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December 5, 2022 
 
 
Ms. Miriam DeFant, Chair 
Shutesbury Conservation Commission 
Town Hall 
PO Box 276 
Shutesbury, MA 01072  
 
RE: Applicant Response to Wetland Consultant Peer Review-Revised Materials (WE 286-0297) 
 66 Leverett Road, Shutesbury, MA 01072 
 Fuss & O’Neill Reference No. 20091032.A22 
 
Dear Ms. DeFant and Members of the Commission: 
 
This letter serves as the Town of Shutesbury’s (the Applicant) responses to the Wetland Consultant 
Peer Review letter provided by Ms. Emily Stockman of Stockman Associates LLC dated December 
1, 2022 for 66 Leverett Road, Shutesbury, Massachusetts.  
 
Please find the comments received by the Applicant on December 1, 2022, and the applicant’s 
responses in bold below. The Stockman Associates LLC letter is provided in Attachment A.  
 
Review Comments 

1) The November 22, 2022 response letter prepared by Fuss & O’Neill states that the final 
wetlands mapping submitted to the Conservation Commission under the ANRAD process 
will reflect professionally surveyed flag locations. Flags will be located via survey following 
the agreement of the applicant, peer review, and the Conservation Commission of a 
consensus delineation and any subsequent flag relocation as a result of that consensus. 
Stockman Associates agrees with the proposed survey and final map submittal schedule.   

 
Applicant Response: The Applicant will update the Conservation Commission with the 
anticipated survey schedule once determined.  
 
 
BVW 1 
This comment by Stockman Associates includes an analysis of BVW 1 soils, vegetation, and hydrology. For brevity, 
only the conclusions section of this comment has been reiterated below. Refer to Attachment A for the full comment. 
 

1) Based on the November 22, 2022 data submission by Fuss & O’Neill, the November 28, 
2022 site examination, and “Section 5 Difficult Situations, normal conditions ae not 



Ms. Miriam DeFant, Chair 
December 5, 2022 
Page 2 
 
 

\\private\DFS\ProjectData\P2009\1032\A22\Permits\ANRAD\2022-Nov Update\Round2-ESComments\NEW_01 - 
ResponseToCommentsRd2-Shutesbury.docx  

present within and proximal to the revised BVW 1 boundary. The evaluation of soil, 
vegetation and hydrology all fall under the category of Difficult Situations. 

 
Based on the methodology required under the “Section 5 Difficult Situations” for assessing 
problematic soils, vegetation, and hydrology, it is the opinion of Stockman Associates that the 
Burden of proof to overcome the application of the F.6. Redox Dark Surface Hydric Soil 
indicator previously applied to establish the August 2022 BVW 1 boundary has not been met. 
Furthermore, the methodology/data to address problematic vegetation and hydrology has not 
been submitted to support the revised BVW 1 boundary. 
 
Stockman Associates acknowledges the detailed level of further exploration performed by Fuss 
& O’Neill, which was greatly hindered by time of year and drought conditions. However, 
Stockman Associates suggests that the complexity of the area of question requires additional 
investigation to refute the original August 2022 BVW 1 boundary. Examples of additional 
examination include, but are not limited to, 
 

 Cease the clearing, cultivation, or manipulation of the site for one or more growing 
seasons with normal rainfall and examine the plant community that develops. 

 Monitor the site in relation to the appropriate wetland hydrology or hydric soils 
technical standard. 

 Estimate the effects of ditches and subsurface drainage systems using scope-and-effect 
equations (USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service 1997). A web application to 
analyze data using various models available at 
http://www.wli.nrcs.gov/technical/web_tool/tools_java.html. 

 
Applicant Response: The August 2022 wetland delineation Boundary of BVW 1 will be re-
instated. In the November 3, 2022 Peer Review letter, Stockman Associates concurred with 
the boundary of BVW 1 depicted by flags 1A-100 through and including 1A-133. The flag 
locations of the August 2022 delineation of BVW 1 will be located by a professional surveyor 
and depicted on the plans for the finalized ANRAD submission. 
 
 
BVW 2 
 

1) BVW 1 is correctly depicted as a Bordering Vegetated Wetland on the revised figures. 
Based on the buried hydric soils noted on the Test Pit #4 Wetland Delineation Data Form, 
and assessment of aerial imagery, the westerly boundary of BVW 2 has been appropriately 
expanded to incorporate areas of wetland alteration after the “Hatch Act, Chapter 220, 
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Acts of 1965, adopted March 25, 1965 and the MA Wetlands Protection Act (MA WPA) 
or 1972. 
 
Stockman Associates concurs with the revised boundary of BVW 2. 
 

Applicant Response: The flag locations of the revised boundary of BVW 2 will be located 
by a professional surveyor and depicted on the plans for the finalized ANRAD submission.   
 
 
BVW 3 

1) The revised figures depict an undefined boundary between flags 3A-114 and 3A-115. AS 
stated in the November 22, 2022 submission by Fuss & O’Neill, “The boundary of 3A-114 
and 3A-115 will be determined during the restoration efforts and therefore this portion of the BVW 3 
boundary will be excluded from the ANRAD.” 

 
Under the ANRAD process, the applicant has the right to request specific boundaries for 
review and approval. The Conservation Commission responds accordingly under a 
subsequent ORAD. Stockman Associates LLC recommends that the Commission include 
findings with the ORAD to clearly address any special circumstances such as excluded 
boundaries and forthcoming restoration.  

 
Applicant Response: The Applicant concurs.  
 
 
IVW 4 and IVW 6 
 

2) Stockman Associates concurs with the revised boundaries of IVW 4 and IVW 6 as 
depicted on the November 22, 2022 figures. Based on the calculations provided by Fuss & 
O’Neill, Stockman Associates concurs that IVW 4 and IVW 6 do not meet the size 
threshold (1,000-SF) for protection as isolated wetlands under the local Town of 
Shutesbury General Wetlands Protection Bylaw.  
 

Applicant Response: In email correspondence from Emily Stockman on December 5, 2022, 
it is understood that Stockman Associates intended this comment for IVW 4 and 5. The 
flag locations of the revised boundary of IVW 4 and IVW 5 will be located by a professional 
surveyor and depicted on the plans for the finalized ANRAD submission.  
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IVW 5 and Newly Identified Area of Inundation 
 

1) During the November 28, 2022 site visit, slight modifications were made to the boundary 
of IVW 5. It is our understanding that Fuss & O’Neill will depict the modifications on 
revised figures. The slight modifications increased the overall size of IVW 5. Based on field 
observation, the slight increase to the previously calculated 175-SF will not result in 
protection under the local bylaw. It is our understanding that Fuss & O’Neill will provide 
updated calculations for final review. 
 

Applicant Response: In email correspondence on December 5, 2022, Stockman Associates 
confirmed this comment was intended for IVW 6. The boundary of IVW 6 was re-
calculated to incorporate the November 22, 2022 changes. The original area of IVW 6 was 
233 square feet (sf); the new area of IVW 6 is 528 sf.  
 
The flag locations of the revised boundary of IVW 6 will be located by a professional 
surveyor and depicted on the plans for the finalized ANRAD submission.  
 

2) An additional disturbed area of inundation was observed proximal to IVW 5 during the 
November 28, 2022 site visit. Based on a preliminary assessment the area presented as too 
small to meet the 1,000-SF size criteria for protection under the Town of Shutesbury 
General Wetlands Protection Bylaw as an isolated wetland. It was also noted that 
inundation was observed outside of the growing season and after heavy rains the day/night 
before. It is our understanding that Fuss & O’Neill, at the applicant’s request, performed 
additional assessment after the site visit. It is our understanding that Fuss & O’Neill will 
depict the area on revised figures and provide square footage calculations for review.  

 
Applicant Response: The area of inundation was delineated as IVW 7 on November 28, 
2022 by Fuss & O’Neill.  This area includes a low-lying depression to the east of the access 
route. Vegetation was dominated by cranberries. IVW 7 flags range from 7A-100 to 7A-107 
and the total area was 199 sf. Based on the area of less than 1,000 sf, IVW is not protected as 
IVW under the local bylaw. The flag locations of the new IVW 7 will be located by a 
professional surveyor and depicted on the plans for the finalized ANRAD submission.  
 
 
ANRAD Review Area 
 

1) The ANRAD submittal has been revised to depict a specified ANRAD Review Area. The 
entire parcel is no longer the subject of the ANRAD. 
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Applicant Response: The Applicant concurs. 
 

2) As previously stated, based on the field review of the westerly property line, a large BVW is 
located on the abutting property. The boundary of the BVW meanders east and west 
proximal to the approximated property line 

 
The revised ANRAD figures depict an estimated 100-FT Buffer Zone projecting into the 
ANRAD Review Area. The November 22, 2022 response letter prepared by Fuss & 
O’Neill states the “the 100-foot Buffer Zone is shown from the DEP-mapped wetlands. Mapped 
wetlands are only shown outside of the ANRAD Review Area in Figure 2 and 3 since these areas were 
not delineated.” 

 
The MassGIS Data: MassDEP (2005) website clearly states that “The wetlands and hydrologic 
connection information is for planning purposes only. The wetlands boundaries shown in these amp 
layers have been determined by photographic interpretation. They do not represent, and should not be used 
as, wetland delineations under the Massachusetts Wetlands Protection Act (M.G.L.c. 131 §40) and its 
regulations.” 

 
With prior, similar situations (off property BVW with projected 100-FT Buffer Zone into a 
review area), the following options have been considered by the Shutesbury Conservation 
Commission. 

 
a. The applicant has been requested to seek landowner permission to delineate the 

off-site BVW. 
b. In the absence of landowner permission, the applicant has been requested to 

consider a “no-contest” line starting at the property line and projecting the 100-FT 
Buffer Zone into the review area. 

c. The Commission also has the authority to deem the DEP-mapped wetlands 100-
FT Buffer Zone boundary inaccurate. 
 

Applicant Response: The Applicant will include option (b) stated above by Stockman 
Associates in the plans submitted for the finalized ANRAD submission. The 100-ft Buffer 
Zone will be shown as a ‘No-Contest’ 100-ft Buffer Zone on the updated plans to maximize 
protection of wetland resource areas that may be located off-parcel.  
 
 
c:  Mary Anne Antonellis; Director, M.N. Spear Memorial Library 
  Ms. Mary Grover, MassDEP WERO 
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December 1,2022

Ms. Miriom DeFont, Choir
Shutesbury Conservotion Commission
Town Holl
P.O.Box276
1 Cooleyville Rood
Shutesbury, MA 01072

Re: Abbrevioted Notice of Resource Areo Delineotion (ANRAD)
66 Leverett Rood
Shutesbury, MA
(Porcel lD O-32)
DEP File # 286-0297
Wetlond Consultont Peer Review-Revised Moteriols

Deor Ms. DeFont ond Commissioners:

Per request of the Shutesbury Conservotion Commission, Stockmon Associotes LLC hos
performed o wetlond consultont peer review of the revised moteriols submitted under the
Abbrevioted Notice of Resource Areo Delineotion (ANRAD) prepored by Fuss ond O'Neill on
beholf of their client. the Town of Shutesbury, for the review of delineoted resource oreo
boundories locoted within the property ot 66 Leverett Rood in Shutesbury, MA (Porcel tD O-31).

A,loferiols Reyiewed

"Applicont Response to Wetlond Consulloni Peer Review (WE 286-0297)" prepored by
Fuss ond O'Neill doted November 22,2022, including ottochments ond photo log.

Sile Visil

l) On November28,2O22Ms. EmilyStockmon (Stockmon Associotes LLC) conducted o site
visit to review the subject oreo presented under the revised ANRAD filling. Ms. April
Doroski (Fuss & O'Neill), Ms. Miriom DeFont (SCC), Ms. Robin Horrington (SCC), Ms. Mory
Dovis (SCC), Ms. Jonice Stone (SCC Volunteer Consultont), Ms. Mory Anne Antonellis
(Librory Director), ond Ms. Rido Fonell (Shutesbury Seleciboord, Choir) were olso present
during the site visit.

Reyiew Commenls

I ) The November 22, .2022 response letier prepored by Fuss ond O'Neill stotes thot the finol
wetlond mopping submiited to the Conservotion Commission under the ANRAD process
will reflect professionolly surveyed flog locotions. Flogs will be locoted vio survey following
the ogreement of ihe opplicont, peer reviewer, ond the Conservotion Commission of o

STOCKMAN ASSOCIATES LLC . PO BOX 9 . ADAMS, MA OI22O
PHONF' 413-74i-1372 . WWW SToCKMANASSO(]TATFS COM
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BVW I

r)

consensus delineotion ond ony subsequent flog relocotion os o result of thot consensus.
Stockmon Associotes ogrees with the proposed survey ond finol mop submittol schedule.

During the November 8, 2022 sile visit there wos generol discussion between Ms. Emily

Stockmon ond Ms. April Doroski (Fuss ond O'Neill) regording the opplicotion of the ACOE
F.6. Redox Dork Surfoce Hydric Soil lndicotor. More specificolly, discussion focused on the
opplicotion of indicotor within disturbed soils thot contoin o compocted loyer or zone
ond o future review of the User Notes.

Stockmon Associotes LLC previously concurred with the boundory of BVW I depicted by
flogs 1A-100 through ond including lA-133. Stockmon Associotes LLC concurred with the
boundory of BVW I bosed on observotions mode during the October 28,2022 site visit

ond doto provided by Fuss & O'Neill on Wetlond Deierminotion Doio Forms lA-129 ond
UPL l-2. During the site visit, oreos uoorodient of the previously demorcoted BVW 1

boundory were exomined. Bosed on the lock of observed hydric soils ond wetlond
hydrology, Stockmon Associotes concurred thot oreos upgrodient of the previously

delineoted BVW I were uplonds.

As documented, the londscope encompossing ond proximolto BVW I hos been
historicolly ond recently impocted. Coupled with prolonged drought conditions ond
further investigotion outside of the growing seoson, the delineotion of the BVW boundory
presents multiple chollenges.

sorLs

The revised Figure 3-l indicotes thot three test pits were hond dug to reexomine the BVW

1 boundory. Wetlond Determinotion Forms were submitted for Test Pits # I ond #3. Forms

were not submitted for Test Pit #2.

Stockmon Associotes concurs thot the soil profile description submitted for Test Pit #3
does not meet the F.6. Redox Dork Surfoce Hydric Soil lndicotor. Bosed on the motrix
color (l OYR2t2) the percentoge of prominent concentrotions (3%) does not meet the 5%

criterion.

Further investigotions by Fuss ond O'Neill report thot restrictive loyers were not observed
within the test pits. An ossessment of soilstructure wos not included within the November
22,2022 response but wos discussed during the November 28,2022 sile visit. Ms. Doroski

ond Ms. Stockmon concurred thot observed soil structure ronged from gronulor to
subongulor blocky. Ploty structure indicoting compoction wos not observed.
Compoction ossocioted with o plow plon ond equipment trovelwos not observed.
Furthermore, documenied prominent redoximorphic concentrotions were observed
throughout the Ap horizon. Prominent redoximorphic concentrotions were not limited to
on onthropogenic zone of compoction.

The F.6. Redox Dork Surfoce Hydric Soil lndicotor User Notes discuss both subsurfoce
hydrology ond shollow perched loyers of soturotion. Detoiled soil textures were not
provided on the submitted Wetlond Determinotion Doto Forms. Soil textures were
exomined by Ms. Stockmon ond Ms. Doroski during the November 28,2022 sile visit. Ms.

Doroski olso referenced her field notes, ond o texturol chonge wos noted between lhe
Ap horizon ond underlying subsoils. The texturol chonge, coupled with the presence of
orgonic motter within the Ap horizon [indicoted by the block (lOYR 2/l ) ond very dork

2lP^GE



brown (1OYR 212) motrix color ond stoiningl wos reviewed. The potentiol for o resulting
perch hydrology due to wetting front wos discussed in the field.

To further ossess the ossertion by Fuss ond O'Neilt ifrot the F.6. Redox Dork Surfoce Hydric
Soil lndicotor is not opplicoble, two shollow soil pits were hond dug within o less oltered
(forested) portion of the delinecited BVW l. The oreo locoted within the northwesterly
portion of BVW l. wos chosen with Ms. Doroski os on ogreed upon wetlond. reference
oreo. The use of o wetlond reference oreo is on estoblished methodology under
"Section 5 Difficult Situotions" of the Reqionolsupplement to the Corps of Engineers
Wetlond Delineotion Monuol: Northcentrol ond Northeost Region.

High chromo subsoil motrix colors were observed within the wetlond reference oreo.
Colors were consistent with those documented within the newly excluded open field to
the eost (lOYR 4/4 ond I OYR 4/6). Observed high chromo subsoits within the t/ex
verticilloto-Onocleo sensibi/is (Winterberry-Sensitive Fern) dominoted BVW I wetlond
reference oreo indicote thot the wetlond system likely contoins Problemotic Hvdric Soils.

VEGEIAI/ON

Despite the onticipoied delineotion of wetlond resource oreos ond submittol of on
ANRAD, the northerly open field wos mown during 2022, resulting in ollered vegetotion ot
the time of the delineotion, odditionol ossessment, ond reviews. As o result, grosses ond
sedges locoted within the evoluoted oreo could not be idenfified to species, further
hindering the ossessment. Despite the mowing, certoin forbs were ideniifioble to species.

Bosed on the Wetlond Determinotion Doto Forms ond observotions mode during the site
visits, the newly excluded open field oreo contoins the following wetlond indicoior plont
species: sensitive Fern, onoc/eo sensibi/is (FACW); Bristly Dewberry, Rubus hispidus
(FACW);ond Cronberry,Voccinium oxycoccos (OBL). Although sedges could not be
identified to species, o significont percentoge of sedges notive to Mossochusetts grow in
wetlond ecosystems ond ore clossified os wetlond indicotor plont species. The observed
obundonce of cut sedges wos greoter within the newly excluded oreo os compored to
upgrodient oreos to the eost ond south.

Mowing of vegetotion folls under the clossificotion of Problemotic Hvdroohytic
Veqetotion.

HYDROLOGY

As depicted on revised mops prepored by Fuss ond O'Neill, o constructed ditch hos
been included within the revised BVW I boundory. The constructed ditch is locoted
proximol to ond downgrodient of the newly excluded oreo. As stoted under under
"Section 5 Difficult Situotions" of the Regionolsuoplement to the Coros of Enoineers
Wetlond Delineotion Monuol: Northcentrol ond Northeost Reqion,

"Agriculturolond si/vicultural droinoge sysfems use difches, subsurfoce drainoge /ines or
"li/es," ond woter-confrolslruclures lo monipulole lhe woter fob/e ond improve
condilions for crops or other desr'red species. A freely flowing ditch or droinoge /ine
depresses the woter toble within o cerloin loteroldisfonce or zone of influence (Figure
62). The effecfiveness of droinoge in on oreo depends in port on soil chorocferisfics, the
ttming ond omounl of roinf oll, ond lhe depth ond spocing of ditches or droins. Wellond
determinolions on current ond former ogriculturol or silviculturol/onds musl consider

3IPAGE



whefher o droinoge syslem rs presenf, how it is designed to funclion, ond whelher it is
effeclive in removing wef/ond hydrology from the oreo."

An ossessment of the construction of the ditch in relotion to the hydrology of the newly
excluded oreo wos not provided in the November 22,2022 submittolfrom Fuss ond
O'Neill.

Free woter within l2-inches wos observed within hond dug soil pits locoted within bofh
the newly delineoted BVW and the newly excluded oreo to the eost. lt should be noted
thot heovy roinfoll occurred during the prior doy/evening ond the evoluotion took ploce
outside of the growing seoson. As such, the observotion of free woter within l2-inches
wos noted but not necessorily opplied os o primory indicotor of wetlond hydrology.

The remorks section of the Wetlond Delineotion Doto Forms Test Pit # I stotes (in port) "it is
/ike/y this soi/ wos previously filled ond moy be exhibiting redoximorphic concenfrolions
from posl octivity." Recent tilling con result in the loss of observoble redoximorphic
feoture due to soil mixing. However, the oreo hos not been recently tilled ond
redoximorphic feotures ore observoble ond hove been documented by Fuss ond O'Neill
Furthermore. during the November 28,2O22 soil exominotion. iron concentrotions os pore
linings were observed. Oxidized rhizospheres were observed olong living roots 12% ond
greoter within 12-inches). This is on indicotor of contemporory wet conditions ond o
Primory Wetlond Hydrology lndicotor (C3).

The presence of o constructed ditch ond delineotion during prolonged drought
conditions folls under the cotegory of Difficult Situotions (Lond Used in Agriculturol ond
Wetlonds Thot Periodicolly Lock lndicotors of Wetlond Hydrology, respectively).

CONCLUSION

Bosed on the November 22,2022 doto submission by Fuss ond O'Neill, the November 28,
2022site exominotion, ond "section 5 Difficult Situotions", normolconditions ore not
present within ond proximolto the revised BVW I boundory. The evoluotion of soil,

vegetotion ond hydrology oll foll under the cotegory of Difficult Situotions.

Bosed on the methodology required under "Section 5 Difficult Situotions" for ossessing
problemotic soils, vegetotion, ond hydrology, it is the opinion of Stockmon Associotes
thot the Burder of Proof to overcome the opplicotion of the F.6. Redox Dork Surfoce
Hydric Soil lndicotor previously opplied to estoblish the August 2022BVW 1 boundory hos

not been met. Furthermore, methodology/doto to oddress problemotic vegetotion ond
hydrology hos not been submitted to support the revised BVW I boundory.

Stockmon Associotes ocknowledges the detoiled level of further explorotion performed
by Fuss ond O'Neill, which wos greotly hinder by time of yeor ond drought conditions.
However, Stockmon Associotes LLC suggests thot the complexity of the oreo of question
requires oddition investigotion to refute the originolAugust 2022.BVW 1 boundory.
Exomples of odditionol exominotion include, but ore not limited to,

. Ceose the cleoring, cultivotion, or monipulotion of the site for one or more
growing seosons with normol roinfoll ond exomine the plont community thot
develops.
. Monitor the site in relotion to the oppropriote wetlond hydrology or hydric soils

technicol stondord.
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BVW 2

rl

BVW 3

. Estimote the effects of ditches ond subsurfoce droinoge systems using scope-
ond-effect equoiions (USDA Noturol Resources Conservotion Service 1997). A web
opplicotion to onolyze doto using vorious models is ovoiloble ot
http ://www.wli.nrcs. usdo. gov/tech nicol/web_tool/toolsjovo. html.

BVW 2 is correctly depicted os o Bordering Vegetoted Wetlond on the revised figures.
Bosed on the buried hydric soils noted on the Tesi Pii #4 Wetlond Delineotion Doto Form,
ond ossessment of oeriol imogery, the westerly boundory of BVW 2 hos been
opproprioiely exponded to incorporote oreos of wetlond olterotion ofier the "Hotch"
Act, Chopter 220, Acts of '1965. odopted Morch 25, 1965 ond the MA Weflonds
Protection Act (MA tNPAI of 1972.

Stockmon Associotes concurs with the revised boundory of BVW 2.

I ) The revised figures depict on undefined BVW boundory between flogs 3A-l l4 ond 3A-
I 15. As stoted in the November 22,2022 submission by Fuss ond O'Neill, "Ihe boundory of
3A-l 14 ond 3A- I I5 willbe delermined during fhe reslorofion efforfs ond lherefore lhis
portion of BVW 3 boundory will be exc/uded from the ANRAD."

Under the ANRAD process, the opplicont hos the right to request specified boundories for
review ond opprovol. The Conservotion Commission responds occordingly under o
subsequent ORAD. Stockmon Associotes LLC recommends thot the Commission include
findings with the ORAD to cleody oddress ony speciol circumstonces such os excluded
boundories ond forthcoming restorotion.

IVW 4 ond IVW 6

I ) Stockmon Associotes concurs with the revised boundories of IVW 4 ond IVW 6 os
depicted on the November 22,2022 figures. Bosed on the colculotions provide by Fuss
ond O'Neill, Stockmon Associotes concurs thot IVW 4 ond IVW 6 do not meet the size
threshold (l ,000-SF) for protection os isoloted wetlonds under the locol Town of
Shutesbury Generol Wetlonds Protection Bylow.

IVW 5 ond New/v ldenlified Areo of lnundotion

i ) During the November 28, 2022 sile visit. slight modificotions were mode to the boundory
of IVW 5. lt is our understonding thot Fuss ond O'Neillwill depict the modificotions on
revised figures. The slight modificotions increosed the overollsize of IVW 5. Bosed on field
observotion, the slight increose to the previously colculotgd 174-SF will not result in
protection under the locol bylow. li is our understonding thot Fuss ond O'Neillwill provide
updoted colculotions for finol review.

2l An odditionol disturbed oreo of inundotion wos observed proximolto IVW 5 during the
November 28,2022 site visit. Bosed on o preliminory ossessment the qreo presented os
too smoll to meet the I ,000-SF size criterio for protection under the Town of Shutesbury
Generol Wetlonds Protection Bylow os on isoloted wetlond. lt wos olso noted thot
inundoted wos observed outside of the growing seoson ond ofter heovy roins the
doy/night before. lt is our understonding thot Fuss ond O'Neill, of the opplicont's request,
performed odditionol ossessment ofter the site visit. lt is our understonding thot Fuss ond

5IPAGE



O'Neillwill depict the oreo on revised figures ond provide squore footoge colculotions
for review.

ANRAD REVIEW AREA

1) The ANRAD submittol hos been revised to depict o specified ANRAD Review Areo. The

entire porcel is no longer the subject of the ANRAD.

2) As previously stoted, bosed on the field review of the westerly property line, o lorge BVW

is locoted on the obutting property. The boundory of the BVW meonders eost ond west
proximolto the opproximoted property line.

The revised ANRAD figures depict on estimoted 100-FT Buffer Zone projecting into the
ANRAD Review Areo. The November 22,2022 response letter prepored by Fuss ond
O'Neill stotes thot "fhe 11I-foot Buffer Zone is shown from the DEP-mopped wetlonds.
DEP. Mopped wef/onds ore only shown outside of lhe ANRAD Review Areo in Figure 2
ond 3 since lhese oreos were nof de/ineofed."

The MossGlS Doto: MossDEP Wetlonds (2005) website cleorly stotes thot "fhe wef/onds
ond hydrotogic conne ction inf ormofion is for planning purposes only. The wellonds
lrcrunclrrrie.s.shown in lhese mop /oyers hove been defermined by photogrophic
interpretotion. They do not represenl, ond shou/d nol be used os, wellonds delineolions
under lhe Mossochusetls Wellonds Profeclion Act (M.G.L c. l3l 540)ond ils regu/ofions."

With prior, similor situotions (off property BVW with projected ,l00-FT 
Buffer Zone inio o

review oreo), the following options hove been considered by the Shutesbury
Conservotion Commission.

o) The opplicont hos been requested to seek londowner permission to delineote
the off-site BVW.

b) ln the obsence of londowner permission, the opplicont hos been requested to
consider o "no-contest" line storting of the property line ond projecting the .l00-

FT Buffer Zone into the review oreo.
c) The Commission olso hos the outhority to deem the DEP-mopped weilonds 100-

FT Buffer Zone boundory inoccurote.

I trust thot ihe obove comments will ossisi ihe Commission in their continued review of the
previously referenced ANRAD opplicotion. Pleose do not hesitote to contoct me with ony
questions.

Sincerely,

1&4&u/*o*
Emily Stockmon, M.S.. P.W.S.

Senior Scientist/Principol
Stockmon Associotes LLC
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