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CITY OF NORTH ADAMS, MASSACHUSETTS 
 

Conservation Commission 

 
 

REGULAR MEETING 

 

MINUTES 

 

February 5, 2019 

 

MEMBERS PRESENT: Chairman Jason Moran, Andrew Kawczak, Elena Traister and Jim Moulton 

 

MEMBERS ABSENT: Jason Canales and Tim Lescarbeau 

 

OTHERS PRESENT: Peter Greenbush and Jim Sisto 

 

CALL TO ORDER: Chairman Moran called the meeting to order at 6:24pm. 

 

PUBLIC HEARING/NEW BUSINESS:  

 A Request for Determination of Applicability submitted by JP Parent Company, LLC for property 

located at 858 & 874 Curran Highway to operate a transportation/livery business. 

 

Chairman Moran explained to the board that the owner went back and forth with Mark Stinson and Mark 

advised to submit the application for legality purposes. 

 

Chairman Moran asked for introduction and overview for the record. Jim Sisto, attorney in North Adams 

representing JP Parent Company, LLC explained that the company operates E-Pod Transportation and is 

in the process of moving their business to North Adams. Mr. Sisto explained that they are not making any 

changes to the footprint of the structures or the façade in any manner. They are not dredging the flood 

plain area. Mr. Sisto explained the area that is packed with limestone and there are some metal storage 

containers that will stay on the property. Chairman Moran confirmed that everything is being contained to 

the existing bituminous that is there now. 

 

Member Kawczak asked for clarification on whether the transport business would have cars or trucks. Mr. 

Sisto explained that they have cars for non-emergency/non-medical transportation services. Mr. Sisto 

explained that they offer services through places such as the BRTA and shuffle people to doctor’s 

appointments, etc. No public go to the property. No fuel/oil tanks on the property. They fuel up off site. 

They have 35 employees and 24 non-emergency medical vehicles.  

 

Peter Greenbush, owner of JP Parent Company, LLC, pointed out where the business would be using 

space on the property. Member Kawczak asked about the junk yard. Mr. Greenbush explained that the 

junk yard was completely cleaned out and that they will only parking vehicles on the property.  

 

Discussion of whether the property is in the flood plain. Member Kawczak explained that they are in the 

flood plain but it has been filled from previous owners. Mr. Greenbush is trying to deal with the cards 

he’s been dealt. 

 

Mr. Greenbush and Member Kawczak had a discussion about the future development options on the site 
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if Mr. Greenbush were to purchase the property. Chairman Moran explained that the property was 

previously disturbed and that would work in his favor. Mr. Sisto asked whether it would be necessary to 

come before the Conservation Commission if they were to purchase the property. Chairman Moran 

explained that unless the use of the property were to change from the site plan and proposed use presented 

at this meeting, they would not have to go before the commission again. 

 

Chairman Moran asked for any other questions from the board. He explained that because they have an 

RDA and not a Notice of Intent, the RDA requires that to make a determination positive would mean that 

we have determined that they need to file a Notice of Intent. Negative would mean that no further action 

is required and they do not need to file a Notice of Intent. Historically, we’ve worked with a negative 2 

which is: the work described in the request is; within the area subject to protection under the act will not 

remove, fill, dredge or alter that area, therefore the said work does not require filing the NOI; or number 3 

says the work described in the request is within the buffer zone and Mark has allowed us to cross that out 

and just say resource area, as defined by the regulation but will not alter the area subject to protection of 

the act, therefore a NOI is not required given the following reasons: 3 allows us to put a condition on it if 

we feel that there are any conditions; 2 just says it’s good to go as submitted with the plan and the RDA.  

Chairman Moran asked for a motion. Member Kawczak made a motion for a negative determination of 

applicability. In this situation, it says that you are in the resource area but the work as proposed will not 

alter what is there. Motion was seconded by Members Traister and Moulton. 

 

 

ADJOURNMENT: Meeting adjourned at 7:40pm. 

 
 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

 

Michelle Ells 

Secretary 


