Minutes of January 12, 2016 Meeting
Medway & Economic Development Board
APPROVED — January 26, 2016

January 12, 2016
Medway Planning and Economic Development Board
155 Village Street
Medway, MA 02053

Members Andy Bob Tom Matt Rich
Rodenhiser Tucker Gay Hayes Di Iulio
Attendance X X Remote X X
Participation
ALSO PRESENT:

Sean Reardon, Tetra Tech — Engineering Consultant

Gino Carlucci, PGC Associates — Planning Consultant

Susy Affleck-Childs, Planning and Economic Development Coordinator
Amy Sutherland, Recording Secretary

The Chairman opened the meeting at 7:00 pm.

There were no Citizen Comments

Millstone Village ARCPUD:
The Board is in receipt of the following documents: (See Attached)
e Email request from Millstone Construction Supervisor Brian Clark dated January 7, 2016.
o Drawing showing the reconfigured building.
e Email from Tetra Tech dated January 7, 2016
e Excerpt from definitive plan showing location of duplex structure.

The applicant is requesting to switch the driveway location for the duplex building at the corner
of Millstone and Fieldstone. The Board reviewed the documentation. The applicant wants to
change it so that both driveways for this duplex come off of Millstone Drive. This would change
the unit address from 14 Fieldstone Drive to 26 Millstone Drive.

On a motion made by Bob Tucker and seconded by Matt Hayes, the Board voted to
approve the request to switch driveway location for duplex building at the corner of
Millstone and Fieldstone.

Norwood Acres Subdivision - Project Completion:
The Board is in receipt of the following documents: (See Attached)
o Project completion checklist dated January 12, 2016
o Certificate of Completion and Release of Subdivision Performance Guarantee dated
January 12, 2016.
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On a motion made by Bob Tucker and seconded by Matt Hayes, the Board voted to refund
the bond amount of $40,082.50 with interest.

The Board signed the Norwood Acres Certificate of Completion

Planning Coordinator’s Report:

Susy Affleck-Childs informed the Board that the Town has hired a Communications Director.
This is a new position. One of her responsibilities will be to handle any reporters seeking
information. The news release for the Design Review Guidelines has been forwarded to her for
review. She will also be in charge of social media.

There was discussion with Town Accountant Carol Pratt about project fees and overhead and she

is willing to work with us. Susy will be going back to look at a modest site plan project and go
through the tasks to get an estimate on the time spent on the project.

Engineering Consultant’s Report:

Millstone Village:
The site work has shut down for the season.

Tri Valley Commons:
There is work being done on the buildings.

Applegate:
The applicant is not doing the required maintenance. The Board would like a deadline date for

project completion. The bonding has not been provided. It was suggested to get a list of
unfinished items from the DPS.

Community and Economic Development Director’s Report

Sign Bylaw Task Force:
There will be the first meeting of the Sign Bylaw Task Force on Wednesday, January 27, 2016 at

7:00 pm at the Senior Center.

Timbercrest 40 B Project:

The Town has been notified that the applicant has received project eligibility letter from
MassHousing for the proposed Timbercrest 40B project. The applicant can now apply for a
comprehensive permit with the Zoning Board of Appeals. Once this is submitted, the application
will be circulated to the various departments and committees. The Town is currently gathering
some peer review estimates.

Medway Redevelopment Authority:
There was a staff level meeting with the BSC Group on the next steps for the Urban Renewal
Plan, Ray Himmel will be the lead contact for the Steering Committee.
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Economic Development Committee:

There will be a meeting with the Economic Development Committee and the Executive
Committee of the Medway Business Council on Wednesday, January 13, 2016 at 7:00 pm at the
Senior Center.

PEDB MEETING MINUTES:

December 22, 2015:

On a motion made by Rich Di Ilulio and seconded by Matt Hayes, the Board approved by
the minutes from December 22, 2015,

December 29, 2015:
On a motion made by Rich Di Ilulio and seconded by Matt Hayes, the Board approved by
the minutes from December 29, 2015.

Medway Trail Forum:
There will be a Medway Community Trail Forum to be held on Wednesday, January 27, 2016 at
7:00 pm at the Thayer House. Beals and Thomas will be the presenter.

The Conservation Agent is working on a grant application for the construction cost for the trail.
This is due Monday February 1, 2016.

Zoning Bylaw Update:

The draft for the amendments to accessory family dwelling units will be presented to the Zoning
Board of Appeals on January 20, 2016. The goal is the have this on the spring town meeting
warrant. Another task completed was creating a draft for Certificate of Zoning Compliance.

A letter will be drafted to the Metropolitan Area Planning Council (MAPC) for program support
to held draft amendments to the affordable housing bylaw. This would not be ready for spring
town meeting.

The Willows ARCPUD — Public Hearing Continuation:
The Chairman opened the continued public hearing for the Willows ARCPUD special permit.

The Board entered into the record a remote participation request form from member Tom Gay
dated January 12, 2016. (See Attached). He has been provided with all the documents. Tom
joined the meeting via speakerphone.

The Board entered into the record the following documents: (See Attached)
e PGCreview letter dated January 6, 2016.
e Tetra Tech review letter dated January 7, 2016.
e Comments from the DRC dated January 12, 2016.
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The applicant provided revised plans dated December 11, 2015. The members were provided
paper copies and an electronic version of the plans through DROPBOX. The revised plan was
also posted to the PEDB web page for the public to review.

The Design Review Committee reviewed the revised plans at its meeting on January 4, 2016; the
applicant did not attend. The DRC prepared a series of questions included in the above noted
letter.

Planning Consultant Gino Carlucci arrived at 7:35 pm.

The format of the hearing was to review the consultant comments received back from Tetra Tech
and PGC Associates and for the applicant to respond to the second round of peer review letters.

The following was reviewed by the applicant in response to the Tetra Tech letter.

[tem #10:
The cross-section of roadway has been modified and addressed.

Item #16:
The applicant conducted additional test pits and included locations and soil logs were submitted.

Item #17:
An updated comparison table for runoff volumes (table 2) has been provided.

Item 25:
The infiltration BMPS provided a table indicating separation to groundwater.

[tem #27:
The Hydro CAD report indicated the infiltration capacity taken from below the lowest outlet.
This is part of the resubmission and has been addressed.

Item #42.
The applicant has replaced the FES-4 with a headwall.

Item #44:

The applicant has revised drainage infrastructure adjacent to the property limit to include
multiple collection points and cross culverts to direct stormwater entering the property from the
east to in-site wetlands.

Item #45:
The applicant has revised the drainage and it is indicated on the plans. A detail and cross-section

of the proposed swale was added to sheet C 61.

Item #47:
This item needs to be further addressed with a finalized version of plan which needs to be
reviewed by the Conservation Commission agent.
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Item #53:
The contractor will need to put curbing in per the detail. Tetra Tech has never seen dowels done.

Item #55:

The applicant showed a photograph of the proposed wall and the proximity to the drainage
infiltration infrastructure will be required once the design is done. The applicant did indicate that
the Conservation Commission met and removed the wall and have asked for a variance from
Conservation to grade to the wetland. The applicant is also seeking approval to work in the
buffer zone. The road was pulled further from the abutters/eastern property line. This was a
recommendation from the Conservation Commission. The Conservation Commission will meet
on Thursday January 14, 2016 to discuss this further.

Susy spoke with the Conservation Agent and represented that the most recently submitted plan
will need further revisions. The last time the applicant was in front of the Conservation
Commission was November 2015.

Item #57:
The applicant has shown the finishing floor elevations on the lay out plan.

Item #60:
This item is being address by the Conservation Commission.

Item #61:

The applicant is working with the Conservation Commission and will be staking out the
proposed trail location. They will walk it during construction to make sure there is as little
impact as possible. It there are any changes to the plans, this will need to be addressed on the as-
built if the trail location changes.

Item #71:
The applicant has provided the calculation for flows for the 50 year storm event and tailwater

analyses.

Item #72:
The catchman area was broken up and showed which end of the swale the water was going to
show that it would work.

Resident Tim Choate, Iroquois Street: Mr. Choate had emailed a video of water run-off from a
storm on January 10, 2016. This was forwarded to all Board members. The Board would like
this video forwarded to the Department of Public Services. Mr. Choate indicated that the DPS
was copied in the email. The Board agrees that this needs to be an ongoing conversation with
the DPS outside of this forum.

Consultant Reardon concurred that the video showed the off-site flow from the abutting
roadways onto the subject property.
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The applicant continued their presentation by explaining that there was a change to the drainage
swale. This was noted on sheet C23. The swale is sized for 100 year storm flow. This is to
capture the flow from Narraganset and there will be a catch basin. The water pattern which exists
will remain but the water will be captured. This will be graded to buffer with a splash pad. This
new revision pulls the road further away from the neighbors. The existing vegetation will remain
and this allows an additional 5 feet for the water to travel into another catch basin. The sidewalk
will be moved to the western side of the roadway.

The other noted swale varies in width and depth. It is basically a divet in the earth and will be
planted with grass and needs to be clear of sediment and debris. This system prevents the
accumulation of a lot of water.

Resident Jeremy Barstow, 4 Narragansett Street:
Mr. Barstow communicated that the revised plan is fantastic. He suggested there needs to be
communication with DPS about cleaning debris at the end of street.

Sheet C25 was referenced in relation to the flow of Mohawk and Massasoit Streets. There is a
substantial buffer about 25 ft. on the applicant’s property with natural vegetation. There will be
no disturbance east of line. The swale from Iroquois Street flows north. There are some split
swales to the wetlands. There is a fence proposed to the right of the swale.

Tetra Tech is fine with the drainage as recently revised and it is designed for a 100 year storm.,
The applicant indicated that the big oak trees will be saved.

Resident Dan Hooper, 7 Naumkeag Street:

Resident Hooper communicated that when the ARCPUD bylaw was written, the text specified
that no building can be within 50 ft. of the lot line and that a 50 ft. buffer area has to be
maintained in natural space. This does not apply to a drainage swale, sidewalk or street. He asks
that this be reviewed by the Board.

The applicant showed photos of crossings. The Chairman took photos of the crossing wall and
emailed them to Member Gay.

Landscape:

The discussion moved to landscaping.

The applicant indicated that the recommendation letter from the Design Review Committee was
provided to them late that afternoon. The following sheets were reviewed:

L1.01:

The applicant indicated that there were updates to the trails and retaining walls. There is a
proposal for small ornamental trees which are in clusters. These trees are native to Eastern
United States. The applicant is not introducing invasives. Open Space Committee member Jim
Wickis had previously provided a list of the invasive plants.
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L1.02:
Sheet L.02 shows the limit of work line noted along with the vinyl privacy fence. The woods
will be preserved. The exiting ash tree will stay.

The Chairman wants to make sure that these trees will be protected in the field. There was
suggestion to get those trees bonded so that if they are removed, they will need to be replaced by
a tree of the same caliper. The applicant responded that the last thing they want to do is replant
new trees.

Resident Jeremy Bartow, 4 Narragansett Street:
This resident noted that there are some mature trees which are within several feet of the property
line. He asks the applicant to leave as many mature trees as possible.

The resident was informed that there will be a preconstruction meeting and Conservation
Commission will have the ability to control what trees are cut. It was suggested that the resident
contact the Conservation Agent about information on the preconstruction mtg.

Member Hayes wants to make sure the tree protection sedimentation controls are noted.

The DRC Chairman responded that the applicant needs to pay attention to the buffers. It is
unclear what will remain undisturbed. He wanted to know if the Design Review Committee will
be able to make comments on the proposed tree line.

The applicant explained the lines on the plan and the shading. The erosion plans define limits of
work and are defined very clearly and cannot vary. It is a bold line and it was submitted to
Conservation. (Sheets C10-C11)

Design Review Committee Member Rachel Walsh referenced the use of fence possible running
to the east side. She wanted clarity on where the fence starts and stops. This needs to be further
clarified to determine what might be needed for buffering.

The sheet which was referenced was L: 06. The applicant responded that they will try to
integrate the fencing as part of the design. The fence needs to be closer to road on which side of
swale. The purpose of it is to block the headlights.

Resident Tim Choate responded that the lot line and road is less than 50 ft. and in the bylaw it
references that it cannot be less than 25 ft.

Consultant Carlucci will review the bylaw and will report back to the Board.

Matt Buckley mentioned that the DRC is waiting for information about the retaining wall. This
lengthy wall will be visible from the open space and trails along the river. The current plan
shows serviceberry trees to screen the wall. This is inadequate. The materials of this wall have
not been confirmed, but the applicant did say it would be large concrete block material. The
DRC would like to see material used which has an indigenous appearance.
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The applicant responded that the details of this need to be completed by s structural engineer.
Once that is done it can be integrated. The wall will not be higher than 10 feet.

The Chairman explained that the job of the Board is to take the recommendation from the Design
Revie Committee. The Board might agree with the recommendation, or we might not.

DRC Chairman Buckley responded that the DRC would like to see smaller blocks and the faces
of the stone since the public will see this wall from the trail.

The applicant does not want to spend an additional $100,000.00 for a stone facade if this is
facing the wetlands and trails.

The DRC also mentioned the buffer along the eastern property line. They would like to see more
than a single line of plantings.

The applicant did indicate that they did address some of the areas with the Conservation
Commission. This was noted on sheet C12. The side slope was shown and edge of existing
woods and edge of disturbance. The entire pond area will remain natural and wooded. Nothing
can be planted on the access berm around the detention pond. The Commission asks that there be
a special seed mix used.

Rachel Walsh suggested that since no plantings can be included around the detention area, then
on the east side of detention area, could a row of rhododendron be added with the staggering of
the trees.

Resident Choate wanted to know how the bylaw is interpreted regarding drainage facility.

Consultant Carlucci responded that the applicant is in excess of the minimum required open
space and the applicant does not reference the drainage areas as being part of the required open
space. The trails are considered open space.

There was a question if the main building will be 70 ft. tall. The applicant did respond that this
height will remain.

Action Items:
e The lighting poles some of the photometric need to be updated.
* Create a phasing plan
e Susy will begin to work on draft decision

Conditions:
* Provide the wiring for future electric vehicle installation within the garage.
e Use energy saving appliances through the development.

Limit hours of construction.

Schedule for payment in lieu of affordable housing.

e Minimum site work before authorizing bonding and infrastructure before building permit
issued.
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e Construction observation from Tetra Tech.
® Bonding for wetland replication and value to consolidate into one bond versus two bonds.

The Chairman will not be present for the meeting on J anuary 26, 2016 but can attend remotely.

On a motion made by Bob Tucker and seconded by Rich Di Iulio, the Board voted by Roll
Call vote to continue the hearing until January 26, 2016 at 7:30 pm.

Roll Call Vote:

Rich Di Iulio aye
Bob Tucker aye
Ton Gay aye
Matt Hayes aye

Andy Rodenhiser aye

Member Gay exited from the meeting at 9:37 pm.

Adjourn:
On a motion made by Matt Hayes and seconded by Rich Di Iulio, the Board voted
unanimously to adjourn the meeting.

The meeting was adjourned at 9:38 pm.

Respectfully Submitted,

Recording Secretary;

Reviewed and edited by, E E |

Susan E. Affleck-Childs
Planning and Economic Development Coordinator
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January 12, 2016
Medway Planning & Economic Development Board
Meeting

MILLSTONE VILLAGE ARCPUD

e Email request from Brian Clark, site supervisor to
switch driveway location for duplex building at the
corner of Millstone and Fieldstone

e Drawing showing the reconfigured building

e Email from Tetra Tech

* Excerpt from definitive plan showing location of

duplex structure. .
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Susan Affleck-Childs
“

From: Brian Clarke <brian-clarke®@live.com>

Sent: Thursday, January 07, 2016 9:19 AM

To: Susan Affleck-Childs

Subject: Fw: Foundation plans

Attachments: Duplex with garage in front Foundation.pdf; ATT00001.htm; ATTO0002.htm;
ATT00003.htm

Hi Susy

Here is the plans we propose for the property 14 fieldstone/28 millstone.
This would place both driveways on millstone dr. We could change the address from 14 fieldstone to 26
millstone keeping all the units on the street with a millstone address

From: Leo <leo@motaconstructioncorp.com>
Sent: Monday, December 14, 2015 4:50:07 PM
To: Brian Clarke

Subject: Foundation plans

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Paul Apkarian Architects, Inc." <paul@paai.net>
Date: December 14, 2015 at 7:43:56 PM EST

To: ""Leo™ <leo@motaconstructioncorp.com>

Subject: RE: 2 Millstone Unit 52

Leo

Here is Lot 29, Lot 31 and the duplex Foundation plans

I DID NOT do lot 35 I found some errors in his dimensions. Give me a day or
two to draw out the floorplans to make sure the plans work.. then I will get
you the foundation

Hope that is ok

Best Paul

From: Leo [mailto:leo@motaconstructioncorp.com]
Sent: Monday, December 14, 2015 7:56 AM

To: Steven Venincasa

Cec: Inc. Paul Apkarian Architects; Brian Clarke
Subject: Re: 2 Millstone Unit 52

Paul the unit is 52 not 23 please make the change end send again please

Sent from my iPhone



Susan Affleck-Childs
“

From: Bouley, Steven <Steven.Bouley@tetratech.com>
Sent: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:14 PM

To: Susan Affleck-Childs

Subject: RE: Mini change at Millstone

I have no issue with that, essentially just rotating the house and driveway 90° to line up with Millstone Drive.

From: Susan Affleck-Childs [mailto:sachilds@townofmedway.org]
Sent: Thursday, January 07, 2016 12:07 PM

To: Bouley, Steven <Steven.Bouley@tetratech.com>

Subject: Mini change at Millstone

Hi Steve,
See note below and attachment.

Any concern or issue on your end!?!?

SMS@

Susan E. Affleck-Childs
Planning and Economic Development Coordinator

Town of Medway

155 Village Street

Medway, MA 02053
508-533-3291
sachilds@townofmedway.org

Town of Medway —.4 Massachusetts creen Communitys

Please remember when writing or responding, the Massachusetts Secretary of State has determined that e-mail is a
public record.

The information in this e-mail, including attachments, may contain privileged and confidential information intended only
for the person(s) identified above. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination,
copying or disclosure of this communication is strictly prohibited. Please discard this e-mail and any attachments and
notify the sender immediately.

From: Brian Clarke [mailto:brian-clarke @live.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 07, 2016 9:19 AM

To: Susan Affleck-Childs

Subject: Fw: Foundation plans

Hi Susy

Here is the plans we propose for the property 14 fieldstone/28 millstone.

This would place both driveways on millstone dr. We could change the address from 14 fieldstone to 26
millstone keeping all the units on the street with a millstone address

1



From: Leo <leo@motaconstructioncorp.com>
Sent: Monday, December 14, 2015 4:50:07 PM
To: Brian Clarke

Subject: Foundation plans

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Paul Apkarian Architects, Inc." <paul@paai.net>
Date: December 14, 2015 at 7:43:56 PM EST

To: "Leo" <leo@motaconstructioncorp.com>

Subject: RE: 2 Millstone Unit 52

Leo

Here is Lot 29, Lot 31 and the duplex Foundation plans

I DID NOT do lot 35 I found some errors in his dimensions. Give me a day or
two to draw out the floorplans to make sure the plans work.. then I will get
you the foundation

Hope that is ok

Best Paul

From: Leo [mailto:leo@motaconstructioncorp.com|
Sent: Monday, December 14, 2015 7:56 AM

To: Steven Venincasa

Cc: Inc, Paul Apkarian Architects; Brian Clarke
Subject: Re: 2 Millstone Unit 52

Paul the unit is 52 not 23 please make the change end send again please

Sent from my iPhone

On Dec 14, 2015, at 7:52 AM, Steven Venincasa <gv(@casarealty-builders.com>

wrote:

<IMG_0955.JPG>

Sent from my iPad
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January 12, 2016
Medway Planning & Economic Development Board
Meeting

NORWOOD ACRES — Project Completion

e Project Completion Checklist
e Certificate of Completion and Release of Subdivision
Performance Guarantee

The bond amount is $40,082.50. The refund should be
for that amount plus whatever interest has accrued
since the account was established in September 2014.



Norwood Acres - Project Completion TO DO List

WHO is
TASK STATUS & NOTES - 1/12/16
RESPONSIBLE? /12/
Check status of Norwood Acres Construction .
Susy Balance is $3,447.61
Account
Conduct site inspection and prepare punch list re: Tetra Tech 8/25/2014

all items shown on PM definitive plan

Complete punch list items

Wayne Marshall

11/20/15 - WM reports that all work is
completed and requests re-inspection

TT Re-inspection

Tetra Tech

11/23/2015

Project Completion Sign off

Tetra Tech

TT email - 11/24/2015

Prepare as-built plan and submit to PEDB for TT
review

Guerriere & Halnon

Submitted to PEDB on 12/14/15

Review as-built plan and provide comments

Tetra Tech

TT review letter dated 12/15/2015.
Forwarded to applicant and engineer for
plan revisions

Revise as-built plan if needed and resubmit to
PEDB

Guerriere & Halnon

Revised plan submitted to PEDB on
12/17/15

Review revised as-built plan and sign off Tetra Tech TT approval email - 12/18/2015
Com votes to accept conveyance of Open Susy to coordinate with
Con p y p % .r inate 7/23/2015
Space Parcel to TOM/CC Bridget
BOS votes to accept conveyance of Open Space Susy to coordinate with
& it ¥ peRsh v HIEE 10/13/2015

Parcel B to TOM/CC

Allison

Open space deed recorded

Petrini & Associates

10/30/2015 - Book 33600, Page 264

Document that taxes are paid to the Town for all
property owned by developers - house lots and
road parcels

SAC to check with
Treasurer/Collector's
office

OK per Treasurer/Collector 11-23-15

Document that Norwood Acres Homeowners
Association has been established and recorded at
Norfolk County Registry of Deeds

Wayne Marshall

Email dated 11/23/15 from Wayne
Marshall. Norwood Acres Homeowners
Trust was recorded 9-23-14

Document that Declaration of Protective
Covenants and Private Roadway Agreement has
been recorded at Norfolk County Registry of Deeds

Wayne Marshall

Email dated 11/23/15 from Wayne
Marshall. Declaration of Private Roadway
Agreement recorded 9-23-14




TASK

WHO is
RESPONSIBLE?

STATUS & NOTES - 1/12/16

Document that road parcel and drainage easement
have been conveyed to the Norwood Acres
Homeowners Association and recorded at Norfolk
County Registry of Deeds

Wayne Marshall

Email dated 11/23/15 from Wayne
Marshall. Deed for road and easement
recorded 4-2-15

Provide documentation that the completed
stormwater drainage system has been maintained
in compliance with the subdivision's Stormwater
Operations and Maintenance Plan

Wayne Marshall

Wayne Marshall provides stormwater
reports dated 5-31-15 and 11-23-15. Susy
forwarded to Steve Bouley to review for
compliance with Stormwater O & M plan.
TT 1/12/16 email - OK.

Sign offs from various Town Departments

Conservation Commission Certificate of
Compliance (if applicable)

Wayne Marshall files
request with ConCom

Request for Certificate of Compliance has
been filed with ConCom. ConCom will
consider at its 1-14-16 mtg.

Fire Department

SAC to contact and

Susy emailed 11-23-15. No response.

request
SAC to contact and
Police Department Susy emailed 11-23-15. No response.
request
SAC to contact and
DPS Susy emailed 11-23-15. No response.
request
PEDB SAC to schedule 1-12-16 PEDB mtg.

Updated -1/12/16




Medway Planning and Economic Development Board
Certificate of Completion and Final Release of
Subdivision Performance Guarantee

The Planning and Economic Development Board of the Town of Medway has received a
written request from subdivision developer Wayne Marshall requesting a Certificate of

Completion and Final Release of Performance Guarantee for the following subdivision:

Title of plan: Norwood Acres Definitive Subdivision — Permanent Private Way
Drawn by: Guerriere and Halnon, Inc., Milford, MA

P.E. or Surveyor’s Registration #:
e Paul Atwood, PLS: #36854
¢ Michael Dean, PE: #46255

Date of Plan: October 29, 2012
Date of Plan Approval: October 23, 2012
Date of Plan Endorsement: April 9, 2013

Owner's Name:  Andrew Marshall, 2 Trail Drive
Matthew Marshall, 3 Trail Drive

Plan Recording Information: May 22, 2013 — Book 622, Page 57 Norfolk County Registry of
Deeds

The Planning Board has determined that the subdivision as approved has been fully and
satisfactorily completed in accordance with the requirements of:
. M.G.L., ch. 41, Sections 81K — 81GG (the Subdivision Control Law);
° the Planning Board's Subdivision Rules and Regulations applicable to this
subdivision;
the application submitted for approval of this subdivision;
the Certificate of Action and all conditions of approval of this subdivision
the recommendations, if any, of the Board of Health;
the approved definitive subdivision plan;
all conditions subsequent to approval of this subdivision due to any
amendment, modification, or rescission of the approval of the definitive
subdivision plan;
o all of the provisions set forth in any performance guarantee and any
amendments thereto; and the following additional documents if any:

(hereinafter “approval instruments”).



All existing methods for securing construction of ways and installation of municipal
services in the subdivisions are hereby released.

MEDWAY PLANNING and ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT BOARD

Board Member Date
Board Member Date
Board Member Date
Board Member Date
Board Member Date

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS
Norfolk, SS.

On this day of ; , before me, the undersigned notary public,

personally appeared the above named members of the Medway Planning and Economic

Development Board:

proved to me through satisfactory evidence of identification, which was

to be the person (s) whose name is signed on the preceding or attached document, and
acknowledged to me that they signed it voluntarily and for its stated purpose.

Notary Public
My commission expires:

January 12, 2016



Town of Medway

Remote Participation Request

I, Fﬂmom/.;g; A éur—f i (print name), hereby request to participate
remotely at the meeting of the M P4 E D (Board/Committee/Commission)
to be held on JAI\I A i Zo\is (date). I certify to the Chair that my absence is the

result of one or more of the following factors which make my physical presence unreasonably

difficult;

(1) Personal Illness or Disability __ (2) A Family or Other Emergency
(3) Military Service ARG Geographic Distance (Employment /

Board Business)

Explanation: "D psinises v WA IETDRS DOC  t-{i~v {-lemie

During the meeting, I will be at the following location:

Keuaissancs Azimaron SO, 241, A 74
Fiiiss @'WT AL \/i =) H . Phone Number

| /(//\/V\-Q% 0 57 1t

Signafiire of Member ~—" \ Date

[oea R R T T T e e T e A e s fm s e e e o T oy s om0
S R : =4 § e N R T T ISy

Request received by | =l 2 ~Z2a1b
Chair (p{e?ée print) Date
J
Method of Participation "“"%QLU\J\Q /pm\Q/ (e.g. speakerphone)
Request Approved__ | 12— | b Request Denied*
Signature of Chair Date

Signed form to be appended to the meeting minutes.
*All Denied Requests are Final and Not Appealable.



January 12, 2016
Medway Planning & Economic Development Board
Meeting

Salmon/Willows ARCPUD

You have previously received an 11” x 17” paper version
of the revised plans dated December 11, 2015. | have
also sent you links to access the pdfs of the updated
plans at DROPBOX.

The following items are attached for your review:

e PGCreview letter dated January 6, 2016
e Tetra Tech review letter dated January 7, 2016

The DRC reviewed the revised plans at its meeting on
January 4'™; the applicant did not attend. The DRC is
preparing a series of questions. | will forward that list to
you and the applicant upon receipt.

The next Conservation Commission meeting for this
development is Thursday, January 14th.



PGC ASSOCIATES, INC.
1 Toni Lane
Franklin, MA 02038-2648
508.533.8106
gino@pgcassociates.com

January 6, 2016

Mr. Andy Rodenhiser, Chairman
Medway Planning Board

155 Village Street

Medway, MA 02053

Re: Salmon Health and Retirement Comment Community Revised ARCPUD
Special Permit Applications (The Willows).

Dear Mr. Rodenhiser:

[ have reviewed the revised plans for an ARCPUD special permit submitted by Continuing Care
Management, LLC of Westborough. The owner is Charlotte Realty LLC, of Sharon.

The proposal is to construct a complex for persons over 55 consisting of 54 (a reduction of 2 from
previous plans) detached independent living cottages, 15 independent living cottages attached to the
main building, 56 apartments in a common building along with 60 assisted living units and 40
memory care assisted living units. Also included are a pavilion and a medical office building along
with walking paths, open space, parking, drainage, landscaping, etc. The plans were prepared by
Coneco Engineers and Scientists of Bridgewater (engineers), CI IA of Keene New Hampshire
(Landscape Architects) and Dario Designs of Northborough (Architects), and are dated June 12,
2015, with a latest revision date of December 11, 2015

The property is located Village Street in the Agricultural-Residential II zoning district. I have
repeated the comments from my November 4, 2015 letter which included only those relevant
comments from my original July 9, 2015 review letter with updated comments in bold. New
comments are in bold italics as follows:

Zoning

9. Itis not possible to determine that the open space requirements are met. No calculations are
provided to document that the quantities are met (40% of total, 60% Common Open Space,
maximum of 50% of required open space can be wetland resources and no drainage facilities
within open space) and no boundaries are indicated to identify open space.

I had subsequently reviewed the open space plan provided and determined that the
requirements had been met. The revised plans indicate a slightly reduced percentage
of open space (66% vs. 70%) but still well above the 40% required. The subcategories
of open space also remain in compliance.

The open space remains in compliance, OK.

Planning Project Management Policy Analysis
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14.

15.

There is no documentation that the Four Step Design Process was used (8.5.]). It should be
noted, however, the result indicates that the most important resource areas have been
avoided.

The applicant has clearly demonstrated that the 4-step design process was used.
Previously demonstrated. OK.

Section 7.1 provides parking requirements. It requires 2 spaces per “unit” as calculated in #5
above. Thus 298 spaces are required for the units, It also requires 1 space per 300 square feet
of net usable area for other uses. The medical offices require 38 spaces at 11,275 square feet,
but this figure is likely to be reduced when net usable area is determined (At present, 21
spaces are provided). The pavilion is another 3522 square feet so another 12 spaces would
be required (and 14 are provided) for it for a total of 348 spaces required.

The applicant used a ratio of 1 space per 500 square feet for the medical building and
pavilion. This has resulted in 20 spaces for the medical building and 8 for the pavilion.
Therefore the total calculated by the applicant is 326. The applicant’s Parking Impact
Assessment indicates 334 spaces provided in one section and 440 in another. The total
number of spaces may be OK (subject to verification of the actual number and the net usable
area of the medical offices and pavilion) but the allocation may need to be adjusted. Section
7.1.1.J allows the PEDB to reduce the required number if documentation can be shown to
justify a reduction. Also, the Parking Impact Assessment needs to be revised to be consistent
with what is shown on the plans. Finally, consideration should be given to providing a few
guest parking spaces in areas that are some distance from the pavilion and main building.
The applicant meets or exceeds the parking requirements in all sections of the project.
The Parking Impact Assessment also reconciles what had been different numbers.
The medical building now has 26 spaces in its primary parking lot plus an additional 6
spaces in a lot with pervious pavement just across the entrance drive. The pavilion now
has 14 spaces. OK

Section 7.1.1.1 requires that there be 1 bicycle space for each required vehicle parking space.
No bicycle spaces are shown.

The applicant has provided bike racks for employees within a fence-enclosed area and
has requested a waiver from this requirement. As a Zoning Bylaw requirement, the
Planning Board does not have the authority to waive this. It would need a variance
from the ZBA. Furthermore, while applicant states that the residents would not use
bicycles (this may not be true of the residents in independent living units), bicycle racks
would be useful for the public who may take advantage of the publicly accessible open
space and trails. With 336 spaces (exempting the individual garage spaces), 17 bicycle
spaces would be required. It is not clear how many are provided for employees, but it
appears that only 8-10 additional rack spaces would be needed to comply.

I could not find the bicycle racks that had been shown on the previous plan. Despite my
comment above, the bicycle requirement is waivable by the PEDB as part of site plan
review. ARCPUD projects are exempt from site plan review and the Zoning Bylaw states
that when site plan review is not required, the Building Inspector may waive the bicycle



requirement “based on individual site conditions.” As stated above, bicycle racks would be
useful for persons wishing to travel to the public open space and trails.

16. Section 7.1.2.E requires that there be no light trespass onto abutting properties. The
photometric plan indicates light trespass up to .4 foot-candles on property to the west.
The revised Photometric Plans now document that this requirement is met.
The Photometric Plans continue to show no light trespass. However, those plans show 0.0
Joot-candles directly under some of the light fixtures along the eastern entrance (which
are different than most of the other fixtures on site). While light can be precisely directed,
these values should be verified.

ARCPUD Rules and Regulations

18. The proposed development generally meets the regulations in the former bylaw with the
following possible exceptions:

a. The roadway and other infrastructure systems should be linked to and
coordinated with surrounding off-site infrastructure. The sidewalk network
within the site is well designed and extends out to Village Street. However, there
is no sidewalk on the same side of Village Street as the project site.
Consideration should be given to add an enhanced crosswalk, perhaps with a
lighted warning system, to connect with the sidewalk on the other side of Village
Street.

A crosswalk is now provided across Village Street at the Main Entrance.
Furthermore, the crosswalk is enhanced with a solar-powered cross
warning signal.

Crosswalks with solar-powered warning signals are provided at both
entrances. OK.

b. Deed restrictions or other measures may be considered to permanently protect
the open space, not allow future subdivision, maintain architectural and site
development standards, and to prohibit persons under 55 from residing in the
development.

The applicant states that a covenant, subject to Town Counsel approval,
will be executed to comply with the above. The covenant or other document
should also ensure public access to the open space in perpetuity.

Still valid. OK.

General Comments



19. Village Street is a Scenic Road. A public hearing will be required for removal of any trees
or stone wall within the street right-of-way. Consideration should be given to applying for
that now so that it can be held in conjunction with a continued special permit hearing.

The Scenic Road work permit has been applied for and issued.
Still valid. OK.

If there are any questions about these comments, please call or e-mail me.

/ﬁg—rr‘ﬁ%})

Gino D. Carlucci, Jr.
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Marlborough Technology Park
100 Nickerson Road
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Conformance with Planning Board Rules and Regulations for the Review and Approval of
Land Subdivisions (Chapter 100):
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TT 01/07/16 Update: This item has been addressed to our satisfaction.
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The following items were found to be not in conformance with the MA DEP Storm Water
Management Standards, Town of Medway Stormwater Design Standards (Chapter 100
Section 7.7) or requiring additional information as it relates to site drainage facilities:
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TT 01/07/16 Update: This item has been addressed to our satisfaction.
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26) The applicant should confirm that all proposed infiltration BMP’s are able to drain fully
within 72 hours. The calculations included in Appendix C of the Stormwater
Management Report includes a general calculation, however, a calculation should be
included for each infiltration BMP,

* TT 11/05/15 Update: This item has been addressed te our satisfaction,

The Stormwater Managament Rﬂpor" indicates that “a foral Ofc«,(b/ cubic feet is
previded on the site in just the underground infiliration systems”, The appiicaﬂt shouid

confirm this number against the HydroCAD report.

(1% ]
o~
T

e TT 11/05/15 Update: Stormwater Management Report indicates that Basin
provides 16,904 cf of infiltration capacity and Basin 2 provides 20,933 ¢f of
infiltration capacity. However this does not match the HyroCAD Report. Credit for
the infiliration capacity should be taken below the lowest outlet. Also, the report
should be updated to reference Basin 3, since Basin 2 has been deleted.

e TT 01/07/16 Update: This item has been addressed to our satisfaction.

28) The applicant should confirm the saturated hydraulic conductis vity (rawls 1ate} for all
infiltration BMPs. The propesed HydreCAD report utilizes an exfiltration value of 2.41
inches/hour which corresponds to loamy sand, HSG A but the Drawdown calculations
utilize an exfiltration value of 1.0 inches/hour which corresponds to sandy loam, HSG
B.

o TT 11/05/15 Update: This item has been addressed to our satisfaction.

29) Per Volume 1, Chapter 1, page 11 of the 2008 Massachusetts Stormwater Handbook
Infiltration B:mus & Infiltration Trenches provide 80% TSS removal provided it is
combined with adequate pretreatment such as a sediment forebay, vegetated filter strip,
grass ch"rn‘,l or a water quality swale prior to infiltraticn. The TSS removal
calculations in Table 4 of the Stormwater Management Report accounts for Infiltration
BMPs having a TSS removal rate of 0% however Infiltration Basins 1, 2, and 3 do not
have adequate pretreatment.

e TT 11/05/15 Update: This item has been addressed to our satisfactio

The Charles River nent ID lv‘ 72-04) is listed as an impaired water. [fa TMDL
ists that indicat S c,ea to redu € po UL.fa’ ts other than TSS prJ‘ pIov ride
documentation showing that the 1‘”‘ pcsed BMPs are consistent with the TMDL.
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TETRATECH

Per Volume 2, Chapter 2, page 910of the 2008 Massachusetts Stormwater Handbeok
Basins 1, 2 and 3 shall have a drawdown device to draw the basin down for
maintenance purposes.

e TT 11/05/15 Update: This item has been addressed to our satisfaction.

The inlets to Basins 1, 2, and 3 are submerged c.uring the 25-year storm event. The
applicant should confirm that the storm drain pipe networks into the basins have
sufficient freeboard available to accommodate the tailwater condition.

e TT 11/05/15 Update: This item has been addressed to our satisfaction.

The intent of Basin 2 is unclear as shown on the Plans. It appears Cultec infiltration
chambers are placed below an at-grade detention basin. This condition may cause
issues with maintenance of both BMP’s and may alse cause increases in earthwork at
this location. It is recommended the applicant research options to provide one BMP or
the other at this location.

e TT 11/05/15 Update: This item has been addressed to our satisfaction.

The applicant confirm the berm elevation of Basin 1. On sheet C17 the berm elevation
is 180.0 however in the HydroCAD report the berm elevation is 181.0.

e TT 11/05/1S5 Update: This item has been addressed to our satisfaction.
The applicant has not provided a minimum of cne feot of freebeard in Basin 2.
e TT 11/05/15 Update: This item has been addressed to our satisfaction.

The applicant should confirm the berm elevation of Basin 3. On sheet C20 the berm
elevation is 179.0, however, in the HydroCAD report the berm elevation is 180.0,

e TT 11/05/15 Update: This item has been addressed to our satisfaction

The applicant should confirm invert of FES-2. On sheet C17 the invert of FES-2 is
173.53, however, in the HydroCAD report the invert is 176.50.

e TT 11/05/15 Update: This item has been addressed to our satisfaction

The applicant should confirm invert of FES-4. On sheet C19 the invert of FES-4 is
166.5, however, in the HydroCAD report the invert is 173.5
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e TT 01/07/16 Update: The applicant has revised drainage infrastructure adjacent to
the eastern property limit to include multiple collection points and cross culverts to
direct stormwater entering the property from the east to on-site wetlands. This item
has been addressed to our satisfaction.
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e TT 01/07/16 Update: The applicant has revised drainage infrastructure adjacent to
the eastern property limit to include multiple collection points and cross culverts to b \)J
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direct stormwater entering the property from the east to on-site wetlands. This item
has been addressed to our satisfaction.
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TT 01/07/16 Update: This item will be reviewed with the Conservation (0\)\
Commission and will be further developed during that review process based upo
meeting with the applicant, Medway Conservation Agent and TT on 12/22/2015. Q
This item has been addressed to our satisfaction.
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e TT 01/07/16 Update: This item will be reviewed with the Conservation
Commission and will be further developed during that review process based upon
meeting with the applicant, Medway Conservation Agent and TT on 12/22/2015.
This item has been addressed to our satisfaction.
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The following items were found to be not in conformance with the Town of Medway
Water/Sewer Rules and Regulations:
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The following items were found to be not in conformance with good engineering practice or
requiring additional information:

2
41

L -~ ] i 3 1 e b 1 - & A ™ A
T i o t hac sivehidard dotant: L _— ala Fag o ) o
L i L9 Pwis e e 3 54 L 0 B L) ‘_,(, PR -{‘.‘._,._ J = Lo LEPAVISNSY N U S
- — a nita
Irougne > SIte.
[ ~ : ~ ‘ . T
B Afe o = o3 aT=1=1 Adre o e cotietnrtinn
1 -F’u‘_}/ ) J_, AL I (LWEIM Nas © 1 3 & O OUr SalIsTacrior
Lolp B g o A A Tan Tpmm ~ = - ~ e a 1 - s G
L) y CIL 5 - I ao L PO aao ¥ alls Il 1 lg X > ds
chimrn A Dhast (O
Wi -~ - W [ ot Nt —
TT 11/05/ Update: 2 item hag heen addrecead £~ aabicfantin
FEVAVIOT IS B0 e . 22D 3 L 150N (LS 0 2 5 LAL0

- s
S wilidy
AT
ot
-
A3 Ties t - a2 oifta Fary ateq o Iillagas Qéraat a = arac L I
o — x - \J g- P oI i | "y ¢ LA O ) PRete YIS
p . i illa =
~ CTOQT s 0y a8 e = = = at o T a ol r fa
or a crosswalk orthern side of Village Street should be sho D pro
i ~ .\ 7 ~
~ oo o o oo = fraatriint a e =y
-G 1 > g S e ol



TETRATECH

—

1 Be LR wr

11/05/15 Update: D

pon e (- e —
/\ - i An et ~uirded Dimial &
— 1 L € - O Akds VL LU J A a

TT 11/05/15 [
LI 20/ 1D
e TR )
widio X .
&
Crr anoo

PR .
np ded

Lenlaal

' /’ J’ , + Thn e
IVEC I B pdate!; ; Af) $!
arardivia all el + ~ 7 o lEa
regarding -k turning on-s

118 1€

Ly

=
A

Y

S me e
;

& e

12




Tb TETRATECH

— 1 4
L6V o - a talla men P - A B an e abe s o &t omne
oU) Ine ) 101 pro F CoTnpPens SLOI I
=2 L]
4
elavabin
Loy 9
el e el 43 1 3 . -
B /" / tae T met with the anplicant and Avidad ndA o e Sy
o PSR ) v 1L - AU LML AllL alld IOV IU i 4 L) v FEAIR
;] 41 Lol 11 + #
agarcing a ite a oy C 1 o = & ot n Mo anto o
I< ng app I c & @ 0 sI0 PaCl I
(=
~ anaatn sforage o & ¢ = et & cnnm ~f o et el -*t e oy
. 1iodiu ) AR x iR iw - > OT 9
1=} = Flagn P

e TT 01/07/16 Update: This item will be reviewed with the Conservation \% j
Commission and will be further developed during that review process based upon
meeting with the applicant, Medway Conservation Agent and TT on 12/22/2015. \"

This item has been addressed to our satisfaction.
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preper plantings have been provided. .

e TT 01/07/16 Update: This item will be reviewed with the Conservation
Commission and will be further developed during that review process based upon
meeting with the applicant, Medway Conservation Agent and TT on 12/22/2015.

This item has been addressed to our satisfaction.
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e TT 01/07/16 Update: This item will be reviewed with the Conservation . 6—@1
Commission and will be further developed during that review process based upon \
meeting with the applicant, Medway Conservation Agent and TT on 12/22/2015.

This item has been addressed to our satisfaction.
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TETRATECH

The applicant should provide correspondence with the utility company responsible for
the cross-country sewer located in the southern portion of the site. Construction is

b v
proposed within the sewer easement.

e TT 11/35/15 Update: This item has been addressed to our satisfaction.

The applicant has not provided the sewer main on the plan and profile. It is unclear if
the site buildings will be serviced by sewer or septic systems.

e TT 11/05/15 Update: This item has been addressed to our satisfaction.

The water main appears to be closer than 10-feet to the sewer adjacent to the southeast
corner of the proposed campus building. DFS should advise on the treatment of this
cendition.

e TT 11/05/15 Update: The applicant will coordinate with DPS prior to construction,
This item has been addressed to our satisfaction.

The water/gas main appear to be above grade at the cross culvert as shown on Sheet
CZ39. There is concemn the water main could freeze during the winter months.

e TT 11/05/15 Update: This item has been addressed to our satisfaction.

There are many high peints in the water main shown. Air release valves are
recomimended to be installed at high points fo release air which may be trapped in the
water main.

* TT 11/05/15 Update: This item has been addressed to our satisfaction.

Gate valves are not shown on the Plans. Water main should be installed per the
water/sewer rules and regulations,

e TT 11/05/15 Update: This item has been addressed to our satisfaction.

Detail of the proposed water main connection in Village Street should be detailed, The
town requires contrclled density fill be used as a backfill material under pavement in all
rights-of-way.

o TT 11/05/15 Update: This item has been addressed to our satisfaction




Tt TETRATECH

The following additional comments are based on revised submission dated October 20,
2015 provided by the applicant:
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TT 01/07/16 Update: The applicant has revised drainage infrastructure adjacent to
the eastern property limit to include multiple collection points and cross culverts to
direct stormwater entering the property from the east to on-site wetlands. This item

has been addressed to our satisfaction.
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e TT 01/07/16 Update: The applicant has revised drainage infrastructure adjacent to
the eastern property limit to include multiple collection points and cross culverts to
direct stormwater entering the property from the east to on-site wetlands. This item
has been addressed to our satisfaction.

The following additional comments are based on revised submission dated December 11,
2015 provided by the applicant:

CES has supplied TT with a revised submission based upon comments provided by TT in our
previous letter. Revised comments are shown by “TT 01/07/16 Update” bulleted below each
item. Text has been grayed for items which have been completed or superseded.

TT 15 in receipt of the following materials:

e A plan (Plans) set entitled "Salmon Health and Retirement Community, ARCPUD Special
Permit Site Plans, Village Street, Medway, Massachusetts 02053", dated June 12, 2015,
revised December 11, 2015, prepared by CES.

e A stormwater management report (Stormwater Report) entitled "Stormwater
Management Report” dated June 12, 2015, revised December 11, 2015, prepared by CES.

The revised Plans, Drainage Report and accompanying materials were reviewed for conformance
with the MA DEP Storm Water Management Standards (Revised January 2008) and good
engineering practice. Based on this review, TT concludes that the plan set and associated
drainage report reflect all comments as stated in previous TT comment letters. Items on the
plans/drainage report may change as a result of coincident Conservation Commission review.
Any further changes will be reviewed as revised plans are provided. This letter concludes TT’s
technical review of the project design barring further revisions by the applicant.
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Town of Medway

DESIGN REVIEW COMMITTEE
155 Village Street

Medway MA 02053

508-533-3291
drc@townofmedway.org

January 12, 2016

T Medway Planning and Economic Development Board
FROM: Matthew Buckley, Chairman
RE: DRC Update - Salmon Senior Living Community - The Willows and

Whitney Place ARCPUD Special Permit
Dear Members of the Medway Planning and Economic Development Board,

You will recollect that the DRC met with the Salmon/Willows senior living
community applicant informally [3] times for pre-application discussions on March 2nd,
April 6%, April 27%, and [2] times on July 6t and 27, 2015 to review their submittal for
an ARCPUD special permit. Based on those meetings and the DRC's review of the
plans, the DRC provided a comment letter to the PEDB dated August 10, 2015.

The DRC met on January 4%, 2016 to discuss the revised plan set provided in
mid-December. Representatives for the applicant were not present at that meeting.

The DRC has compiled several questions and observations based on that meeting
and prior comments provided during the October 27, 2015 PEDB public hearing. It is
the hope of the DRC to have these matters addressed so that we may move forward and
complete a letter of recommendation to the PEDB.

Landscape / Buffers - The DRC has been awaiting the finalization of the landscape
drawings with the completion of the stormwater management plan. We believe the
recently submitted plans need further development.

*  We understand the stormwater drainage system to the south of the main
building has been changed from a surface system to an underground system. The
DRC would like clarification on whether the underground drainage system will
be completely buried or raised. If it is raised, it should become a site feature,
perhaps a sitting area for residents and visitors.

e During the October 27%, 2015 public hearing, a concern was raised about the new
retaining wall to be constructed around the storm water drainage facility to the
south of the main building facing the river [shown on sheets C14-C15 and L1.05-
06 on plans submitted 12/11/15]. This lengthy wall will be visible from the open
spaces and trails along the river. The current landscape plans indicate that [6]
Serviceberry trees have been selected to screen this nearly 200 foot-long retaining
wall. This is inadequate.



e The materials from which this same wall will be constructed have not been
detailed. During the October 27t hearing, the applicant mentioned a large
concrete block material, but was unable to confirm the particulars.

* The [2] other large storm water facilities at the west and south of the facility lack
any buffers to the open spaces [shown on sheets C12 & 15 and 1.1.01 & 06]. Each
space will be disturbed and re-graded creating a large un-naturalized space.
With the completion of storm water management plans, the DRC had anticipated
that landscape buffers would be included in both of the large areas.

e The DRC had recommended previously that the apparatus at the stream
crossings have a better aesthetic than bare concrete. No update has been
provided. The DRC would like to be shown plans for these crossings.

* The updated plans provided in December show revisions to the buffers along the
eastern property line. The original plan to retain a naturalized buffer from
existing vegetation has been altered to accommodate a drainage swale. The DRC
recognizes that additional screening and buffers have been provided through
extended fencing and further landscape plantings. The DRC feels that more than
a single line of plantings is needed.

o The applicant has drawn a proposed tree line directly adjacent to the drainage
swale [shown on sheets 1.1.02, 04 & 06]. This is unclear. How much of the
existing buffer will remain? It does not appear that many existing trees will
remain. Also, how will that area remain undisturbed during construction? What
alternate screens are proposed for where it will be disturbed?

The DRC respectfully submits these questions for the consideration of the PEDB and the
applicant from Salmon Senior Living Community.

Sincerely,

el

Matthew Buckley
Chairman



