CITY OF CAMBRIDGE

cITy HALL, CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02139 @ (617) 498-9017

OFFICE OF
THE CITY CLERK

March 26, 1980

Mr. James L. Sullivan
City Manager

City Hall

Cambridge, MA 02139

Dear Sir:

At the City Council meeting of March 24, 1980, the City
Council was in receipt of a communication from Shippen L. Page on behalf of
the residents of Bellis Circle to be heard before the City Council on March 2k,

1980 regarding the wetland area abutting Bellis Circle.

Councillor Wylie made a motion that the City Council accept
the recommendations on Page Three and Four - and this motion carried.

¢ Your kind attention in this matt 31l be greatly'appreciated.

Very Y rours , Y 7,

Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.

PEH/d1

Enc. Communication # 13.
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Statement of the Bellis Circle Residents
before the Cambridge City Council:
Monday, March 24, 1980
Concerning the plans for Wetland Area No. 9

Good evening. My name is Shippen Page. I represent
all of the residents of Bellis Circle. Thank you for this
opportunity to appear before you to present our.concerns.
Bellis Circle is known to most of you. It is U shaped off
of Sherman street in Noé&est Cambridge. The residents in-
clude citizens who were born there and who have lived there
for the better part of this éentury. Some have grandchildrén
who now live next door to them, others who have lived there
for a shorter time. The neighborhood speakgs tonight with a
single voice concerning the future plans for the wetlands
which abut Bellis Circle,

This is a map of the area in question. This area has
been designated by the Cambridge Conservation Commission as
an official wetland. This is not the first time that the
residents of Bellis Circle have come befdre you seeking relief
from the conditions that have existéd in the area abutting
their property over the last 35 years. They have told you
many times of the smells, the rats, the cockroaches, the fires,
and the flooding of their yards, they have had to live with
when this area served as the Dump for the City of Cambridge.

Now the MBTA and its contractors want to move ahead in
the wetland. The Bellis Circle residents have not been consulted
about the plans, despite a petition sent to the City Manager
dated May 14, 1979 in which we stated clearly ourposition that
the present character of the wetland be preserved. You have a

copy of this p&%tition.
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We welcome the plans that are coming to fruition to
build a recreation area on the former dump site. It will be
an important city wide resource. We also support extension
of the Red Line and recognize how vital this project is to
the City of Cambridge and to the whole region. We do not
question the work that is going on in the dump site. However,
we do raise questions concerning the work that the city intends
to do in the Wetland which lies between the houses on Bellis
Circle and the former dumpsite.

The area is depigted as a swampy area on the earliest
maps of Cambridge. Our elders can recall fetching water from
the springs on the site. Today tall pampas grass covers the
area. Ducks, geese, pheasants, red winged blackbirds, muskrats,
raccoons and skunks are among the wildlife commonly seen in
the wetland. It is regarded by naturalists as a significant
bird refuge. For neighbors and visitors it serves an important
aesthetic and visual function. The area also serves as a means
of flood and pollution control as the Cambridge‘Conservation
Commission recognized when it offically designated the area to
be a wetland. The Conservation Commission held extensive
hearings on the city's proposals to dredge, drain and fiil the
wetlands. It issued an Order of Conditions that required the
City to provide it with more information before the City could
legally proceed to do any work in the Wetland area. The City
appealed the decision to the State Department of Environmental
Quality Engineering, which upheld the Conservation Commission.
Each of you has been provided with material which offers de-
tailed documentation of this chronology. The City has not pro-
vided either the Conservation Commission or the DEQE with any
more information. No permit to do any work has been issued.
Yet work was begun.on the wetlands on Friday morning March 14,
1980. The MBTA or its contractor has been dumping £ill in

what we believe ﬁay be wetlands.
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We believe that there is imminent danger that significant
parts of the wetland will be irretrievably lost unless prompt
action is taken. Work runs from 7 AM to 11 PM. Trainloads of
fill are brought in daily from the excavation belng done for
the Red Llne extension.

The nelghborhood believes that:

l. the wetland is'a valuable natural resource

- which should be preserved.

2. the water in the wetland should be tested
to determine whether and to what extent is
it polluted?

3. the wetland should be cleaned and preserved
in a manner consistent with its existing
character.

We know that drainage is a problem, and that as work con-
tinues on the recreation. area the problem may grow worse. We
share the City's concern that unregulated run off may damage
abutting properties. We believe ;hat a,sqlu;ion can be worked
out simply and inexpensively to maintaiﬁvthe wetlands and
drain the excess water. We emphasize that existing data on
these issues are lacking and that further research is required
before a sound décisionAcan be made regarding an optional
drainage system.

We therefore respectfully request the City Council to take
the foilowing action at this meeting:

“S\“_?;w)\fifiizxthé-éity Managér to:

a. 1instruct the MBTA and its contractors immediately
to cease filling in any part of the wetland desig-
nated as Wetland No. 9 by the Cambridge Conservation
Commission on its official map dated August 1978.

b. instruct the City Engineer to prepare a topographic
and peri@meter survey of the wetland area as soon

- as possible.
c. instruct thé MBTA to delineate the wetland area

as surveyed by the City Engineer by means of

-
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clearly observable markers to replace the fence that

it or its contractor removed from the line of the
south side of the wetland on March 20, 1980 and desist
from any further £ill in the wetland as delineated.
instruct the MBTA and its contractors to use all
possible care in constructing‘the Methane Gas venting‘
trench to minimize disruption to vegetation in the
wetland.

instruct the Commissioner of the Department of Public
Works promptly to comply with the Order of Conditions
issued by the Cambridge Conservation Commission .on
April 3, 1979. MAths;ize the appointment of a Task
Force by the r to consist of numbers of City
Employees, representatives from the Conservation
Commission, and representatives from the Bellis Circle
residents. under guidelines to be established to review
the further information submitted by the City pursuant
to l-g& above accomodating the drainage needs of the

area while preserving it as a.wetland area.

- : n
The water level in the wetland must be controlled to protect abuttivg

properties and steps must be taken to clean the area.

On behalf of the residents of Bellis Circle I want to

Thank You very much for your attention.
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29 Bellis Circle
Cambridge, MA. 0214

March 19,1980

lir Paul Healy

Clerk :
Cambridge City Council
City Hall

Cambridge, MA. 02139

Dear lMr Healy:

On behalf of the residents of Bellis Circle, I
respectfully request that we be given the opportunity
to be heard by the City Council at its next meeting on
llonday, March 24, 1980. The subject of our concern is the
wetland area abutting Bellis Circle and the questions
regarding its future which work being done in the former
City Dump have provoked. ' _

It is our position that this wetland is a significant
and fragile natural resource which ought to be recognized
and given the fullest protection possible. We have as yet
had no assurances from the City that the wetland as it is
will be preserved. ide strongly oppose any precipitate action
that would jeopardize its character or existence.

If you would kindly distribute to members of the City
Council copies of the enclosed dacuments the material therein
will provide them with developments over the past year
concerning this area. I would like to draw their attention
particularly to the petition of the residents of the Circle
submitted to lr James Sullivan dated May 14, 19%9 which

‘identifies the active concern of the neighborhood for the

future of the wetland almost one year ago..

Thank you for your attention.to our request. Should
you have any need to be in contact with me, I can be reached
at 742-8555 during business hours, and at my home number
492-7391 in the morning and the evenings.

Sincerely./Q

. Shippen L. Page
cc: Residents of Bellis Circle

Members of the Cambridge City Council
City Manager James Sullivan



S Statement of the Bellis Circle Residents

before the Cambridge City Council:
Monday, March 24, 1980 ,
Concerning the plans for Wetland Area No. 9

Good evening. My name is Shippen Page. I represent
all of the residents of Bellis Circle. Thank you for this
opportunity to appear before you to present our concerns.
Bellis Circle is kno@n to most of you. It is U shaped off
of Sherman street in Noé&est‘Cambridge. The residents in-
cludé'citizens who were born there and who have lived there
for the better part of this.éentury. Some have grandchildren
who now live next door to them, others who have lived there
for a shorter time. The neighborhood speakgs tonight with a
single voice concerning'the future plans for the wetlands
which abut Bellis Circle.

This is a map of the area in question. This area has
been designated by the Cambridge Conservation Commission as
an official wetland. This is not the first time that the
residents of Bellis Circle have come before you seeking relief
from the conditions that have existed in the area abutting
their property over the last 35 years. They have told you
many times of the smells, the rats, the cockroaches, the fires,
and the flooding of their yards, they have had to live with
when this area served as Ehe Dump for the City of Cambridge.

Now the MBTA and its contractors want to move ahead in
the wetland. The Bellis Circle residents have not been consulted
about the plans, despite a petition sent to the City Manager
dated May 14, 1979 in which we stated clearly ourposition that
the present character of the wetland be preserved. You have a

copy of this pgrtition.
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We welcome the plans that are coming to fruition to
build a recreation area on the former dump site. It will be
an important city wide resource. We also support extension
of the Red Line and recognize how vital this project is to
the City of Cambridge and to tﬁe whole region. We do not
question the work that is going on in the dump site. However,
we do raise questions concerning the work that the city intends
to do in the Wetland which lieé between the houses on Bellis
Circle and the former dumpsite;

The area is depieted as aéswampy area on the earliest
maps of Cambridge. Our elders can recall fetching water from
the springs on the site. Today tall pampas grass covers the
area. Ducks, geese, pheasants, red winged blackbirds, mdskrats,
raccoons and skunks are among the wildlife commonly seen in
the wetland. It is regarded by naturalists as a significant
bird refuge. For neighbors and visitors it serves an important
aesthetic and visual function. The area also serves as a means
of flood and pollution.control,as the—Cambridge‘Conservation
Commission recognized when it offically designated the area to
be a wetland. The Conservatibn Commission held extensive
hearings on the city's proposéls to dredge, drain and fiii the
wetlands. It issued an Order of Conditions that required the
City to provide it with more ‘information before the City could
legally proceed to do any work in the Wetland area. The City
appealed the decision to the State Department of Environmental
Quality Engineering, which upheld the Conservation Commission.
Each of you has been provided with material which offers de-
tailed documentation of this chronology. The City has not pro-
vided either the Conservation Commission or the DEQE with any
more information. No permitfto do any work has been issued.
Yet work was begun.on the wetlands on Friday morning March 14,
1980. The MBTA or its contﬁactor has been dumping fill in

what we believe may be wetlands.



L 3=
A ‘ *

We believe that there is imminent danger that significant
parts of the wetland will be irretrievably lost unless prompt
action is taken. Work runs from 7 AM to 1l PM. Trainloads of
fill are brought in daily from 'the excavation being done for
the Red Line extension. | | : |

The neighborhood believes:that:

1. theswetland.is a‘valdable natural resource
which should be preserved.

2. the water in the wetland should be tested
to detérmine whether and to what extent is
it polluted? |

3. the weﬁlandfshould be cleaned and preserved
in a manner consistent with its existing
character.

We know that drainage is a:problem, and that as work con-
tinues on the recreation area the problem may grow worse. We
share the City's concern.that unregulated run off may damage
abutting pr0pert1es.< We believe that a solutlon can be worked
out simply and inexpensively to maintain the wetlands and
drain the excess water., We emphasize that existing data on
these issues are lacking and that further research is regquired
before a sound decision can be made regarding an optional
drainage system. |

We therefore respectfully request the City Council to take
the~followingiactiod>at‘this.meetingr

“\-_,_\)\Eiffifxthe»City Manager to:

a. 1instruct the MBTA and its contractors immediately
to cease filling in any part of the wetland desig-
nated ‘as Wetland No. 9 by the Cambridge Conservation
Commission on its official map dated August 1978.

b. 1instruct the City Engineer to prepare a topographic
and peri@meter survey of the wetland area as soon
as possible. |

c. 1instruct the MBTA to delineate the wetland area

‘as surveyed by the City Engiheer by means of
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The water level in the wetland must be controlled to protect abuttivé

-4~
clearly obsérvable markers to replace the fence that
it or its contractor removed from the line of the
south side of the wetland on March 20, 1980 and desist
from any further fill in the wetland as delineated.
instruct the MBTA and its contractors to use all
possible care in constructing the Methane Gas venting
trench to minimize disruption to vegetation in the
wetland.
instruct the Commissioner of the Department of Public
Works promptly to comply with the Order of Conditions
issued by the Cambridge Conservation Commission .on
April 3, 1979. Autggfize the appointment of a Task
Force by the Mayor to consist of numbers of City
Employees, representatives from the Conservation
Commission, and representatives from the Bellis Circle
residents dnder guidelines to be established to review
the furtheﬁ'information submitted by the City pursuant
to~lﬁﬁ(aboyeiaccomodating thewdrainagegneeds of the

area while preserving it as a wetland area.
n

properties and steps must be taken to clean the area.

On behalf of the residents of Bellis Circle I want to -

~ Thank You very much for your attention.



CITY OF CAMBRIDGE

147 HAMPSHIRE ST., CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02139

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

Conrad- C. Fagone
Commissioner ‘ _— February 2, 1979

Mr. Thomas Bracken, Chairman
" Concervation Commission

57 Inman Street

Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139

Dear Mr. Bracken:

On behalf of the City of Cambridge I am notifying you of the work
proposed at the former City Dump property by the MBTA contractors.
As a result of the discussions at the meeting in the City Manager's
Office on Friday, January 12, 1979 I am forwardlng to you a plan of
the proposecd work which is as follows

1. Construction of a methane venting trench around the
perimeter of the dump.

2. FEilling and grading the entlre ‘site and construct the
Raul road.

3. Construction of a drain pipe to collect surface run-off.

4. Possible construction of retention area pond for peak
storm run-off.

The wcrk of Item 4 will be delayed pending further studies of the
property on Bellis Circle to determine the effect of flooding from
ruri-off of the sleding slope. It may be possible after discussion
with the abutters to raise the grade of their property and drain
the private lands to the dump property. The venting system trench
itself will cause the water to drain below the elevation of the
trench. It is because of this problem that further studies must be
conducted, however, I am enclosing copies of the plans and reports
done by CE Maguire, Inc. '

As socn, as more information is available I will send it to you.
Very truly yours,

! | L/b (szyzt%y£\

Conrad C. Fagcne
Commissicner

CCF/ho!
enclosures

cc: Mr. James L. Sullivan, City Manager
Mr. Frank Keville, MBTA



" C-EMaguire,ihe. - - - Tel. 617/890-0100- -

Combustion Engineering. Inc. ‘ Telex: 92-3403
60 First Avenue , Cabie: CEMI
Waltham, Massachusetts 02154 .

E'E MAGUIRE

*Architects « Engineers « Planners

October 20, 1978
CEM 2824.23

Conrad C. Fagone, Commissioner
Public Works Department

147 Hampshire Street
Cambridge, MA 02138

Ref: Cambridge City' Dump
Proposed Drainage at Bellis Circle

Dear Commissioner Fagone:

Attached please find copies of two plans showing alternate methods for
providing drainage to the portion of the City Dump behind Bellis Circle.

The portion of the proposed athletic complex (approximately 19 acres) which
will drain toward Bellis Circle has been superimposed on the plans. No
changes have been made to the proposed grading above elevation 20, except
in the area adjacent to the ra11road and at the 11m1ts of grading near
Sherman Street.

A storage area has been provided adjacent to the railroad and some minor

‘grading adjustments have been made near the parking area on Sherman Street

to allow runoff from the south end of the drainage area to flow toward
the railroad.

Under both alternates the drainage would outlet into the 5'x 9' storm
overflow on the northerly side of the B & M Railroad right of way. This
would require a jacking sleeve under the railroad.

Alternate 1 would provide a 24-inch drain from the 5' x 9' storm overflow

to a point near Sherman Street. The area below elevation 20 would be
graded to provide a swale behind the homes on Bellis Circle to a storage

~area adjacent to the Tailroad right of way. A number of catch basins

would be provided along the swale to intercept the runoff w1th excess
flows going into the storage area.

Alternate 2 would provide a 24-inch drain from the storm over]fow to the
edge of the railroad embankment. As in Alternate 1, the area below
elevation 20 would be graded to provide a swale and a storage area.
However, under this alternate the swale carrying the runoff from the
steeply sloped athletic complex would be separated by a low ridge from a



Public Works Uepartment .
October 20, 1978

Page 2

parallel swale provided for the yards on Bellis Circle. A'f]ap valve
would be provided on the 24" drain to prevent any backflow from the
storm overflow along the railroad.

Back-up of flows from the 5' X 9' storm overflow was of concern during
the evaluation of this area. Considering the closeness in elevations
between the dump and the overflow, there appeared to be a potential for.
the overflow to back flow into the dump area when flowing full. To
eliminate the possibilities of this occurring, the ground surface under
Alternate 1 was maintained at a minimum elevation approximately 16.5.
This minimum elevation reduced the total elevation difference from
Sherman Street to the railroad resulting in a swale of marginal capacity
which could run over into the yards on Bellis Circle. For this reason,
the pipe and catch basins were provided to remove the runoff more quickly.
Excess flows during peak runoff would follow the swale to the storage
area. Under Alternate 2, back flow from the storm overflow would be
prevented by the flap valve.

The maximum water elevation in the storage .basin for a 10 year storm
will be approximately 16.6 for both Alternates with the storage basin
emptying approximately two hours after the storm. In the event the
outlet becomes plugged under either Alternate, the water surface in the
storage basin for a 10 year storm will be approximately 16.§.

We recommend Alternate 2 since it would require much less maintenance than
the piping and catch basin system of Alternate 1, and grounds maintenance
(mowing) would be made simpler. Also, the cost of Alternate 1 would be
approximately $100,000 greater than Alternate 2 due to the additional pipina
and structures. Under either Alternate, the existing drain to the Sherman
Street combined sewer should be plugged to eliminate the possibility of
sewage back flowing into the area.

If you have any questions concerning this report, please contact me.
Very truly yours,
C-E MAGUIRE INC.

&

Cary S ow, Pr1nc1pa1 Eng1neer
Environmental Engineering Division

CS/eh

Enclosure



/V//7/£’VZZM fo? —

wilson - 12bellis cnrcle cambridge-massachusetts 02140 - 617-661-4666
rainsca
associates

18 February 1979

Re: GAS VENTING SYSTEM AT THE DUMP

Mr. Conrad Fagone
Department of Public Works
147 Hampshire Street
Cambridge, Massachusetts

Dear Mr. Fagone:

After considerable thought about the gas venting system for the Bellis
Circle side of the dump, I have become convinced its proper location is
as originally shown by the MBTA. I request that you give serious consi-
deration to accepting this placement for the following reasons:

1. In order for' the whole venting system to work, ground water
levels must be kept at or above trench bottam elevations.
This water level in the dump has not fallen but rather cont-
inues to be naturally high, not only is the wetland itself
evidence of this, but I observed that last month before the
heavy rains, water levels adjacent the Sherman Street parking
area were -12 to -18" in the vent trench at construction time.

2. No loading of the wetland area (ie. outside the original .
trench location) is proposed; therefore, conditions under the
area are in reality no different with respect to gas generation
than in my own backyard or in any fringe property adjoining
the trench line.

3. With ground water at a high level elsewhere, as required by the
system, the additional water in the wetland area will cause
continued upward migration of the gas, if any does reach that
point.

Therefore, as a homeowner in the neighborhood, I would feel secure with
the trench as originally located -- as would others on the block with
whom I have discussed this matter. '

Further, the construction of the trench along our property lines has two
very real disadvantages to us in and of itself:

1. It will decrease property values because the end result is to



wilson
rains@
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DPW

18 February
Page two

create a very ugly barren swath some 50 to 100 feet in width as
may be observed elsewhere in the dump. One house abutting this
area is presently for sale; certainly this elderly woman could
use every dollar she receives as she is in a nursing home now.

2. The cutting of this swath through the wetland will open up the
backyards to intrusion from traffic of undesireable persons who
shortcut through the dump. It is a fact that ~obberies on Bellis
Circle happen over the hack fences where no surveillance by
neichbors is possible. In the last few years these have decreased
to none since the back lot lines are no longer passable. There
is, however, no doubt that robberies will once again begin to
occur if the trenching is done at this location. The block has
finally obtained, from the MBTA, the closing off by fencing of
our neighborhood fram the railroad tracks and the associated
traffic of outsiders who litter and steal; the trenching will
campletely undo this progress.

Finally, I must recommend that dikes be installed at the entering and
leaving points of the trenching as it passes through the wetland to
prevent inadvertent draining via the trench. 2As you know, some Bellis
Circle residents have water problems in their basements and had sought
relief from the City for many years. I believe water levels can be lim-
ited in the wetland by a drain with rim elevation properly set. This
will avoid overly high water but will retain water in the wetland to
permit continuance of a very valuable, and accessible, natural area.

Thank you for your continued time and assistance to our problems,

Hidbr7 7>

Wilson Rains

cc: Conservation Comision- for distribution
Property owners, ‘Bellis Circle/Dump



"CITY OF CAMBRIDGE

57 INMARN STREET, CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02139 - TEL. 876-6800

CONSERVATION COMMISSION '

~

Meeting Minutes, Regular Monthly Meeting of the Conservation Commission

Tuesday, February 27, 1979, 7:30 p.m. ‘
Cambridge City Hall, City Council Chambers

Commissioners present: T. Bracken, D. Altman, 5, Lesser, M. Kennedy, H.
Field, P. Pratt, W. Rains. Commissioners Not present: R. Birkhoff, D. Henry.
D. Yonika (Interdisciplinary Znvironmental Planning), C. Steward (MBTA),

J. Carey (MBTA), R. Fahlander (Cambridge Community Development Department -
Red Line Coordinator), C. Fagons, Conmissioner, Cambridge Public Works Department),
H. Meyer (Mystic River watershed Association), were present; residents from
the Bellls Circle neighborhood (K. and M. Oberlunder, S. Page, A. S%t. Goar)
and D. Kimball (Executive Secretary, Conservation Commission) also attended.

I, WETLAND XO. 9 - FORIMR City DUMP

Messrs. Steward and Carey described briefly how the methane venting systen,
as presented on plans (MBTA) in the possession of the Commission and dated
7/14/ 1% ) operates. HT. Fagone stated that the City's position was as vefore,
i,e., the Clty proposes to drain and fill the wetland. He also brought before

the Commission his letter proposal, dated February 2, 1979, describing the

City's plans and attaching (1) a C. £..Maguire letter to CF dated 10/20/78,
with contour drawings sttached, describing two aiternative plans for
draining the wetland area, and (2) his revisions to the }iBTA plans for the
venting system at the wetland, these revisions to change the locatlon of
the system, moving it along the property line at Bellils Circle. -

ACTION: The Commission will issue a Notice of Public Hearing (to be drafted
by T. Bracken and distrivuted immediately to all Commissioners for comment/
amendment). The Notice will be published in the 3/8/79 edition of the
Canbridge Chronicle, with the Hearing to be scheduled for Tuesday, March 13,
1979. T. Bracken will also draft a letter informing Hr. Fagone of the
Commission's intention. W. Rains and D. Yonika will develop

proposal alternatives to Mr. Fagone's, . these to be presented to

Mr. Fagone prior to the Hearing, where they will also be discussed.

II. W. R. GRACE - ACID SLURGE IN THE PROPOSED RED LINE TUNNAL RIGHT OF WAY
FROM DAVIS SQUARE

" Acid sludge strong enough to eat through concrete has been located at the

site of the proposed tunnel. Preliminary testing has been done; moIe

detailed tests appear to be required. DEQE, EPA, MBTA consultants (Sverdrup &
Parcel) are working together to determinevhat additional tests are necessary.
The Commission has secured a copy of the report *Contaminated Groundwater
Report" prepared by {BTA consultants. A copy of this and the Resource
Analysis report "}BTA Alewife Special Studies", which deals with the

Alewife 100-year flood plain, will Dbe sent to IEP.
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7TI. ALEWIFE BRIDGE (}DC) AND THE CITY'S PROPOSAL FOR A TRUCK BYFASS THROUGH
THE ALEWIFE WETLANDS.

Mr. Fagone stated emphatically that the City has at the present time no
definitive plan to place an access road through the Alewife wetlands to
resolve the heavy trucking problem presented by the defective Alewife
Bridge.

IV. MISCELLANEOUS MATTERS
A. Riverside Press Parcel
After the conclusion of an interview-selection process which included
the CCC, the City has chosen the firm of Maurice & Geary (sp?) as
landscape architects for the site.

B, Cherles River Cleanup

Commissioners have been asked to pinpoint target areas for inclusion
in the Cleanup.

3. Canvridge River Festival

R. Birkhoff will be asked to further define what (if any) plans the
Commission might pursue for this year's Festival.

D. natloral Conservation Teachez of the Year
D. Kimball will contact the Superinteﬁdent of Schools to determine

ihether Cambridge has a possible nominee for recipient of this $1,000
award.

E. Meeting Dates:

3/13/79, Publlc Heating on Wetland No. 9, Council Chambers, 7:30 p.m.
3/20/79, Regular iHynthly Meeting, Walnut Room, 7:30 p.m. :
4/10/79, Special Business Meeting, Walnut Room, 7:30 p.m.

Submitted by,

ATTACHHENT (AGENDA) - Deirdre M. Kimball

(TAPE AVAIIABLE)



CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
57 INMAN STREET,. CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02139 . TEL. BZEBI0IX
498-9048

- CONSERVATION COMMISSION

Pursuent to a Public Notice which appeared in the Cambridge
Chronicle on Thursday, March 8, 1979, a Public Hearing was held
in the chambers of the City Council at 7:30 p.m. on Tuesday,
Merch 13, 1979. The purpose of this Hearing was to review a
proposel concerning Wetland No. 9 (located at the former city dump).
This proposel wes first presented to the Cambridge Conservation
Commission at its Regular Meeting on February 27, 1979 by the
Commissioner of the Depeartment of Public Works (DPW) of the City
of Cembridge (the Applicant). The substance of this proposal is
contained .in e letter dated February 2, 1979 (with attachments)
to the Commission (see Attachment 1%.

Present and representing the Cambridge Conservation Commission
(CCC) were T. Bracken (Chairman), D. Altman, R. Birkhoff,

M. Kennedy, H. Field, end W. Reins (Associzte). IEP, Inc.

(Doneld Yonike), consultant to the CCC, was represented. D.
Kimbell, Executive Secretary to the Commission, also attended.
Representatives of the neighborhood, the MBTA, and other agencies
present ere identified in Attachment 2. The Applicant was not
represented.

The City's proposel was presented and explained by IEP in the
context of Alternative 2, identified in the letter of C. E.

Meguire to the DPW, a copy of which is included with Attachment 1.

An expended proposal, developed by the CCC and IEP, was also
presented. The CCC proposal,involves lowering the elevation

of the wetland by epproximately 2 feet, controlling drainage
from the wetland when the wetland water level exceeds a certain
to-be-specified level by tying into the extant MDC drainage
system connecting to Alewife Brook, and building the methane
venting system around the wetland, along the property line.
‘This proposel is designed to alleviate flooding in the vicinity
of the wetlend, while at the same time retaining the wetland and
the velues (flood attenuaticn and pollution control) it presently
serves by providing compensatory retention/detention capacity.

Two edditional concerns were expressed in addition to those
identified zbove:

1. Thet drzinasge from the altered wetland into the Alewife
Brook not increesse the already existing flooding flooding
problem there.

2. That no pollution be allowed to enter the Alewife Brook from
this wetland, e.g., as a result of dunp leachate and the
proposed drainage system.



Public Heering, March 13, 1979
ké: Wetlend No. 9 v
Pege 2 ' '

ACTION: The CCC will further consider the above proposals and
releted questions at its next regular Commission meeting,
Tuesdey, March 20, 1979, 7:30 p.m., Walnut Room, Cambridge
City Hell.

IEP will prepare a memorandum outlining the technical considera-
tions which must be dealt with and which will provide the frame-
work for an Order of Conditions which must be issued to the
Applicant by April 3, 1979. The Commission will review the
outline end transmit it to Mr. Fagone, along with a cover

letter to be drafted by T. Bracken.

With epproval by the CCC and the DPW, IEP will subsequently
work with C. E. Maguire to formulate plans for carrying out
the egreed-upon proposal.

Prepared by Deirdre Kimball
March 14, 1979



Ax ' "~ ATTACHMENT 1

CITY OF CAMBRIDGE

147 HAMPSHIRE ST., CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02139

PURBLIC WORKS DEPARTHERT

Conrad C. Fagone
Commussioner February 2, 1979

Mr. Thomas Bracken, Chairman
Conservation Commission

57 Inman Street

Cambridge, tassachusetts 02139

ivear Mr. Bracken:

of b

o hehal? oot che Citv oof Cambridge I am rotirfvara von
Proposed et Thie formcr .City Dump property by the META contrass
o .4 yesnlt ot ‘he discussions at the meeting in *the Citv Maran
M it onn Bradov, January 12, 1979 1 am forwarding 1O you d 1.

. 4

cie oy opesed woerr which 1soas follows..

: “anerructien of a methane verting trench around -t he
perimeter of the dump.
ti11.ng and grading ‘he entire site ard conastruct o)

P

hau! road.

aerrction ol oa draln pipe 1o collert uria

toseibie const ruction of retention area nond toronoan
storn ran=-off.

dowerk of Ttem 4 will be delayed pendina further studics o
ryoperty on Beliis Circle to determine the effoo. of floodir., *:

Wt o f *he sledinag slope. It mav be possiblie after discuss.

i the atucters to raise the grade of thelr property and drace
“y prpvate lands to the dump property.  The versng cysten
S oGl1 wil! o cause the water to drain below the elevaltion of
cyench. It is because of this problem that furs:rr studics ol
conduct od, however, T oam enclosing copies Ol the plans ana rep ot
done by CE Maguire, Inc.

Gy

Soocoen as more anformation ig available T will =end 1t to voeu.

Verv truly vours,
C- C7 Y S~
/
Conrad C. Fagone
Commissiciey

cCr, ho!

conclosures

At Mr, Jarmes Lo Sullivan, City Manaqger
My, bFrark wWevillog MBTA



- C-E Megutie, Inc. e Tel. 617/890-01C0 -
Combustion Enginesering, Inc. Telex: 92-3403
60 First Avenue Cable: CEMI
Waltham, Massachusetts 02154

152 MAGUIRE

Architects « Engineers « Planners

October 20, 1978
CEM 2824.23

Conrad C. Fagone, Commissioner
Public Works Department
147 Hampshire Street

~ Cambridge, MA 02138

Ref: Cambridge City Dump
Proposed Drainage at Bellis Circle

Dear Commissioner Fagone:

Attached please find copies of two plans showing alternate methods for
providing drainage to the portion of the City Dump behind Bellis Cir

The portion of the proposed athletic complex (approximately 19 acres) which
will drain toward Dellis Circle has been superimposed on the plans. o0
changes have been made to the proposed grading above elevation 20, except

in the area adjacent to the railroad and at the limits of grading near
Sherman Street. ‘

A storage area has been provided adjacent to the rgi]road and some minor
grading adjustments have been made near the parking area on Sherman Street
to allow runoff from the south end of the drainage area to flow toward

the railroad.

Under both alternates the drainage would outlet into the 5'x 9' storm
overflow on the northerly side of the B & M Railroad right of way.
would require a jacking sleeve under the railroad.

Alternate 1 would provide a 24-inch drain from the 5' x 9' storm overflow

to a point near Sherman Street. The area below elevation 20 would be

graded to provide a swale behind the homes on Bellis Circle to a storage

area adjacent to the railroad right of way. A number of catch basins
would be provided along the swale to intercept the runoff with excess
flows going into the storage area.

Alternate 2 would provide a 24-inch drain from the storm overlfow to the

edge of the railroad embankment. As in Alternate 1, the area below
clevation 20 would be graded to provide a swale and a storage area.
However, under this alternate the swale carrying the runoff from the

steeply sloped athletic complex would be separated by a low ridge from a



+-

b . i
Public Works Department , ' -

October 20, 1978

<~ Page 2

parallel swale provided for the yards on Bellis Circle. A flap valve
would be provided on the 24" drain to prevent any backflow from the
storm overflow along the railroad.

Back-up of flows from the 5' x 9' storm overflow was of concern during
the evaluation of this area. Considering the closeness in elevations
between the dump and the overflow, there appeared to be a potential for
the overflow to back flow into the dump area when flowing full. To
eliminate the possibilities of this occurring, the ground surface under
Alternate 1 was maintained at a minimum elevation approximately 16.5.
This minimum elevation reduced the total elevation difference from
Sherman Street to the railroad resulting in a swale of marginal capacity
which could run over into the yards on Bellis Circle. For this reason,
the pipe and catch basins were provided to remove the runoff more quickly.
Excess flows during peak runoff would follow the swale to the storage
area. Under Alternate 2, back flow from the storm overflow would be
prevented by the flap valve.

The maximum water elevation in the storage basin for a 10 year storm
will be approximately 16.6 for both Alternates with the storage basin
emptying approximately two hours after the storm. In the event the
outlet becomes plugged under either Alternate, the water surface in the
storage basin for a 10 year storm will be approximately 16.8.

We recommend Alternate 2 since it would require much less maintenance than
the piping and catch basin system of Alternate 1, and grounds maintenance
(mowing) would be made simpler. Also, the cost of Alternate 1 would be
approximately $100,000 greater than Alternate 2 due to the additional piping
and structures. Under either Alternate, the existing drain to the Sherman
‘Street.combined sewer should be plugged to eliminate the possibility of
sewage back flowing into the area.

- If you have any questions concerning this report, please contact me.
Very truly yours,
C-E MAGUIRE, INC.

-
0 ﬂW
Cary S;;w; Principal Engineer

Environmental Engineering Division
CS/eh

Enclosure
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CITY OF CANBREDGE

57 INMAN STREET, CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02139 . TEL. 876-6800

'CONSERVATION COMMISSION IR

~March 16, 1979

Conrad C. Fagone, Commissioner
Public Works Department
City of Cambridge
147 Hampshire Street
Cambridge, MA 02139
. — .
"Re: City's Proposed Work in Wetland
~Area #9 of Former City Dump

Dear Mr. Fagone:

As you know the Conservation Commission held a hearing
on March 13, pursuant to notice published in the Cambridge
Chronicle, to consider the City's proposal to conduct certain
work in the wetland area #9 located on the site of the former
City Dump near Bellis Circle. Mr. Donald Yonika of IEP has
prepared a Memorandum outlining recommended conditions for
performing the work in order to protect the interests and
meet the requirements of the Wetlands Protection Act. A copy
of the Memorandum is enclosed.

For the purpose of a551stlng the Comm1551on in preparing
a final order of conditions for this work which will satisfy
your objectives and the Commission's responsibilities, I think
it would be helpful for Mr.. Yonika to talk directly with your
engineer, who we understand is Mr. Cary Snow of C-E McGuire, Inc.
If you agree, would you please advise Mr. Snow that he can
expect a telephone call from Mr. Yonika early next week.

Sipcerely,

A

‘homas B. Bracken
TBB:cf
Enc.
cc: Donald Yonika

T7.2 e b G f‘ lw/mxa?c W/ CF 3/ 20(79
g g enday) / e Acanirs
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«

- T ™, 534 Boston Post Road, -
ol Sermecerpris \‘; P.O. Box 438
T TP § 0 Wayland, Mass. 01778
e M‘}
ey 617-358:5156
RN  617-699-7066
MEMORANDUM
T0: Deirdre Kimball | DATE: March 14, 1979

FROM: Donald Yonika

SUBJECT: Technical Conclusions Relative to the Pub11c Hear1ng on Alterations
of Wetland #9, Former City Dump

As a result of last evening's public hearing, and a review of the materials
submitted to date by the Department of Public Works, I have outlined below
what must be accomplished to develop a plan that can be incorporated into
the Order of Conditions.

‘The existing value of the wetland to flood control must be ascertained. It

became evident during the hearing, that the existing wetland provides storm-
water detention and retention value. Apparently stormwater runoff from the

- contributing catchment area drains to'this wetland, and is retained or per-

manently stored until it either infiltrated slowly into the ground, or is

given off to the atmosphere by the processes of evaporation or evapotransp1ra-
tion. During heavier or more intense rainfall and runoff events (less frequent
events), the water level rises in the wetland until it reaches the invert of

a culvert that is located in the Sherman Street area, which purportedly drains
to the 5' x 9' storm overflow discharging to Alewife Brook.

The statutory flood control value of this wetland is thus to Alewife Brook, in
that it provides retention of runoff that would otherwise enter the Alewife
ystem and also provides for detention of runoff from major rainfall events
prior to discharge indirectly to A]ew1fe Brook via the storm sewer system.

The proposed alteration of Wetland #9 must recognize this va1ue and an eng1neer-
ing solution must be developed to both accomp11sh the objectives of improving
sgrface and_groundwater drainage conditions in the area, but not s1gn1f1caﬁ“Ty

compromising the value that the wetland presently has to AlewiTe Brook, in terms
of stormwater detention and retention.

Clearly, one work item that must be done is to quantify these existing values.
The invert elevation. of the culvert that drains the area must be determined from
field measurement. Using the accurate photogrammetric map that C.E. Maguire, Inc.
has produced both the retention value (storage below the outlet invert) and
detention value (storage above the invert elevation) can be computed: —

These functions can then be deswoned into a newly engineered plan by use of one
or several controlled outlet structures, and by varying the storage area, by
careful contouring to a new lower elevation.
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MEMO

Deirdre Kimball
March 14, 1979
Page 2

The new plan should provide for a new base groundwater elevation in the immed-
iate area of no greater than 15.5, and preferably Tower.. '

The new configuration should result in positive surface drainage from contig-
uous areas to.the proposed detention and retention area.

The new plan must also combine the proposals of the MBTA for the methane gas
venting trench, as the two current plans are mutually exclusive - both present
drainage alternatives call for lowering of the groundwater table below the

design invert elevation'of the gas venting trench, therefore rendering it inoper-
able. Both systems must be designed together in order to function.

The new plan should illustrate the actual surface expression of the gas venting
trench (the width of crushed stone at finish grade). Several actual proposed
sections along the perimeter of properties fronting on Bellis Circle should be
developed. If the required depth to the invert is found to be shallow, and if
soil conditions or materials are found to allow almost vertical sidewalls,
perhaps a specification can be written to require use of a small rubber tired
backhoe for trench construction in the area.

The new plan should also specify the provision of six foot chain Tlink fence,
armored with 3 strand, to parallel property lines in the Bellis Circle area.

A grading plan should accompany the drainage plan. A planting plan showing how

and to what material the area is to be replanted and maintained should be developed.
We would suggest that revegetation be accomplished primarily with wetland plants
that would encourage wildlife, and particularly waterfowl utilization of the

area. The grading, drainage and planting plans would have to be carefully developed
in concert with each other to enable successful redevelopment of a wetland at the
Jowest elevation of the detention/retention basin.

Returning to the most important aspect of the proposed new plan, the applicant |- T A

should engineer a controlled outlet structure capable of both retaining and

detaining stormwater fiows from the contributing catchment area (in the final

developed condition according to the Carol R. Johnson and Associates, Inc. L

master plan for the former Cambridge City Dump), so as to replicate existing wet- .- e
land function. _ Aot

The proposed solution should not negate the significant objective of providing
positive surface drainage from the proposed park, as well as from Bellis Circle
properties. The entirety of existing Wetland No. 9 should be excavated to a
lower level, contoured, and finish graded so as to provide detention and retention
no less than the guidlines below: '

(A) Maximum basin invert averaging 15.5. Lower basin levels would be
‘preferable if engineeringly possible and, if necessary, for storage.



MEMO

Deirdre Kimball
March 14, 1979
Page 3

(B) HMaximum water stage under any storm condition up to the 100
year event to be no greater than elevation 17.5. Lower, if
possible, if storage area permits (16.5 preferred).

(C) Complete retention of all runoff up to and including that
generated by the 1 year event within the proposed catchment
area.

(D) For events between the 1 and 5 year frequency range, storm-
water detention with a maximum storage time of 12 hours.

(E) For events between the 5 and 10 year fregquency, stormwater
detention with a maximum storage time of 24 hours.

It should be noted that theseguidelines are tentative, and are intended to
replicate the detention/retention values of the existing wetland system. When

such calculations are accomplished (Paragraph 2 above), the design engineer may
size the control structure(s) to duplicate existing function. Because ground-
water conditions are expected to be directly at the control invert elevation,
retention will have to be provided by means of grading a berm to deveiop an
enclosed and isolated area with stormwater discharge directed into such structures.

A11 construction plans should also be accompanied by an erosion and sediment
control plan which will insure that no offsite or downstream adverse effects occur.

Finally, it should be noted that the issue of water quality impacts to Alewife
Brook was raised at the Public Hearing. Leachate currently enters, and probably
will continue, to enter the wetland. The amount may even be increased when the
hydraulic gradient is increased by setting the wetland at a lower base elevation.
This leachate may then be conveyed, under the City's original proposal directly

to Alewife Brook. Issue was raised as to whether an NPDES permit would be
required, as a new discharge (the 24 inch pipe under the railroad tracks) is

being proposed to convey the accumulated leachate to Alewife Brook, proposed to be
upgraded to Class B waters. The Applicant should address this issue.

Under the proposals conceptually outlined above, however, this potential adverse
impact would be minimized if runoff waters, and leachate-laden groundwaters are
substantially retained within the basin, and if chemical and biological processes
are allowed to occur.in a newly created wetland environment.



ORDER ' e
WETLAND PROTECTION ACT

) G'-Lo Co 131 8. 40

FILE NUMBER: No Number Assigned /' PROJECT LOCATION: Former City Dump,
) ) o adjacent to Bellis Circle, near
TO: gigYHOf Cﬁmbrlg%e t . | CERT. MAIL NO: Sherman Street
ampshire ree
Cambrid e, Ma, N W73§752
RE:  NOPTCE of ﬁ@*xgx@? Er% 8&2&3&56&8%%“ ubLi¢ WOrSSATE OF RECEIPT BY -
2/2/79 CONSERVATION COMMISSION: 2/27/79

DATE OF PUBLIC HEAPING 3/13/79

Pursuant to the authority .of G.L. C. 131 s. 40, the r.mbrides CAancervatian
___ Commission has considered your notice of intent and plans
submitted therewith, and has determined. £hat the area on which the pro-
yosed work is to be done 1s significant to one or more of the interests
iescribed in the said act. The&zmbridese Conservation Commission

1ereby orders that the following conditions are necessary and all work
nust be performe8 in strict accordance with said conditions and with the
votice of Intent and Plans, unless modified by said conditions:

CONDITICE

¢ Failure to comply with all conditions stated herein, and with &ll
related statutes and other regulatory measures, shall be deemed
cause to revoke or modify this ovder.

AR This order does not grant any property rights or any exclusive
privileges; it does not authorize any injury to private property or
invasion of private rights.

}« This order does not relieve the permittee or ény other person of the
necessity of complying with all other applicable federal, state or
local statutes, orcdinances, by-laws and/or regulations.

... The work authorized hereunder shall be completed within cne (1) year
from the date of this order unless otherwise stated below pursuant
to Regulation 6.7. The order may be ex-
tended by the issuing authority for one or more additional one-year
periods upon application to the said issuing authority at least
thirty days prior to- the expiration date of the order or its extension.

'« Any f£ill used in connection with this project shall be clean £fill,
containing no trash., refuse, rubbish or debris, including, without
limiting the generality of the foregblng, lumber, bricks, plaster,
wire, lath, paper, cardboard, pipe., tires, ashes, refrlgerators,
motor vehicles or parts of any of the foregoing.

NDN
- 26 o



CONDITIONS CONTINUED PAGE 2 FILE NO. No Number Assig:

6.

10.

11.

12,

No work may be commenced until all appeal periods have elapsed from
the order of the Conservation Commission or from a final order by
the Department of Environmental Quality Engineering.

No work shall be undertaken until the final Order, with respect to
the prcposed project, has been recorded in the Registry of beeds
for the district in_whiqh the: land is located within the chain of
title of the affected property. Copy to be furnished to issuer of
this Order showing book and page prior to commencement of work .,

Upon completion of the work described herein, the applicant shail
gorthwith request, in writing, that a Certificate of ‘Compliance be
issued stating that. the work has been satisfactarily completed.

A sign shall be displayed at the site not less than two square feet
or more than three square feet bearing the words, “Massachusetts
Department of Environmental Quality Engineering. Number ",

Where the Department of Environmental Quality Engineering is

requested to make a determination and to issue a superseding order,

' the Conservation Commission shall be a party to all agency pro-
+ ceedings and hearings before the Department.

The work shall conform to the following described plans and
additional conditions.

The Conservation Commission finds that the wetland, as it presently
exists, serves important flood control and pollution attenuation values in
the Bellis Circle area as well as within the Alewife water system.

The Commission has reviewed the following plans and documents with respec
to activities proposed in ar adjacent to the wetland:

A. Cambridge City Dump, Methane Gas Venting System Plan, Plan No. 53107,
dated July 14, 1978. ‘ ‘

B. Cambridge City Dump, Methane Gas Venting System Details, Plan No.
53114a, dated July 14, 1978.

C. Letter of Conrad C. Fagone, Commissioner of the Public Works Depart-
ment, to Mr. Thomas Bracken, Chairman, Conservation Commission,
dated February 2, 1979.

D..VCambridge City Dump, Proposed Drainage at Bellis Circle, Alternate
/No. 2, dated October, 1978, prepared by C. E. Maguire, Inc., for the
(Department of Public Works.

The Commission finds that the activities described in Plans A and B
above, associated with installation of a methane gas venting system on
the perimeter of the dump, do not adversely affect the statutorily define

interests which this wetland serves and which are identified above: —

With respect to Documents C and D above, the Commission approves the
activities as set forth therein, subject to the following Conditions
13 through 15. No work shall begin until Conditions 13 through 15 below

-27-
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~heve been satisfied. The additional plans and information required therein
shall be submitted to the Commission for its review and approval at one time
and the Commission shall act upon these plans within fourteen (14) days

~ theresfter.

14. In order to (a) properly design a stormwater detention area (wetland) to
maintain the existing stormwater retention and flood control aspects of the
existing wetland, (b) alleviate flooding problems of the Bellis Circle residen
end (c) prevent increased flow to and pollution of the Alewife water system,

~ the Applicant shall prepare drainage plans and calculations to meet the follow
ing design concepts and shall submit the same to the Commission for review
and approval prior to construction: c—

A. Maximum basin invert averaging 15.5, as shown on Plan D above, or
lower, if possible. - v

B. Maximum water stage (level) under any storm condition up to and in-
cluding the 100-year event, to be no greater than elevation 17.5, as shown on
Plan D above. A lower maximum water stage (level) of 16.5, as shown on Plan
D above, should be used if equivalent storage can be achieved.

C. Complete retention of all runoff up to and including that generated
by the l-year event within the proposed catchment area.

D.  For events between the 1- and 5>-year frequency range, stormwater
detention with a maximum storage time of 12 hours.

E. For events between the 5- and 10-year frequency, stormwater deten—
tion with a maximum storage time of 24 hours. '

15, In order to ensure that embankments and other areas have a suitable
permanent groundcover necessary to prevent erosion and siltation to the
wetland end subsequent receiving water courses, the Applicant shall prepare a
suiteble grading, drainage, and planting plan for all areas within and border-—
ing the catchment area as shown on Plan D above, and submit this plan to the
Commission prior to commencement of construction. The Applicant shall replant
the area with wetland vegetation that shall maximize the absorption of ‘
leachate. '

16. Because of the nature of the steep embankments proposed to border the
stormwater retention pond, erosion of bare earth surfaces is of concern

to the Commission. The Applicant shall therefore prepare an erosion; sedi-
- mentetion and dust control plan, keyed to the construction sequence, and sO
formulated as to minimize erosion of soils and subsequent siltation of"
downstream areas. The Applicant shall utilize groundcover plantings or
mulch, hay bale checks, crushed stone berms, or other means as recommended
in the "Guidelines for Soil & Water Conservation in Urbanizing Areas of |
Massachusetts", prepared by the Soil Conservation Service, and shall maintain
the same until the permanent planting program, as provided in Condition 15.
above, is implemented. This erosion, sedimentation, and dust control plan
shall be subject to review and approval by the Commission prior to the com-
mencement of construction. -
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~heve been satisfied. The additional plans and®information required therein
shall be submitted to the Commission for its review and approval at one time
and the Commission shall act upon these plans within fourteen (14) days
theresfter.

14, In order to (a) properly design a stormwater detention area (wetland) to
maintain the existing stormwater retention and flood control aspects of the
existing wetland, (b) alleviate flooding problems of the Bellis Circle residen
end (c) prevent increased flow to and pollution' of the Alewife water system,
the Applicant shall prepare drainage plans and calculations to meet the follow
ing design concepts and shall submit the same to the Commission for review
and approval prior to construction:

A. Maximum basin invert averaging 15.5, as shown on Plan D above, or
lower, if possible. :

B. Maximum water stage (level) under any storm condition up to and in-
cluding the 100-year event, to0 be no greater than elevation 17.5, as shown on
Plan D above. A lower maximum water stage (level) of 16.5, as shown on Plan
D above, should be used if equivalent storage can be achieved.

C. Complete retention of all runoff up to and including that generated
by the l-year event within the proposed catchment area.

D. For events between the 1- and >-year frequency range, stormwater
~detention with a maximum storage time of 12 hours. f

E. For events between the 5- and 10-year frequency, stormwater deten-
tion with a maximum storage time of 24 houvrs.

15. In order to ensure that embankments and other areas have a suitable
permanent groundcover necessary to prevent erosion and siltation to the
wetland end subsequent receiving water courses, the Applicant shall prepare a
suiteble grading, drainage, and planting plan for all areas within and border-
ing the catchment area as shown on Plan D above, and submit this plan to the
Commission prior to commencement of construction. The Applicant shall replant
the area with wetland vegetation that shall maximize the absorption of
leachate.

16. Because of the nature of the steep embankments proposed to border the
stormwater retention pond, erosion of bare earth surfaces is of concern
to the Commission. The Applicant shall therefore prepare an erosion, sedi-
mentetion and dust control plan, keyed to the construction sequence, and soO
formulated as to minimize erosion of soils and subsequent siltation of
downstream areas. The Applicant shall utilize groundcover plantings or
mulch, hay bale checks, crushed stone berms, or other means as reccmmended
- in the "Guidelines for Soil & Water Conservation in Urbanizing Areas of
Massachusetts'", prepared by the Soil Conservation Service, and shall maintain
the same until the permanent planting program, as provided in Condition 15.
above, is implemented. This erosion, sedimentation, and d..st control plan
shall be subject to review and approval by the Commission prior to the com-
mencement of construction. '
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The applicant, any person aggrieved by this order, any owner of land
~ebutting the land upon which the proposed work is to be done, or any ten
residents of the city or town in which such land is located, are hereby
notified of their right to appeal this order to the Department of Environ-
-mental Quality Engineering provided the request is made in writing and by
certified mail to the Department within ten (10) days from the issuance of
this order.

ISSUED BY Cambridge Conserva- / |
' tion Commission /u»&&$) Aﬁ(
| 7

T\(wwcfviﬁ ,Aa:r:7}£14
;/(/ééI%h44ﬁ7:;TZ§ZZé%jé '
t 51 5%;ZZ4KVMVﬁi»—7/<7;/K224?4L/(<;_ -

=tich C ek
A— ——— \ 1
DATE OF ISSUANCE: April 3, 1979
On this. 3 day, of 14623’427 19 77, before me
personally appeared o/l E S bl

to me known to be/ the person described in
and who executed the foregoing instrument and-acknowledged that he/she
executed the same as his/her free act and deed.

My Commission expires
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Order of Conditions by the Cambridge nm
April 3, 1979. The appcllant Coambridg D
not Lepresea ed at that meeting; however, all other ap
Conservation Commission, and several abuttors were Trepr

4ppellonts other than your Deps
inadequate information ‘and calculations
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IUJOIL to

L._L_ ¥

rife Drock

jgp »rtment of Environmental
ermined, to the Conservation
g»‘lua,ionA cf downstream

The data submitted thus far
ngineering, and as far

[N

alt
Conserva: on Commic
to the protection of the statutorv interests of the
Act, and therefore finds that the requirements of such 1nLormat10n

is appropriate, although the manner in which control is accomplished

is open to negotiation.

The matter under appeal is hereby remanded back to the Cambridge
Conservation Commission pending submission of the required data relative
to drainage alterations. Such data must be submitted to the Commission
by June 1, 1979, at which time the Commission shall reconvene a ;
and issue an amended order within

hearine on the matter within 21 davs,
~eafter., Failure to subnit the

required data shall be.
denial of the proposal, and failw

; re of the Commission
fo act in o timelv manner as outlined above chall constitute grounds
an Order from the Department of Environmental Quality

i

'est for

Lnpinceri



RE: CAMBRIDGE-#123-16
Renovation of Citv Dump

May 15, 1979 2

in the manner and form prescribed for an original filing.

Very truly yours,

For/the Commls 10@3 . L'fﬁ - /?
, by . - //. ’7 . L/ '.‘,

Ry /
/ f_( /‘7/»«. & S
11 [
11

Gerald W. licCa
Acting Regional Environment:
Metropolitan Boston Northeas

EGM/Ekt/jb

CC: Cambridge Conservation Commission
57 Inman St. v .
Cambridge, MA 02139 =

\

Arlington Conservation Cnmmission
Town Hall N
Arlington, MA 02174

Charles Steward

Fnvironmental Coordlnauor, META
50 High St

RBoston,MA 02110

Mystic River Watershed Assoc. Inc.

276 Mass Ave
Arlington, MA 02174

Attention: Dr. Herbert M. Mever, V.P.

Mr. Silvia J. Scaglione
N. Cambridge Planning Team

50 Clifton St.
Cambridge, MA 02140

u?l[?a'(pﬁf“ //Da'fe
Anne S$H Goar

29 Bellis Circle
@4%45?/’:{{,&:) MY 02740
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We, ths undersigned residents of Bellis Circle, of the 10th Ward,
4th Precinct,; hereby declare our concern that the area of the

formar Cambridge City Dump, designated by the Caxbridge Conservation
Carmmission as Wetland #9, be maintained as a wetland to sarve the
function of flood and pollution control, as well as to preserve

the significant security and environmental interests it now pramnotes.

The flooding of basements of houses abutu_rg the dump has bezn and
contmms to be a problem. We appreciate the efforts the City has
2 to cope with this problem. We believe that apnroprlate
thods are available vhich will solve this problem while presarving
the present character o’F Lhe wetland, and we solicit the support of
City Council to ensure t whatever work is performad in this area -
will not result in the destru tion of this amenity.
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CITY OF CAMBRIDGE

57 INMAN STREET, CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02139 « TEL. S265E8X
498-9048

CONSERVATION COMMISSION

December 21, 1979

Mr., Shippen L. Page
29 Bellis Circle
Cambridge, MA 02140

Déar Mr. Pages

I received your telephone message of December 20, 1979. I
spoke with Conservation Commissioner Hermann Field to try

and find out the status of the wetland adjacent Bellis Circle.
He informed me that there is a standstill on the issue at
present because the D.P.W. does not agree with the position
of the Conservation Commission. Acting on the advice of

our consultant, Don Yonika of I.E.P., Wayland MA, the
Conservation Commission believes this wetland should be
protected and preserved, while the D.P.W. wants to fill it in.

Right now, evidence has been brought forward to show that
there is dump fill located 4O feet beneath the wetland area.

- This raises new questions about whether or not this area
should be protected from any new fill. However, Hermann Field
is trying to find out how our consultant feels about the
boring samples and if he still: belleves the area should be
protected.

At present, the Conservation Commission is still standing
firm on the necessity of preserving and protecting this
wetland area. ‘

I hope I was able to answer some of your questions.

Sincerely,

——

«\'

(__‘C"W;J} N "\:) . Q +\.J\\—l‘~-«\_‘

Carole B. Boutwell
Executive Secretary



29 Bellis Circle
Cambridge, MA. 02140

, March 13, 1980
Mr. James McCarthy

Program Development Agent

MBTA

58 Day Street

Somerville, MA, 02144

Dear Mr McCarthy:

This letter is in response to your request during our telephone
conversation this morning in which I raised the concerns of the
residents of Bellis Circle about the MBTA's plans for the installation
of a methane venting trench around the perimeter of the former
Cambridge City Dump in connection with the Red Line Project.

First, thank you for undertaking to find out about the schedule
for the installation. I Took forward to receiving that information,

Second, the Bellis Circle residents do not oppose the extension
of the Red Line or the work that is in progress on the former dump
site. We are enthusiastic about the future of the site and the
increased recreational and open space facilities it will afford to
the citizens of Cambridge. :

With these considerations in mind, on behalf of my neighbors,
I wish to detail our concerns about the methane venting trench.

This aspect of the MBTA project has been the source of a number of
meetings over the past year at which the Cambridge Conservation
Commission, the City of Cambridge, the MBTA , concerned neighbors
and other parties were represented. When we first saw your plans

we noted with satisfaction that the location of the trench lay to
the interior of the dumpsite from the wetland area. Recently, we
understand that the City of Cambridge has directed you to place the
trench along the property Tine. I would appreciate it if you would
inform me if our understanding is correct, and if it is not, what
your plans call for.

A plan to install such a trench along the property lines of
the houses on Bellis Circle, as we see it, would create the prospect
of substantial noise, dirt and dust, create an open strip which would
expose the rear of the properties to intrusion and vandalism, and might
drain the water which now exists in the wetland.

It {s our understanding that City Manager Sullivan and Mayor
Duehay are out of town until next Thursday. We are seeking to meet
with them at the earliest possible date. We would appreciate a
meeting with the appropriate person or persons at the MBTA to discuss
these issues. We believe that an early resolution is possible and
that any delays which may result ( and we hope there will be none)
will not hinder your plans, I may be reached at home before 7:30 A.M.
at 492-7391 and during the day at work at 742-8555. Thank you for
your attention to these issues.

Sincerely, , ’
cc: Mayor Duehay ' [ -

City Manager James Sullivan Shiopen' | Page |



29 Bellis Circle
Cambridge, MA. 02140

’ : March 19,1980

Mr Paul Healy

Clerk

Cambridge City Council
City Hall

Cambridge, MA. 02139

Dear Mr Healy:

On behalf of the residents of Bellis Circle, I
respectfully reques® that we be given the opportunity
to be heard by the City Council at its next meeting on
Monday, March 24, 1980. The subject of our concern is the
wetland area abutting Bellis Circle and the questions
regarding its future which work being done in the former
City Dump have provoked. .

It is our position that this wetland is a significant
and fragile natural resource which ought to be recognized
and given the fullest protection possible. We have as yet
had no assurances from the City that the wetland as it is
will be preserved. We strongly oppose any precipitate action
that would jeopardize its character or existence.

If you would kindly distribute to members of the City
Council copies of the enclosed dacuments the material therein
will provide them with developments over the past year
concerning this area. I would like to draw their attention
particularly to the petition of the residents of the Circle
submitted to Mr James Sullivan dated May 14, 1989 which
identifies the active concern of the neighborhood for the
future of the wetland almost one year ago.

Thank you for your attention:to our request. Should
you have any need to be in contact with me, I can be reached
at 742-8555 during business hours, and at my home number
492-7391 in the morning and the evenings.

Sincerely,/7

Shippen L. Page
cc: Residents of Bellis Circle

fembers of the Cambridge City Council
City Manager James Sullivan
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Comm. from Shippen L. Page on behalf of the
residents of Bellis Circle to be heard
before the City Council on March 24, 1980
re: wetland area abutting Bellis Circle.

< In City Council,

" March 24, 1980
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