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NANTUCKET CONSERVATION COMMISSION 

Updated Meeting Notice/Agenda for Wednesday, June 29th 2016               
       4:00 P.M. in the 2nd Floor of the Public Safety Facility 4 Fairgrounds Road 

*Matter has not been heard  
I. PUBLIC MEETING 

A. Public Comment   
 

   II.         PUBLIC HEARING 
 

A. Notice of Intent   
 1.   Edwin Snider RT – 1 Brock’s Ct (42.3.4-84) SE48-2834 (Cont 07/13/2016) 
 2.   Edwin Snider RT – 1 Brock’s Ct (42.3.4-84) SE48-2835 (Cont 07/13/2016) 

3.   Nantucket Islands Land Bank – 17 Commercial Wharf (42.2.4-7 & 8) SE48-2885 (Cont 07/27/2016) 
4.   *Holt – 98 Squam Road – (12-36) SE48-2898 (Cont 07/13/2016) 
5.   *Windy Point Trust – 5 Hulbert Ave (29.2.3-5) SE48-2897 
 
B.    Amended Order of Conditions 
1.     Monomoy Creek RT – 12 Monomoy Creek Road (54-54.1) SE48-2665 
 

II. PUBLIC MEETING  
 

 A. Request for Determination 
 1. * Cressman II – 300 Polpis Road (20-11)   

 
 B.    Certificate of Compliance  
 1.     Four Saratoga LLC – 14 Tennessee Ave (60.1.2-6) SE48-2506 (Cont 07/13/2016) 
 2.    *Five on a Dime – 4,6,8 Pilgrim Court (41-217.3, 217.4 portions 217) SE48-2859 
 3.    *Elizabeth Bagley D.T – 123 Eel Point Rd (33-15) SE48-2547 
 4.    *Five Crow’s Nest Way – 5 Crow’s Nest Way (12-22.2) SE48-2635  
 5.    *Haslam – 37 Sankaty Head Road (48-2) SE48-1795 

 
C.    Orders of Conditions  (If the public hearing is closed – for discussion and/or issuance) 
Discussion  of other closed Notices of Intent 

   
1.   *Windy Point Trust – 5 Hulbert Ave (29.2.3-5) SE48-2897 
 
E.      Other Business  

1. Approval of Minutes 06/15/2016, 06/21/2016. 
2. Enforcement Action 
3. Emergency Certification 
4. Reports:  CPC, NP&EDC, Mosquito Control Committee, Other 
5. Commissioner’s Comment 
6. Administrator/ Staff Reports. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
PUBLIC MEETINGS AND PUBLIC HEARING 

1:44:56 PM  6/24/2016 



(from pp. 5-7 of the Nantucket Conservation Commission’s Information and Procedures) 
Public Meetings and Public Hearings are not the same.  Public Meetings are conducted so that the Commission may discuss matters affecting the 
interests of the public and the rights of individuals in an open forum.  To act on a matter, a quorum of the Commission (four of the seven members) 
must be present.  Public Hearings are conducted for the same overall reasons as the Public Meeting – to protect both the public interest and the rights 
of individuals – with the additional purpose of gathering relevant information from the applicant, interested parties, and the public at large, and  
providing the Commission with the means of gathering the information necessary to developing an informed opinion and to issuing Orders that are 
fully supported by the appropriate facts, laws, and science. 
Public Meetings, and Public Hearings held within Public Meetings, are held in conformance with the Massachusetts Open Meetings Law, M.G.L. Ch. 39 
§§23A-C, and the Code of the Town of Nantucket §§1-7, 2-1, et seq., 136-4, where applicable.  Pursuant to Section 1-7 of the Code of the Town of 
Nantucket, the Commission conducts business in accordance with parliamentary procedure as set out by Roberts Rules.  The tenth edition is the most 
recent and presently effective version of Robert Rules.  Additionally, where appropriate, the Commission follows the guidelines for Conservation 
Commission Meetings and Hearings set out by the Massachusetts Association of Conservation Commissions (MACC), the state umbrella organization 
of Conservation Commissions that works for strong, workable, science-based laws and regulations. 

The Chairman or Chairwoman (hereinafter “Chair”) presides at Public Meetings and Public Hearings.  In the absence of the Chair, the Vice Chair, or 
another Commissioner designated by the Chair presides.  Public Hearings are conducted with an appropriate degree of formality, in accordance with 
Roberts Rules of Order, and with reference to state and local laws and regulations.  During the Public Hearing portion of the Public Meeting, the 
Commission follows the following procedures: 
A. The Hearing is called by the applicant’s name and the address of the proposed activity.  The applicant may or may not be the owner of the 

property.  
B. The applicant, or the applicant’s representative, presents the proposal to the Commission by describing the activity or project, its environmental 

impact, and its location relative to resource areas and buffer zones.  
C. The Commissioners or the Commission staff may at this point have questions for the applicant or the applicant’s representative relating to clarity 

of the application. 
D. Interested parties, whether abutters, representatives of other entities, or the public, are invited to provide evidence or propose questions relevant to 

the project, to the resource area, to the protected interests arising by statute or regulation in relation to the resource area, and/or to the 
performance standards for such activities in such resource areas.  Any questions must be directed to and through the Chair, not to the applicant or 
another person at the hearing.  The time available for such public input may be limited by the Chair, especially where a large number of people 
seek to address the Commission.  Public input should be limited to new information—if someone already has provided the same information to 
the Commission it is unnecessary for it to be restated by another speaker.  For the above reasons, it is helpful to the Commission, and often will 
have more impact, if comments or questions are submitted in writing, in advance if at all possible.   

E. The Commission staff and/or technical consultants retained by the Commission will provide any additional information they may deem relevant to 
the application, may answer questions from the Commission, and may provide a recommendation to the Commission. 

F. The Commissioners may have additional questions from either the applicant or from persons who have provided evidence or other input to the 
Hearing. 

G. The Chairman will ask if the applicant has any additional information based on the questions and input outlined above. 
H. The Commission then will deliberate and decide a course of action.  The Commission should not be interrupted during its deliberations. 
 
Comments and questions are welcomed at the appropriate time in the hearing.  Those most helpful to assisting the Commission in fulfilling its legal 
mandate are those comments or questions that pertain to the proposal or resource areas that are the subject of the Public Hearing.  Issues beyond the 
Commission’s jurisdiction are not legally relevant and should be avoided.   
Because of the acoustics of the room in which the Commissions conducts Pubic Meetings, it can be difficult for Commissioners to hear those appearing 
before the Commission, or each other for that matter, if people are engaging in conversation elsewhere in the room.  Please take all private 
conversations to the hallway outside. 
Please note that the Commission keeps minutes of its proceedings in accordance with state law.  The person keeping the minutes must record the 
names of persons addressing the Commission, and those addressing the Commission may need to spell their names if the spelling is not obvious.  The 
files related to applications are available for public review at the Commission’s office during normal business hours in advance of, and following the 
Pubic Meeting.  They are not available for such review during the meeting, when such review would be distracting to Commissioners and staff, and 
would interfere with the orderly conduct of the Public Meeting.   
Typically, the persons appearing before the Commission are professionals, that is, persons who are paid to attend the hearings on behalf of their client 
or employer.  Such persons are expected to understand the rules and procedures of the Commission, and the relevancy of evidence, commentary, or 
questions submitted to the Commission. 
It is not unusual for members of the public to appear before the Commission, especially in response to a notice that an activity is proposed on an 
abutting or nearby property.  The Commission’s staff is available to assist the public in understanding the applications under consideration by the  
 
Commission relative to resource areas and protected interests.  The public may visit the Commission’s office and examine the application, the plans that 
are part of the application, and other materials that may be related to the proposal.  Recognizing that non-professionals are not as familiar with the rules 
and procedures, the Chair is likely to allow them a little more leeway than might be permitted professionals practicing before the Commission.  
Nevertheless, this guide to Information & Procedures is designed to inform everyone of the practices and procedures.  The Chair may redirect anyone 
at any point if they go beyond what is appropriate under the Commission’s rules of procedure. 
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May 27, 2016 

Email [jcuppone@nantucket-ma.gov] 

Nantucket Conservation Commission 
2 Bathing Beach Road 
Nantucket, MA  02554 

Re: Request to Amend the Order of Conditions [LEC File #BrEI\15-018.01] 

 DEP File #SE 48-2665 
 12 Monomoy Creek Road (54-54.1) 
 Nantucket, Massachusetts 

Dear Members of the Commission:  

On behalf of the new Property Owner/Applicant, Monomoy Creek Road Nominee Trust (c/o Sarah F. 

Alger, Trustee), LEC Environmental Consultants, Inc., is submitting a Request to the Amend the Order of 

Conditions (DEP File #SE 48-2665) originally issued on May 14, 2014, permitting the relocation of an 
existing dwelling, construction of additions on the structure, construction of a patio, reconfiguration of 
the existing driveway, installation of a pool, construction of a cabana, re-location of a sewer forcemain, 
the naturalization of buffer zone areas, and associated grading, landscaping and utilities within the buffer 
zone to Bordering Vegetated Wetlands and Coastal Banks.   

An Amended Order was issued on June 24, 2015, to include the revision of the building footprints and 
locations, alteration to the pool size and location, construction of a structure (boat house, formerly 

labeled “cabana”) and construction of a shed.  Construction is currently on-going.   

This Amendment Request involves updates to the pool/patio/fence and boat house (size and location), 

minor adjustments to the house foundation, replacing the previously approved shed with a garage, 

reconfiguration of the driveway, and regrading modifications as depicted on the Proposed Site Plan, 

prepared by Bracken Engineering, Inc., last revised on May 26, 2016.  No changes have been made to the 

previously approved Limit of Work.   

The proposed pool/patio/fence and boat house remain outside the 50-foot Buffer Zone to downgradient 

Wetland Resource Areas (BVW and/or Coastal Bank).  The minor modifications to the house foundation 

(under construction) are primarily confined to slight adjustments for window wells.   

The previously approved shed is being replaced by a proposed garage to be located east of the house.  

Approximately 168± sf of the garage will be located within the 50-foot Buffer Zone to Coastal Bank.  The 

garage on slab will not result in an adverse impact on the Coastal Bank as the existing driveway exists  



 
 

PLYMOUTH, MA WAKEFIELD, MA WORCESTER, MA RINDGE, NH 

between the proposed structure and the Resource Area.  The proposed garage is located greater than 50 

feet from the downgradient BVW.  Shifting the garage to the south will result in placing the majority of 

the parking area closer to the Coastal Bank and BVW (e.g., potential source for pollutants from leaking 

oil) and/or potentially encroaching on the restoration planting area associated with the removal of the 

gabion basket retaining wall and regrading/revegetating the slope of the former parking area (see DEP 

File #SE48-2797).  The proposed garage will also replace a previously approved retaining wall, 46± sf of 

which was located within the 50-foot Buffer Zone.  The driveway has been minimally shifted between the 

house and garage, while the pervious parking area has been reduced in size south of the garage.   

The proposed amendment still results in a net reduction in approximately 340± sf of “structure” within the 

50-foot Buffer Zone in comparison to pre-existing conditions.  The Applicant remains committed to the 

Revegetation Areas and restoration of the former driveway parking area.  Consequently, the updated 

project is consistent with the original and amended Order of Conditions (DEP File #SE 48-2665) and 

Waivers previously issued under Section 1.03 F.3.(a & c) of the Nantucket Wetlands Protection 
Regulations.   

Should you have any questions or require additional information in advance of the June 15, 2016 Public 

Hearing, please do not hesitate to contact me at 508-746-9491 or at bmadden@lecenvironmental.com.   

Sincerely, 

LEC Environmental Consultants, Inc. 

 

Brian T. Madden 

Wildlife Scientist 
 

mailto:bmadden@lecenvironmental.com


May 27, 2016 

CERTIFIED MAIL 

«Name» 
«Name2» 
«Address» 
«City», «State»  «Zip» 

Re: Request to Amend the Order of Conditions [LEC File #BrEI\15-018.01] 

DEP File #SE 48-2665 
 12 Monomoy Creek Road (54-54.1) 
 Nantucket, Massachusetts 

Dear Abutter: 

On behalf of the Property Owner/Applicant, Monomoy Creek Road Nominee Trust (c/o Sarah F. Alger, 

Trustee), LEC Environmental Consultants, Inc., (LEC) is submitting a Request to the Amend the Order of 

Conditions (DEP File #SE 48-2665).  The Request involves proposed updates to the pool/patio/fence and 

boat house, minor adjustments to the house foundation, replacing the previously approved shed with a 

garage, reconfiguration of the driveway, and regrading modifications within the 100-foot Buffer Zone to 

Coastal Bank, Bordering Vegetated Wetlands, and Land Subject to Coastal Storm Flowage; Resource Areas 

protected under the Massachusetts Wetlands Protection Act (M.G.L., c. 131, s. 40), its implementing 

Regulations (310 CMR 10.00), and/or the Town of Nantucket Bylaw (Chapter 136) and Wetlands Protection 
Regulations. 

The Amendment Request and accompanying site plan are available for review by the public at the Nantucket 

Conservation Commission office located at 2 Bathing Beach Road in Nantucket, MA.  A Public Hearing has 

been scheduled for June 15, 2016, with the Nantucket Conservation Commission.  Public Hearings with the 

Nantucket Conservation Commission commence at 4:00 pm at the Public Safety Facility, 4 Fairgrounds 

Road.  Further information regarding the Public Hearing will appear in the Inquirer and Mirror at least five 

(5) days prior to the hearing date.   

Please do not hesitate to review the materials at the Conservation Commission office, attend the Public 

Hearing(s), and/or contact LEC should you have any questions or concerns about the Amendment Request. 

Sincerely, 

LEC Environmental Consultants, Inc. 
 
 
 
Brian T. Madden 
Wildlife Scientist 

Enclosure 
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Five On A Dime LLC 

4,6,8 Pilgrim Court 

(41-217.3,217.4 & 
Portions of 217) 
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Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection  
Bureau of Resource Protection - Wetlands 
WPA Form 8A – Request for Certificate of Compliance 
Massachusetts Wetlands Protection Act M.G.L. c. 131, §40  
 

 
DEP File Number: 

 
SE48-2859 
Provided by DEP 

 A. Project Information 

Important: 
When filling out 
forms on the 
computer, use 
only the tab 
key to move 
your cursor - 
do not use the 
return key. 

 

1. This request is being made by:(current Title holder): 

 Five on a Dime LLC 
Name  

 12 Amelia Drive 
Mailing Address 

 Nantucket 
City/Town 

MA 
State 

02554 
Zip Code 

       
Phone Number 

2. This request is in reference to work regulated by a final Order of Conditions issued to: 

 Five on a Dime LLC 
Applicant  

 02/10/2016 
Dated 

SE48-2859 
DEP File Number 

Upon completion 
of the work 
authorized in  
an Order of 
Conditions, the 
property owner 
must request a 
Certificate of 
Compliance  
from the issuing 
authority stating 
that the work or 
portion of the 
work has been 
satisfactorily 
completed. 
 
  

3.  The project site is located at: 

 4, 6, & 8 Pilgrim Court 
Street Address 

Nantucket 
City/Town  

41 
Assessors Map/Plat Number 

217.3, 217.4, portions of 217 
Parcel/Lot Number 

4. The final Order of Conditions was recorded at the Registry of Deeds for: (name on Order) 

 Five on a Dime LLC 
Property Owner (if different)  

 Nantucket 
County 

 

      
Book 

  

      
Page  

  25881 
Certificate (if registered land) 

5. This request is for certification that (check one): 

 the work regulated by the above-referenced Order of Conditions has been satisfactorily completed. 

 the following portions of the work regulated by the above-referenced Order of Conditions have 
been satisfactorily completed (use additional paper if necessary). 

 See Attached Narrative 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 the above-referenced Order of Conditions has lapsed and is therefore no longer valid, and the 
work regulated by it was never started. 
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Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection  
Bureau of Resource Protection - Wetlands 
WPA Form 8A – Request for Certificate of Compliance 
Massachusetts Wetlands Protection Act M.G.L. c. 131, §40  
 

 
DEP File Number: 

 
SE48-2859 
Provided by DEP 

 A. Project Information (cont.) 
 

6. Did the Order of Conditions for this project, or the portion of the project subject to this request, contain 
an approval of any plans stamped by a registered professional engineer, architect, landscape 
architect, or land surveyor?  

   Yes  If yes, attach a written statement by such a professional certifying substantial 
compliance with the plans and describing what deviation, if any, exists from the plans 
approved in the Order.   

   No  

   

 B. Submittal Requirements 
 Requests for Certificates of Compliance should be directed to the issuing authority that issued the final 

Order of Conditions (OOC). If the project received an OOC from the Conservation Commission, submit 
this request to that Commission. If the project was issued a Superseding Order of Conditions or was the 
subject of an Adjudicatory Hearing Final Decision, submit this request to the appropriate DEP Regional 
Office (see http://www.mass.gov/eea/agencies/massdep/about/contacts/find-the-massdep-regional-office-
for-your-city-or-town.html). 

 

 

   

   

    

 
 

 

http://www.mass.gov/eea/agencies/massdep/about/contacts/find-the-massdep-regional-office-for-your-city-or-town.html
http://www.mass.gov/eea/agencies/massdep/about/contacts/find-the-massdep-regional-office-for-your-city-or-town.html


 

 






 
 
June 22, 2016 SDE No. 15019 
 
Jeff Carlson 
Nantucket Conservation Commission 
2 Bathing Beach Road  
Nantucket, MA 02554 
 
Subject: Request for Certificate of Compliance 

4, 6, & 8 Pilgrim Court, Nantucket, MA 
 Assessors Map 41, Parcels 217.3 and 217.4 and portions of 217 
 DEP File No.: SE48-2859 
  
 
Dear Mr. Carlson: 
 
The purpose of this letter is to request that the Conservation Commission (Commission) issue a 
Certificate of Compliance (COC) for the above referenced Order of Conditions (OOC).  The 
hearing for SE48-2859 was closed on February 10, 2016 and the OOC was issued on February 
10, 2016.  The OOC is currently valid and has an expiration date of February 10, 2019.  SE48-
2859 allowed for the construction of a retaining wall and associated landscaping/grading.  The 
proposed retaining wall was outside of the 50-fooot BVW buffer zone.  Portions of the proposed 
landscaping/grading were inside of the 50-foot BVW buffer zone.  The proposed work did not 
require any waivers under the Bylaw.  The approved grading has been performed in substantial 
compliance with the OOC.  An As-Built Plot Plan prepared by Site Design Engineering, LLC and 
J. Marcklinger & Associates, Inc. Professional Land Surveyors dated June 17, 2016 is included 
and shows the locations of all site work performed on the Subject Property under this OOC.  
Since the site work has been completed and is in substantial compliance with the approval 
issued under SE48-2859, the Applicant respectfully requests that the Commission grant a COC 
for the above referenced OOC. 
 
If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at (508) 802-5832 or email me at 
(mrits@sde-ldec.com). 
 
 
Respectfully,  

 
Mark Rits 
Site Design Engineering, LLC. 

mailto:mrits@sde-ldec.com




Elizabeth Bagley D.T 

123 Eel Point Road 

(33-15) 

SE48-2547 

 

 



 

20 Mary Ann Drive  •  Nantucket, MA 02554 
508-825-5053  •  www.NantucketEngineer.com 

 
June 10, 2016 
 
Jeff Carlson, Administrator 
Nantucket Conservation Commission 
2 Bathing Beach Road 
Nantucket, MA  02554 
  
RE:  123 Eel Point Road 
 Map 33 Parcel 15 
 SE48-2547   

Dear Jeff: 

I am writing to request a Certificate of Compliance for the referenced project.  The work was 

completed in substantial compliance with the issued Order of Conditions.  Attached are a Site Plan, 

photographs and front-page copy of the Order recorded at the Nantucket Registry of Deeds.  There 

was no sand added or repairs necessary in the past year. 

Please feel free to contact me should you have any questions or concerns with this request. 

Sincerely, 
Nantucket Engineering & Survey, P.C. 
By:  Arthur D. Gasbarro, PE, PLS, LEED AP 

 

 
 CC:     Elizabeth Bagley Descendants Trust 

Charles Lenhart, Owner Representative 
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Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection  
Bureau of Resource Protection - Wetlands 
WPA Form 8A – Request for Certificate of Compliance 
Massachusetts Wetlands Protection Act M.G.L. c. 131, §40  
 

 
DEP File Number: 

 
SE48-2547 
Provided by DEP 

 A. Project Information 

Important: 
When filling out 
forms on the 
computer, use 
only the tab 
key to move 
your cursor - 
do not use the 
return key. 

 

1. This request is being made by: 

 Arthur D. Gasbarro, PE, PLS - Nantucket Engineering & Survey, P.C. 
Name  

 20 Mary Ann Drive 
Mailing Address 

 Nantucket 
City/Town 

MA 
State 

02554 
Zip Code 

 508-825-5053 
Phone Number 

2. This request is in reference to work regulated by a final Order of Conditions issued to: 

 The Elizabeth Bagley Descendents Trust - Thomas B. Wagner & Elizabeth Frawley Bagley, Trustees 
Applicant  

  5/1/2013 
Dated 

SE48-2547  
DEP File Number 

Upon completion 
of the work 
authorized in  
an Order of 
Conditions, the 
property owner 
must request a 
Certificate of 
Compliance  
from the issuing 
authority stating 
that the work or 
portion of the 
work has been 
satisfactorily 
completed. 
 
  

3.  The project site is located at: 

 123 Eel Point Road 
Street Address 

Nantucket 
City/Town  

33 
Assessors Map/Plat Number 

15 
Parcel/Lot Number 

4. The final Order of Conditions was recorded at the Registry of Deeds for: 

                   
Property Owner (if different)  

 Nantucket 
County 

 

      
Book 

  

      
Page  

       24786      
Certificate (if registered land) 

5. This request is for certification that (check one): 

 the work regulated by the above-referenced Order of Conditions has been satisfactorily completed. 

 the following portions of the work regulated by the above-referenced Order of Conditions have 
been satisfactorily completed (use additional paper if necessary). 

       
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 the above-referenced Order of Conditions has lapsed and is therefore no longer valid, and the 
work regulated by it was never started. 
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Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection  
Bureau of Resource Protection - Wetlands 
WPA Form 8A – Request for Certificate of Compliance 
Massachusetts Wetlands Protection Act M.G.L. c. 131, §40  
 

 
DEP File Number: 

 
SE48-2547 
Provided by DEP 

 A. Project Information (cont.) 
 

6. Did the Order of Conditions for this project, or the portion of the project subject to this request, contain 
an approval of any plans stamped by a registered professional engineer, architect, landscape 
architect, or land surveyor?  

   Yes  If yes, attach a written statement by such a professional certifying substantial 
compliance with the plans and describing what deviation, if any, exists from the plans 
approved in the Order.   

   No  

   

 B. Submittal Requirements 
 Requests for Certificates of Compliance should be directed to the issuing authority that issued the final 

Order of Conditions (OOC). If the project received an OOC from the Conservation Commission, submit 
this request to that Commission. If the project was issued a Superseding Order of Conditions or was the 
subject of an Adjudicatory Hearing Final Decision, submit this request to the appropriate DEP Regional 
Office (see http://www.mass.gov/eea/agencies/massdep/about/contacts/find-the-massdep-regional-office-
for-your-city-or-town.html). 

 

 

   

   

    

 
 

 

http://www.mass.gov/eea/agencies/massdep/about/contacts/find-the-massdep-regional-office-for-your-city-or-town.html
http://www.mass.gov/eea/agencies/massdep/about/contacts/find-the-massdep-regional-office-for-your-city-or-town.html




East End of Project – 4/12/16 

 

West End of Project – 4/12/16

 





Five Crow’s Nest Way 

5 Crow’s Nest Way 

(12-22.2) 

SE48-2635 

 

 

 















Draft Minutes 



Proposed Minutes for June 15, 2016 
 

 

CONSERVATION COMMISSION 
PUBLIC MEETING 

2 Bathing Beach Road 
Nantucket, Massachusetts 02554 

www.nantucket-ma.gov 
Wednesday, June 15, 2016 4:00 P.M. 
4 Fairgrounds Road, Training Room 

Commissioners: Ernie Steinauer (Chair), Andrew Bennett (Vice Chair), Ashley Erisman, David LaFleur,  
Ben Champoux, Ian Golding, Joe Topham 

Called to order at 4:04 p.m.   
 

Staff in attendance: Jeff Carlson, Natural Resources Coordinator 
Attending Members: Steinauer, Bennett, Erisman, LaFleur, Champoux, Topham  
Absent Members: Golding 
Late Arrivals: None 
Earlier Departure:  None 
 

Agenda adopted by unanimous consent 
*Matter has not been heard  

I. PUBLIC MEETING 
A. Public Comment – None 

    

II. PUBLIC HEARING 
A. Notice of Intent  

1.   Haulover – 165 Wauwinet Road (7-1.1) SE48-2894 
Sitting Steinauer, Bennett, Erisman, LaFleur, Champoux, Topham 
Recused None 
Documentation Site plans, topographical maps, photos, MNH sign off letter, departmental reports, and correspondence. 
Representative Jeff Blackwell, Blackwell & Associates – Questions were raised about the ramp obstructing sand flow; 

after careful study of the situation, he does not believe that will happen.  
Public None 
Discussion (4:05) Champoux – Confirmed that the skirt to the ramp will be no lower than the framing. 
Staff  Have everything needed to close. 
Motion Motion to Close. (made by: LaFleur) (seconded by: Champoux) 
Vote Carried unanimously  

2.   Edell & Alderson – 8 High Brush Path (56-370) SE48-2891 
Sitting Steinauer, Bennett, Erisman, LaFleur, Champoux, Topham 
Recused None 
Documentation Site plans, topographical maps, photos, MNH sign off letter, departmental reports, and correspondence. 
Representative Brian Madden, LEC Environmental – Revised plans show changes to the hardscaping: pool and patio 

shifting away from the resource area; no change to the existing driveway. Proposes to replant the 
disturbed buffer area with high-brush blueberry. 

Public None 
Discussion (4:08) None 
Staff  Have everything needed to close. 
Motion Motion to Close. (made by: Champoux) (seconded by: Bennett) 
Vote Carried unanimously  

3.   Beach Nut LLC – 1A Crow’s Nest Way (12-24) SE48-2895 
Sitting Steinauer, Bennett, Erisman, LaFleur, Champoux, Topham 
Recused None 
Documentation Site plans, topographical maps, photos, MNH sign off letter, departmental reports, and correspondence. 
Representative Dhruv Patel, Nantucket Surveyors – Reviewed the project. 

David M. Haines, Haines Hydrogeologic Consulting – Resource areas: ocean, coastal beach and coastal 
dune; all new work will be outside the 50-foot buffer. Asking for waiver to remove existing structure. 

Public None 
Discussion (4:10) Erisman – Asked what will be the change in the percentage of developed area. The amount of proposed 

construction will require stripping all vegetation off the lot and that will impact water flow. 
Steinauer – Could grant a waiver under long-term net benefit. 

Staff  The percentage change is only relative to the 25-50 buffer zone; the only structural work within that area 
is to remove a structure, that work is in keeping with the regulations. In his opinion, removal of a 
structure is a project, not construction. 
Have everything needed to close. 

Motion Motion to Close. (made by: Bennett) (seconded by: Champoux) 
Vote Carried unanimously  

Page 1 of 5 
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Proposed Minutes for June 15, 2016 
 
4.  3 Beacon Lane NT – 3 Beacon Lane (21-26.9) SE48-2892   

Sitting Steinauer, Bennett, Erisman, LaFleur, Champoux, Topham 
Recused None  
Documentation Site plans, topographical maps, photos, MNH sign off letter, departmental reports, and correspondence. 
Representative Arthur D. Gasbarro, Nantucket Engineering & Survey – (4:18) Waiting for Massachusetts Natural 

Heritage signoff. Asked for a 2-week continuance.  
(4:25) Reviewed the project: residential redevelopment on Sesachacha Pond. The waiver is related to 
footings separation from high ground water. Explained dewatering. The site is served by well and septic. 
No disturbance is intended within the 25-foot buffer. 

Public None 
Discussion (4:25) ((4:18) Initially this was held pending the MNH sign off.) 

Steinauer – Disclosed that Massachusetts Audubon has a deed restriction on the abutting property but 
there is no financial impact. 

Staff  The Massachusetts Natural Heritage sign off was just received; this can be reopened as part of the open 
public hearing. 
Have everything needed to close. 

Motion Motion to Close. (made by: Champoux) (seconded by: Bennett) 
Vote Carried unanimously  

5. *Leary Family Realty Co LLC – 7 Massachusetts Avenue (60-92) SE48-2896 
Sitting Steinauer, Bennett, Erisman, LaFleur, Champoux, Topham 
Recused None  
Documentation Site plans, topographical maps, photos, MNH sign off letter, departmental reports, and correspondence. 
Representative David M. Haines, Haines Hydrogeologic Consulting – This is for replacement of a well and installation 

of a tight tank. Resource areas are a saltmarsh and land subject to coastal storm flowage. The well failed 
and they received and installation the new well ordered by the Health Department; that has been done. 
The existing septic will be pumped and left in place to minimize disturbance. Dewatering will be necessary 
so the plans show the dewatering area.   

Public None 
Discussion (4:20) None 
Staff  Have everything needed to close. 
Motion Motion to Close. (made by: Topham) (seconded by: Bennett) 
Vote Carried unanimously  

B. Amended Orders of Conditions 
1. Monomoy Creek RT – 12 Monomoy Creek Road (54-54.1) SE48-2665  

Sitting Steinauer, Bennett, Erisman, LaFleur, Champoux, Topham 
Recused None 
Documentation Site and topographical plans, photos, requisite departmental reports and correspondence. 
Representative Brian Madden, LEC Environmental – Noted he will be calling responsible parties in regards to clean up 

noted as necessary during the site visit. Changes include: pool, patio, fence, and boathouse have all been 
reconfigured to all be outside the 50-foot buffer; adding a window well to the foundation; reducing the 
size of the parking area; replacing a shed with a garage. No changes to the limit of work but this results in 
a net decrease of encroachment into the buffer zones. 

Public Emily Molden, Nantucket Land Council – Hearing about the erosion control issues, she reminded the 
board that this was the site she noted had unpermitted dewatering taking place into adjacent wetlands. 
Suggested the board hold off issuing the amended order until the site is cleaned up. Asked for a 
continuance. 

Discussion (4:30) Steinauer – Suggested moving the garage back a little bit more. 
Madden – That would move either the driveway or the parking into the 25-foot buffer. 
Erisman – Wants to ensure all the debris and equipment and material is cleaned out of the 25-foot 
buffer. 

Staff  Noted the board can require photo monitoring. The siltation measures need to be brought back into 
repair.  

Motion Continued to June 29 without objection. 
Vote N/A 

 

III. PUBLIC MEETING 
A. Minor Modifications 

1. Dannheim – 97 Low Beach Road (75-31.2) NAN-119 (WITHDRAWN) 
B. Certificates of Compliance 

1. Four Saratoga LLC – 14 Tennessee Avenue (60.1.2-6) SE48-2506 (Cont 06/29/2016) 
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2. Marsillo – 271 Hummock Pond Road (83 Portion of 42 ) SE48-936 Reissue 
Sitting Steinauer, Bennett, Erisman, LaFleur, Champoux, Topham 
Staff This is to clear the title; work is in compliance; need recordable Certificate of Compliance. Recommend 

this be reissued. 
Discussion (4:42) None  
Motion Motion to Reissue. (made by: LaFleur) (seconded by: Champoux) 
Vote Carried unanimously  

3. Bartlett – 271 Hummock Pond Road (83-8 & 42 ) SE48-816 Reissue. 
Sitting Steinauer, Bennett, Erisman, LaFleur, Champoux, Topham 
Staff This is to clear the title; work is in compliance; need recordable Certificate of Compliance. Recommend 

this be reissued. 
Discussion None  
Motion Motion to Reissue. (made by: Champoux) (seconded by: Bennett) 
Vote Carried unanimously  

4. Vero Ventures  - 18 Cherry Street (55-913) SE48- 2434 
Sitting Steinauer, Bennett, Erisman, LaFleur, Champoux, Topham 
Staff The site is in compliance and all work completed. Recommend issued with no on-going conditions. 
Discussion None  
Motion  Motion to Issue. (made by: Bennett) (seconded by: LaFleur) 
Vote Carried unanimously  

5. Zaverucha – 45 Easton Street (42.4.1-58) SE48-2720 
Sitting Steinauer, Bennett, Erisman, LaFleur, Champoux, Topham 
Staff Raised to flood elevation and porch extensions. Recommends this be issued. 
Discussion None  
Motion Motion to Issue. (made by: Bennett) (seconded by: Champoux) 
Vote Carried unanimously  

6. Goldberg – 156 Orange Street (55-61) SE48-2623 
7. Goldberg – 156 & 158 Orange Street (55-61; 61.1)SE48-2739 

Sitting Steinauer, Bennett, Erisman, LaFleur, Champoux, Topham 
Staff These were to first shift the dock off 156 Orange Street and second reconfigure the stairway. Both are in 

compliance. 
Discussion None 
Motion Motion to Issue SE48-2623 and SE48-2739. (made by: Champoux) (seconded by: Topham) 
Vote Carried unanimously  

8. Sohn – West Miacomet Road (86-2) SE48-345 Reissue 
Sitting Steinauer, Bennett, Erisman, LaFleur, Champoux, Topham 
Staff This is to clear the title; work is in compliance; need recordable Certificate of Compliance. Recommend 

this be reissued. 
Discussion None  
Motion Motion to Reissue. (made by: Champoux) (seconded by: Topham) 
Vote Carried unanimously  

C. Orders of Condition  
1. Pocomo Neighbours – 47,53,55,57,61,63 & 69 Pocomo Road (Multiple) SE48-2874 

Sitting Steinauer, Bennett, Erisman, LaFleur, Champoux, Topham 
Staff What he drafted is similar to the Order of Condition issued for Shimmo. Condition 30: pre-construction 

beach invertebrate study. Condition 31: memorializes that if there is a large amount of replacement work, 
they have to reapply. Condition 32: staking of the mean high water line.  

Representative Arthur D. Gasbarro, Nantucket Engineering & Survey  
Discussion (4:48) Steinauer – Asked if there is a requirement to report the amount of replacement sand provided. 

Carlson – That is covered in Condition 22 and 23;  he’ll add to Condition 23 that the yearly report include 
sand quantities installed. He needs to clarify Condition 31 about what is project materials. 
Erisman – She has thought a lot about what constitutes failure; they are trying to establish a dune; we 
would want 60% survival rate of plants. 
Carlson – Condition 29 requires 75% plant success rate or they come back to the commission. Also this is 
project conditioned for yearly face to face between the board and applicant to ensure commission 
satisfaction with what’s happening and to evaluate the functionality of the project and if any changes are 
needed. 
Steinauer – Suggested issuing a partial certificate upon completion of construction and hold the final until 
the end of three years to determine whether or not this is working. 
Erisman – “Working” is a broad term for bioengineering a dune that will not impact the system. Within 
three years the plants should have taken a hold; there have been large percentages of loss in three years and 
the habitat could not be established. There are three options: 1) do nothing, 2) move the structures, and 3) 
build a coastal erosion structure; we are jumping to the third option. 
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Champoux – If they are adding tubes every couple of years, this is no longer a bioengineered structure. We 
need to be able to ascertain at what point a living bank has taken over and there is no need for the structure. 
Would like to suggested something that allows the board to see how the it does without the replacement of 
tubes. 
Erisman – Within 5 to 7 years, the plants should have taken hold; if they are replacing a lot of beach grass 
then the new dune is not being created. 
Steinauer – The naturally vegetated banks out there are not holding up. This is becoming a heavily 
impacted environment due to changes in the direction of the storms. 
Carlson – They are allowed to maintain the structure in good repair; however, this is designed to 
intentionally be impacted so he doesn’t know if the board can require them to come in with an amendment 
for repair but we can require repair work be reported. 
Erisman – Asked again what failure criteria is being add into this. 
Carlson – Reviewed how Condition 29 can be amended to establish failure criteria. 
Erisman – She can’t agree to the finding that there is no impact on habitat and wildlife. 

Motion Motion to Issue as amended. (made by: LaFleur) (seconded by: Bennett) 
Vote NOT Carried 3-3 
Further discussion 
(5:11) 

Carlson - Will have to schedule a special meeting; this needs to be issued before close of business 
Wednesday, June 22. If this board is going to discuss an order in the negative, reasons why it couldn’t be 
conditioned to meet performance standards need to be established. 
Champoux – He is concerned they won’t get the data necessary to ensure this is not having an impact. 
Steinauer – His concern is that this won’t perform as promised. 
Champoux – He doesn’t think this is ready for a positive order because it can be rebuilt in perpetuity.  
Steinauer – That is what is being pushed, using coir bags that are designed to release sand; they need to be 
rebuilt. 
Erisman – The bank has glacial deposits that has contributed to the harbor and that is not being matched. 
Steinauer – The question of what type of wildlife is supported by the existing bank needs to be answered; 
beach grass and a couple of other grasses doesn’t promote a diverse habitat. 
Steinauer – Our local regulations don’t recognize bioengineered structures as not being structures. He 
believes this is a structure because the coir logs are hard. 
Bennett – We have to determine whether or not these are acting as a structure. 
Carlson – Condition 31 tries to establish at what point the amount of work moves from repair to replace. 
Gasbarro – Suggested adding to Condition 31: 1/3 of total linear feet.  
Discussion about whether or not, due to the size of the project, increasing the number of transects for 
surveying wildlife will help.  
Discussion about how to determine when the area starts acting like a living bank. 
Carlson – Looking for some way to set a period of time in which to determine whether or not to continue 
for another three years. If there is an adverse impact, it is subject to enforcement. Noted that since Coastal 
Zone Management (CZM) and Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) have ruled a bio-
engineered project is not a structure, George Pucci of Kopelman & Paige, Town Counsel, tends to agree 
with that; he noted there has been no court case challenging the CZM/DEP ruling. 
Erisman – Doesn’t believe the board will be able to tell if the project is having an adverse impact. The 
impact would be on the underlying habitat; something we wouldn’t pick up on right away. 
Steinauer – He thinks it will shed more material than the bank would shed and impact the aquatic 
environment.  
Champoux – Asked where the controls on this are. Need control sites that are outside the project area for 
comparison. 
Gasbarro – There are seven monitoring transects set every 300 feet to provide invertebrate data. The 
controls would be the twice-a-year survey. The outside control might be hard to establish; would have to 
look at the top of bank on other properties.  
Steinauer – Asked about maintaining a walkable beach. 
Carlson – That can’t be conditioned as this is private property, unlike the ‘Sconset Beach project which is 
on Town property. 
Champoux – He could support this with beefing up Condition 31 as suggested by Mr. Gasbarro.  
Carlson – Suggested wording it so that instead of amending the permit, they must file for a new 3-year 
permit. Reviewed other possible changes to strengthen and clarify the permit. He will write up a fresh draft 
for commissioner review. 

 Continued without objection to Monday, June 20, at 4 p.m. location to be determined.  
2. Haulover – 165 Wauwinet Road (7-1.1) SE48-2894 

Sitting Steinauer, Bennett, Erisman, LaFleur, Champoux, Topham 
Staff No special conditions. 
Discussion (5:56) None  
Motion Motion to Issue as drafted. (made by: Champoux) (seconded by: LaFleur) 
Vote Carried unanimously  
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3. Edell & Alderson – 8 High Brush Path (56-370)  SE48-2891 
Sitting Steinauer, Bennett, Erisman, LaFleur, Champoux, Topham 
Staff He needs to add Condition 20: no cultivars. 
Discussion (5:57) None 
Motion Motion to Issue as amended. (made by: LaFleur) (seconded by: Champoux) 
Vote Carried unanimously  

4. Beach Nut LLC – 1A Crow’s Nest Way (12-24) SE48-2895 
Sitting Steinauer, Bennett, Erisman, LaFleur, Champoux, Topham 
Staff He included pool conditions about water discharge and exterior lighting to be directed downward. Didn’t 

add a waiver; they’re removing the structure from the buffer zone. 
Discussion (5:59) None 
Motion Motion to Issue as drafted. (made by: Champoux) (seconded by: Bennett) 
Vote Carried unanimously  

5. 3 Beacon Lane NT – 3 Beacon Lane (21-26.9) SE48-289 
Sitting Steinauer, Bennett, Erisman, LaFleur, Champoux, Topham 
Staff Will add Condition 20: no cultivars. 
Discussion (6:00) None 
Motion Motion to Issue as amended. (made by: Champoux) (seconded by: Bennett) 
Vote Carried unanimously  

6. Leary Family Realty Co LLC – 7 Massachusetts Avenue (60-92) SE48-2896 
Sitting Steinauer, Bennett, Erisman, LaFleur, Champoux, Topham 
Staff This is for the emergency well and tight tank. No special conditions. 
Discussion (6:02) None  
Motion Motion to Issue as drafted. (made by: LaFleur) (seconded by: Champoux) 
Vote Carried unanimously  

D. Monitoring Reports (6:03) 
1. Sisk – 153 & 155 Wauwinet Road (11-3)SE48-2639 
2. Salt Marsh Cranes RT – 5 Salt Marsh Road (55-297) SE48-2606 

E. Other Business (6:05) 
1. Approval of Minutes: 06/01/2016 – Approved by unanimous consent. 
2. Enforcement Actions 
a. 36 Pocomo Road: there has been a significant amount of brush cutting within jurisdictional areas to include a 

potential vernal pool; this will require a restoration plan. Part of the enforcement action should include 
certification of the vernal pool. Kevin Dale, Vaughan, Dale, Hunter and Beaudette, P.C., for direct abutter – 
Requests a restoration plan require mature trees and bushes and that work take place within a clearly defined 
timeline. 
Motion to Ratify Issuance of an Enforcement Order. (made by: Champoux) (seconded by: Bennett) Carried 
unanimously  

b. Charles Maurer, Smith Point: new roads were cut, structures and gates were installed in concrete, installed 
aluminum beach stairs and ramp, stone in concrete walkways; all work is in jurisdictional area. Most work has 
happened within the past two weeks. This will require the removal of a lot of these structures; this individual 
should come before the board.   
Motion to Ratify Issuance of an Enforcement Order. (made by: Bennett) (seconded by: Champoux) Carried 
unanimously 

c. Holly Farm: enforcement update; restoration plan is forthcoming. 
3. Emergency Certification:  

Leary Family Realty Co LLC – 7 Massachusetts Avenue (60-92) 
Motion to Issue the Emergency Certification. (made by: LaFleur) (seconded by: Champoux)Carried 
unanimously  

4. Reports: 
a. NP&EDC, Bennett: nothing 
b. Mosquito Control Committee, Erisman: nothing 

5. Commissioners Comment 
a. Champoux – Appreciates the time and care taken in regards to Pocomo Neighbours. 

6. Administrator/Staff Reports 
a. Regulations: Looking for areas commissioners would like to cover as a starting point and whether or not to do the 

work in the regular meetings or in workshops.  
b. By-law change addressing enforcement: working up a warrant article for special town meeting. 

  

Motion to Adjourn: 6:31 p.m. 
 

Submitted by: 
Terry L. Norton 
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CONSERVATION COMMISSION 
SPECIAL MEETING 

2 Bathing Beach Road 
Nantucket, Massachusetts 02554 

www.nantucket-ma.gov 
Wednesday, June 21, 2016 4:00 P.M. 

16 Broad Street, Town Conference Room 
Commissioners: Ernie Steinauer (Chair), Andrew Bennett (Vice Chair), Ashley Erisman, David LaFleur,  

Ben Champoux, Ian Golding, Joe Topham 
Called to order at 4:11 p.m.   
 

Staff in attendance: Jeff Carlson, Natural Resources Coordinator 
Attending Members: Steinauer, Bennett, Erisman, LaFleur, Champoux, Topham  
Absent Members: Golding 
Late Arrivals: None 
Earlier Departure:   
 

Agenda adopted by unanimous consent 
*Matter has not been heard  

I. PUBLIC MEETING 
A. Public Comment:  

1. Peter Brace – Encouraged the commissioners to go look at the mansion on the west side of  Pocomo Point, 
closest to the point, to see how close it is to the edge. 

2. Arthur Reade, Reade, Gullicksen, Hanley, & Gifford  LLP – The issue was raised about conditions that are over 
looked after transfer of property; one problem is that the Registry of Deeds does not carry forward the Order of 
Conditions after the Certificate of Compliance is on record. That is an error; the Order of Conditions should 
always stay on a property so people know the background. Suggested ConCom come up with a way to do that; 
he’d be willing to help. 

    

B. Orders of Condition  
1. Pocomo Neighbours – 47,53,55,57,61,63 & 69 Pocomo Road (Multiple) SE48-2874 

Sitting Steinauer, Bennett, Erisman, LaFleur, Champoux, Topham 
Representative Arthur D. Gasbarro, Nantucket Engineering & Survey  
Staff He has made revisions to the draft positive motion based upon commissioner comments. Condition 28 

addresses keeping the coir logs in good repair while aiding the establishment of the vegetation after which 
the coir logs are prohibited. 

Discussion  Champoux – He suggested that the coir logs be considered temporary in so far as the establishment of 
the plants; after that, it is important they not be allowed to be replaced because then it starts acting like a 
structure. We have to trigger what is a success or failure. Coastal Zone Management (CZM) and 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) are saying these are not a structure; however, a lasting structure 
is replaced every year. 
Steinauer – Doesn’t agree with Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) on this; they permitted 
three tiers of geo-tubes in front of pre-1978 homes out at Sankaty, which in his opinion tacitly declares that 
is not a coastal engineering structure (CES). He has lost faith in their decisions. 
Erisman – CZM brochures reference yearly maintenance and repair which doesn’t meet a bio-engineered 
structure. 
Carlson – Explained the function of Conditions 28, 29, 30 & 32 to protect against this becoming a 
permanent structure. Under Condition 32, “project materials” isn’t encompassing enough in the respect of a 
failure criteria; asked for guidance. 
Champoux – Suggested changing it to read 33% of nourishment material. Assuming the plants get 
established, spreading nourishment  on top of the could damage them. 
Carlson – It can be worded that all nourishment material is placed in front of vegetation. 
Erisman – Putting all nourishment in front changes the performance by putting more sand into the system 
than the bank. Asked how often the high water mark is evaluated. 
Carlson – The legal high water mark was recently adjusted; the evaluation is done every 19 years. 
Erisman – Given the public has access only below the mean high water mark, if this is migrating up to the 
edge of the bluff or beach drops, asked how that access is maintained. 
Steinauer – This is important wildlife habitat and we depend on that elevation of the beach; to protect our 
resources, we should require them to maintain a beach similar to what was there before the structure and 
compare it to neighboring un-armored beaches. 
Bennett – Asked if it is possible to get a benchmark from an adjacent property. 
Carlson – He believes so. Condition 34 states the bottom of the bank and high water mark being located 
outside the project area and that becomes the control spots doing that every 300 feet. To the east and west 
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there are some other structures like sand-drift fencing. He’ll add wording requiring the mean high water 
mark be included on the plan. 
Steinauer – There isn’t a lot about sampling of the fauna on the beach prior to work starting. 
Carlson – That’s covered in Condition 31. They’ve submitted a protocol to do that: 3 invertebrate sites 
within the project area and two to the east and two to the west. It can be reworded that sampling comes 
from all the transect areas. 
Steinauer – Noted that right after construction starts, a big decrease could be likely  due to construction 
vehicles; after the area has been left alone, a slow recovery might become evident. 
Carlson – Noted that no one aside from storm repairs has permission without a permit from the Town to 
be on the beach between April and September because this is prime Massachusetts Natural Heritage area 
for plovers.  
Erisman – She doesn’t believe this project can do justice to the undulating beach and the material it 
provides into the system. 
Topham – Wonders if it’s possible to monitor how fast material is introduced to the rest of the beach. 
Gasbarro – Based upon erosion calculations from the Woods Hole Group, they are looking at 1000 cubic 
yards of sand per year, which comes to less than ½ cubic yard per linear foot of the structure. 
Steinauer – Noted that no bank on the beach is “self sustaining.” 
Carlson – Condition 13 coupled with the others mentioned creates a failure criteria by defining when it 
starts acting like a CES. 
Steinauer – Asked Mr. Gasbarro if he knows which lots have pre- and post-1978 structures. 
Gasbarro – He didn’t research that because this isn’t considered a CES; numbers 61 and 63 are pre-1978. 
Steinauer – Suggested splitting this and approving it under the state but denying it under the local bylaw, 
which is stricter. Under our bylaw, we could argue this is a CES. 
Champoux – Believes there are sufficient safeguards now built into this. 
LaFleur – Agrees. He’d like to see it succeed; feels it’s one of the best he’s seen. 
Erisman – Gauging success of the structure is near impossible because 10 years from now there might not 
be any eel grass because fine sediments didn’t get where they needed to go. 
Carlson – Condition 23 addresses using bank-compatible material as opposed to beach-compatible sand. 
Discussion about where the bank-compatible material will come from as island pits provide from a different 
material source and monitoring the grain size onto the project. 
Steinauer – Stated he spoke with colleagues on the Cape where rock revetments are common; they are 
much happier with projects like this as far as the beach holding up.  
Erisman – Nantucket has unique shellfish and how they will be impacted by this is an unknown. 
Steinauer – Wondered if it’s possible to have an experimental project waiver. 
Champoux – Asked if the Shimmo project is about one year along. 
Carlson – The lower tubs and plantings have been in place about eight months; the final plantings on the 
upper portion went in 2 months ago. 
Erisman – Asked if the other random stuff on the beach is conditioned to be removed and how would it 
be enforced. 
Carlson – Removing it is covered in the overview. If the structure was not permitted, we can do an 
enforcement order; if it’s a permitted structure not being kept in repair as required by the order of 
conditions, it can be enforced for removal or back into compliance. 
Erisman – She’d like to see a condition that states if a structure is left in disrepair it must be removed. 
Carlson – That is better handled through the enforcement process. 

Motion Motion to Issue as amended. (made by: LaFleur) (seconded by: Bennett) 
Vote Carried 4-2//Erisman & Steinauer opposed 

C. Other Business  
1. Approval of Minutes: None 
2. Enforcement Actions: None 
a. Reports: None 

3. Commissioners Comment: None 
4. Administrator/Staff Reports: None 

  

Motion to Adjourn: 5:06 p.m. 
 

Submitted by: 
Terry L. Norton 
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