
Administrative Authorization Application 
Portland, Maine 


Planning and Urban Development Department, Planning Division 


PROJECT NAME: Capisic Pond Erosion Control - 212 Capisic Street, Portland, Maine 

PROJECT ADDRESS: 212 Capisic Street, Portland, Maine CHART/BLOCKlLOT: 223 B015 

APPLICATION FEE: ____ ($50.00) 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: (Please Attach Sketch/Plan of the ProposallDevelopment) 

Existing Conditions 
Capisic Pond and the Capisic Brook watershed have received considerable attention and study in the last 20 
years . Reports which have been prepared from this attention include the Capisic Brook Greenbelt! Stormwater 
Abatement Study of 1996, the Capisic Brook Watershed Flood Control Study Re-evaluation of 1999 and the 
Capisic Brook Greenway Master Plan of200l. Each report details specific suggestions to further enhance the 
watershed whether being flood control or a healthy natural environment. 

One of the projects identified for flood control involved the replacement of the Capisic Street culvert. In 2003, 
the City undertook this project to increase the flow capacity of the culvert. During the design and construction 
implementation, the alignment of the culvert was changed slightly away from its previous alignment. This 
resulted in a re-direction of water as it passes through the culvert and thw has created a situation of erosion 
along the driveway owned by Mrs. Eleanor Smith at 212 Capisic Street, Portland, Maine. 

Capisic Pond is identified as an Inland Wading Waterfowl Habitat by the Maine Department of Inland Fisheries 
and Wildlife and has been document as a wetlandon several occasions.~or the purposes of this application it is 
assumed that any disturbance within the pond will be considered for wet1and impacts. The City received the 

Proposed Construction 
After discussion with the owner and Robert Green of the Maine Department of Environmental Protection, it has 
been decided that a rip-rap apron along the shoreline impacted by the alteration of flow direction would be the 
most effective solution . 

The intent is to remove vegetation for access, place gravels to fill the existing embankment voids and create a 
uniform banking, install a geotextile separation fabric and then place 24 inch riprap along an approximate 80 
foot length of shoreline. The riprap will extend approximately 6 feet from the toe of slope for a square foot 
impact of 480 square feet. 

CONTACT INFORMATION: 

OWNER/APPLICANT CONSULTANT/AGENT 

Name: Brad Roland 

Portland Public Services Name: 

Address: 55 Portland Street Address: 

Portland, ME 04101 

Work #: 207-874-8846 Work #: 

Cell #: Cell #: 

Fax#: 207 -87 4-8852 Fax #: 



--

Home #: 

E-mail: brad@portlandmaine.gov 

Home#: 

E-mail: 

Criteria for an Administrative Authorizations: 
(see section 14-523(4) on pg .2 of this appl.) 

a) Is the proposal within existing structures? 

b) Are there any new buildings, additions, or demolitions? 

c) Is the footprint increase less than 500 sq . ft.? 

d) Are there any new curb cuts, driveways or parking areas? 

e) Are the curbs and sidewalks in sound condition? 

f) Do the curbs and sidewalks comply with ADA? 

g) Is there any additional parking? 

h) Is there an increase in traffic? 

i) Are there any known stormwater problems? 

j) Does sufficient property screening exist? 

k) Are there adequate utilities? 

I) Are there any zoning violations? 

m) Is an emergency generator located to minimize noise? 

n) Are there any noise, vibration, glare, fumes or other impacts? 

Applicant's Assessment Planning Division 
Y(yes), N(no), N/A Y(yes), N(no), N/A 

_NA 

_NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

_NA 

No 

No 

_Yes - Erosion Control Required 

NA 

_NA 

_No 

_No 

_Yes·· Temporary for construction 

Signature of Applicant: 	 Date: 
June 20,2011 

g~~.L:~~' 
Planning Division Use Only Authorization Granted Partial Exemption __ Exemption Denied __ 

Standard Condition of Approval: The applicant shall obtain all required City Permits, including building permits 
from the Inspection Pjvision (Room 315, City Hall (874-8703» prior to the start of any construction. 

Planner's Signature ~ )CLG \r.J, ( 1"-- .~~)C'--l. L-L.-. A,~ Date ~ \ .... l t -, 1 , ';) ( \ / I 
j1 	 I \ ' 

IMPORTANT NOTICE TO APPLICANT: The granting of an Administrative Authorization to exempt a development 
from site plan review does not exempt this proposal fro other approvals or permits, nor is it an authorization for 
construction. You should first check with the Building Inspections Office, Room 315, City Hall (207)874-8703, to 
determine what other City permits, such as a building permit, will be requ ired. 

PROVISION OF PORTLAND CITY CODE 
14-523 (SITE PLAN ORDINANCE) 
RE: Administrative Authorization 

Sec. 14-523 (b). Applicability 
No person shall undertake any development identified in Section 14-523 without obtaining a site plan improvement permit under 
this article. (c) Administrative Authorization. Administrative Authorization means the Planning Authority may grant administrative 
authorization to exempt a development proposal from complete or partial site plan review that meets the standards below, as 
demonstrated by the applicant. 

1. The proposed development will be located within existing structures, and there will be no new buildings, demolitions, or 
building additions other than those permitted by subsection b of this section; 

2. Any building addition shall have a new building footprint expansion of less than five hundred (500) square feet; 



3. 	 The proposed site plan does not add any new curb cuts, driveways, or parking areas; the existing site has no more than 
one (1) curb cut and will not disrupt the circulation flows and parking on-site; and there will be no drive-through services 
provided; 

4. 	 The curbs and sidewalks adjacent to the lot are complete and in sound condition, as determined by the public works 
authority, with granite curb with at least four (4) inch reveal, and sidewalks are in good repair with uniform material and 
level surface and meet accessibility requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act; 

5. 	 The use does not require additional or reduce existing parking, either on or off the site, and the project does not 
significantly increase traffic generation; 

6. 	 There are no known stormwater impacts from the proposed use or any existing deficient conditions of stormwater 
management on the site; 

7. 	 There are no evident deficiencies in existing screening from adjoining properties; and 
8. 	 Existing utility connections are adequate to serve the proposed development and there will be no disturbance to or 

improvements within the public right-of-way. 
9. 	 There are no current zoning violations; 
10. Any emergency generators are to be located to minimize noise impacts to adjoining properties and documentation that 

routine testing of the generators occur on weekdays between the hours of 9 a.m. to 5 p.m . Documentation pertaining to 
the noise impacts of the emergency generator shall be submitted; and 

11 . There is no anticipated noise, vibration, glare, fumes or other foreseeable impacts associated with the project. 

a. Filing the Application. An applicant seeking an administrative authorization under this subsection shall submit an administrative 
authorization application for review, detailing the site plan with dimensions of proposed improvements and distances from all property 
lines, and stating that the proposal meets all of the provisions in standards 1-11 of Section 14-423 (b) 1. The application must be 
accompanied by an application fee of $50. 

b. Review. Upon receipt of such a complete application, the Planning .Authority will process it and render a written decision of approval, 
approval with conditions or denial, with all associated findings. 

c. Decision. I f a full administrative authorization is granted, the application sha.ll be approved withou t furth er review under this article, and 
no performance guarantee shall be required. In the event that the Planning .Authority determines that standards a and b of Section 14­
523 (b) (1) and at least four (4) of the remaining standards have been met, the Planning Authority shall review the site plan according to 
all applicable review standards of Section 14-526 tha t are affected by the standards in this subsection that have not been met. If an 
exemption or partial exemption from site plan review is no t granted, the applicant must submit a site plan application tha t will undergo a 
full review by the Planning Board or Planning Au thority according to the standards of Section 14-526. 



Criteria for an Adminstrative Authorizations: Applicant's Assessment Planning Division 
(See Section 14-523 (4) on page 2 of this application) Y(yes), N(no), N/A Use Only 

a) Is the proposal within existing structures? nJa No 
b) Are there any new buildings, additions, or demolitions­ nJa No 
c) Is the footprint increase less than 500 sq. ft.? nJa N/A 
d) r\re there any new curb cuts, driveways or parking areas? nJa No 
e) Are the curbs and sidewalks in sound condition? nJa yes 
oDo the curbs and sidewalks comply with /"DA? nJa yes 
g) Is there any additional parking) No No 
h) Is there an increase in traffic? No No 
i) Are there any known stormwater problems? Yes Yes - rip rap 

stabilization 
j) D oes sufficient property screening exist) nJa yes 
k) Are there adequate utilities? nJa yes 
I) Are there any zoning violations) No no 
m)Is an emergency generator located to minimize noi se? No nla 
n) Are there any noise, vibration, glare, fumes or other impacts? Yes nJa 

The request for an administrative authorization for 212 Capisic Street was granted by Barbara Barhydt, 
Development Review Services Manager on July 1,2011. The authorization is approved without any conditions. 



Public Services Department 
Michael J. Bobinsky, Director 

June 20,2011 

RE: 	 Capisic Pond Erosion Control at 212 Capisic Street 
Administrative Authorization Application 

Dear Ms. Barhydt: 


The POltland Department of Public Services has received a Natural Resource Protection Act 

permit and US Anny Corp permit for the installation of riprap along an 80 foot section of 

embankment experiencing erosion within Capisic Pond below Capisic Street. 


In 2003, the City undertook the replacement of the Capisic Street culvert to increase the flow 

capacity of the culvert. During the design and construction implementation, the alignment of the 

culvert was changed slightly away from its previous alignment. This resulted in a re-direction of 

water as it passes through the culvert and thus has created a situation of erosion along the 

driveway owned by Mrs. Eleanor Smith at 212 Capisic Street. Especially during storm events 

this embankment experiences high flow rates and volumes which have undermined the existing 

vegetation and are having a negative impact to the existing substrate of the embankment. 


After consultation with the property owner and the Maine Department of Environemtal 

Protection (MDEP) a stabilizing and armoring of the embankment was detennined to be the best 

course of action. Pulic Services will accomplish this by draining Capisic Pond for access lasting 

the duration of work (approximately one week), removing some vegetation along the driveway 

for access, placing granular borrow to fill the existing voids, place a nonwoven geotextile to 

support and protect the backfill and place 24-inch riprap along an approaimate 80 foot length of 

the embankment. 


An Administrative Authorization Application has been completed and is being submitted with 

the NRPA and Army Corp permits attached. If you have any questions, please contact me at 

874-8846. 


Sincerely, 

CITY OF PORTLAND 


Bradley A. Roland, P.E. 

Senior Project Engineer 

BARl375-13.doc 




ICONGRESS STREEiJ 
, " 
" ,

\ 
I 
I 

"\ 

USGS LOCATION MAP 
7.5 MIN SERIES 

PORTLAND, MAINE 

N 1 
FIGURE 

Otyof Pol1land, Maine 9)0 1,800 3,600 
o.p alt of Public S eru;"' , 

./lpnl 2010 JANUARY 2011 ~~~~~~iFeet 



CITY OF PORTLAND 
PROPERTY LINES AND 
AERIAL PHOTOGRAPH 

PORTLAND, MAINE 

N 2 
FIGURE 

Otyof Portla nd,Maine 
Depart of Public Services 

o 55 110 220 

J1lril 20 I 0 JANUARY 2011 ~i~~~~iFeet 



CITY OF PORTLAND N 3SMITH PROPERTY 
AREA OF EROSION CONTROL FIGURE 

PORTLAND, MAINE
Q1yof Portla nd, Maine 

Depart of Public Servi ces 
Apri l 2010 JANUARY 2011 



DRIVEWAY TO 212 

LOAM, SEED, 
MULCH WHERE 
DISTURBED 

RlPRAP 
MDOT703.26 
24-INCH 

// 
/

/,' 
./ 

,_/~. 

/" 

\ 
EXISTING 
GRASS 
EDGE 

.•J" 

EXISTING VOIDS TO BE 
FILLEDWITHMDOT703.191[,·'/ V 
GRANULAR BOROW 

EXISTING WOO DY 
VEGETATION 
TO REMAIN WHERE 
APPROPRIATE 

CAPISIC SRTEET 1-2' 6 FEET 

.-"... 
....­

~~ 

APPROXIMATE 
WATER 
SURFACE 

'V 

..........~:.... 


16 OZ NON-WOVEN 
GEOTEXTILE ­
TOE INAT BOTTOM 
OF SLOPE 

RIPRAP INSTALLATION 4DETAIL 
212 CAPISIC STREET FIGURE 

PORTLAND, MAINE 
Dlyof Po rtJ. nd. Maine NOT TO SCALE 

Depart of Public Servioes 
t'vril 2010 JANUARY 2011 

http:MDOT703.26


STATE OF MAINE 

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 


17 STATE HOUSE STATION 

AUGUSTA, ME 04333 


DEPARTMENT ORDER 

IN THE MATTER OF 

ELEANOR SMITH ) NATURAL RESOURCE S PROTECTION ACT 
Portland, Cumberland County ) SIGNIFICANT WILDLIFE HABITAT ALTERATION 
SHORELl}'TE STABILIZATION ) FRESHWATER \VETLAND ALTERATION 
L-25249-IW-A-N (approval) ) WATER QU ALITY CER TIFICATION 
L-25249-TA-B-N (approval) ) FINDINGS OF FACT AND ORDER 
*(Corrected order) 

Pursuant to the provisions of38 MRS.A. Sections 4S0-A ~~ and Section40l of the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act, the Department of Envirorunental Protection has considered the application of 
ELEANOR SMITH with the supportive dat~ agency review corrunents, and other related materials on file and 
FINDS THE FOLLOWING FACTS: 

1. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

A. Summary: The City of Portland recently completed the reaJigrunent ofthe culvert crossing on 
Capisic Street, which resulted in bank erosion on the applicant's property . The applicant proposes to 
stabilize approximately SO linear feet of shoreline on the lower end ofCapisic Pond and fill 
approximately 480 square feet of wetlands of special significance (WOSS). Stabilization measures 
include clearing vegetation, placing gravel in embankment voids, installing geotexWe fabric, and 
placing 24-inch riprap. Riprap will extend SL,( feet from the toe to the top of slope. The proposed 
project is shown on a set of plans, the first of which is entitled "Riprap Installation Detail," prepared by 
the City of Portland Department ofPublic Works and dated April, 2010. The project site is located on 
ilie southwest side of Capisic Street near Capisic Pond in the City of Portland. 

Department staff reviewed a Geographic InfOlmation System (GIS) mapping database that contains 
information provided by both the Department of Marine Resources and the Maine Department of Inland 
Fisheries and Wildlife (MDIFW). The GIS database indicates that Capisic Pond Park and portions of 
the surrounding neighborhood lies within an Inland Waterfowl and Wading Bird Habitat (IWWH), 
which is a Significant Wildlife Habitat, as defined in the Natural Resources Protection Act (NRPA). 
The freshwater wetlands on the project site are classified as WOSS because they contain a significant 
wildlife habitat. Dilling a site visit on July 28, 2010, Department staff determined that impacts to the 
WOSS would not require an individual NRPA pennit. This determination was made in accordance 'Nith 
Section 4B of Chapter 310, the Wetlands and Waterbodies Protection Rules. 

B. Current Use of the Site: The applicant's 3.l6-acre parcel contains a house with a driveway. 
The driveway is located within an access right-of-w-ay and passes within ten feet of the bank ofCapisic 
Pond. The site is located on the southern end of Capisic Pond. 
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2. EXISTING SCENIC, AESTHETIC, RECREATIONAL OR NAVIGA TIONAL USES: 

In accordance with Chapter 315, Assessing and Mitigating Impacts to Scenic and Aesthetic Uses, the 
applicant submitted a copy of the Department's Visual Evaluation Field Survey Checklist as Appendix 
A to the application along with a description of the property and the proposed project. The applicant 
also submitted several photographs of the proposed project site including an aerial photograph of the 
project site. Department staff visited the project site on July 28, 2010. 

The proposed project is located in Capisic Pond, which is a scenic resource visited by the general 
public, in part, for the use, observation, enjoyment and appreciation of i ts natural and cultural vi sual 
qualities. The applicant wililirnit tree removal along the shoreline to the greatest extent practicable in 
order to maintain a natural looking shoreline, as viewed from Capisic Street. 

The proposed project was evaluated using the Department's Visual Impact Assessment Matrix and was 
found to have an acceptable potential visual impact rating. Based on the information submitted in the 
application, the visual impact rating, and the site visit, the Department determined that the location and 
scale of the proposed activity is compatible with the existing visual quality and landscape characteristics 
found within the viewshed of the scenic resource in the project area . 

The Department did not identify any issues involving existing recreational and navigational use .. 

The Department finds that the proposed activity will not unreasonably interfere with existing scenic, 
aesthetic, recreational or navigational uses of the protected natural resource. 

3. SOIL EROSION: 

During construction, the applicant proposes to follow erosion control measures recommended in the 
Maine Erosion and Sediment Control Best Management Practices manual and submitted a detai led 
erosion control plan as Attachment 8 in the application. 

The Department finds that the activity will not cause unreasonable erosion of soil or sediment nor 
unreasonably inhibit the natural transfer of soil from the terrestrial to the marine or freshwater 
environment. 

4. HABITAT CONSIDERATIONS: 

The Department's GIS mapping database indicates that Capisic Pond Park is located within an IWWH, 
and MDIFW confirmed the presence and value of this significant wildlife habitat, referred to as 
IWWH200332. TIle MDIFW reviewed the proposed project and stated that there are no Essential 
Wildlife Habitats at the project site. 

The Department's Significant Wildlife Habitat Rules, Chapter 335, require the applicant to meet the 
following standards: 

A. Avoidance. An activity that would degrade the significant wildlife habitat, disturb the subject 
wildlife, or affect the continued use of the significant wildlife habitat by the subject wildlife, either 
during or as a result of the activity, will be considered to have an unreasonable impact if there is a 
practicable alternative to the project that would be less damaging to the environment. The applicant 
submitted an alternatives analysis for the proposed project completed by Brad Roland of the City of 
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Portland, and dated February 7, 2011. The al ternatives analysis describes the options considered and 
includes the no-action requirement, removal and realignment of the Capisic Street culvert, and bank 
sl4bilization. The applicant feels that the selected alternative is the least damaging practicable 
alternative that will correct the existing damage to the embankment and prevent further erosion. 
l'vIDIFW recommended, and the applicant agreed, to lintit disturbances during the breeding season, April 
15 to July 31. Construction work will not be conducted during the breeding season. 

B. Minimal Alteration. Alteration of the habil4t and disturbance of subject wildlife must b~ kept to 
the minimum amount necessary by, among other methods, ntinirnizing the size of the alteration, the 
duration of the activity, and its proxintity to the significant wildlife habitat and subject wildlife. To 
minimize wetland impacts, the applicant proposes to set the riprap slope at 1: 1. 

C. Compensation. In accordance with Chapter 335 Section 3(D)(6), compensation is not required 
to achieve the goal of no net loss ofhabil4t functions and values since the project will not have an 
adverse impact on wildlife habitat as determined by l'vIDIFW, provided that no construction work is 
conducted between April 15 and July 31 of any calendar year. For this reason, the Department 
detelmined that compensation is not required. 

The Department finds that the applicant has made adequate provision for the protection of wildlife 
provided that no construction work is conducted between April 15 and July 31 of any calendar year. 

The Department finds that the activity will not umeasonably harm any significant wildlife habitat, 
freshwater wetland plant habitat, threatened or endangered plant habitat, aquatic or adjacent upland 
habitat, travel corridor, freshwater, estuarine or marine fisheries or other aquatic life. 

5. WATER QUALITY CONSIDERATIONS: 

To protect the water quality ofCapisic Pond during and after construction, the applicant submitted a 
del4iled erosion control plan as discussed in Finding 3. To verify that the site is properly stabilized, the 
applicant must submit post-construction photographs of the project site within 30 days of project 
completion. 

The Department does not anticipate that the proposed project will violate any state water quality law, 
including those goveming the classification ofllle State's waters provided that post-construction 
photographs of the project site are submitted to the Bureau of Land and Water Quality (BLWQ) within 
30 days of project completion. 

6. WETLAl\lDS AND WATERBODIES PROTECTION RULES: 

The applicant proposes to alter 480 square feet of WOSS and 80 linear feet of shoreline to stabilize an 
eroded embankment. 

The Department ' s Wetlands and Waterbodics Protection Rules, Chapter 310, require that the applicant 
meet the following standards: 

A. Avoidance. No activity may be pemtitted if there is a practicable alternative to the proj0ct that 
would be less damaging to the environment. Each application for a NRPA permit must provide an 
analysis of alternatives in order to demonstrate that a practicable alternative does not exist. The 
alternatives analysis for the proposed project is discussed in Finding 4. Encroachment into the pond is 



or 
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unavoidable because the is within three of the top of the Because the 
is within a tight-of-way on an abutter's property, relocation of the driveway and the riprap slope is not 

B. Minimal Alteration. The amount ofweUand to be altered must be kept to the rninimum amount 
necessary for the overaU purpose of the The also intends to ~t" ..nF·f'I 

sideslopes in the wetlands to 1:1 to reduce wetland impacts. 

C. 	 Compensation. In accordance with Chapter 310 Section 5(C)(6)(a), rrw,",,,,'''' 

to achieve the of no net loss of wetland functions and values since the 
less than 500 square feet of fiU in the resource, which is the threshold over which is 

Further, the project will not have an adverse on wildlife habitat as 
. For this reason, the determined that compensation is not 

The Department finds that the applicant has avoided and minimized wetland impacts to the 
extent practicable, and that the proposed project represents the least environmentally damaging 
alternative that meets the overall purpose of the project. 

7. 

B. 

The Department did not identify any other issues involving existing or 
uses, soil erosion, habitat or fisheries, the natural transfer of soil, natural flow ofwater, water 
flooding. 

BASED on the above of fact, and to the conditions listed the Department makes the 
following conclusions to 38 M.RS.A. Sections 480-A ~ seq. and Section 401 of the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act: 

A. 	 The proposed activity will not unreasonably interfere with existing scenic, d""""'':;Wc., recreational, or 
uses. 

will not cause unreasonable erosion of soil or sediment. 

C. 	 The proposed will not unreasonably inhibit the natural transfer of soil from the terrestrial to the 
marine or freshwater environment. 

D. 	 The harm any wildlife habitat, fi'eshwater wetland 
plant habitat, threatened or plant habitat, or adjacent upland travel corridor, 

or marine fishelies or other aquatic life provided that no construction work is 
15 and 31 calendar year. 

E. 	 The proposed will not unreasonably interfere with the natural flow of any surface or subsurface 
waters. 

F. 	 The activity witi not violate any state water 
that 

law including those ""'VF.rnlr.a 

classifications of the State's waters photographs of the site are 
submitted to the within 30 
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G. 	 The proposed activity will not unreasonably cause or increase the flooding of the alteration area or 
adjacent properties. 

H. 	 The proposed activity is not on or adjacent to a sand dune. 

I. 	 The proposed activity is not on an outstanding river segment as noted in Title 38 M.R.S.A. Section 480­
P. 

THEREFORE, the Department APPROVES the above noted application of ELEANOR SMITH to stabilize an 
eroded embankmen~ as described above, SUBJECT TO THE ATTACHED C01\TDITIONS, and all applicable 
standards and regulations: 

1. 	 Standard Conditions of Approval, a copy attached. 

2. 	 The applicant shall take all necessary measures to ensure that her activities or those of her agents do not 
result in measurable erosion of soil on the site during the construction ofthe project covered by this 
approval. 

3. 	 Severability. The invalidity or unenforceability of any provision, or part thereof, of this License shall not affect 
the remainder of the provision or any other provisions. This License shall be construed and enforced in all 
respects as if such invalid or unenforceable provision or part thereof had been omitted. 

4. 	 No construction work shall be conducted between April 15 and July 31 of any calendar year. 

5. 	 The applicant shall submi t post-construction photographs to the Department documenting the condition of the 
project site. Photographs shall be submitted to the BLWQ within 30 days of project completion. 

THIS APPROVAL DOES NOT CONSTITUTE OR SUBSTIruTE FOR AN'{ OTHER REQUIRED STATE, 

FEDERAL OR LOCAL APPROVALS NOR DOES IT VERIFY COMPLIANCE WITH ANY APPLICABLE 

SHORELAND ZONING ORDINANCES. 

CORRECTING THE ORDER DATED 06/01/2011. The effective date and expiration date remain the 

same as in the original. 


6 
This permit is digitally signed by Teco Brown on behalf 
of Acting Commmissioner James P. Brooks. It is 
digitally signed pursuant to 10 M RSA § 9418. It has 
been filed With the Board of EnVironmental Protection 

vrri ~ J-1 as of the signature date. 
, ......... '-'U' -- 2011.06.020744:01 -04'00' 

PLEASE NOTE THE ATTACHED SHEET FOR GUIDANCE ON APPEAL PROCEDURES ... 

rlg/ats#73074 & 73171IL25249AN & L25249BN 
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Natural Resource Protection Act (NRPA) 

Standard Conditions 


THE FOLLOWING STANDARD CONDITIONS SHALL APPLY TO ALL PERMITS GRA.!"l"TED UNDER 
THE NATURAL RESOURCE PROTECTION ACT, TITLE 38, MR.SA SECTION 480-A ET.SEQ. 
UNLESS OTHERWISE SPECIFICALLY STATED fN THE PERMIT. 
A. 	 Approval of Variations From Plans. The granting of this permit is dependent upon and limited to the 

proposals and plans contamed in the application and supporting documents submitted and affirmed to by 
the applicant. Any variation from these plans, proposals, and supporting documents is subject to review 
and approval prior to implementation. 

B. 	 Compliance With All Applicable Laws. The applicant shall secure and comply with all applicable 
federal , state, ffild local licenses, permits, authorizations, conditions, agreements, and orders prior to or 
during construction and operation, as appropriate. 

C. 	 Erosion Control. The applicant shall take all necessary measures to emure that his activities or those of 
his agents do not result in measurable erosion of soils on the site during the construction and operation 
of the proj ect covered by this Approval. 

D. 	 Compliance With Conditions. Should the project be found, at any time, not to be in compliance with 
any of the Conditions of this Approval, or should the applicant construct or operate this development in 
any way other the specified in the Application or Supporting Documents, as modified by the Conditions 
of this Approval, Ulen the terms of this Approval shall be considered to have been violateci 

E. 	 Initiation of Activity Within Two Years. If construction or operation of the activity is not begun within 
two years, this permit shall lapse and the applicant shall reapply to Ule Board for a new permit. The 
applicant may not begin construction or operation of Ule activity until a new permit is granted. 
Reapplications for permits shall state the reasons why the applicant 'will be able to begin Ule activity 
within two years form the granting of a new permit, if so granteci Reapplications for permits may 
include information submitted in the initial application by reference. 

F. 	 Reexamination After Five Years. If the approved activity is not completed within five years from the 
date of the granting of a permit, the Board may reexamine its permit approval and impose additional 
terms or conditions to respond to significant changes in circumstances which may have occurred during 
the five-year period. 

G. 	 No Construction Equipment Below High WaI.er. No construction equipment used in Ule undertaking of 
an approved activity is allowed below the mean high water line unless othelwise specified by this 
pemlit. 

H. 	 Permit Included In Contract Bids. A copy of this permit must be included in or attached to all contract 
bid spe cifications for the approved activity. 

1. 	 Permit Shown To Contractor. Work done by a contractor pursuant to this permit shall not begin before 
the contractor has been shown by the applicant a copy of this permit. 

Revised (4 /921DEP L W0428 



L-25249-IW-A-N/L-25249-TA-B-~ 	 701'7 

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL 

Before Construction 
I. 	 If you have hired a contractor, make sure you discuss your with them. Talk ab'Jut what 

measures they plan to take to control erosion. involved should understand what the resource 
and where it is located. Most can of a lake or river. the ofVlretlands 
are often not so obillous. Your contractor may be the person actually 
~~:..!2.!.~for with the 

2. 	Call around to find where erosion control materials are available. Chances are your contractor has these 
hay bales, wooden grass seed (or 

easy to find hay or straw during 
those times of year. Plan aheaG -- buy a 

3. 	 Before any soil is make sure an erosion control barrier has been installed. The barrier can be either 
a silt a row of staked or both. Use the below as a for correct installation and 
placement. Tbe barrier should be placed as close as possible to the soil-disturbance activity. 

4. 	 If a contractor is the erosion control double check it as a Erosio:l control 
barriers should be installed "on fue contour", at the same level or elevation across the land slope, 
whenever stormwater from flowing to fue lowest fue barrier where it can 
build up and overflow or fue barrieL 

typic~ haytj}!e barrier 	 typlcaf 
frorrtview 	 Silt fence 

side llieW 

materials on hand. You \:vill need silt 
filter fabric. Places to check for these items include farm & feed 
and It is not 

resource. k-Z5 foat ~ 
edge I"' minimum ... , 

(/.<lke, stream, 
wetland, e1.c.) 

erosion cootfrn bitrr1er 
(SIlt fence, haybiles, etc.) 

bottam flnp of sHt fence l4id 
in M'UoW trench and ancilOfed 
wnh loilorq,r'illiei 

During Construction 
1. 	 Use lots of or straw mulch on disturbed soil. The idea behind mulch is to prevent rain from 

soil I t is the force fue bare that to move 
with the runoff water, and cause erosion. More fuan 90% of erosion is the soil covered. 

2. your erosion control barriers This is tr..rmpT11fh 

water the then 

contractor then to figure out what can 


3. 	 your erosion control barrier up and maintained until you get a and healthy growth of grass and the 
area is permanently stabilized. 

C;"LJCL.l<lll 

erosion controls are not 
done to prevent more soil from 

as intended, You or your 
past the barrier. 



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
NEW ENGlAND DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS 


696 VIRGINIA ROAD 

CONCORD, MASSACHUSETTS 01742-2751 


MAINE GENERAL PERMIT (GP)REPLY TO 
ATTENTION OF AUI.tiQBJZATION LEIIfH AND SCREENING SUMMARY 

PORTLAND DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SERVICES 
NAE-2011-0046255 PORTLAND STREET 	 CORPS PERMIT # 

CORPS PGP ID#_--==~_____ _ _PORTLAND, MAINE 04101 
STATE ID#_ _ _ _ T-'.-:IER l _____ _:...:.-:..	 _ 

DESCR!PT!O!'! OF 'NORK: 
.. ~c_~_~.on.enllr.3p-fiU..h~lQ...w.J:b...e_-'w:liruu:yjJigh_'!'L~~xjl!l.lun~i!;l~_l'..Q.rul_ilU'_~-,J'4i\in!LlTM.M(I,p_~3:!,___ 
---.L.Qt_ltl..Q.5I_iu..J:u·_d.er...t!LlttBhillz_IUl.JlPf-QIDmatel)'_llQJ.lllil_aLhtet_!lbmding.:lhQfjlliru;uuUa_ceAt_t~J~.."...___ 

d 'v W<ll'_.at..2.l~Capl~i!LSj;r_c..e..t._jhi:t.Plo.rk...uLShQ1!![JLOlLth(L"-t.t~cbe_d ..pmDJUtlltitk_d~MlS~Ql'ID_~JJ.>.:RAe__ _ 
_ C.ITY.1).F._~RT...LANllJ>.J>Jit_l'QRTLAlmO-MALNE~.ro_uLahe_etulated-"JAmlARX_20~____.__ 
- - -_._-------------- _.. 

.------..---.­
43.6643864' 70.307547T WLATfLONG COORDINATES ______ __ N _____ USGS QUAD: PORTLAND W EST, ME 

I. CORPS DETERMINATION: 

Based all our review of the inFormation you provided, we have determined that your project will have only minimal individual and cumulative impacls on 

waters and wetlands of the United States. Y.wr-'<W.[lUsJhe!:e!oN.au1tuu:lLed...luUb~l:On'_CQrllS_oliDgjruters under tbe.-eru:.lase.d...&.dJlliIl 

P~anilJb.!!..M.<Iiru: General PermiUGI'}. Accordingly, we do not plan to take any further action on this project. 


You must perform the activity authorized herein in compliance with all the terms and conditions of the GP Qncluding any attached Addi tional Conditions 
and any conditions placed on the State 401 Water Quality Certification iru:Illc!iDRall)(.J:ll.quired miligallon]. Please review the enclosed GP carefully, 
including the GP conditions beginning on page 5, to familiarize yourselF with its contents. You are responsible for complying with all of the GP 
requirements; therefore you should be certain that whoever does the work fully understands all of the cond itions . You may wish to discuss the 
conditions of this authorization with your contractor to ensure the contractor can accomplish the work in a manner tilat conforms to all requirements, 

If you change the plans or construction methods for work within our jurisdiction, please contact us immediately to discuss modification of this 

authorization. This office must approve any changes before you undertake them. 


Gill:tdilion 41 of the GP (page 18) prov.i®s...Q~QLCOOlj)letillD_oLwlliJhaLhas..commence lilliJs finder contract to C.QlIJJllillll&.p.tinUo...the_e.KPlratio_Q 
~o...Qc1Qb.aL12.2.Q15 YOII will~ioo for any work within C.QIRaiw:is.d.icllo.oJb.atisJJo.Lc.omple1ci.hy-OJ;lllb:eL12. 
2Q.tiL 

This authorization presumes the work shown on your plans noted above is in waters of the U.S. Should you desire to appeal our jurisdiction, please 

submit a request for an approved jurisdictional determination in writing to the underSigned. 


No work may be started unless and until all other required local, State and Federal licenses and permits have been obtained. This includes but is not 
limited to a Flood Hazard Development Permit Issued by the lown if necessary. 

II. STATE ACTIONS: PENDING [ X ], ISSUED[ ]. DENIED [ ] OATI:_ ____ 


APPLICATION TYPE: PBR_' _ TIER 1:.... _Q.__ TIER 2 ;_~ TIER 3~ ~ LURC: _ _ DMR LEASE:: NA: __ 


III. FEDERAL ACTIONS: 


JOINT PROCESSING MEETING :___.N_A_____ LEVEL OF REVIEW; CATEGORY 1:. __ CATEGORY 2; ___ 


AUTHORITY (Based on a review of plans and/or State/Federal applications): SEC 10____, 404__X.__ 10/404___ ._ , 103__ _ 

EXCLUStONS, The exclusionary criteria identified In the general permit do not apply to this project. 


FEDERAL RESOURCE AGENCY OBJECTIONS: EPA~ USF&WS~ NMFS....ND_ 


If you have any questions on this matter, please contact my staff at 207-623-8367 at our Manchester, Maine Project Omce. In order for us to better 


'""" "0, w, wo 'P ''',,', Y'"' 00'"""''"9 ""C~,~" S~." SO"'' '2d'~~'""7t<lm~1 
1,CLEMENT 8'i~'DELGIUDICE tol~R 	 ~~~ERMITS & EPROJECT MANAGER 	 FORCEMENT BRANCH 

INE PROJECT OFFICE 	 REGULATORY DIVISION 


