
Hi Rob, attached you will find an updated plan set responsive to Commission and DEP feedback from our 
filing and hearing.  Note that the Planning Department is requiring a minimum width roadway of 28 feet 
after the fire department requested 32 feet.  We have had to adjust our plans accordingly, including 
updated fill and replication totals.  These areas are labeled on the plan.  Please see my response below 
to the DEP comments: 
 
Plans do not provide sufficient information to demonstrate that proposed replication area is 
hydrologically connected to BVW loss area.  
Since this was detailed in the ANRAD/ORAD hearing process we had not included a discussion of the 
relationship between the G and B series.  These flags are both associated with the same BVW, 
associated with intermittent flow that ultimately drains to West Meadow Brook.  The replication area 
chosen was originally suggested by the City’s Conservation Commission staff during the field review of 
the wetland area.  The area generally falls within the same hydrology regime in the system.  See the 
Digitial Orthophoto with the fill and replication areas noted and showing the area between them is 
connected as wetland at this 
link  https://www.dropbox.com/s/z3xtezdy67v0sz9/2013%20Ortho%20with%20locations%20of%20fill%
20and%20replication.pdf?dl=0 .  (The graphic shows the DEP mapped wetland layer, but that 
understates the extent of wetland in that area so I have used arrows to denote the area of wetlands 
generally in that area.) 
 
Proposed river crossing does not conform to stream crossing standards.  
The crossing is a replacement, so we had proposed a significant improvement to the existing 
crossing.  We have since updated that to span the stream with an open bottom arch and provide the 
required openness and width of the stream crossing standards.  This plan leaves the natural channel 
intact.  We have re-routed the water line so it will now cross in the area where we are removing the 
existing crossing since the stream bed will be disturbed during that process anyway.   See the detail on 
the updated plans. 
 
Proposed BVW replication plan is lacking; must show, but not necessarily limited to, depth to seasonal 
high groundwater; 
We have added groundwater depths to the plan in both the fill area and in the replication area to sheet 
1 of 6 grading and drainage plan 
 
placing leaf litter is not acceptable 
Upon further review, the Ap soils in the replication area have significant organic content and will not 
require supplemental compost for use in the wetland replication.  We had called for leaf compost as a 
supplement if needed, since it is generally a good weed free source of organic material.  However, this 
has been removed from the plans.  We will also temporarily stockpile organic soils from the fill area in 
the event additional organic soils are necessary.  Since the fill area has a significant stand of Japanese 
knotweed, this will be done under the direction of the wetland scientist to avoid stockpiling soils with 
knotweed fragments. 
 
See BVW replication guidance and re-submit replication plan as per the guidance.  
The replication plan has been prepared in accordance with the guidance.  The fill area is about 1/3 shrub 
and knotweed, with the remainder a meadow area.  The replication area will be a similar mixture of 
woody vegetation with open meadow.  The replication area is located in approximately the same 
hydrological regime as the fill area.  The Ap layer of the replication area will be stripped, the subgrade 
adjusted to match the hydrology of the fill area (accounting for replacement of organic Ap layer) and the 
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soil restored.  The subsoils present are identical to those in the adjacent wetland area, and there is a 
clear hydrolologic connection the wetland ensuring that wetland hydrology can be established in this 
area. The work will be done under the supervision of a wetland scientist and field adjusted as 
appropriate to ensure a groundwater regime that is similar to the fill area.   
 
Soil logs with estimated seasonal high groundwater is missing for the proposed infiltration 
BMPs."road to no where" 
The test pit locations with seasonal high groundwater is included in sheet 1 & 2 of 6 of the grading and 
drainage plan and the soil logs are provided in the drainage report.  Note, as indicated in the notice of 
intent, the road is not to nowhere, it is to access the upland area of a parcel for the development of a 
new school campus for Bradford and Christian Academy.   As discussed in the narrative, the Academy 
seeks to get approval for the access before spending significant resources on design and engineering for 
the buildings and athletic fields and other components that will comprise the overall campus.  
 
will require 401 WQC if ANY subdivision of land occurs. 
There is not subdivision planned.  
 
We will submit hard copies of the graphic and plans this afternoon or tomorrow morning. 
 
Thanks, 
 
Tom Hughes 
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