
 

 

 

 
 
 

Mashpee Planning Board Meeting 
Wednesday, May 16, 2018 

7:00 p.m. 
 

 
 
Call Meeting to Order: 7:00 p.m. – Waquoit Meeting Room – Mashpee Town Hall 

 Pledge of Allegiance 
 
Approval of Minutes 

 Review and approval of May 2, 2018 Minutes 
 
New Business 

 2018 Spring Town Meeting Outcomes.  

 Discussion regarding Mashpee Commons proposal to add a Form Based Code chapter in the Zoning By-law. 
 

Old Business 

 Mashpee Commons By Design: Master Plan Week Pop-Up Design Studio – Community Feedback 
 
Board Member Updates  

 Chairman’s Report   

 Reports from members of Design Review Committee, Community Preservation Committee, 

 Environmental Oversight Committee, Historic District Commission, MMR Military Civilian Community Council and 
Cape Cod Commission 

 Historic District Committee 
 
Planning Staff Updates 

 Housing Choice Initiative Outcome and Implications 

 OpenCounter Project with Cape Cod Commission. 

 Update regarding invited experts to discuss long-term planning strategy. 
 
Correspondence  

 October 2017 Discharge Monitoring Report for South Cape Village N=5.6 

 November 2017 Discharge Monitoring Report for South Cape Village N=6.40 

 December 2017 Discharge Monitoring Report for South Cape Village N=5.10 

 January 2018 Discharge Monitoring Report for South Cape Village N=5.60 

 February 2018 Discharge Monitoring Rep ort for South Cape Village N=39.50 

 March 2018 Discharge Monitoring Rep ort for South Cape Village N=4.50 
 
Waterways 

 Gregory and Hillery Lee, 58 Norwich Road, Popponesset Creek, Mashpee. Removal of existing licensed pier, 
ramp and float system. Construct, maintain and license a new pier, ramp and float system. Also, project includes 
performing maintenance dredging under existing DEP Dredge Permit No. 12154. 

 
Additional Topics 
(This space is reserved for topics that the Chair did not reasonably anticipate would be discussed) 
 
Adjournment 

Planning Board 
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Mashpee Planning Board Meeting
Wednesday, May 2, 2018

7: 00 p.m.      

MASHPEE TOWN CLERK

Call Meeting_to Order: 7: 00 p.m.— Waquoit Meeting Room-- Mashpee Town Hall A 2Q
Pledge of Allegiance

RECEIVE® BY
Approval of Minutes

Review and approval of April 18, 2018 Minutes

Public Hearings

7: 05 PM Warrant Article 17: Amendment to the Mashpee Zoning By-Law by adding a new section § 174- 17. 1:

Raze and Replace. Submitted by the Zoning Board of Appeals

7: 10 PM Warrant Article 18: To see if the Town will vote pursuant to M. G. L. ch. 40 to authorize the Board of

Selectmen to purchase an 80 percent low income restriction on a real property identified as 37 Center
Street, Petitioner, Ms. Katherine McBrien

Warrant Article 19: A citizen' s petition to see if the Town will vote pursuant to M. G. L. ch. 40 to authorize

the Board of Selectmen to release and extinguish a 120 percent moderate income restriction on a real

property identified as 37 Center Street. Petitioner, Ms. Katherine McBrien

New Business

Approval Not Required Plan (ANR)

Applicant:      Shane M. Mallon, P. L. S., 78 North St., 3r°. Floor, Hyannis, MA 02601

Location:       0 Sampsons Mill Road- Southworth Cape Dev. LLC,& 100 Willowbend Drive-Trustees of

Willowbend Community Trust
Request: Signature of plan as" Approval Not Required"

C. Rowley March 2018 Billing

Old Business

Mashpee Commons Update: The Mashpee Commons Master Plan Week from May 3— May 9
Update on Ockway Highlands Subdivision roadway construction ( Blue Castle Drive)

Board Member Updates

Chairman' s Report

Reports from members of Design Review Committee, Community Preservation Committee,
Environmental Oversight Committee, Historic District Commission, MMR Military Civilian Community Council and
Cape Cod Commission

Historic District Committee

Planning Staff Updates

Seaport Economic Council, Supportive Coastal Infrastructure Project Grant Proposal

Housing Choice Initiative, Submission for Designation



Correspondence

October 2017 Discharge Monitoring Report for South Cape Village N= 5. 6
November 2017 Discharge Monitoring Report for South Cape Village N= 6.40
December 2017 Discharge Monitoring Report for South Cape Village N= 5. 10
January 2015 Discharge Monitoring Report for South Cape Village N= 5. 60
February 2018 Discharge Monitoring Rep ort for South Cape Village N= 39. 50
March 2018 Discharge Monitoring Rep ort for South Cape Village N= 4. 50

Waterways

Additional Topics

This space is reserved for topics that the Chair did not reasonably anticipate would be discussed)

Adlournment

MASHPEE TOWN CLERIC

APR 7 7 HMO

RECEIVE® BY



Mashpee Planning Board
Minutes of Meeting

May 2, 2018 at 7: 00 p.m.
Waquoit Meeting Room, Mashpee Town Hall

Planning Board Members Present: Chairman Mary Waygan, Dennis Balzarini, Joe Cummings,
Robert( Rob) Hansen

Also: Evan Lehrer-Town Planner, Charles Rowley-Consulting Engineer
Absent:  David Kooharian, David Weeden

CALL TO ORDER

The Town of Mashpee Planning Board meeting was opened with a quorum in the Waquoit Meeting
Room at Mashpee Town Hall by the Chair, at 7: 01 p.m. on Wednesday, May 2, 2018. The Pledge of
allegiance was recited.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES--- April 18, 2018

MOTION:  Mr. Balzarini made a motion to accept as presented. Mr. Cummings seconded the

motion. All voted unanimously.

PUBLIC HEARINGS

7: 05 p.m.       Warrant Article 17: Amendment to the Mashpee Zoning By-Law by adding a new
section § 174- 17.1: Raze and Replace. Submitted by the Zoning Board of Appeals

The Chair read the Public Hearing Notice for Article 17, submitted by the Zoning Board of Appeals,
regarding Raze and Replace. Mr. Lehrer stated that he had previously submitted a report to the
Planning Board outlining his comments as they related to the Article. Mr. Lehrer suggested that the
amendment could offer flexibility to pre-existing, nonconforming lots in Mashpee.

John Furbush, Chair of the Zoning Board of Appeals, explained that the amendment was drafted
because the current bylaw required that changes to the home could be made, provided part of the

dwelling structure remained in place. Mr. Furbush noted that, if the dwelling were completely razed,
the lot would lose its grandfathered status. Approximately 90% ofthe lots in Mashpee did not meet

the current lot minimum size requirements. If the house was razed, according to the existing bylaw,
the lot would become unbuildable. The ZBA proposed an amendment that would rebuild the lot as
long as what was proposed was not more non-conforming than currently existed, basically remaining
in the same footprint. Mr. Furbush noted that, should the amendment not pass, there could be negative
impacts to tax revenue and job opportunities.

Mr. Balzarini inquired about the Special Permit process. Mr. Furbush responded that the only way to

replace at this time was by receiving a variance due to issues with the shape of the lot, soil condition
issues or characteristics of the land. Mr. Balzarmi stated that the amendment would allow
homeowners to accomplish their goals with greater ease and Mr. Furbush agreed that it would be easier
to grant the Special Permit.

Mr. Cummings inquired about a list of conditions and Mr. Furbush stated that structures could be no
closer to the sidelines which would be written on the Special Permit. Mr. Furbush stated that the intent
was to allow property owners to rebuild their homes on their current footprint.
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Mr. Hansen inquired about height restrictions and Mr. Furbush responded that existing restrictions

would remain, no higher than 35 feet over the average topography, set back 40 feet from the road, 15
feet from the side and rear and 40,000 square feet.

Alexander Joyce, a land use planning attorney, complemented the ZBA' s efforts to better clarify the
bylaw, but suggested that it did not go far enough.  Mr. Joyce felt that the amendment should be further

reviewed, noting that the purpose ofplanning was to plan. Mr. Joyce felt that the amendment did not
address the objective of zoning, which was to ameliorate or eradicate non-conforming uses and
structures or make them less non-conforming. It was Mr. Joyce' s opinion that it accomplished the
opposite, suggesting an example of an older home built next to the property line, allowing a new home
to be built on the property line, while also extending or elevating it. Mr. Joyce felt that a newly built
home should be constructed based on existing set back requirements. Mr. Joyce also felt that the
bylaw was unfair since the abutter may have met the requirements, but a neighbor could evade the
bylaw by razing and elevating their home.  It was Mr. Joyce' s opinion that the Board should not
approve the amendment.

Mr. Balzarini noted that, according to the ZBA, the amendment allowed the building to be razed but
would remain within the same footprint. Mr. Joyce responded that the language did not specify the
home remaining in the footprint. Mr. Balzarini suggested that property value of the neighbors could
increase with the improvement of a new home. Mr. Joyce agreed, but stated that they would prefer
that new homes meet with current zoning. Mr. Balzarini stated that current zoning made it difficult to
rebuild and Mr. Joyce responded that a new home could be built in the existing location. By that
reasoning, Mr. Balzarini pointed out that a house sitting beside the lot line, would then be allowed to
be rebuilt on the lot line. The Chair clarified that the new house could remain at that location on the
lot, and expand but could not become any further non-conforming. Mr. Balzarini stated that the whole
lot was likely non-conforming. Mr. Lehrer agreed that the majority of lots in South Mashpee were
short of the required 40,000 feet because construction occurred before the current zoning was in place.
Mr. Joyce stated that he was not trying to eradicate non-conforming lots.  Mr. Lehrer pointed out that
some lots would not even allow for the 40 foot setback due to its size. Mr. Joyce suggested that the

bylaw be made less non-conforming.

Mr. Lehrer asked for further definition of" substantially more detrimental" and Mr. Joyce stated that he
was struggling with" no new non-conformities." Mr. Lehrer expressed his concern that" substantially"
lacked definition, particularly as it related to the interpretation for a Special Permit. Mr. Joyce
inquired about the allowable size ofnon-conformity. Mr. Lehrer stated that an additional non-
conformity could not be added to the existing non-conformity, according to the amendment. Mr. Joyce
stated that the purpose should be to make things more conforming, adding that it was unfair for a
neighbor to raze and build a larger home, violating the current bylaw.

John Lynch, a homeowner in Popponesset, supported addressing raze and replace but agreed with Mr.
Lehrer that further definition was needed. Mr. Lynch liked the idea of remaining within the existing
footprint, but did not see that statement identified in the amendment. Mr. Lynch suggested that the
ambiguities could lead to difficulties down the road and asked that Mr. Furbush explain where it
existed in the amendment. Mr. Balzarini suggested that the amendment could be amended on the
floor. The Chair noted that it could become more restrictive. Mr. Lynch agreed that most lots were
non-conforming and requested that the amendment reflect the protections described by Mr. Furbush.
Mr. Lynch felt that the issue should not be rushed and that more time should be spent considering the
bylaw. Mr. Lynch noted that there was a balance between homeowner rights and protection of the
neighborhood.
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The.Chair opened the 7: 10 p.m. Public Hearing for Articles 18 and 19.

MOTION: Mr. Balzarini made a motion to extend Articles 18 and 19 to 7: 45 p.m.  Mr.
Cummings seconded the motion. All voted unanimously.

Mr. Furbush stated that the current bylaw allowed the homeowner to do whatever they wanted,
provided a wall remained. If the wall did not remain, the lot would become unbuildable. Chairman
Waygan inquired what would prevent a building from increasing its footprint. Mr. Furbush responded
that the homeowner could not create any additional non-conformities detrimental to the neighborhood.
It was confirmed that the footprint could be enlarged provided it did not create additional non-
conformities. Mr. Lynch stated that the public would want more input and wished to have greater
clarity about the bylaw. Mr. Balzarini stated that the existing bylaw allowed the homeowner to do
what they wanted as long as a wall remained. It was Mr. Lynch' s opinion that the Article should not
be voted on Monday night as it needed more clarity to avoid additional confusion. Mr. Lynch stated
that massive homes were being built in the neighborhood, adding that there would no objections if
homeowners remained within their footprint.

Chairman Waygan stated that permission would be needed in advance of the meeting from the Town
Moderator, to be allowed to speak at Town Meeting.  Mr. Lehrer read the definition of raze and
replace, which was exclusive of foundations. If it was excluded, it could be interpreted that the
foundation would remain and therefore used for rebuilding. However, it was noted that new
foundations could be added and homeowners would be allowed to extend as long as they stayed within
the setbacks.  Mr. Balzarini inquired whether there were public hearings about the amendment and the
Chair noted that there should have been a vote in public session. Mr. Furbush stated that there was a

public hearing with the Finance Committee. Mr. Lynch stated that there was no public input for the
amendment, other than the last Zoning Board meeting. Mr. Lynch added that the Planning Board was
the legislative body for zoning and asked that the issues be addressed prior to voting to support the
amendment.

Jim Kelly, Popponesset resident, thanked the Board for the public hearing and expressed frustration
that the public has had no input. Mr. Kelly stated his concern that the lots were small in Popponesset,
with large mansions being constructed. Mr. Kelly referenced the meetings being held for Mashpee
Commons and stated his opinion that he would like to be involved with meetings about this issue,
malting it a more inclusive process. Mr. Kelly agreed that the term" substantially" was ambiguous and
recommended seeking comment from the citizens. Mr. Kelly wished for all neighbors to receive the
same benefits and wants greater clarity on the definition of substantially for the Zoning Board. Mr.
Balzarini stated that Town Meeting was the appropriate process for the amendment, to allow the
taxpayers to vote on the amendment. Mr. Kelly felt that Town Meeting was too late to be making
changes. It was noted that it would be by a 213 vote.  Mr. Balzarini stated that if the amendment was
not passed, there would be no change to the bylaw, large homes were already built under the existing
bylaw. Mr. Balzarini indicated that the amendment would allow a homeowner to improve their home.
There was question about seeking variances. Mr. Kelly stated that some new 3, 000 square foot homes
had been built, with the addition of a 7,000 square foot home, and questioned how that could be
allowed.

Steve Onkowski also expressed his interest in a better definition for" neighborhood," pointing out that
the Knoll had a smaller view of the neighborhood, and suggested wording that a home could not be
seen from one street over. The Chair responded that abutters were informed, by letter, within 300 feet
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of any corner of the property, which served as a definition of the neighborhood, but anyone could
attend a public meeting to express their views.

Mr. Kelly stated that he never received notice regarding an abutting property. The Chair explained that
if the building was " by right," leaving a wall standing, no one would be notified because they were
compliant with current zoning. If the homeowner would be addressing the ZBA or Planning Board for
a Special Permit, abutters would receive notification. Mr. Kelly stated that he approached three
departments about not being notified and was told the rolls could not be changed until January. Mr.
Lehrer confirmed that abutter letters were sent by certified mail and a record would be kept so Mr.
Kelly could verify the address with the Town. The Chair stated that perhaps the Town was using an
old tax record address that was on record. Mr. Kelly stated that Mr. Lynch did not receive a notice at
his work address. Mr. Lehrer suggested checking the certified mail list, adding that it did not fall
under the purview of the Planning Board. Mr. Kelly responded that he did and was bounced around.
The Chair noted that, if it was her and she was concerned about compliance, she would follow up with
the Town Manager' s office.

Bill Blaisdell, Vice Chair of the Zoning Board of Appeals, stated that the amendment used similar
language to the existing bylaw. Mr. Blaisdell confimned that no new non-conformities could be
introduced to the site, but the homeowner could change, alter or extend any pre-existing non-
conformities of the structure being replaced.  Mr. Rowley noted that" substantially" was part of the
State Statute and was likely the reason the ZBA had to review each application on its own merits. Mr.
Rowley stated that the proposed amendment would be no different than State law.  Mr. Blaisdell
confirmed that the ZBA had been using the bylaw and using their discretion to confirm that new
construction was not substantially more detrimental to what was existing and confirmed that proposals
had indeed been rejected. The only difference to the existing bylaw and the proposed amendment was
allowing the structure to be completely razed. Mr. Blaisdell added that, if a home was razed, without
the amended bylaw, it would create an unbuildable lot. The ZBA was attempting to create more clarity

with the amendment rather than trying to define, under the current bylaw, how much of a structure
would need to remain.

Mr. Cummings inquired about adding" same footprint" to the amendment. The Chair inquired whether
the other Board of Appeal members would embrace the wording. Mr. Blaisdell stated that it would be
an alteration to the existing bylaw and that it may not satisfy the concerns of the residents. Mr.
Balzarini recommended allowing the residents of Mashpee to voice their opinion with their vote at
Town Meeting. There was consensus from the public to require building within the footprint.  There
was discussion noting that, with a wall remaining, the existing bylaw could allow a structure to build
all the way up to the 15 foot setback. The bylaw did allow reconstruction to extend beyond the
footprint. Mr. Hansen agreed that" footprint" should be added to the bylaw. Mr. Furbush inquired
whether it was fair to tell a homeowner that they could not build up to their setback if they chose to do
so.

Mr. Balzarini asked for a motion. Mr. Rowley referenced the small lot size of non-conforming lots and
noted that some bylaws allowed expansion no more than a specified amount beyond current building
size, such as 25%. Mr. Rowley explained that it could limit the situation whereby an oversized home
could be built in a neighborhood of smaller homes. There was consensus from the public. Mr. Lehrer
stated that the scope of the Article could not be changed. The Chair suggested asking Town Counsel
about making the amendment,  Mr. Lynch stated his preference for suggestions made by Mr. Hansen
and Mr. Rowley, to build within the footprint and maintain an appropriate volume, and felt that it
would address many of the concerns expressed.  The suggested changes would create less ambiguity
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and Mr. Lynch emphasized the importance of getting the amendment right and waiting for another
Town Meeting ifnecessary.  Mr. Furbush stated that he was unsure as to whether there would be
support to limit the expansion to the footprint and 25%. Mr. Furbush was not sure whether it would be

fair not to allow a homeowner to expand to the setbacks.

MOTION:  Mr. Balzarini made a motion to close the Public Hearing for Article 17. Mr.
Cummings seconded the motion. All voted unanimously.

MOTION: Mr. Balzarini made a motion to extend the Public Hearing to 8: 15 p.m. for Articles
18 and 19. Mr. Cummings seconded the motion. All voted unanimously.

MOTION: Mr.Balzarini made a motion to recommend approval of this Article with no
amendments.

The Chair stated that she felt that a better Article could be drafted. Mr. Balzarini stated that a motion
had been made and needed a second.

Mr. Cummings seconded the motion.

The Chair stated that a vote of 213 of Town Meeting voters would be needed for the amendment to
pass. Chairman Waygan noted that there was public disagreement regarding the amendment and that
there would be speakers present at Town Meeting speaking against the amendment. The Chair
recommended that the Board of Appeals work out the differences with the residents of the area that

would be highly impacted. It was suggested that Raze and Replace be rewritten as one to avoid further
confusion.

I yes, 2 no

The Article was not recommended by the Planning Board for Town Meeting.  The Planning Board
wished to re-examine the prospect ofMoth razing and replacing these homes, consider re-writing
Section 174- 17 and 174- 17. 1 and that there be further discussion regarding a possible limit to the
increase in footprint. It was also recommended that the term" substantially" be more clearly defined.
The Planning Board would be willing to host any effort to re-write the bylaw. The Chair appreciated
the Board ofAppeals bringing the issue forward. Mr. Lehrer suggested that the timing to reconsider
the amendment should not greatly impact the construction timeline.

7: 10 p.m.       Warrant Article 18: To see if the Town will vote pursuant to M.G.L. ch. 40 to
authorize the Board of Selectmen to purchase an 80 percent low income restriction

on a real property identified as 37 Center Street, Petitioner, Ms. Katherine
McBrien

Warrant Article 19: A citizen' s petition to see if the Town will vote pursuant to

M.G.L. ch. 40 to authorize the Board of Selectmen to release and extinguish a 120
percent moderate income restriction on a real property identified as 37 Center
Street. Petitioner, Ms. Katherine McBrien

Chairman Waygan opened the next Public Hearing at 8: 20 and read for the record the Public Hearing
Notices regarding both Articles 18 and 19, regarding a petition article to remove an affordable housing
deed restriction.
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Mr. Lehrer was in contact with the Town Manager who reported that the citizen petitioner was

expected to remove the Warrant Articles at Town Meeting because she had received a market offer on
her property, with the deed restriction. The Articles would, however, remain on the Warrant.  Mr.
Lehrer expressed his concern regarding the implications of the Articles.

Mr. Lehrer indicated that the Chair of the Affordable Housing Committee, Allan Isbitz, was present to
address the implications, should the issue come up again. Mr. Isbitz was in agreement with Mr. Lehrer
and stated that the Article would have set a terrible precedent, possibly resulting in a loss of all
moderate income units at Main Street Village. The sale of the property showed that the restriction was
workable, although the homeowners went through a difficult time understanding how to carry out the
sale process. There was perception that there was not a need for the moderate income program
because the Housing Assistance Corporation had no active list, but it was questioned whether HAC
needed help to better market available units and support the marketing effort. The Chair suggested
developing a fund with CPC funding, to pay the MLS fee, which would quickly identify an affordable
buyer and would assist in the development of a list. Mr. Isbitz noted that the formula was cumbersome
and not workable in the current market, adding that there was no longer a moderate income formula at
Mass Housing. Mr. Isbitz suggested reviewing the programs, addressing the problems and working to
preserve the existing four units at Main Street Village.

MOTION:  Mr. Balzarini made a motion to approve Article 18 and 19, as written, to Town

Meeting. Mr. Cummings seconded the motion.

Mr. Lehrer clarified that to approve the Articles, would remove the deed restriction, not the
preservation of it. The petitioner had been invited to attend tonight' s meeting.

MOTION:  Mr. Balzarini made a motion to close the Public Hearing for Warrant Article 18 and
Warrant Article 19 as written to Town Meeting. Mr. Cummings seconded the motion. All voted
unanimously.

MOTION:  Mr. Balzarini made a motion to recommend approval of Article 18 and approval of
Article 19. Mr. Cummings seconded the motion. 2 yes, i no

It was stated that the Board did not support the Articles.

MOTION:  Mr. Balzarini made a motion to rescind his motion that he made for Article 18 and
Article 19. Mr. Cummings seconded the motion. All voted unanimously.

The Chair stated that Chapter 40B allowed for the developer to build with greater density to provide
affordable units. In addition, it was the Chair' s opinion that requests of funding from the Town should

not be by petition article, but instead, should go through proper funding sources.

MOTION:  Mr. Balzarini made a motion to not recommend Article 18 and Article 19 to Town

Meeting. Mr. Cummings seconded the motion. All voted unanimously.

NEW BUSINESS

Approval Not Required Plan( ANR)

Applicant: Shane M. Mallon, P.L. S., 78 North St., 31. Floor, Hyannis, MA 42601
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Location:  0 Sampsons Mill Road-Southworth Cape Dev. LLC,& 100 Willowbend

Dr., Trustees of Willowbend Community Trust
Request:  Signature of plan as " Approval Not Required"

The Chair read for the record the ANR request.  Shane Mallon, land surveyor, was present to outline a
simple land swap request.  Mr. Mallon stated that Lot B would be combined with Lot 3G and Lot C ( a

piece of 3G) would be combined with Lot A. Lots met all zoning and frontage requirements.  Mr.

Lehrer drafted a report, noting that the land swap was proposed to create better positioning on the golf
course for the construction of new townhomes. Mr. Rowley requested that Sampson Mill Road be
labeled as public or private on the plan.  Mr. Mallon agreed to make the notation, confirming that it

was a public way.

MOTION:  Mr. Balzarini made a motion to approve ANR, with the exception that Sampson Mill
Road be labeled as public. Mr. Cummings seconded the motion. All voted unanimously.

C. Rowley March 201$ Billing-A bill in the amount of$ 540 had been received for two regular April
meetings and inspections at SouthCapc Village Home Goods. Planning Board members would sign
off on the invoice at Town Meeting.

MOTION: Mr. Balzarini made a motion to pay Charles Rowley$ 540 for the work he did in the
month of April. Mr. Cummings seconded the motion. All voted unanimously.

OLD BUSINESS

Update on Ockway Highlands Subdivision-Mr. Lehrer reported that the development had
been taken over by Bayberry Building last spring, but had since been generating a number of
complaints regarding drainage and paving of the road. Mr. Lehrer met with the developer and Town
Manager to establish a timeline to address movement of the project. It was reported that Verizon had
necessary infrastructure in the center of the road, which was slowing progress. Movement was
expected in the coming weeks. There had been no permit violations.

Mr. Rowley stated that the Verizon line was just a few feet deep and that the grade may come close to
it. Mr. Rowley reported that the contractor had done a good job at Blue Castle and the intersection of
Degrasse, maintaining the road and addressing drainage issues by relocating the road through the
creation of a bypass. Mr. Rowley would be inspecting the site further once base material was received
for the connection.

Mashpee Commons Update-As noted in the Chairman' s report.

BOARD MEMBER UPDATES

Chairman' s Report-The Chair wished to remind the public that Mashpee' s Annual

Town Meeting would be held Monday, May 7 at 7:00 p.m. at the High School. The Town Warrant
was available online. Donations would be accepted for the local food pantry.

Mashpee Commons would be exploring a new master plan and expansion and was hosting a week long
design studio with special topic sessions. The event would begin May 3 at 9: 00 a.m. until May 9. The
kick off cookout will be at 5: 30 on May 3, at the library. The Chair was in attendance at the Board of
Selectmen meeting to share Mashpee Commons' schedule of events.
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The next meeting of the Quashnet River Footbridge will take place on Tuesday, May 22 at 5: 30 in
Town Hall.

Community Preservation Committee-The Chair stated that there were Community
Preservation Committee Articles on the Warrant at Town Meeting. Among the projects were a
housekeeping item to adjust the 10% revenue amount from last fiscal year, 414 to appropriate

140,000 into the operating expense account, Special Town Meeting Article# 6 appropriating
167,000 for Habitat for Humanity to build three new homes, and# 7 requesting $32,500 for the

Mashpee Revolutionary War memorial.
Design Review Committee-No meeting
Environmental Oversight Committee-No meeting
Historic District Commission-No meeting
MMR Military Civilian Community Council-Update of MMR Joint Land Use

Study-No update
Cape Cod Commission-Mr. Lehrer reported that he was still awaiting a response from the

Cape Cod Commission about attending a Planning Board meeting. The Chair suggested that ifMay 16
would not work, they could attend one of the June meetings.

PLANNING STAFF UPDATES

Seaport Economic Council, Supportive Coastal Infrastructure Project Grant Proposal-

Mr. Lehrer reported that he had submitted a grant proposal, in conjunction with Save Popponesset Bay,

seeking$ 1 million for dune and beach nourishment at Popponesset Spit. Mr. Lehrer stated that the spit

was a crucial piece of green infrastructure, protecting coastal assets such as shell fishing beds,
recreation and the maintenance ofwater quality.  A decision should be available in August. Letters of
support were submitted from local legislators and Mashpee' s Board of Selectmen voted to submit the
grant. A 20% match would be provided by Save Popponesset Bay and Mashpee would offer an in kind
donation through dredging. Natural Resources and the Conservation department were also involved
with data collection. Mr. Lehrer stated that to ensure the long term viability of the spit, more
substantial nourishment was needed. The funding would allow for the opportunity to truck in
additional sand.  There was discussion about the means by which the nourishment would be executed
and Mr. Lehrer offered to share the coastal engineering plan.  It was noted that work would be
completed in compliance with Mass DEP.

Housing Choice Initiative, Submission for Designation- Mr. Lehrer stated that Massachusetts
was designating Housing Choice Communities based on work already completed. The designation
was based on identifying the number of units created since 2013. Designation could provide priority
for available funding. Mashpee has beat the threshold by 1. 1% so official designation was anticipated

by the end of the spring.

CORRESPONDENCE

October 2017 Discharge Monitoring Report for South Cape Village N=5. 6
November 2017 Discharge Monitoring Report for South Cape Village N=6.40
December 2017 Discharge Monitoring Report for South Cape Village N=5. 10
January 2018 Discharge Monitoring Report for South Cape Village N=5. 60
February 2018 Discharge Monitoring Report for Southport N=39.75
March 2018 Discharge Monitoring Report for South Cape Village N=4.5

WATERWAYS LICENSES

ADDITIONAL TOPICS
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ADJOURNMENT

MOTION: Mr. Balzarini made a motion to adjourn. Mr. Cummings seconded the motion. All

voted unanimously. The meeting ended at 9: 10 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

i V x

Jennifr M. Clifford

Board Secretary

LIST OF DOCUMENTS

Public Hearing Notice, Raze and Replace, Article 17
Public Hearing Notice, Citizen' s Petition, Articles 18 & 19

3/ 30/ 18 Administrative Recommendation, Shane Mallon, Southworth Cape Development
3/ 20/ 18 Application for ANR, Shane Mallon, Southworth Cape Development

ANR Plan of Land for Southworth Cape Development

Housing Choice Initiative
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