O&M Plan for private facilities. Please revise the paragraph cited above.

22. Section 9.2.7, last sentence: Please add “likely” between “Phase 1A capacity will” and “ be maintained under agreement with Weymouth”.

23. Section 10.2, page 10-4, last line: Please remove the sentence beginning “Bans on outside watering..”.

24. Section 10.3, page 10-7, second paragraph, last sentence: Please revise sentence to: “The Corporation’s Board of Directors will review and adopt these plans which currently include the following conservation measures”.

25. Section 10.3, page 10-7, second bullet: Please change “Requiring” to “Recommending”.

26. Section 10.3.2, page 10-9, second paragraph, third line: Please change “grassy area east of French’s Stream” to “grassy area west of the west branch of French Stream”.

27. Section 10.8, page 10-31, third paragraph, second sentence: Please revise sentence from “In addition Corporation is in the process of developing and adopting a local..” to “In addition, the Corporation will develop and adopt a local..”.

28. Section 12.2.2, first paragraph: Please include text that notes that the draft FOST 4 document has recently undergone a public comment period and the FOST 4 property (approximately 317 acres) is expected to be transferred to the Corporation at the same time as the FOST 3 property.

29. Section 12.2.2, second paragraph: Please change “over 800 acres” to “approximately 500 acres”.

30. Section 12.2.6, page 12-5, last line: Please remove “Spring” from the ROD signature date reference.  

31. Table 12.2-1, EBS, RIA 62 status: Please revise status to read: “Regulators reviewing the Draft Hydrogeologic Investigations Tech Memo dated December 2006, the Draft Geochemical Investigations Tech Memo dated January 2007 and the Draft Human Health Risk Assessment for French Stream dated April 2007. Draft Ecological Risk Assessment expected in Spring 2007.”

32. Table 12.2-1, MCP, RIA 94: Please remove this site from the table – it is now closed out per Navy.

33. Table 12.2-1, AOCs, AOC 55C status: Please add that the EM Survey Completion Report was issued in May 2007.

34. Table 12.2-1, AOCs, AOC 61/30B status: Please update first sentence to note that a Final Sampling Plan for the West Mat and East Mat storm drainage systems was issued in March 2007.

35. Table 12.2-1, IR Sites, IR 7 (STP) status: Please replace first sentence of status with “Final Feasibility Study (Rev 1) was issued in April 2007.

36. Section 13.2.5.8, fourth bullet: Please switch “host” and “will”.

37. Section 13.4.1.3, page13-24, first paragraph, first sentence: Figure 5.2-4 is referenced, however that figure has not been provided to the CAC.

38. Section 13.4.1.3, page13-24, first paragraph, last sentence: Will nesting patches placed within existing unpaved roads east of the Old Swamp River be in competition with recreational activities (walking/biking)?

39. Section 13.4.1.3, page13-24, third paragraph, first sentence: See comment #35.

40. Section 13.5.2.2, page 13-28, first paragraph, last sentence: Figure 6.3-1 should be cited here.

41. Section 13.6.1.1, page 13-36, first bullet (tot lot): Please replace “Boulevard” with “Drive”.

42. Section 13.6.1.6, open space preservation, page 13-41, third paragraph, last sentence: Please replace “South Short” with “South Shore”.

43. Section 13.7.4.3, page 13-53, third paragraph, fourth sentence: Please replace “east of Shea Memorial Drive” with “west of Shea Memorial Drive”.

44. Section 13.7.4.3, page 13-54, second paragraph: See comment #14.

45. Section 13.7.6.1, page 13-59: Please change “In addition, as an operator of an MS4, the Corporation must submit” to “In addition, as a future operator of an MS4, the Corporation will submit”.

46. Section 13.7.7, responsible party, page 13-59: See comment #15.

47. Section 13.7.7, overview, page 13-60, first sentence: Please revise this sentence to match similar reference in Section 8.8, overview.

48. Section 13.7.7, maintenance activities and procedures, extended detention basis and wet ponds, last bullet, page 13-61: See comment #17.

49. Section 13.7.7, installation and maintenance costs, page 13-63: See comment #18.

50. Section 13.7.7, reporting and documentation, page 13-64, last paragraph: See comment #19.

51. Table 13.5-1, water conservation, page 13-70: Please change “Install low-flow fixtures” to “Recommend installation of low-flow fixtures”.

52. Section 14, MEPA.70: Please remove second sentence from response – it is not consistent with current project regulatory framework.

53. Section 14, MEPA.93: The response states that the current state plumbing code requires low-flow fixtures. Please provide the exact citation for this regulation or remove the reference from the response if it is not consistent with the current code.

54. Section 14, EPA.05: Please finalize a response and provide to the CAC prior to the CAC meeting scheduled for May 22, 2007.

55. Section 14, EPA.13: The response is not correct, the project’s regulatory framework does not require all developers to install water conserving fixtures in all buildings.

56. Section 14, EOT.05: See comment #54.

57. Section 14, EOT.12: See comment #54.

58. Section 14, MAPC.13: Please provide more specific citations for where the response can be confirmed in the FEIR.

59. Section 14, MAPC.19: The response should be revised to note that two of the four AUL’s are currently owned by LNR and two are currently owned by the Navy. The applicable property owner is responsible for completing remediation required as a result of previous Navy-activities.

60. Section 14, OCPC.04: See comment #54.

61. Section 14, WEY.07: See comment #54.

62. Section 14, BS.01: Please change “requirements” to “recommendations” regarding use of low-flow fixtures.

Specific – Volume II (Graphics)

1. Table of Contents: Please add figures 10.3-1 through 10.4-4.

2. Figure 8.4-1: See comment #16 on Volume I.

Specific - Appendices 

1. Appendix C: This appendix is reproduced from the Draft EIR and has not been updated. The appendix should be provided to the CAC prior to the CAC meeting scheduled for May 22, 2007.

2. Appendix D: This appendix is reproduced from the Draft EIR and has not been updated. The appendix should be provided to the CAC prior to the CAC meeting scheduled for May 22, 2007.

3. Appendix E, Local Water Resources Management Plan, cover page: Please remove “Base” after “Former South Weymouth Naval Air Station”.

4. Appendix E, Local Water Resources Management Plan, cover letter: Please remove “Base” after “Former South Weymouth Naval Air Station”.

5. Appendix E, Local Water Resources Management Plan, section 5.2.1, first paragraph, change “600” to “1,200”.

6. Appendix E, Local Water Resources Management Plan, section 5.2.1, second paragraph, first sentence: Please change “begins along a taxiway north of Twin Ponds” to “begins east of Taxiway C north of Twin Ponds”.

7. Appendix E, Local Water Resources Management Plan, section 5.2.3, forested and scrub-shrub wetlands, second paragraph: The breakdown of mapped wetland types does not total to 56. 

8. Appendix E, Local Water Resources Management Plan, section 5.2.3, vernal pools: This paragraph needs to be updated to be consistent with current FEIR text.

9. Appendix E, Local Water Resources Management Plan, section 5.2.4, page 18, Base-specific evaluations, first paragraph, second sentence: Please change “Northwest part of Base area” to “Northwest part of the Base”.

10. Appendix E, Local Water Resources Management Plan, section 5.2.4, page 18, Base-specific evaluations, second paragraph, fourth sentence: Please remove the sentence – it is not consistent with current practice.

11. Appendix E, Local Water Resources Management Plan, section 8.2.3, first paragraph: Remove the paragraph and replace with “Buildings including residential uses will be designed to use less than 65 gallons of potable water per residential occupant per day.

12. Appendix E, Local Water Resources Management Plan, section 8.2.3, second paragraph: Please add “the” between “for” and “project”.

13. Appendix E, Local Water Resources Management Plan, section 8.3.1: Please remove the extra period at end of the paragraph.

14. Appendix E, Water Conservation Plan, cover page: Please remove “Base” after “Former South Weymouth Naval Air Station”.

15.  Appendix E, Water Conservation Plan, cover letter: Please remove “Base” after “Former South Weymouth Naval Air Station”.

16. Appendix E, Water Conservation Plan, section 2.2, first line: Please remove the comma at the beginning of the paragraph.

17. Appendix E, Water Conservation Plan, section 2.5, first paragraph, second sentence: “Building” should be plural.

18. Appendix E, Water Conservation Plan, section 2.8, last paragraph: Please add a period after the first sentence.  

19. Appendix E, Water Conservation Plan, section 2.9, second paragraph: Please remove a “b” from “Abbington”.

20. Appendix E, Water Conservation Plan, Table 1, public sector use, base efforts: Please add an “m” to “recomends”.

21. Appendix E, Water Conservation Plan, Appendix B, Contingency Plan, cover page: Please remove “Base” after “Former South Weymouth Naval Air Station”.

22.  Appendix E, Water Conservation Plan, Appendix B, Contingency Plan, cover letter: Please remove “Base” after “Former South Weymouth Naval Air Station”.     

23. Appendix E, Water Conservation Plan, Appendix B, Contingency Plan, cover letter: Please replace “LWRMP” with an appropriate reference for the contingency plan.

24. Appendix E, Water Conservation Plan, Appendix B, Contingency Plan, cover letter: Please remove the additional period at the end of the first paragraph. 

Public Comment

Mr. Galluzzo, Weymouth, voiced several concerns over the lack of information and stated the FEIR was being filed prematurely.  

Mr. Galluzzo also voiced concern that the overflow of Base effluent, during storms, might feed into Weymouth’s drinking water system.  Mr. Kleiman explained there are strict (DEP) requirements for the design of the Waste Water Treatment Plant to handle extreme situations and also noted that French’s Stream did not drain into Weymouth’s drinking water supply.

Mr. Corbett, Rockland, voiced concern that the proposed Waste Water Treatment Plant would discharge more water into his already flooded backyard and requested it not be built.  Mr. Kleiman described the significant reductions in flow from the stormwater management program and the wastewater treatment program during storm events.

Discussion ensued on failsafe mechanisms for stormwater management as required by DEP.

VOTED:  Motion of Eric Dykeman, seconded by Bruce Hughes, to adjourn the meeting.

Unanimous vote

The meeting ended 9:45pm

Mary Cordeiro, Recording Secretary

Joseph Fisher, Vice Chairman

PAGE  
9
May 17, 2007


