
 

WEST BRIDGEWATER PLANNING BOARD 

5/18/16 

 

 

PRESENT: H. Hurley, G. Stetson, A. Kinahan and J. Noyes 

 

ABSENT: H. Anderson 

 

The meeting was called to order at 7:30 p.m. 

 

1.   Bresciani Estates: Joseph Correia was present. 

Mr. Correia appeared before the Board to discuss the final lot release for the above subdivision.  

He stated that he was willing to put up the extra fifty thousand ($50,000) dollar surety in order to 

get Lot 6 released. Mr. Correia stated that he had to get two (2) more gas lines installed before he 

could begin to finish the roadway.  He noted that he would be "out of commission" for the next 

few weeks, but hoped to finish up this project as quickly as possible.   

 

A Motion (GS) was made to set an additional surety of fifty thousand ($50,000) to be set up with 

Treasurer/Collector, John Duggan, for a total surety of one hundred thousand ($100,000) dollars 

and to release Lot 6 to Mr. Correia. Once the Board has been notified that the additional surety 

has been set up, the Board will release the Form J to Mr. Correia.  Second (AK).   

Vote:  Unanimous of the four (4) members present.  

 

2.   Middle/Senior High School: Present were Building Inspector, Steve Solari, School 

Superintendent, Dr. Patricia Oakley, Waterman Design representative, Michael Dowhan, 

Flansburgh Project Manager, Ken Kovacs and School Building Needs Committee member, 

James Holden. 

Site Plan review continuation 7:30 p.m. 

 

Mr. Hurley restated that, at the suggestion of Town Counsel, he and Mr. Anderson had sent a 

disclosure letter to the Town Clerk stating that, while they were direct abutters to this project, 

they can act in a fair and objective manner and that their decision, either for or against, will not 

be influenced by their close proximity to the project. He noted that Mr. Anderson would not be 

attending this meeting, but wanted everything out in the open and on the record. 

 

Mr. Hurley reported that he had received the revised plans for the athletic field additions and that 

he met with Building Inspector, Steve Solari, to review them.  He noted that he received emails 

from School Building Needs Committee Chairman, Gary Keith and School Superintendent, 

Patricia Oakley, with apologies for wasting the Board's time at the last meeting because of the 

lack of detail that was provided and the fact that the architects were not prepared.  Mr. Hurley 

also reported that he had received a report consisting of at least a ream of paper and printed on 

both sides.  He stated that he had “skimmed” the report but, in the interest of full disclosure, did 

not read it in its entirety.  The report was placed on file and becomes part of the official record.  
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Mr. Kovacs stated that he was the primary architect for this project and apologized that the first 

submittal was incomplete and that he took total responsibilities for the lack of details that were 

presented to the Board. He stated that the elevations and grades were now updated. He stated that 

he had moved the water meter to the inside of the building and had submitted the photometric 

report as requested. Mr. Hurley noted that with respect to the placement of the building, the floor 

is below grade with a wall around it. He noted that it is lower than the patio on one side, higher 

on the other side and slopes in both directions. He reported that all of the grading has been 

revised. Mr. Dowhan stated that all doors to the concession stand, bathrooms, bleachers, etc. 

would be at grade level and be fully accessible to everyone.  He noted that there is a four (4”) 

inch step up to the storage building.  Mr. Hurley stated that proponents had moved the ticket 

window to the concession door side.  He also reported that Mr. Ventresca had sent a copy of the 

sewer plan to the Board of Health which is under review by agent Art Cabral.  He stated that as 

long as it is approved by Mr. Cabral the Board would be satisfied. 

          

Mr. Kovacs reported that the water meter would be brought inside and relocated to the storage 

building rather than in the meter pit as requested by the Water Department.  Mr. Hurley asked if 

it would be protected in the winter.  Mr. Kovacs stated that there would be a thermostat to 

control the devices. Mr. Hurley stated that the Water Department would remove it and shut the 

water off if necessary.  Mr. Kovacs stated that there are provisions to keep it warm.  He noted it 

would have its own thermostat.  Mr. Hurley again questioned if the meter would be protected and 

if there would be heat in the room.  He stated that the Board did not want to see any frozen pipes, 

leaks, cracks, etc. as it would not have any shut offs.  Mr. Holden stated that he and Dr. Oakley 

had discussed this issue in detail and decided that there would now be heat, which could be left 

on fifty five (55) degrees throughout the winter so that there would be no freeze ups. He also 

stated that there would be flow valves on the toilets so that they would not have to be drained.  

Dr. Oakley stated that she had met with Board of Health Chairman, John Cruz, and he had 

strongly suggested that they reconsider having heat.  He stated that he had seen too many times 

what can happen to sinks and toilets if left in unheated buildings.  Mr. Hurley again asked if the 

water meter would be in a protected area and if the bathroom facilities would be heated.  He 

stated that if not, they were going to have to be turned off or removed for winter. Dr. Oakley 

stated that the facilities would not be used in the winter, or at least she didn’t think they would.  

She stated that they would have the capabilities to have heat controlled and fully insulated 

buildings. 

 

Mr. Hurley questioned whether there would be signage.  He noted that the restaurant across the 

street and the Howard Farms tenants want NO football attendees parking in their lots.  He 

suggested that proponents put up some signs that state that they cannot park at these businesses.  

Mr. Kovacs stated that it would not be convenient for anyone to park there because there would 

only be one entrance to the field at the ticket booth on the opposite side of the field. He noted 

that all other gates would remain closed and locked during any field event. Mr. Dowhan stated 

that they did not include the sign provisions in the plan.  Dr. Oakley stated that she was willing  
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to get some signs and do this herself.  She suggested that she could work with the Highway 

Department to get it done.  Mr. Hurley questioned whether the gates could be opened for 

emergency access.  Mr. Stetson suggested that bolt cutters would work.  Mr. Noyes questioned 

how high the fence surrounding the fields would be.  Mr. Kovacs stated that it would be four (4’) 

feet high.  Mr. Noyes noted that they would probably have a lot of “jumpers.” Dr. Oakley stated 

that everyone will have to buy a ticket to get in.  Mr. Noyes noted that this would not prevent 

them from “jumping and running.”   

 

Mr. Hurley questioned whether there was any plan to utilize the gas availability.  Mr. Holden 

stated that they have no plans to do so.  Mr. Stetson stated that they could tap into it very easily.  

Mr. Holden stated that any cooking they do at the concession stand would be done electrically or 

with a gas grille and propane bottle.  He noted that this directive came from the Fire Chief.  Mr. 

Stetson agreed that this would be a safer way to do things.  

 

Mr. Stetson questioned why the final surface of the Track had been done before the sewer pipes 

had been installed and if they were concerned that there could be a “cave in” when they do so.  

Mr. Dowhan stated that they had done the final bituminous installation only and noted that the 

top synthetic rubber-like material would not be done until all of the pipes have been put in.  Mr. 

Noyes asked about the trench box.  Mr. Kovacs explained their plan for the placement of it.  Mr. 

Noyes suggested that they could even “flare it out” if they needed to.  Mr. Stetson noted that the 

track is so well compacted that is should stay in place without any problems.  Mr. Hurley asked 

about the rubber layer. He stated that it looked like they had already done it. Mr. Dowhan stated 

that it will be the last thing done and would meet all of the NCAA standards. 

 

As to the lighting, a lengthy discussion was held.  Mr. Kovacs stated that when there is an event, 

the focus light is on the field. He noted that the lights would be seventy to eighty (70’-80’) feet in 

height.  He noted that as the light filters away from the field there is a severe drop down in the 

illumination.  He stated that these are very directional, like those used in Hingham, with a little 

bit of bleeding out.  Mr. Hurley questioned if these are the same as the lights proposed in the 

original plans.  Mr. Kovacs stated that these are just a study for sports lighting.  Mr. Hurley again 

asked if they were the same as initially proposed.  Mr. Dowhan stated that the foot candle units 

of 2.0 were the same on both plans.  Mr. Hurley briefly reviewed the original lighting plan and 

compared the two.  He stated that the Board did not want to see the “glow” type of lighting.  He 

noted that the calculations show 19.5 at the street line, then it drops to 7.6 at the center line of the 

street and then to 1.7 across the street.  He questioned whether this would be safe for traffic 

travelling east bound on Route 106, or if drivers could become blinded by the lights.  He also 

noted that there is an intersection next to the fields that sees many accidents now and he didn’t 

want to see any increase.  Mr. Kovacs stated that their studies have confirmed that it will not be a 

safety issue.  Mr. Stetson questioned if the lights could be fine tuned to draw it away from the 

adjoining streets.  Mr. Kovacs stated that it would be set up to be optimal to the fields.  Mr. 

Dowhan stated that they could move or rotate the individual lighting units if necessary.  Mr. 

Hurley stated that  
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the problem is that they know what a foot is, and they know what a candle is, but they don’t 

know what a “foot candle” is; is it safe, is it adequate?  He stated that the Board is concerned 

with the spill out and the glow; and thanked proponents for his yard lighting. He noted that if it 

was just a little bit brighter, he could shut of his lights altogether and read his newspaper by the 

window.  Mr. Hurley stated that the Board members are looking for assurance that the proposed 

lighting is safe.  Mr. Kovacs stated that he can confirm with the Engineer and provide a letter 

that it is safe as well as get the Board an explanation on what foot candles are and what they 

mean.  Mr. Dowhan stated that there are books on it, if the Board is that interested.  Mr. Hurley 

asked if they were adjustable and if they could be “tweaked.” Mr. Dowhan stated that they could.  

Mr. Kovacs stated that Massachusetts bid laws require that they have to be able to be specifically 

focused. He stated that he would provide a letter to the Board stating that the proposed lights will 

not be a safety issue.   

 

Mr. Stetson questioned if there would be emergency lights at the West end of the school and 

around the Track.  He noted that if there is a power outage for any reason this could cause unsafe 

conditions.  Mr. Kovacs stated that it would only be those already existing.  Mr. Hurley noted 

that between the skating ring, fire station, school, etc. there should be plenty of light. Mr. Stetson 

stated that he was looking at it strictly from a safety standpoint.  Mr. Holden stated that there are 

no lights that would come on automatically.  He noted that the lights will not even be on unless 

there is an event on the field.  Mr. Stetson asked if there were any walking lights at that end.  Mr. 

Solari stated that in East Bridgewater when it is dark, the fields are locked.  Mr. Dowhan stated 

these lights would be off unless there is a field event.  Mr. Noyes asked if there is a maintenance 

program in place for the lights.  Mr. Dowhan stated that at the opening of the season all of the 

lighting and equipment would be checked.  Mr. Kovac stated that once focused, the lights will 

not pivot.  He noted that they can withstand winds up to one hundred and twenty (120) miles per 

hour.  Mr. Kovacs stated that they would refocus them if necessary.  Dr. Oakley stated that, like 

a lot of things, they could even be done remotely.  Mr. Stetson stated that they are much more 

sophisticated now than they used to be. 

        

Mr. Hurley briefly discussed the handicap access area at Howard Street.  He stated that there is a 

guide wire that comes down which forces pedestrians to step into the street. He suggested that a 

guide wire with an outfitter and another quarter (1/4) section of concrete would fix the problem. 

Mr. Dowhan stated that he went out and looked at it and thought it did meet the requirements. 

Mr. Noyes stated that they are absolutely not ADA compliant and showed proponents a picture 

of the type that they should have put in.  Mr. Dowhan stated that they were constructed like they 

were to leave an area for walking.  He stated that it meets code, and since they couldn’t move the 

crosswalk they pulled it in because of the traffic in this area.  He stated that he agrees it is not 

ideal. Mr. Noyes suggested that they get clearance from the ADA Committee.  Mr. Kovacs stated 

that he would follow up on this. He reminded the Board that they were also building three (3) 

new handicap areas.   

         continued:    
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Mr. Stetson asked why there was no curb cut at the sidewalk across from the restaurant.  Dr. 

Oakley stated that there is a crosswalk there.  Mr. Dowhan stated that he would take a look at it.  

Dr. Oakley stated that it was the ADA Committee that brought it up at the beginning of the 

project.  Mr. Dowhan stated that this is a “punch list” item and he would see that it gets done.  

He noted that if it doesn’t get fixed the contractor won’t get paid.   

 

A Motion (GS) was made to approve the site plan as revised for the additions to the athletic 

fields and recommend that the Building Inspector issue a building permit.  Second (AK).   

Vote:  Unanimous of the four members present.  The plans were stamped and distributed. 

 

The site plan meeting closed at 8:45 p.m. 

 

3.   463 Spring Street/Progressive Estates: Charles Woodward of Professional Land Survey 

and petitioner, Andrew Dyer were present. Melanie Shaw, Jeff Shaw, Lisa Lacombe, and 

Stephanie Church were also present. 

 

Mr. Noyes recused himself from the meeting due to a possible conflict of interest.   

 

Public Hearing continuation 8:48 p.m. 

 

Mr. Woodward presented his revised plans for the one (1) Lot subdivision entitled "Progressive 

Estates" for review.  Mr. Hurley had suggested at the last meeting that Mr. Woodward do a 

couple of cross sections to show the drainage and maybe designate a couple of specific areas for 

the runoff.  He had stated that the Board doesn’t want to see any adverse effects.   

 

Mr. Woodward stated that he had listened carefully to the concerns of the neighbors and made 

significant improvements to the plan.  He stated that he had moved the leeching field to the 

middle of the lot and dropped it by one (1’) foot.  He noted that he put in a small swale to contain 

the water and then direct it to the lowest parts of the property.  He reported that he had also put in 

a low area at the driveway and added a berm to catch the water and keep it on-site.  Mr. 

Woodward reported that he had also added two (2) roof drains at the front and back of the house 

which will allow the water to infiltrate into the ground.  He noted that only sandy soil and gravel 

materials will be brought in.  Mr. Kinahan asked if it would work like a dry well. Mr. Woodward 

stated that it would.  He explained that the roof drains empty into a stone filled area then into the 

ground which will prevent it from adding any runoff to the neighboring properties.  Mr. Kinahan 

noted that the berm is two (2’) feet higher than the low area and one (1’) foot higher than what 

was there and should stop any water from travelling off the site.  He also asked if Mr. Woodward 

had been able to locate the catch basins that were reported as on the site.  Mr. Woodward stated 

that truthfully he hadn’t even looked for them. He reiterated his previous statement that he did 

not want to touch it, tie into it, or exacerbate any water issues.  

         continued:   
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Mr. Hurley spent considerable time reviewing the original plans versus this plan to determine 

that the elevations and contours are adequate to address the issues.   He questioned the plan for 

the northerly side of the property.  Mr. Woodward explained that this is a mostly grassed area 

and the grading will be done to ensure that the water will run downhill to the lowest point of the 

property.  Mr. Hurley then questioned the contours at the corner of the property. He suggested 

that Mr. Woodward put in another swale and clarify it on the plans.  Mr. Woodward stated that 

he was trying very hard not to fill anything.  Mr. Hurley stated that he understood that but the 

Board wants the water to be contained.  He noted that this would ensure that it would keep the 

water off the Noyes’s property. He also suggested that he wanted to see an uninterrupted swale.  

He explained that Mr. Woodward could put in a pipe at the easement so the water doesn’t head 

over to the Shaw property.  Mr. Kinahan asked if the berm at 113 could be moved to a lower area 

to stop the flow.  Mr. Hurley cautioned that there could be a spillover as the elevation there is 

12.5.  Several possible options were discussed and discarded.  Mr. Woodward suggested that he 

might be able to put in another low area. He noted that in the grass area there is not much excess 

water, but what is there would run downhill to the low point at the easement.  Mr. Hurley 

suggested that Mr. Woodward show something that will hold the excess. 

 

Mr. Shaw stated that his main concern is that the front of the new house will be facing the back 

side of his house and questioned whether they could relocate the house towards the Spring Street 

side.  Mr. Shaw also stated that he was concerned that at the manhole, it will pick up the water 

from the two (2) catch basins as well as the one from Spring Street, and the water will cross over 

the driveway and then empty out onto his land.  Mr. Hurley explained the proposed grading.  Mr. 

Shaw also questioned how the fill would be brought onto the site.  Mr. Woodward stated that he 

would construct the road and driveway first and bring in the fill from there.  He stated that he 

will try to keep as many trees as possible and the less he disturbs the better it will be for 

everyone.  Mr. Woodward stated that the seller told him that he doesn’t think the pipes belong 

there anyway and he was tempted to rip it all out.  Mr. Woodward told him that he couldn’t do 

that.  He reminded the Board that this is why he is giving an easement to the Town. He stated 

that he does not advocate taking the pipe out as it is definitely there for a reason; to remove it 

would be a huge mistake.  Board members agreed. 

 

Mr. Shaw questioned whether the buffer of arborvitae would be taken down.  Mr. Woodward 

stated that they had no plans to touch anything that they don’t have to.  He reminded Mr. Shaw 

that the new neighbors don’t want to look in his yard either.  Mr. Shaw asked why they didn’t 

use the frontage on Spring Street.  Mr. Woodward stated that it was because they couldn’t get 

any good percs there.    

 

Ms. Lacombe stated that she abuts this property and it is a very low area.  She reported that the 

pipe and drains have been there for years and someone did a good job of keeping them clear. She 

stated that there have been floods in August and she didn’t realize that she had purchased water 

front property.  She noted that there is also a drain underneath a stone/concrete pad in the corner  
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of the property and a catch basin without a top.  Mr. Woodward stated that he had been unable to 

find these.  Ms. Lacombe stated that she had the Highway Department take a look at it. She 

stated that she was concerned that with the truck traffic on the site that they wouldn’t know if 

they damaged anything until it was too late. She was also concerned that when they dig out for 

the driveway, they might hit and/or ruin the pipe.  Ms. Lacombe questioned whether there was 

any bylaw that would require drainage.  Mr. Hurley stated that there wasn’t but the Board was 

trying to make sure that any runoff stays on-site. Ms. Lacombe stated that she does appreciate 

Mr. Woodward making it lower; she just hopes it doesn’t overflow.  Mr. Woodward reiterated 

that he did listen to their concerns.  He stated that it’s a two (2’) foot basin and the berm is at 113 

and any water that was on her property now will still be the same after construction.  

 

Ms. Lacombe questioned who they would talk to if there are problems after everything has been 

completed.  Mr. Hurley pointed to Mr. Woodward.  Ms. Lacombe asked what happens when he 

is long gone.  Mr. Woodward reminded Ms. Lacombe that if they had five (5’) more feet of 

frontage they wouldn’t even need to be here. He reiterated that they are doing everything they 

can; that they have gone well beyond what was necessary for them to do.  Mr. Stetson stated that 

he was sure that Mr. Dyer would make sure that he does no damage to the pipes which might 

include reinforcing it with steel plates to allow the trucks to drive over it without damage.  Mr. 

Dyer stated that he would.     

 

Ms. Church asked if the three (3) big pine trees would be staying or coming down. She stated 

that they absorb a lot of water.  She noted that proponents have already taken down some of the 

ten (10’) foot trees to do their perc testing.  She also questioned how the six (6’) feet of fill to be 

brought in would affect her property.  Mr. Woodward stated that they are trying to take as little 

as possible and save as many trees as they can.  He stated that he couldn’t swear to it, but the 

large pine trees would probably remain. 

 

Mr. Hurley apologized to the audience that the previous meeting took so long and suggested they 

continue the public hearing until the next meeting on June 1st at 8:00 p.m.  This would give Mr. 

Woodward time to revise the proposed drainage even further since there are some areas where 

the contours and elevations will not work as he had hoped. 

 

An invoice for the public hearing notices in the Enterprise and abutter notifications in the amount 

of $634.25 was presented for payment.  The meeting closed at 9:45.  

    

Mr. Noyes rejoined the meeting. 

 

4.   Stoney Road: William Self from Curley & Hansen Surveyors, and proponent, David Cruise, 

of Cruise Property, LLC were present. 

Mr. Self presented a very preliminary plan for the creation of a five (5) lot subdivision at the 

above location to be tentatively titled “Nancy’s Way."  He stated that he was here for an informal  
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discussion to go over his proposal before putting the time and money in to creating a definitive 

subdivision plan.  Mr. Self noted that Mr. Cruise had recently purchased the two (2) Form A Lots 

on Stoney Road, and has now decided to develop the land directly behind him.  The site is 

further described as Assessors Map 23, Lots 11, 23 and 24.  

 

Mr. Self noted that when Mr. Cruise purchased the front properties, a fifty (50’) foot right of way 

was left between the two (2) Lots.  Mr. Self questioned whether a forty (40’) wide roadway, with 

twenty four (24’) feet of pavement would be allowed under the subdivision control laws.  Mr. 

Hurley questioned whether there would be access for someone to come in from the Spring Street 

side.  Mr. Self stated that the subdivision could never be extended due to the wetlands and it 

would not be feasible for anyone to try.  Mr. Hurley asked how much land there was between 

this proposed subdivision and Spring Street.  Mr. Cruise stated that there was four (4) to five (5) 

acres. 

 

Mr. Self asked whether the Board would consider sidewalks only on one (1) side, and allow the 

use of Cape Cod berm.  Mr. Stetson stated that the Board would only allow sloped granite 

curbing because they had been “Bermed” way too many times before.  Mr. Self stated that he 

had already met with the Water Department and they plan to bring in the water and tie into the 

last hydrant at the end of the cul-de-sac. Mr. Hurley noted that when it is all looped together, it 

would be good for both streets.  Mr. Self also noted that there would be utility easements.  Mr. 

Stetson told Mr. Cruise that he was glad that he was not the one doing the development since 

they call it “Stoney Road” for a reason.  He stated that it was very solid material and they would 

have a tough time getting through it. He wished Mr. Cruise luck.  Mr. Cruise stated, “Now you 

are really scaring me.” 

 

Mr. Self stated that they have not yet designed any drainage, and noted that there may be “vernal 

pools” that need to be evaluated before moving forward.  He stated that he hoped to begin that 

process in the next two (2) weeks.  Mr. Hurley suggested that they keep the road as far away 

from the wetland areas as they could.  As to the sidewalk question, Mr. Stetson stated that they 

could have it on one side of the street as long as they bring it up to the driveway at the last house.  

Mr. Self stated that they have proposed a solid cul-de-sac without an island.  The Board was 

fully in favor of this since maintaining the islands was a service that the Town is not in favor of 

performing.  Mr. Self also noted that the cul-de-sac is the lowest point in the subdivision so they 

would not be adding any additional runoff onto Stoney Road.  He stated that he is trying to keep 

the grades as they are now.  He also noted that they had good perc results.   

 

Mr. Self thanked the Board for their time and guidance, especially as it was getting so late in the 

evening.  He stated that he would move forward with the project and return to the Board once the 

definitive plan is completed.   

continued:   
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5.   269 North Main Street: 
The Board received a request for a site plan review from Verra Catering Inc. doing business as 

Grand Slam Pizza and Pub located at the above address.  The proponent, Anthony Verra, is 

planning to add a walk in cooler/freezer to be attached to the existing restaurant at the rear of the 

building.    

          

A Motion (GS) was made to hold the site plan review at the meeting on June 1, 2016 at 7:30 p.m. 

in the MacDonald-Brown conference room.  Second (AK).  Vote: Unanimous of the four (4) 

members present. 

    

6.   541 Walnut Street/The Farm: 
The Board briefly discussed the fact that they were still holding the Form J for the release of Lots 

12 & 13 so that proponents could begin construction of two (2) model homes.  Mr. Stetson stated 

that he was concerned that the Pearl Road subdivision had not been completed as requested. Mr. 

Hurley reminded the Board that he had been waiting for the recorded covenant before releasing 

these lots.  It was noted that the recorded covenant had been received from Attorney Mark 

Gladstone.  After further discussion, the Board agreed to release the Form J to Robert Fox so that 

he could get a building permit.  It was noted that proponents had begun work on the roadway 

nearest the town's water tower.  Mr. Fox will be contacted to come in and get the Form J release.  

 

7.   Pearl Road: 

A brief discussion was held on the status of the above subdivision.  Mr. Hurley reminded the 

Board that they were awaiting confirmation from Town Counsel, David Gay that the deed 

descriptions and conveyances were in order before scheduling a public hearing to release the 

surety being held by the Town. 

 

Mr. Stetson reminded the Board that the landscaping has not been completed as yet.  He also 

stated that the "green" area at the end of the cul-de-sac still has not been resolved even though 

the Board has requested that they address it several times. 

          

8.   Victoria Way: 
The Board received a copy of a notice sent to Town Administrator, David Gagne, from Town 

Counsel, David Gay.  Attorney Gay advised that the deed for the land from Joseph Amrhein, 

Trustee of the 406 Pine Tree Realty Trust to the Town of West Bridgewater has been recorded at 

the Plymouth County Registry of Deeds.  It also noted that the title search has been completed 

and there were no material issues.  An invoice from Mr. Amrhein for services rendered was also 

included. The Board was in agreement that this fee of one hundred ($100) dollars should be paid 

out of the Water Department budget.  Mr. Hurley took the invoice and will forward it for 

processing. 

continued:   

  

 



West Bridgewater Planning Board 

Minutes of 5/18/16 

Page 10 

 

9.   Cochesett Estates/Chapter 40B: 

The Board received a copy of an initial review by Beals and Thomas done on behalf of the Town 

for the above special permit application.   The Board reviewed the lengthy list of comments of 

items that should be required which include: compliance with all laws & regulations, municipal 

concerns, construction management plan, lot size/design, water regulations including fire 

suppression, ensure financial feasibility and bank financing approval.  Also included in their 

concerns are the distribution of affordable units, potential traffic impacts and their mitigation and 

internal roadway and pedestrian safety.  

          

The report also suggest that a number of these requests should be denied including those for 

environmental assessment, tangents, distances, setbacks, reduced lot dimensions, signage, 

screening requirements, local wetland bylaws, and specific requests related to the Conservation 

Commissions regulations.  Also included were suggestions that the ZBA coordinate and seek 

input with all other town boards, including the Board of Health requirements.  Under the site 

design and layout, comments included maintenance responsibilities, existing conditions plans, 

frontage requirements, roadway design profiles, grading, emergency access roads, pavement 

depths and street lighting.  A lengthy list was provided regarding the Storm Water Management 

in accordance with Section 3.3.2.16.  The report also noted that some of the landscaping details 

for a stone faced retaining wall and stockade wood fences, open space uses and deciduous trees 

should be included in the plan. 

 

Finally under miscellaneous comments it was suggested that proponents further review the septic 

system design, inverts and details for the sanitary sewer system, water mains, utilities, overhead 

wires, driveways and sidewalks.  The report was placed on file. 

 

10.    Request for Transfer: 

Mr. Hurley reported that he had been contacted by Town Administrator, David Gagne, to discuss 

a shortage in the clerical salary line item for this fiscal year.  It was noted that there had been an 

increase in the hours worked over and above what they had anticipated which has left a deficit in 

that line item.  It was also noted that several of the other line items will have a surplus and would 

be used to offset some of the overage. The estimate to finish out the fiscal year, which still has 

four (4) payroll periods will be approximately four thousand, five hundred ($4,500.00) dollars.   

 

A Motion (GS) was made to have Mr. Hurley sign the Request for Transfer to the Board of 

Selectmen and Finance Committee.  Second (AK).  Vote:  Unanimous of the four (4) members 

present. 

 

11.   MAIL: 

Bridgewater Planning public hearing 5/2/16, re: special permit, 1055 Plymouth Street, approved. 

Bridgewater ZBA public hearing 5/17/16, re: special permit, 39 Bolton Place. 

Bridgewater ZBA public hearing 4/19/16, re: special permit, 826 South Street, granted. 
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E. Bridgewater Planning public hearing 4/25/16, re: special permit, Bedford St. CVS, granted. 

E. Bridgewater ZBA public hearing 6/1/16, re: variance, 77 Lori Lane. 

E. Bridgewater ZBA public hearing 4/12/16, re: special permit, 225 Washington Street, granted. 

E. Bridgewater ZBA public hearing 4/12/16, re: variance, 685 N. Bedford Street, granted. 

Easton ZBA public hearing 6/7/16, re: special permit, 47 Day Street. 

Raynham ZBA public hearing 5/25/16, re: special permit, 747R Hill Street. 

Raynham ZBA public hearing 5/25/16, re: variance, 152 Forge River Parkway. 

Raynham ZBA public hearing 5/25/16, re: variance, 475 Paramount Drive. 

Five copies of the Town population list for distribution to the Board members. 

Board of Assessor's minutes of 4/20/16. 

OCPC minutes of 4/14/16 and agenda for 5/12/16. 

OCPC (MPO) minutes of 4/19/16 and agenda for 5/17/16. 

Invitation to Bridgewater State’s Institute for Policy Analysis & Regional Engagement seminar.  

Paid Invoice, re: Nicolas Laney review of Enterprise Rent-A- Car. 

 

12.   A Motion (GS) was made to pay the Enterprise newspaper $317.22 for the public hearing   

        advertising for Progressive Estates on April 22 and April 29, 2016.  Second (AK).   

        Vote:  Unanimous of the four (4) members present. 

 

13.  A Motion (AK) was made to pay the secretary payroll for the period ending 5/17/16.    

       Second (JN).  Vote:  Unanimous of the four (4) members present. 

 

14.  The minutes of 5/4/16 were accepted and filed. 

  

15.  The meeting was adjourned at 10:25 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

Donna M. Cotter, 

Secretary 


