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	CONSERVATION COMMISSION
PUBLIC MEETING
131 Pleasant Street
Nantucket, Massachusetts 02554
www.nantucket-ma.gov
Thursday, February 9, 2023 – 5:00 p.m.
 


This meeting was held via hybrid participation using ZOOM and YouTube.
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=40x-rrPWgdQ
	Commissioners: Ashley Erisman (Chair), Ian Golding (Vice Chair), Seth Engelbourg, Mark Beale, Linda Williams, Mike Misurelli, and Joe Plandowski


Called to order at 5:00 p.m. by Ms. Erisman
Staff in attendance:	Will Dell’Erba, Conservation Agent; Jeff Carlson, Natural Resources Director
[bookmark: _Hlk114818258]Attending Members:	Erisman, Golding, Engelbourg, Misurelli, Williams, and Plandowski
Public:	Burton Balkind
*Matter has not been heard 
I. PUBLIC MEETING
A. Announcements
B. Public Comment 
Balkind- Wanted to make ConCom and members of the public aware of MACC annual conference Feb. 28 – March 9th with classes and seminars available on wetland resources/delineation/etc.
II. PUBLIC HEARING
A. Workshop Discussion of Changes to Nantucket Wetlands Regulations
[bookmark: _Hlk128396694]Sitting: Erisman, Golding, Engelbourg, Beale, Misurelli, Williams, Plandowski
         
Erisman – We’ll run this similarly to our prior regulation update meetings, going around the room to address individual Commissioners questions.
Carlson –  Just be aware there are some formatting issues on a few pages in definitions, this will be corrected during update process
Erisman – Bear with the formatting issues, would anybody like to go first?
Plandowski – Why do we have the term “Lake” in the regulations when we don’t have lakes?
Carlson – That can be struck from our definitions, but it’s just something that comes through from the state regs.
Engelbourg – Cant predict the future of resource areas, sees no issue with leaving it in the definitions saying it doesn’t exist today
Plandowski – Another definition was “Water dependent use”, questioned the mention of “restaurants” in the definition.
Carlson—That mention was specifically added because we do have a couple of restaurants on island that are located within resource areas. The term “Water Dependent Use’ can be deceiving as it is often a “Resource Area” dependent use (i.e. Beach stairs, they don’t touch water but are water dependent use)
Erisman – Personally would advocate for leaving it as water dependent in the regs.
Misurelli – Asked where we are at procedurally with the Reg update.
Carlson – This will hopefully be our final review before submitting to town counsel before we schedule the Public Hearing
Misurelli – Asked where we are at currently with the buffer zone shifts, to a 50 foot no-disturb. Not currently in favor of this change now
Williams – Echoed Misurelli’s concerns about buffer zone shifts.
Erisman – In favor of stronger buffers to reduce development pressure on wetlands, asked Seth to weigh in as well.
Engelbourg – In favor of pushing buffer zones out due to climate change and accelerated development pressure, cited research that points to current buffer zones not being adequate for aquatic life. Would be open to allowing certain types of structures in the 50-75 such as primary dwellings, but not game courts or other ancillary structures. Wonders if there is discussion to be had about different buffer zones for different types of resource areas.
Williams – Thinks this change could illicit some pushback but allowing certain structures could make it more palatable.
Carlson – We will send this to town council separate from the draft regulations to discuss this issue in detail.
Engelbourg – Clarified that vernal pools already have a similar buffer zone to the proposed change
Williams – Asked about 2 foot separation to groundwater, what is the scientific basis?
Carlson – Reached out to Water Co. for existing data
Williams – Wants to make sure the 2 foot isn’t an arbitrary number.
Carlson – A couple of proposed additions to the regulations from staff, we are talking about setting something of a minimum size for resource areas, 1000 square feet. We would be looking at getting rid of buffer zones for smaller areas like this, and allowing them to be manipulated on the site, but not reduced in size, and then used to handle stormwater from the site.
Plandowski – 1000 square feet sounds a little big
Erisman – would be more comfortable with 500 square feet
Carlson – this is a draft and the number is up for discussion
Engelbourg – Likes the idea, thinks discussion of size is necessary, and also a justification/alternatives analysis to allow manipulation of existing resource area.
Carlson – We are also looking at a way for larger groups to bring longer term projects forward to the commission, i.e. pond management, to do something of a formalized preliminary review. It is costly to engage surveyors/engineers, so this could be a way of discussing potential plans with the Commission before sinking significant money into a project.
Erisman – Likes the idea, wants to make sure wording is specific enough to keep it to intended use.
Carlson – This can be word smithed more, at this point it is just a new concept we are kicking around.

Williams- (6:25 PM) Motion to send regulation update to Town Council. Seconded by Plandowski. By roll vote, Engelbourg, Erisman, Golding, Misurelli, Plandowski, Williams, all aye, carrying unanimously.

Erisman- Is there a motion to adjourn? Motion made by Linda at 6:26 PM seconded by Joe. By Roll vote, Engelbourg, Erisman, Golding, Misurelli, Plandowski, Williams, all aye, carrying unanimously.

Meeting adjourned at 6:27 PM
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