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05.03.24

To: CRMC

Attn:  Amy Silva, Senior Environmental Scientist
Oliver H. Stedman Government Center
4808 Tower Hill Road, Suite 3
Wakefield, Rl 02879-1900

Addenda to Modification Request Narrative

CRMC: 1990-10-40 (Subdivision Assent)

Ref. A22-12-28 (View Corridor Assent)

Johnycake Lane, Portsmouth (Gurski Residence) — NEI job#22.0123
“Stipulation H”

per Telcon with A Silva (CRMC) and N. Hingorany (NEI). 05.02.24

Request to amend report to include rationale as to why stipulation H was included in original
Assent. A. Silva noted that, erosive concerns were part of the consideration of an aggregate access
and limit on individual access points and requested this be addressed.

As the proposed site is situated on a ~10% slope, which runs towards the Sakonnet River,
it is posited that part of the original intent of CRMC was to limit individual access points due to
concerns over erosion of the coastal bank. As noted in the prior narrative, we believe Stipulation
“H" was originally intended to minimize disturbance into the coastal feature, due to fears over
erosion. We have conducted detailed surveys and investigations of the bluff, along the owners
land, and where feasible, those of the abutters. The bluff and coastal feature appear to be stable,
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The only exception, is to the north of the Gurski property, along a stormwater swale at the
terminus of a drajnage flow through the 50' buffer zone {see Attachment Iy,
easement. This swale is fed by
unmitigated stormwater from the
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Leeward Shores Condominium northesst corner of the site, was ¢ de«igned for
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that stated the cause was flow from
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back as the original Assent, per the permit record.




Aside from this isolated, and pre-existing condition, there is no evidence of erosion in the
subdivision. In addition, this writer has personally worked on shoreline access paths and coastal
steps on significantly steeper parcels (further south, along the Sakonnet River), and in more recent
subdivisions no limits on individual access points were included (Vanderbilt Ln, Seaspray Ln, etc.).
Properly designed and installed shoreline access paths and steps, will not further destabilize the
coastal feature., Given the width of the lots, these features account for a very small percentage of
the overall slope. Any minor temporary erosion is mitigated by standard erosion control practices
(Compost Filter Sock, Coir, Mats, and bedding). Once any stairs are established, vegetation
grows freely to firm up the slope.

As no erosion has occurred, since the construction of the structures and infrastructure, and
since initial intent of stipulation “H" was to protect the bluff due to staff concerns over erosion, this
would further indicate the lack of necessity of restriction on individual access paths for the subject
parcel(s).

Southerly Abutters Steps looking North toward the Gurski Parcel — Showing a well ve

and stable buffer (Summer 2023)
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Site Plan Showing Abutters Stairs and Limited Swale Erosion

The prior report noted an assumption that the abutters (AP31-67) staircase had been resolved at a
prior council meeting. Amy Silva brought it to our attention that, the matter is still unresolved.

Sincerely,

/s

Neal Hingorany, MS PLS.

It you should have any questions, please do not hesitate to reach out to our office 401.683.6630, or email

cbarry@nei-cds.com.
aECEIVED \
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