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The Chairman opened the meeting at 7:12pm.  The committee reviewed, amended and added new language to the comment sheet to be submitted with the NPC filing.

2.0 Project Change

· Review of the NPC is limited because the CAC is not certain that the figures used by the Proponent are up to date - NPC

· A traffic analysis for intersections and roadway links are incomplete, insufficient and should include about 30 more intersections that the CAC will provide - NPC 

· The lack of information on traffic impacts for 300 general residence units (vs. 300 Senior Units), fails to meet an EIR level of detail and doesn’t speak as a severable project - NPC

Concerns were raised that the LNR Team had not provided corrected figures to the Committee, as requested, for their review.  Ms. Rome stated those corrections would be put in the NPC.  There’s a significant change in housing from 300 senior residents to 300 general residents that may affect traffic during MEPA phase 1 construction.  That information has not been provided to the CAC 

Discussion ensued on the perceived conflict with traffic mitigation agreements between the Towns and the Proponent during LNR Phase 1 construction and the scope of MEPA phase 1 construction.

It was noted that the DEIR would determine what the parkway would look like.  It was also noted that the parkway would require permits from Rockland Planning Board & Conservation Commission.  

VOTED:  Motion of Bill Clark, seconded by Joseph Shea, that the East/West Parkway would not be approved for construction until the DEIR is filed.

11-1 vote   Ms. Parsons opposed

Further discussion ensued on the number of intersections that should be studied, but are not included in the NPC.  It was decided that a GIS radius of the Base would be provided to the four towns to identify critical street locations.  All Committee members agreed that LNR had not provided correct information.

VOTED:  Motion by Joe Shea, seconded by Mary Parsons, to note in the record that LNR, by their own admission, stated the trip generation/traffic analysis of intersections and roadway links is incorrect and has not been corrected since the first CAC meeting.

Unanimous vote

2.2.1.3  Site Access

· Explain the environmental impacts of the E/W Parkway to rare species and wetlands – DEIR

· Insert the following sentence at the end of first paragraph under East/West Parkway/Eastern Access; “All design elements and environmental impacts will be summarized in the DEIR.”

Some members voiced concern with referencing the E/W Parkway impacts in multiple locations throughout the NPC giving a perceived impression that there was opposition to the parkway.   It was noted that the mission of the CAC did not include taking a position to support or oppose the project; but to critically evaluate and make constructive recommendations to ensure that potential environmental impacts have been fully disclosed. 

2.2.2.1 Water Demand

· Add actual estimated water usage in MEPA phase 1 - NPC

Ms. Rome stated the water demand of 1.4 mgd in the NPC is an accurate number that applies to the whole master plan.  

2.2.2.2 Water Supply Options

· Provide information on potential impacts to the neighboring water supplies – the Weymouth Reservoir – and the number of wells on-site - DEIR

2.2.3.2 Options and Approaches

· Define the affect of wastewater discharge into wetland areas, during periods of low demand DEIR

· Define what off-site roadways will be affected by the E/W Parkway - DEIR

2.2.5 Stormwater Management

2.2.5.1 Options and Approaches

· Define the planting plan for replicated wetlands – DEIR

· Define method of reestablishing historic flow to French’s Stream - DEIR

· Define the plan for down stream flood control - DEIR

2.2.5.2 TMDL Study

· Identify the O & M plan and who’s responsible for it - DEIR

· Include the DEP & EPA best management requirement reports in the DEIR

2.2.6 Wildlife and Habitat Protection

· Identify the areas subject to permanent conservation restriction and what body will enforce the restriction. - DEIR
· Define the number of acres of upland wildlife habitat. – DEIR
· Ensure that the placement of retention ponds will maintain the integrity of upland habitat. – DEIR
· Include comments from Mass. Audubon – DEIR
2.2.7 Environmental Cleanup

· Identify who would be responsible for clean up if Navy transfers contaminated land – DEIR

Discussion ensued on the need to inform the Towns of the party that takes over from the Navy and to send reports on cleanup activities and any changes in activity during MEPA phase 1 and throughout the project. 

3.1 Expansion of the Project

· Amend sentence  “The land area proposed to be developed is approximately the same…” and state the actual area - taken from the chart in the front of the application – NPC

4.0 Mitigation Summary

4.7 Stormwater

· Identify the entity responsible for the stormwater system. - DEIR

· Provide written O & M plans for all stormwater systems - DEIR

4.8 Wildlife Habitat and Rare Species

· Identify the wildlife corridors. DEIR
· Identify the number of vernal pools (certified & uncertified) and show them on a map -DEIR
· Explain the integrated pest management program – NPC and DEIR
4.12 Open Space

· Explain the integrated pest management program for uplands and wetlands – NPC and DEIR

· Identify any agricultural land and the plan to preserve or mitigate this resource

4.14 Construction

· Include a report on the proponent’s participation in the DEP clean air construction initiative – DEIR

· Identify all construction routes

· Provide a night lighting plan to minimize light pollution for the surrounding neighbors.

#6 Suggested Revised Scope

· Address off-site bike routes for cyclists.

VOTED:  Motion of Joseph Shea, seconded by Bill Clark to approve the NPC and DEIR comments as amended, to be included in the filing of the NPC.

Unanimous vote

VOTED:  Motion of Joseph Shea, seconded by Paul Halkiotis to approve the minutes of Sept. 13, 2005 as amended.

Unanimous vote

VOTED:  Motion of Joseph Shea, seconded by Bill Clark to approve the minutes of Sept. 21, 2005.

Unanimous vote

Some members indicated, as a past practice, that CAC comments included input from the general public as the sections were being reviewed during the meeting rather than after the review was completed.

A request was made for the list of members of the CAC to be included in the next annual report of the Corporation.

Ms. Rome stated that the CAC has provided many helpful and thought provoking comments.  In an effort to make sure the NPC properly reflects and addresses these comments, the MEPA filing will be postponed to mid October.   

The Committee will provide LNR with a list of intersections to be included in Trip Generation/Traffic Analysis.  Some members voiced dismay over the delayed filing.  Ms. Rome stated they wanted to improve the NPC based on the CAC comments, to incorporate responses to those comments with the filing and avoid unresolved issues by taking the opportunity to clarify some points and make recommended changes.  Consensus of the Committee agreed that they want the comments and issues addressed and an improved NPC to be filed.

The Committee requested that the public review process be extended from 20 days to 40 days and that a public scoping session be scheduled with the CAC.  Ms. Rome will inquire about the 40-day public review.

Public Comment

Mr. Dominic Galluzzo, Weymouth, voiced dismay at the delayed filing and voiced concern that the CAC review did not focus on children’s playground locations.  Mr. Galluzzo was informed that the Navy would only transfer clean land to the Corporation and that the MEPA Phase 1 area is clean.

Mr. Art Mathews, Weymouth, made the distinction that Mass Highway was paying for Rte. 18 mitigation and not LNR.

Ms. Nickey Cronin, Weymouth, requested clarification on the next steps in the Environmental Review process and was informed that the document would be filed and a public review period would commence.  Ms. Cronin also voiced dismay with the delayed filing.

Mr. Rob Millett, Rockland voiced concern on the delayed filing and that a portion of the E/W Parkway was in the MEPA phase 1 area.

It was noted that the Notice of Project Change does not change the reuse plan voted by the Towns.

VOTED:  Motion of Joseph Shea, seconded by Jim Kinch to adjourn the meeting.

Unanimous vote

The meeting ended at 9:30pm.

Mary Cordeiro, Recording Secretary

Charles Kimball, Chairman CAC
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