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TOWN OF BOW
Conservation Commission
10 Grandview Road, Bow, New Hampshire 03304
Phone (603) 223-3970 Fax (603) 225-2982
Website: www.bownh.gov
Email: conservation@bownh.gov

AGENDA
January 11, 2021
7:00 pm -- via Zoom Meeting
Meeting ID: 814 2244 8462
Dial by your location
+1 312 626 6799 US
+1 929 205 6099 US
To inquire for the meeting password please email mtaylor@bownh.gov. More instructions on
Zoom Meeting participation can be found here: https://bownh.gov/200/Community-Development
If you are having difficulty joining the meeting, please email asnegach@bownh.gov
The meeting will be broadcast live via YouTube: https://youtu.be/ZtY0ngPh_Vo
Items for Consideration/Discussion
1. CC Annual report (for town report) - review comments
2. NRI status - Story Map, Photos
3. Status of language for proposed change to Wetland Conservation District
4. Status of Milfoil grant from NHDES
5. Gergler field expansion (site visit?)
6. NHDOT letter (draft)
7. Other items?
Proposed project(s):
Residential lot line adjustment - Chris Benoit (Brown Hill Rd)
Eversource Mobile Substation Expansion - Johnson Rd
Planning Board packet:
https://www.bownh.gov/AgendaCenter/ViewFile/Agenda/_01072021-1689?packet=true
Unapproved Minutes: December 14, 2020
Next meeting: February 8, 2021 (7:00 PM)
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Bow Conservation Commission - 2020
The Bow Conservation Commission (CC) under the authority of RSA 36-A, continues to work to conserve
the town’s natural resources for the benefit of people, wildlife and the environment. Protection of these
resources maintains the quality of our water and air, preserves common and rare species of plants and
animals, provides recreational opportunities, and contributes to the rural character of the town. In
addition, the BCC advises the NH Dept of Environmental Services (NHDES) on applications for projects
with proposed impacts to wetlands and surface waters (under RSA 482-A).
The CC has identified the following goals for long-term protection and management of Bow’s natural
resources:
1. Preserve, conserve, and manage Bow’s abundant natural resources to promote healthy flora
and fauna and enhance the quality of life for its residents.
2. Maintain and enhance the rural character of Bow through a balance of developed and
undeveloped areas.
3. Grow a citizen base that has awareness of the strengths and vulnerabilities of the town’s
natural resources.
Despite the pandemic, the CC held 13 meetings (two in-person meetings and the rest virtual) and
convened or participated in four site walks [Richardson, McDaniel, Mattiace, and Bow Pioneers] to
review proposed projects seeking wetland conditional use permits (CUPs) for impacts to wetlands or
wetland buffers, reviewed proposed subdivisions, and contributed to and reviewed progress on the
Natural Resources Inventory. The CC reviewed five applications for wetland CUPs [Eversource,
Richardson, McDaniels, Mattiace & Bow Pioneers] and projects requiring NHDES wetland permits or
authorization. The timber harvest in Walker Forest that had been planned for the fall of 2019 took place
in the late spring 2020.
Activities and Accomplishments
In addition to the review of applications for subdivisions and conditional use permits, the CC focused on
several project areas this year.
Natural Resources Inventory: In 2019, the CC contracted with the consultant, Moosewood Ecological
LLC, to conduct a Natural Resources Inventory (NRI) to improve our knowledge of the natural resources
in town and develop information in support of the management of current town lands and identification
of other resources that warrant protection. The NRI includes maps (both printable and a web tool), data,
and a report that describes the resources, project goals and recommendations for next steps. In 2021,
the CC will hold a virtual public meeting to review the results of the Natural Resources Inventory.
Turee Pond: In 2015, our 47-acre natural pond was identified as having the invasive variable milfoil,
which likely came from boats that transported it from an area waterway. In 2016 the pond was treated
with an herbicide to kill the milfoil, and in 2017 and 2018, specially trained divers harvested almost
2,000 gallons of the variable milfoil. The milfoil growth became too extensive to remove by harvesting,
so in 2019, the CC, through NH Department of Environmental Services, had a contractor treat the pond
with a new herbicide for milfoil that knocked it back but did not eliminate it. In 2020, a diver harvested
236 gallons of milfoil. The pond will require another herbicide treatment and diver support to manage
the invasive plant. Grants from NHDES have covered some of these costs, while the majority of the costs
have been paid for by the CC from the Conservation Fund. Many thanks to Bob Ball and Dik Dagavarian
for their significant time spent assisting the diver in the removal of milfoil on the pond. It was a perfect
socially distanced activity!
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The CC continued monitoring the water quality of Turee Pond and inlets as part of the Volunteer Lake
Assessment Program (pronounced V-LAP) sponsored by NHDES. This program assists NHDES in
evaluating lake water quality and provides communities with reports on lake health. The CC sampled the
pond and inflowing streams for water quality several times between June and September 2020 using
specific protocols. The water quality data collected were pH, turbidity, Secchi disk depth (water clarity),
alkalinity, conductivity, chloride, nitrogen, total phosphorus and chlorophyll-a. The results have shown
increased levels of phosphorus (a nutrient) as well as chloride (applied to town roads and often used
with a water softener) in our surface waters. Additional sampling for chloride was conducted in streams
in April, after snowmelt and elevated chloride levels were observed. For more information, visit the CCs
page for Turee Pond information: https://bownh.gov/386/Turee-Pond.
The CC is grateful for donations to the town this year. The CC received monetary donations in memory
of Phil Downie, a former member of the Conservation Commission who passed away in late 2019. The
CC is grateful for landowners Joan Pushee and Michael and Steven Chadwick, who donated 25 acres of
land adjacent to Walker Forest in memory of Arthur and Katherine Chadwick. Arthur C. Chadwick Jr. was
a Bow Selectman from 1950 through 1958.
Opportunities for Engagement
Many areas in Bow are being overtaken by invasive species that reduce habitat for native plants and
animals. There are many opportunities for students or scouts to identify locations of invasive plants and
assist in their removal, even on town conservation lands. Anyone seeking a conservation project is
invited to contact the CC for information about potential projects.
If you are interested in becoming a Weed Watcher to help protect Turee Pond, contact the CC about a
future workshop or webinar.
The CC maintains memberships in the NH Association of Conservation Commissions (NHACC), and the
Upper Merrimack River Local Advisory Committee. These organizational memberships provide
information and guidance to inform our members about new tools for the protection and management
of our land, water, and wildlife. Members attended the virtual NHACC annual meeting and additional
webinars.
The Conservation Fund, a specific non-lapsing fund authorized by RSA 36-A, receives monies from the
Land Use Change Tax (i.e., no tax dollars). It supports specific conservation commission activities as well
as land purchases. In 2020, the CC’s Conservation Fund paid $26,730 on the 15-year bond for the
Hammond Nature Preserve. The Conservation Fund also has supported milfoil management, Turee Pond
water quality sampling, and the Natural Resources Inventory. The CC welcomes donations to the
Conservation Fund for projects and future land or conservation easement purchases.
We are interested in increasing community engagement and welcome any residents who are interested
in the protection of Bow’s natural resources. The CC meets monthly on the second or third Monday of
the month (the Monday before the Planning Board meeting unless it is a holiday), and the public is
always welcome.
We appreciate the support of Alvina Snegach, clerk in the Community Development Department.
Respectfully submitted,
Sandra Crystall, Chairperson
Wendy Waskin, Vice Chairperson
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Bob Ball
Michael Hansen
Dik Dagavarian
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2021 Exotic Plant Control Grant Awards
Smagula, Amy <Amy.P.Smagula@des.nh.gov>
Tue 1/5/2021 4:26 PM
To: Smagula, Amy <Amy.P.Smagula@des.nh.gov>

Hi Everyone, and Happy New Year!
I just wanted to provide a quick update about grants for 2021. I know things are slower this year
than in past years, and that is due to the following reasons:
· I am just now closing out 2020 grants due to a few late invoices that were submitted last
week (it is always good to send me invoices through the project timeframe, instead of
holding them all to the end). The significance of closing out 2020 grants is that any
remaining grant funds that were not spent are carried forward into the next year’s grant
account, boosting the next year’s grants.
· A couple of groups are still working on bids for 2021 projects, complicating the
determination of 2021 total project costs being finalized.
· One of the dive contractors is determining how many NH projects they can fit into their
summer schedule still, and that will affect final project cost for several projects.
We are looking to award between 30% to 40% project cost grants for 2021, based on how the final
budget looks after I carry forward 2020 funds. I will know the exact match percentage by the end
of this week, at which time I will email the final match amount for groups, and then I will begin
working on the contract paperwork, and emailing that out over the next 1-3 weeks. I will also let
you know the recommended contractors for your projects at that time. The contractors can wait a
few more weeks for confirmation, so please do not feel rushed by them to select their bid.
More by the end of the week!
Amy
________________________________________________
Amy P. Smagula
Limnologist/Exotic Species Program Coordinator
Watershed Management Bureau
Water Division, NH Department of Environmental Services
29 Hazen Drive, P.O. Box 95
Concord, NH 03302-0095
Phone: (603) 271-2248
Email: Amy.Smagula@des.nh.gov
Follow us on Twitter!
Like us on Facebook!

https://outlook.office.com/mail/inbox/id/AAQkAGNjYzYxNGE0LTNjZWItNGQ5Yi1iZjFlLWM5MDQxMzA0Y2RjYwAQAIRienSvb09Vilu7Fk3U5j4%3D
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Re: questions
Conservation Commission <conservation@bownh.gov>
Sun 1/3/2021 11:28 PM
To: Jeff Littleton <jeff@moosewoodecological.com>

Hi JeffI apologize for the delay in getting back to you. Way too many (town) things going on to
address at once...
I think that the Commission will address the individual town forest idea in the future. I think
we will go with "a recognizable tree" or some forest resource that will be legible on the
StoryMap page.
The Water tab seems too busy with the two sets of legends -- can we make the water tab
into two tabs -- one for surface water and one for groundwater? It would reduce the area for
the legends and eliminate the need to have the "Back" button.
The "Conserved Public Land" tab should be renamed to say "Conserved Lands" because not
all the conserved lands are public (at least not publicly owned).
I noticed that for the conserved land, the Knox Town Forest is identified as "Bow Town Forest
- Lots 3-138" rather than its name. Can this be changed?
Let me know if you have other questions. I will get back to you more quickly...
Thank you, Jeff. Happy New Year!
Best
Sandy

From: Jeff Littleton <jeff@moosewoodecological.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 22, 2020 2:02 PM
To: Conservation Commission <conservation@bownh.gov>
Subject: Re: questions
Hi SandyIn addition to the photos for the Story Maps, can you please provide us
with a little more information on the following items to assist our Team
working on this part of the project:
*Bow comment:In the Forest tab of the story map, the BCC requested we
add a story/blurb about each of the town forests as a popup, or
inserting at least a photo of a recognizable tree. We are happy to do
this - we just need information and a photo about each town forest from
the BCC. If there is existing information online about the town forests,
we can use this as well; however, we won't know exactly what the BCC
wants to be said about each town forest if we create the blurb on our
own.
https://outlook.office.com/mail/sentitems/id/AAQkAGNjYzYxNGE0LTNjZWItNGQ5Yi1iZjFlLWM5MDQxMzA0Y2RjYwAQAHFIlKDZ5yhIqozr7l2PjIQ%3D
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Also, here are a few other points:
*The legends in the story map have been moved to drop-down menus, rather
than at the bottom of each side bar's text. The BCC requested that we
move the legend above the text (keeping it within the side bar), but we
feel the drop-down menu takes up less space. We're eager to hear what
they think about this.
*In the Water tab in the story map, the BCC wants a way to return to the
surface water resources map after clicking on the groundwater resources
link. They may have missed it, but a big "BACK" button already exists at
the top of the groundwater resources map that takes users back to the
surface water resources map.
Your help in this will provide for a more efficient approach for the
Story Maps revision.
Please let me know if you have any questions.
BestJeff
--------------------------------------Jeffry N. Littleton, M.S.
Principal Ecologist
Moosewood Ecological LLC
PO Box 9
Chesterfield, NH 03443
603-831-1980
On 2020-12-07 01:49, Conservation Commission wrote:
> Hi Jeff> I apologize for the delay in getting back to you... It was a crazy
> week.
>
> How does Wednesday afternoon (12/9) look? Does 4 pm work? Let me
> know. Thanks. I am working on getting the photos together.
>
> Take care.
>
> Best,
> _Sandy_
>
> Sandra Crystall
> Chair | Conservation Commission
> Town of Bow, NH
> www.bownh.gov [1]
>
> All E-mails are for Official Town Business only and privacy should not
> be assumed. E-mails are public documents unless subject matter is
> protected by State or Federal Laws.
https://outlook.office.com/mail/sentitems/id/AAQkAGNjYzYxNGE0LTNjZWItNGQ5Yi1iZjFlLWM5MDQxMzA0Y2RjYwAQAHFIlKDZ5yhIqozr7l2PjIQ%3D
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Bow Conservation Commission informational response to Hoyle Tanner letter re: NHDOT project #42704
1. Does the Town have a list of priority mitigation efforts (Top 10 Priority List) that the DOT may
evaluate and consider undertaking if it is determined that the project does in fact require mitigation?
If so, please provide the list. (e.g. problematic culvert/bridge crossings, land protection, habitat
restoration, etc.)
The town has produced a hazard mitigation plan that includes the identification of stream-road
crossings with flooding issues. See: Table 25 - Town-Owned Culverts in Need of Upgrade
https://bownh.gov/DocumentCenter/View/2723/Approved-Bow-NH-Hazard-Mitigation-Plan-2018LAPSES-12-17-23 Most of these culverts also do not provide for aquatic organism passage, geomorphic
compatibility or hydraulic capacity, as shown on the NHDES Aquatic Restoration Mapper.
2. Are there any existing or proposed community or regional plans that might have a bearing on this
project?
We do not know of any. However, you may know that recently a project was begun to develop a Turkey
River Watershed Restoration and Management Plan to address water quality impairments:
https://mailchi.mp/6bd2236cc7dd/turkey-river-watershed-restoration-and-management-plan-kickoff-event

3. Are there any natural resources of significance in the vicinity of the project? (e.g. prime wetlands,
floodplains, rare species, etc.) Are there any known wildlife corridors or habitat strongholds in the
vicinity of the project?
Turkey River/ Bow Brook are identified as a river herring run or stocking location.
4. Are there any cultural resources of significance in the vicinity of the project? (e.g. stonewalls,
cemeteries, historical or archeological resources, etc.) Please note that Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act offers those that possess a direct interest in historical resources, including
town officials, Historical Societies, and Historical Commissions, an opportunity to become more involved
in an advisory role during project development as “Consulting Parties.” Those interested should contact
the Department.
5. Are there any public parks, recreation areas, conservation lands, or wildlife/waterfowl refuges in the
vicinity of the project? Have Land & Water Conservation Funds been used in the project area?
6. Are there any locally or regionally significant water resources or related protection areas in the
project vicinity? (e.g. public water supplies, wellhead protection areas, aquifer protection districts, etc.)
7. Are there any water quality concerns that should be addressed during the development of this
project? (e.g. stormwater management, NPDES Phase II, impaired waters, etc.)
As you likely know, the Turkey River in this vicinity is impaired for aquatic life.
8. Are you aware of any existing or potential hazardous materials or contaminants in the vicinity of the
project? Are there asbestos landfills or asbestos containing utility pipes located within the project limits?
9. Do you have any environmental concerns not previously noted (e.g. noise impacts, farmland
conversion, etc.) that you feel the Department should be aware of for this project?
10. Will the proposed project have a significant effect upon the surrounding area? If so, please explain.
11. Are you aware of any existing roadside populations of non-native invasive plant species (such as
Japanese knotweed, phragmites, or purple loosestrife) in the project area?
In the project area there is Phragmites at the north end of the I-89 entrance ramp northbound. In
addition, along Route 3A south of the site, there are multiple locations with Japanese knotweed. Within

Bow Conservation Commission informational response to Hoyle Tanner letter re: NHDOT project #42704
the Turkey River watershed, Turee Pond has variable milfoil that the Commission has been actively
working with NHDES to address
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TOWN OF BOW

Conservation Commission
10 Grandview Road, Bow, New Hampshire 03304
Phone (603) 223-3970 Fax (603) 225-2982
Website: www.bownh.gov
Email: conservation@bownh.gov

Bow Conservation Commission
December 14, 2020
DRAFT Minutes
The regular meeting of the Bow Conservation Commission was held on December 14, 2020 at 7:00 p.m. via
ZOOM Meeting Software. Chair Sandy Crystall called the meeting to order with reading the virtual meeting
checklist and introduction of the members.
Roll call was taken. Members present: Sandy Crystall, Wendy Waskin, Bob Ball (logged in at 7:48 PM),
Michael Hansen, and Dik Dagavarian. All members stated they were by themselves.
Items for Consideration/Discussion
NRI update - Story Map, Photos
Ms. Crystall said that she had spoken to Jeff Littleton and he is working on incorporating the changes into the
report. She also noted that there is a need to get pictures for the NRI and asked the member to email them to
her. A ZOOM presentation would be scheduled once the Commission has reviewed the report.
BCC 2020 Annual Report.
Ms. Crystall displayed the report and went over each paragraph. She asked the members to send comments to
her by email before the meeting in January.
Language for proposed change to Wetland Conservation District
Ms. Crystall displayed the proposed zoning changes to the Wetland Conservation District. She noted that the
Commission had talked about increasing the vernal pool buffers to 100 feet, and that led to the proposed
document. She also noted that she had presented this document to the Planning Board and there was more
discussion of some things that may need to change, that were not necessarily relevant to the vernal pool buffer
increase. Ms. Crystall listed all the changes that were proposed and explained the zoning changes process.
She then talked about the discussion amongst the Planning Board members about a possibility of applying the
increased buffers directionally.
Linda Millman from 80 Robinson Road requested permission to speak. Ms. Crystall allowed. Ms. Millman
brought up some typographical errors and also made some suggestions:
- To spell out the BMP as Best Management Practices.
- To apply the asterisk language about the use of orange fence and silt fence during construction,
that currently applies to Prime Wetland buffer setbacks only, to all types of wetland buffer
setbacks or consider language that would give the BCC discretion to apply the language to other
buffers if it determines it appropriate.
- Use for road, street, and access ways repairs and maintenance to be permitted by conditional use
only for all types of wetlands and buffers unless the work is done by the Town.
- Clarify the use of words ‘water surface buffer’ to keep consistent with the rest of the document.
- Replace wording ‘multiple vernal pools’ to say ‘more than one vernal pool’.
Ms. Millman also asked to clarify the ‘permitted’ use for Agricultural activities to be done in the vernal pool
buffer, and Ms. Crystall explained that she had also modified the footnote for that use, by inserting a
reference to RSA-482-A.
Discussion ensued about the asterisk and the language associated with it that requires the use of orange
fencing and silt fencing during construction within 25 feet of a Prime Wetland buffer and what the rationale
was for this requirement is and whether it should be removed, and modified erosion control verbiage should
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be added to the conditional use permit standards instead. It was noted that orange fence and silt fence are
more of a barrier measure to protect the animals from getting into the construction zone, whereas erosion
control measures are different and are intended to protect the wetlands and water quality. It was also noted
that the asterisk language currently applies to the Prime Wetland Buffers in the Table of Minimum Wetland
Setbacks. Ms. Crystall asked the Commission whether there were any thoughts on broadening the erosion
control measures or applying them to more types of wetland buffers.
Discussion ensued about broadening the erosion control measures and whether the Commission should be
able to decide on a case-by-case basis and about removing the 25 foot distance requirement for the fencing, as
this distance is not supported anywhere else in the ordinance.
Ms. Crystall summarized the proposal as follows - to take the asterisk off the table where it is now, and have
it in the conditions for approval and, if there is consensus, um applicable to any wetland; and then have some
other more specific language about either erosion control or barriers to restrict access to sensitive resources
during construction. Mr. Hansen added that referencing appropriate erosion control measures should be
sufficient similar to NHDES erosion control manual and the Commission should be able to pick from a list
based on is deemed necessary. It was also noted that the Conservation Commission can only recommend and
not require.
Another discussion ensued about the newly created use for maintenance/repair of roads, streets, and access
ways and whether it should be allowed by conditional use permit for all wetland and wetland buffer types as it
was when it was part of a wider use that also included construction of roads, streets, and access ways. The
current proposal for maintenance only category would allow it for certain types without a CUP. A point was
made that the Town is not required to get a CUP to do any work, however, any private road work would then
require a permit from the Town as well. Ms. Crystall noted that NHDES permitting would still be necessary
for any such work and that the category is for anything that is already existing.
Mr. Ball made a motion to keep the use permission as proposed for the repair/and maintenance category. Ms.
Waskin duly seconded and motion passed 5:0 by a roll call vote. Ms. Crystall – yes; Mr. Dagavarian – yes;
Mr. Ball – yes; Ms. Waskin – yes; Mr. Hansen – yes.
Linda Millman requested that the word ‘existing’ is added to the repair/maintenance category, so the use is
only relevant to existing roads, streets, and access ways.
There was consensus that the word can be added.
Discussion continued on the asterisk language and whether it should be moved to CUP standards of approval
section and modified to include verbiage about appropriate erosion control measures and appropriate barriers
to restrict access to sensitive resources. It was agreed that the specific distance of 25 feet that is mentioned
there now would be removed as it should be covered by the appropriate erosion control measures and
appropriate barriers language.
In conclusion Ms. Crystall summed up all the changes that were up for a motion:
- removing the asterisk and the table minimum wetland setbacks, this is where it says setbacks from
prime wetlands and moving in concept to Section F, which is standards for granting of a
conditional use permit, and that language will be revised to mention using appropriate erosion
control measures in place of the mention of the silt fence and then appropriate barriers to restrict
access to sensitive resources in place of the orange construction fence, and that the distance of 25
feet be removed at which that requirement kicks in;
- verify the use of words ‘wetland surface water buffer’ to make sure that it is consistent with the
use of buffer else throughout the ordinance; and
- verify with the definition for the use of words multiple vernal pools versus more than one vernal
pool.
Mr. Hansen made a motion to support the proposed language with the list of new changes that Ms. Crystall
just summarized to be recommended to the Planning Board. Mr. Ball duly seconded and motion passed 5:0
with a roll call vote: Ms. Crystall – yes; Mr. Dagavarian – yes; Mr. Ball – yes; Ms. Waskin – yes; Mr.
Hansen – yes.
Ms. Crystall noted that she will send out the changes to the Commission and Planning Board members.
BCC 2021 Schedule adoption
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BCC 2021 schedule was displayed and reviewed. Motion made by Ms. Waskin, seconded by Mr. Hansen to
approve the schedule as presented. motion passed 5:0 with a roll call vote: Ms. Crystall – yes; Mr.
Dagavarian – yes; Mr. Ball – yes; Ms. Waskin – yes; Mr. Hansen – yes.
Other items
Chadwick-Pushee land donation - recorded- "Arthur and Katherine Chadwick Memorial" Town
Forest
Ms. Crystall said that the donation was finalized and any designation of this land as a town forest will have to
be done through the Town Meeting. She will find out more about the deadline to put the destination on the
warrant. Members discussed the location of the lot, its connectivity to other Town owned land, and easement
related matters. Ms. Waskin added that language about combined acreage of the Walker Forest and Chadwick
parcel should be added to the Town Report. Mr. Ball made a motion to designate the Chadwick donation
parcel as the Town Forest if the timeline for the Town Meeting would allow. Ms. Waskin duly seconded.
motion passed 5:0 with a roll call vote: Ms. Crystall – yes; Mr. Dagavarian – yes; Mr. Ball – yes; Ms. Waskin
– yes; Mr. Hansen – yes.
Turee Pond - bids went to Amy Smagula by 11/25 for milfoil removal (2021)
Ms. Crystall said that all bids were submitted to Ami Smagula from NHDES and she will figure out the
amount of grant money later.
Linda Millman asked for clarification of the Town forest designation and whether the Commission would be
willing to manage the forest based on that designation. Ms. Crystall explained that part of the designation is
the Commission’s support for taking the responsibility for the forest.
Proposed project(s): Site plan review #206-20/ 237 River Road/ for manufacturing (No wetland
CUP)
Ms. Crystall displayed the plan and noted that there was not wetland impacts and that the plan only
shows the front of the lot that is where the improvements will be built, whereas the back of the lot is all
wetlands that have been delineated and will not be impacted. Members reviewed the plan, looked at
the areal view with wetland and floodplain layers. Members also discussed Bow Brook (which runs
through the back of the lot) aquatic connectivity to Merrimack River and how it may be impacted by the
development. Members also discussed the need to start looking at parcels that may not have any
development potential but are highly ranked in terms of ecological value for easement acquiring
purposes.
Ms. Crystall also noted that the plan shows a burn pit and members discussed what would be burned
and if any permits are required either from the State or the Town. Ms. Waskin said she will research the
requirements at the State level.
Minutes from 11/16/2020
Draft minutes from 11/16/2020 were reviewed and changes were made. Ms. Waskin made a motion to
approve the minutes as amended. Mr. Dagavarian duly seconded and motion passed by a 5:0 roll call vote:
Mr. Ball – yes: Mr. Dagavarian – yes; Ms. Waskin – yes; Mr. Hansen – yes; Ms. Crystall – yes.
Members also discussed a small logging and stumping operation at the end of Morgan Drive and what
approvals must have been required given that there was stumping going on as well. Ms. Crystall said she
needs to look at the Forestry Rules to see what the stumping regulations are.
Another discussion was on the meeting most members attended on the Turkey River Project. Mr. Hansen
asked everyone to forward any available water testing data to him so that he could forward it to the
appropriate organization.
Mr. Hansen made a motion to adjourn. Ms. Crystall duly seconded and motion passed unanimously.
Next meeting: January 11, 2021 (7 pm)
Meeting adjourned at 9:31 PM.

DRAFT 12/14/2020 BCC Minutes

3

