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TOWN OF LAKEVILLE | .

MEETING POSTING i
& AGENDA Bl i

Notice of every meeting of a local public body must be filed and time-stamped with the Town Clerk’s Office at least 48 hours prior to such meeting
(excluding Saturdays, Sundays and legal holidays) and posted thereafter in accordance with the provisions of the Open Meeting Law, MGL 30A
§18-22 (Ch. 28-2009). Such notice shall contain a listing of topics the Chair reasonably anticipates will be discussed at the meeting.

Name of Board or Commiittee: Planning Board

Date & Time of Meeting: Thursday, April 28, 2022 at 7:00 p.m.

Location of Meeting: Lakeville Public Library, 4 Precinct St.
Lakeville, MA 02347

Clerk/Board Member posting notice:

Cathy Murray

Cancelled/Postponed to: (circle one)

Clerk/Board Member Cancelling/Postponing:

Revised-A G E N D A

1. Public Hearing (7:05) — To amend the Zoning By-Law Section 6.7 Site Plan Review by deleting the
existing section and replacing it with a new Section 6.7... Appeals. This public hearing has been
rescheduled to May 12, 2022, at 7:05.

2. Public Hearing (7:15) — To amend the Zoning By-Law Section 2.0 Definitions by adding additional
definitions related to signs and deleting the existing Section 6.6 Sign Regulations and replacing it with
a new Section 6.6 Sign Regulations. . -Appeals. This public hearing has been rescheduled to May 12,
2022, at 7:15.

3. Public Hearing (7:25) — To amend the Zoning By-Law by adding a new Section 7.10 Open Space
Residential Development which would allow by Special Permit the approval of a subdivision plan that
allows. . .Approved Special Permits. This public hearing has been rescheduled to May 12, 2022, at
7:28.

4. Public Hearing (7:35) — To amend the Zoning By-Law Section 7.4.6 Specific Uses by Special Permit,
Auto or Boat sales, rentals or service by deleting Industrial Districts and replacing it with Business
District. This public hearing has been rescheduled to May 12, 2022, at 7:35.

S. Site Plan Review — 2 Bedford Street, continued - Thomas J. Parenteau of PBT Real Estate-
applicant — Request to continue

6. Site Plan Review — 156 Rhode Island Road — T. Sikorski Realty, LLC - applicant
7. Review the following Zoning Board of Appeals petition:
a. Solana - 29 Pilgrim Road
8. Discuss and appoint a Planning Board member to the Community Preservation Committee
9. Approve the March 24, 2022, and April 14, 2022, Meeting Minutes
10. Review correspondence
11. Old Business



12. New Business
13. Next meeting. . . May 12,2022

14. Any other business that may properly come before the Planning Board.
15. Adjourn

Please be aware that this agenda is subject to change. If other issues requiring immediate attention of the
Planning Board arise after the posting of this agenda, they may be addressed at this meeting



Cathz Murrax, Aeeeals Board Clerk ﬁ

From: Jilian Morton <jam@mortonlawllc.com>
Sent: Monday, April 25, 2022 10:48 AM

To: Cathy Murray, Appeals Board Clerk

Cc: mjknox05@gmail.com; Marc Resnick
Subject: Re: 2 Bedford St Site Plan

Hi Cathy,

I wanted to reach out to you that we will need a continuance for this
Thursday's meeting- I have Bourne Planning Board and a conflict.

Can you please extend to next meeting?

Thank you!
Jilian A. Morton, Esq.

The Law Offices of Bello & Morton, LL.C
184 Main Street

Wareham, Massachusetts 02571

508-295-2522

jam@mortonlawllc.com

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE

The information contained in this email message is legally privileged and confidential information intended only for
the use of the individual or entity named above. If you ate not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that
any dissemination, distribution (other than delivery to the addresses) or copy of this email transmission is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this email transmission in error, please immediately notify us by telephone and
return the original message to us at the address above at our expense.

On Wed, Apr 13, 2022 at 2:55 PM lJilian Morton <jam@mortonlawllc.com> wrote:
We would like to continue until the 4/28 planning board meeting regarding
the property on 2 Bedford Street.

This will allow for more time for engineering,.

Thank you,
Jilian A. Morton, Esq.

The Law Offices of Bello & Morton, LLC
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Town O-f_[,aﬁ'e“)‘ilk Board of Health

(508) 946-3473

Gount o Houli
346 Bedford Street
(Office location 241 Main Street)
Lakeville, MA 02347

April 14, 2022

Town of Lakeville

Planning Board

Attn: Mark Knox, Chairman
346 Bedford Street
Lakeville, MA 02347

Re: 156 Rhode Island Road
Dear Chairman Knox:

We received a copy of the site plan for 156 Rhode Island Road. The plan from River
Hawk Environmental dated 3/10/22 shows a proposed industrial building and an area
for a subsurface sewage disposal system. The applicant has performed percolation
tests and the area is sufficient to support a sewage disposal system, and it is possible to
connect to municipal water, so there is no need for a well.

Therefore, based on the information provided to the BOH there is no reason for the
BOH to recommend denial due to public health issues at this time.

If you should have any further questions feel free to contact this office.

Sincerely yours,
For the Board of Health

Edward Cullen
Health Agent
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Cathx Murraz, Aeeeals Board Clerk

From: Bob <rjbouchard@verizon.net>

Sent: Monday, April 25, 2022 11:34 AM

To: Cathy Murray, Appeals Board Clerk
Subject: Re: Site Plan review-156 Rhode Island Road
Hi Cathy,

The Conservation Commission has no concerns relative to this site plan or project.

Bob

----- Original Message-----

From: Cathy Murray, Appeals Board Clerk <cmurray@lakevillema.org>

To: Tracie Craig-McGee <tcraig-mcgee@lakevillema.org>; Nathan Darling, Building Commissioner & Zoning Enforcement
Officer <ndarling@lakevillema.org>; Bob <rjbouchard@verizon.net>; Michael P. O'Brien, Fire Chief
<mobrien@lakevillema.org>; Franklin Moniz, DPW Director <fmoniz@lakevillema.org>; fredjfrodyma@gmail.com
<fredjfrodyma@gmail.com>; Matthew Perkins, Lakeville Chief of Police <mperkins@lakevillema.org>

Cc: Clorinda Dunphy <cdunphy@lakevillema.org>; Lori Canedy <lcanedy@lakevillema.org>; Pamela Garant, Fire Deputy
Chief <pgarant@lakevillema.org>; Jennifer Jewell, DPW - Administrative Assistant <jjewell@lakevillema.org>; Kristen
Campbell, Administrative Assistant, Lakeville Police Department <kcampbell@lakevillema.org>

Sent: Mon, Apr 25, 2022 11:06 am

Subject: Site Plan review-156 Rhode Island Road

Good morning everyone,

The Planning Board will review the attached Site Plan for 156 Rhode Island Road at their April 28t meeting. If you had
any comments concerning this Site Plan, please forward them as soon as you are able.

Thanks

Cathy

From: Cathy Murray, Appeals Board Clerk <>

Sent: Monday, April 4, 2022 12:10 PM

To: Edward Cullen <ecullen@lakevillema.org>; Tracie Craig-McGee <tcraig-mcgee@lakevillema.org>; Nathan Darling,
Building Commissioner & Zoning Enforcement Officer <ndarling@lakevillema.org>; ripouchard@verizon.net; Michael P.
O'Brien, Fire Chief <mobrien@Ilakevillema.org>; Franklin Moniz, DPW Director <fmoniz@Iakevillema.org>;
fredjfrodyma@gmail.com; Matthew Perkins, Lakeville Chief of Police <mperkins@lakevillema.org>

Cc: Frances Lawrence, Part time Board of Health Clerk <flawrence@lakevillema.org>; Clorinda Dunphy
<cdunphy@lakevillema.org>; Lori Canedy <Icanedy@lakevillema.org>; Pamela Garant, Fire Deputy Chief
<pgarant@lakevillema.org>; Jennifer Jewell, DPW - Administrative Assistant <jjewell@lakevillema.org>; Kristen
Campbell, Administrative Assistant, Lakeville Police Department <kcampbell@Iakevillema.org>

Subject: Site Plan review-156 Rhode Island Road

Hi everyone,

Attached please find an electronic file of the application and Site Plan for 156 Rhode Island Road. The hearing for this
Site Plan will be on April 28, 2022. Please forward any comments or concerns that you may have regarding this Plan to
the Planning Board at your earliest convenience.

Please let me know if you would prefer a hard copy.

Thanks

Cathy
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Lakeyville FireDepartment

346 Bedford Street
Lakeville, Massachusetts 02347

TEL 508-947-4121 FAX 508-946-3436

MICHAEL O'BRIEN PAMELA GARANT
FIRE CHIEF ) DEPUTY CHIEF
mobrien@lakevillema.org pgarant@lakevillema.org
To: Planning Board

From: Michael O’Brien /4~
RE: Planning board application — 156 Rhode Island Road

Date: April 6, 2022

This document has been written as comment on the Planning Board application submittal for
156 Rhode Island Road, prepared March 10, 2022.

The proposed 16,800 ft? structure (of unknown occupancy use) would likely be required to have
a fire sprinkler system based on the requirements of MGL 148 § 26g.

The plan submittal appears to lack the approximate location of the associated fire department
sprinkler connection. The plan also does not identify restricted fire department access to the
fire department connection.

The FDC connection and fire department access must be approved by the authority having
jurisdiction. Please contact this office for additional information or with questions.
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Woton of Lakebille

PLANNING DEPARTMENT
346 Bedford Street
Lakeville, MA 02347
774-776-4350

Date: April 5, 2022
Memo To: Lakeville Planning Board

Memo From: Marc Resnick, Town Planner r

Re: 156 Rhode Island Road /// |

ion for 156 Rhode Island Road and have the

I have reviewed the Site Plan Review submis
following comments about the site plan.

-

The site appears to exceed the 50% maximum Lot Coverage requirement in the chart in Section
5.1. Calculations should be provided indicating the proposed lot coverage. If a density bonus is
requested the applicant needs to comply with Section 5.1.4

The boundary line shown on the drawings between the Residential and Industrial Districts is
incorrect. (See attached map). The plan needs to comply with Section 5.2.5 for buffer strips
between districts.

The plan shows four driveway locations and Section 6.5.1 only allows three access locations.

Parking calculations should be shown that comply with 6.5 of the Zoning By-law.

Driveways and parking areas should be paved as required by Section 6.5.4. Construction details
should be provided

Curbing should be shown at the driveway entrances to the property
Section 6.7.2 requires that the following additional information be provided:
Location of abutting structurers within 200 feet should be shown on the plan

Building elevations need to be provided.



The location of dumpsters and mechanical equipment should be shown on the plan and
should be screened from public view.

Roof drainage should be collected and directed into an infiltration basin
The stormwater report will have to be updated and resubmitted
Sign locations should be shown on the plan and building elevations

A lighting plan shall be submitted that meets the requirements of Lakeville’s outdoor
lighting by-law. Details should be provided

Exterior Building lighting should be shown, and details provided



TOWN OF LAKEVILLE

SELECT BOARD OFFICE
346 Bedford Street
Lakeville, Massachusetts 02347

Telephone 508-946-8803

TO: Mark Knox, Chairman
Planning Board
F
FROM: Tracie Craig-McGee, Executive Assistant "< v~
RE: Site Plan Review
156 Rhode Island Road
DATE: April 26, 2022

At their meeting on April 25, 2022, the Select Board reviewed the Site Plan Application for 156
Rhode Island Road.

After a discussion on the proposed site plan, the Select Board had the following comments:

e There are issues with drainage and flowing water problems coming from that area;
e The Board of Health is aware that the property does not have restroom facilities for
employees;

e There is a question on how many businesses are operating there and if they all have
“business licenses with the Town.

"



Wotar of Lakebille

Planning Board
346 Bedford Street
Lakeville, MA 02347

508-946-3473

APPLICATION FOR SITE PLAN REVIEW

Name of Applicant:_T. Sikorski Realty, TL.C

Street: 50 Turner Street

City/Town:_Taunton

Telephone: (774)-218-2717

Email: tsikorskient@gmail.com

State: MA _Zip:_02718

Property Owner Name:_T. Sikorski Realty, LLC

Street: 50 Turner Street

City/Town:_Taunton

Telephone: (774)-218-2717

Contact Persoi’s Name:_ Tyler Sikorski

Telephone: (774)-218-2717

SITE INFORMATION

Street and number:_156 Rhode Island Road

Zoning District;_Industrial

State: M A Zip.__ 02718
Email: tsikorskient@gmail.com
FEmail: tSiKOIShent@gmaﬂ.com

Map_ 026 Block 004 Lot 002

Lot size: 131,368 +/- S.F.

Frontage:_677 16

Current use:_Industrial

PLAN INFORMATION

Plan Title: Site Plan, Commercial Development, 156 Rhode Island Road

Prepared by:__River Hawk Environmental, I1.C

Date prepared:_3/10/2022

Revision date (s):




Detailed Description of proposed work:

Addition of an 18,800 SF. building, associated driveways, parking areas , and utilities to an exsiting
commercialy develop property.

' 7O THE LAKEVILLE PLANNING BOARD: .

The undersigned, being the APPLICANT named above, hereby applies for review of the above
SITE PLAN by the Planning Board and certifies that, to the best of the APPLICANT’S knowledge and
belief, the information contained herein is correct and complete and that said PLAN conforms with the
requirements of the Rules and Regulations of the Lakeville Planning Board and the Zoning By-Law of the

Town of Lakeville.
g/ Date:

Property Owner’s Signature: Date:
(if not Applicant)

Applicant’s Signature: ,/7
ppli s Signature z;

Will you have a representative other than yourself? X Yes ~_No

Name: Bob Rego, P.E.

Telephone:__ (508)-523-1007 Email:__brego@riverhawkLLC.com

To be completed by Planning Board staff:

Distributed to: Board of Health, Board of Selectmen, Building Department, Conservation
Commission, Fire Chief, Highway Surveyor, Open Space Committee, Police Chief

Date/initials:




SITE PLAN

COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT
156 RHODE ISLAND ROAD, LAKEVILLE, MA
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SITE SUMMARY:

CURRENT OWNERS / APPLICANT
T SIKORSKI REALTY, LLC
50 TURNER ST.
E. TAUNTON, MA, 02718

ASSESSOR'S REFERENCE:
MAP 26, BLOCK 4, LOT 2

DEED REFERENCE:
BOOK 52,511, PAGE 227 (PLYMOUTH COUNTY REGISTRY OF DEEDS)

ZONING:

ZONING DISTRICT(S)
INDUSTRIAL/RESIDENCE

FEMA / WETLANDS:
FLOOD PLAIN - ZONE X

DATUMS:

HORIZONTAL DATUM:
NAD83, MA MAINLAND

VERTICAL DATUM:
NAVD88

SITE NOTES:

1. EXISTING CONDITIONS PLAN & PROPERTY LINES SHOWN WERE
DERIVED FROM PLAN PREPARED BY ZENITH LAND SURVEYORS,
LLC. EXISTING TOPOGRAPHY FROM 2011 LIDAR DATA.

2. BENCHMARK IS TOP OF HYDRANT SPINDLE AS SHOWN ON
PLAN, AT ELEVATION = 98.30 (NGVD88).

3. THERE ARE NO KNOWN WETLANDS WITHIN 100 FEET OF THE
SUBJECT PROPERTY.

4. THE SUBJECT PROPERTY IS LOCATED IN ZONE X, AS SHOWN
ON THE FLOOD INSURANCE RATE MAP (F.L.R.M.) OF PLYMOUTH
COUNTY, MASSACHUSETTS, MAP NUMBER 25023C0427K DATED
JULY 16, 2015.

5. THE LOCATION OF UNDERGROUND UTILITIES ARE
APPROXIMATE ONLY, AND ARE NOT WARRANTED TO BE
CORRECT. UNDERGROUND UTILITIES ARE SHOWN BASED ON
EITHER RECORD DATA PROVIDED BY THE OPERATING
AUTHORITIES, VISUAL INSPECTION OF AVAILABLE
ABOVEGROUND STRUCTURES, PHYSICAL SURFACE MARKINGS
FOUND, OR DATA PROVIDED BY OTHERS. ADDITIONAL UTILITIES
MAY EXIST WHICH ARE NOT INDICATED ON THESE PLANS. ALL
EXISTING UTILITIES SHALL BE VERIFIED FOR SERVICE, SIZE,
INVERT ELEVATION, LOCATIONS, ETC. PRIOR TO NEW
CONNECTIONS TO OR RELOCATION OF SAME. CONTRACTOR
MUST NOTIFY DIG-SAFE AT 1-888-344-7233 AT LEAST 72 HOURS
PRIOR TO ANY CONSTRUCTION. NOTIFY THIS FIRM IN WRITING
OF ANY AND ALL DISCREPANCIES PRIOR TO COMMENCING ANY
WORK.
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SITE SUMMARY:

CURRENT OWNERS / APPLICANT
T SIKORSKI REALTY, LLC
50 TURNER ST.
E. TAUNTON, MA, 02718

ASSESSOR'S REFERENCE:
MAP 26, BLOCK 4, LOT 2

DEED REFERENCE:
BOOK 52,511, PAGE 227 (PLYMOUTH COUNTY REGISTRY OF DEEDS)
ZONING:

ZONING DISTRICT(S)
INDUSTRIAL/RESIDENCE

FEMA /| WETLANDS:
FLOOD PLAIN - ZONE X

DATUMS:

HORIZONTAL DATUM:
NADS83, MA MAINLAND

VERTICAL DATUM:
NAVD88

SITE NOTES:

1. EXISTING CONDITIONS PLAN & PROPERTY LINES SHOWN WERE
DERIVED FROM PLAN PREPARED BY ZENITH LAND SURVEYORS,
LLC. EXISTING TOPOGRAPHY FROM ON THE GROUND SURVEY
COMPLETED BY RIVER HAWK LAND SURVEY, LLC IN DECEMBER
2021.

2. BENCHMARK IS TOP OF HYDRANT SPINDLE AS SHOWN ON
PLAN, AT ELEVATION = 98.30 (NGVD88).

3. THERE ARE NO KNOWN WETLANDS WITHIN 100 FEET OF THE
SUBJECT PROPERTY.

4. THE SUBJECT PROPERTY IS LOCATED IN ZONE X, AS SHOWN
ON THE FLOOD INSURANCE RATE MAP (F.L.R.M.} OF PLYMOUTH
COUNTY, MASSACHUSETTS, MAP NUMBER 25023C0427K DATED
JULY 16, 2015,

5. THE LOCATION OF UNDERGROUND UTILITIES ARE
APPROXIMATE ONLY, AND ARE NOT WARRANTED TO BE
CORRECT. UNDERGROUND UTILITIES ARE SHOWN BASED ON
EITHER RECORD DATA PROVIDED BY THE OPERATING
AUTHORITIES, VISUAL INSPECTION OF AVAILABLE
ABOVEGROUND STRUCTURES, PHYSICAL SURFACE MARKINGS
FOUND, OR DATA PROVIDED BY OTHERS. ADDITIONAL UTILITIES
MAY EXIST WHICH ARE NOT INDICATED ON THESE PLANS. ALL
EXISTING UTILITIES SHALL BE VERIFIED FOR SERVICE, SIZE,
INVERT ELEVATION, LOCATIONS, ETC. PRIOR TO NEW
CONNECTIONS TO OR RELOCATION OF SAME. CONTRACTOR
MUST NOTIFY DIG-SAFE AT 1-888-344-7233 AT LEAST 72 HOURS
PRIOR TO ANY CONSTRUCTION. NOTIFY THIS FIRM IN WRITING
OF ANY AND ALL DISCREPANCIES PRIOR TO COMMENCING ANY
WORK.
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PARCEL ID: 026/004/002

TOTAL AREA: 131,368+ S.F. (3.02+ ACRES)
ZONING DISTRICT: INDUSTRIAL

ZONING REQUIREMENTS:

IEM: . REQUIRED _ EXISTING  PROPQSED
LOT AREA (SF) 70,000 131,368+ 131,368%
FRONTAGE (FT) 175 677.16 677.16
FRONT SETBACK (FT) 40 357 35.7 & 40.0
SIDE SETBACK (FT) 40, 50 49.3 69.0 & 100.0
REAR SETBACK (FT) 40 55.9 69.0 & 100.0
COVERAGE (%) 502 430 55
NOTES:

1 — NO BUILDINGS ARE ALLOWED WITH 50' OF A RESIDENTIAL
ZONE (WITH AN ACOUSTICAL WALL)

2 — COVERGAE CAN BE INCREASED TO 60% IF SECTION 7.6.4
SITE DESIGN STANDARDS ARE MET

CAR. PARKING REQUIREMENTS:

TEM: REQ'D PER UNIT  PROPOSED MIN. REQ'D

WAREHOUSE /OFFICE 1 PER EMPLOYEE 12

SPACES REQUIRED: 12
SPACES PROVIDED: 14

ADA SPACES REQUIRED ON-SITE: 1 (VAN ACCESSIBLE)
ADA SPACES PROVIDED ON-SITE: 1 (VAN ACCESSIBLE)
MIN. 9° WIDE X 20° DEEP (STANDARD SPACE)

MIN. 12° WIDE X 20° DEEP (HANDICAP ACCESSIBLE SPACE)
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NOTES:

1.

ALL SITE WORK SHALL MEET OR EXCEED THE SITE SPECIFICATIONS
PREPARED THIS PROJECT. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE
FOR VERIFYING THAT THE PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS SHOWN ON THE
PLANS DQ NOT CONFLICT WITH ANY KNOWN EXISTING OR OTHER
PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS. IF ANY CONFLICTS ARE DISCOVERED, THE
CONTRAGCTOR SHALL NOTIFY THE ENGINEER AND THE OWNER PRIOR TO
ANY SITE WORK WHICH WOULD BE AFFECTED.

NO CERTIFICATION IS MADE AS TO THE EXISTENCE OR NON EXISTENCE
OF ANY SUBSURFACE STRUCTURE/UTILITY NOT VISIBLE AND EVIDENCED
FROM THE GROUND SURFACE.

CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY LOCATIONS OF ALL UTILITIES PRIOR TO THE
START ANY WORK.

ALL DRAINAGE PIPE TO BE 12"@ ADS N-12 SLOPED AT 0.005FT/FT, UNLESS
SPECIFIED OTHERWISE.

UNLESS SPECIFIED, ALL MATERIALS SHALL BE COMPLIANT WITH THE
LATEST TOWN OF LAKEVILLE PUBLIC WORKS STANDARDS AND
SPECIFICATICNS.

WATER LINES AND ALL APURTANCES SHALL BE COMPLIANT WITH THE
LATEST CITY OF TAUNTON STANDARDS AND SPECIFICATIONS.

THE CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY EXISTING GRADES IN THE FIELD AND
REPORT ANY DISCREPANCIES IMMEDIATELY TO THE OWNER'S ENGINEER.
THE CONTRACTOR SHALL MAKE ALL ARRANGEMENTS FOR THE
ALTERATION AND ADJUSTMENT OF GAS, ELECTRIC, TELEPHONE AND ANY
OTHER PRIVATE UTILITIES BY THE UTILITY COMPANIES, AS REQUIRED.
WHERE AN EXISTING UTILITY IS FOUND TO CONFLICT WITH THE
PROPOSED WORK. THE LOCATION, ELEVATION AND SIZE OF THE UTILITY
SHALL BE ACCURATELY DETERMINED WITHOUT DELAY BY THE
CONTRACTOR, AND THE INFORMATION FURNISHED TO THE OWNER AND
OWNER'S ENGINEER FOR RESOLUTION.

CONTRACTOR SHALL PROTECT ALL UNDERGROUND DRAINAGE, SEWER
AND UTIUTY FACILITIES FROM EXCESSIVE VEHICULAR LOADS DURING
CONSTRUCTION. ANY DAMAGE TO THESE FACILITIES RESULTING FROM
CONSTRUCTION LOADS WILL BE RESTORED TO ORIGINAL CONDITION.

EXCAVATION REQUIRED WTHIN THE PROXIMITY OF EXISTING UTILITY
LINES SHALL BE DONE BY HAND. CONTRACTOR SHALL REPAIR ANY
DAMAGE TO EXISTING UTILITY LINES OR STRUCTURES INCURRED DURING
CONSTRUCTION AT NO COST TO THE OWNER.

ALL UTILITY COVERS, GRATES, ETC. TO REMAIN SHALL BE ADJUSTED TO
BE FLUSH WITH THE FINISH GRADE UNLESS OTHERMSE NOTED. RIM
ELEVATIONS FOR STRUCTURES AND MANHQOLES ARE APPROXIMATE.

AT ALL LOCATIONS WERE EXISTING CURBING OR PAVEMENT ABUTS NEW
CONSTRUCTION, THE EDGE OF THE EXISTING CURB OR PAVEMENT SHALL
BE SAW CUT TO A CLEAN, SMOOTH EDGE. BLEND NEW PAVEMENT, CURBS
AND EARTHWORK SMOOTHLY INTO EXISTING BY MATCHING LINES,
GRADES AND JOINTS.

ALL SEDIMENT IS TO BE KEPT OUT OF THE PROPOSED INFILTRATION
AREAS, WHICH SHALL NOT BE USED UNTIL ALL CATCH BASINS AND
OTHER DRAINAGE SYSTEM APPURTENANCES ARE INSTALLED AND
FUNCTIONAL,

PITCH EVENLY BETWEN SPOT GRADES. GRADE ALL AREAS TO DRAIN.

CONTRACTOR SHALL SCHEDULE HIS WORK TO ALLOW THE FINISHED
SUBGRADE ELEVATIONS TO DRAIN PROPERLY WITHOUT PUDDLING.
SPECFICALLY, ALLOW WATER TO ESCAPE WHERE PROPOSED CURB MAY
RETAIN RUNOFF PRIOR TO APPLICATION OF FINISH SUBGRADE. PROVIDE
TEMPORARY POSITIVE DRAINAGE AS REQUIRED.

ALL UTILITY TRENCHES IN THE RIGHT-OF-WAY SHALL BE BACKFILLED
‘WITH CONTROL DENSITY FILL AND THE PAVEMENT SHALL BE PATCH
USING INFRARED.
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CB-1
RIM=85.50

2" @ HDPE POTAELE
WATER SERVICE
LINE -

1cB-1
RIM=95.44

INV OUT=92.94

INV QUT=93.00) *

FES
INV IN=92,34

CB-1
RIM=93.80
INV OUT=81.30

EX. LCB-2
RIM =92.98

EX.LCB-1
RIM =92.54

1—=STORY BLDG.
FFE = 97.52

0Cs-1

INLETS:

RIM 24" GRATE=83.5

4" @ CULVERT INV=82.0
OUTLET:

12" & CULVERT INV=92.87

-7+ FIRE SERVICE
5 \</ LINE

96.06

1,500 GAL
1/2 COMPARTMENT
SEPTIC TANK (H20).
INV. IN=92.05

INV. OUT = 91.80

LINEAR EROSION CONTROL]
LINE (TYP.)

DMH-1
RIM=95.00

INV IN=02.45
INV OUT=92.35

12'0 ADS N-12
$=0.005
(REFER TO
NOTE 4)

Scale 1" = 30'

95.40

BOX (H20)

PROP. SMH
RIM=95.5 +
INV IN=92.82
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0Cs-2

RIM=95.0

INLETS:

6" @ CULVERT INV=91.0
OUTLET:
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INV. OUT=80.60
FES INV=90.93
DMH-1
RIM=04.50
INV IN=91.18
INV OUT=91.08
1,000-GAL
MONOLITHIC
PUMP CHAMBER (H20)
INV.IN = 81.70
INV. OUT = 91.45
100% SAS RESERVE
AREA

PROP. DISTRIBUTION
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THE CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE TO CONTROL EROSION AND SEDIMENTATION DURING
CONSTRUCTION. IT IS INTENDED THAT THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE FOLLOWING
MEASURES WILL MEET THIS GOAL. WHEN IT IS CLEAR TO THE DESIGNER THAT EROSION
AND SEDIMENTATION HAVE BEEN ADEQUATELY CONTROLLED WI'I'HDUT THE IMPLEMENTATION
OF EVERY MEASURE, ADDITIONAL MEASURES NEED NOT BE JMPLEMENTED.

ALTERNATVELY, IF ALL OF THE FOLLOWING MEASURES HAVE BEEN IMPLEMENTED AND
THE CONTROL OF EROSION AND SEDIMENTATION IS INADEQUATE, THE CONTRACTOR MUST
EMPLOY SUFFICIENT SUPPLEMENTAL MEASURES BEYOND THE SCOPE OF THIS PLAN.

1. EROSION AND SEDIMENTATION CONTROL MEASURES WILL BE INSTALLED PRIOR 70
START OF DEMOLITION OR CONSTRUCTION. STABILIZATION OF ALL RE- GRADED AND SOIL
%%CQK;ILE AREAS WILL BE INITATED AND MAINTAINED DURING ALL PHASES Of

CTION.

2. ALL EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL MEASURES WILL BE CONSTRUCTED IN
ACCORDANCE WITH LOCAL MUNICIPAL REGULATIONS, THE USEPA 2017 CONSTRUCTION
GENERAL PERMIT, AND MASSACHUSETTS 2003 EROSION & SEDIMENT CONTROL
GUIDELINES FOR URBAN AND SUBURBAN AREAS. ALL EROSION CONTROL MEASURES ARE
TO BE MAINTAINED AND UPGRADED AS REQUIRED TO ACHIEVE PROPER SEDIMENT
CONTROL DURING CONSTRUCTION. A STAKED HAYBALE DAM SHALL BE INSTALLED DOWN
GRADIENT OF ALL DRAINAGE OUTFALLS.

3. ADDITIONAL CONTROL MEASURES WILL BE INSTALLED DURING THE CONSTRUCTION
PERIOD, IF DEEMED NECESSARY BY THE OWNER OR AGENTS OF THE OWNER THE
CONTRACTOR SHALL KEEP ON SITE AT ALL TIMES ADDITIONAL ER

MATERIALS FOR INSTALLATION AT THE DIRECTION OF THE ENGINEER TO MITIGATE
ANY EMERGENCY CONDITION.

4. PRIOR TO COMMENCEMENT OF CONSTRUCTION, APPLICABLE CONTRACTOR
PERSONNEL MUST HAVE AN UNDERSTANDING OF THE USEPA CONSTRUCTION GENERAL
PERMIT REQUIREMENTS, AND THEIR SPECIFIC RESPONSIBILITES UNDER THE PERMIT. AT A
MINIMUM PERSONNEL MUST BE TRAINED AND UNDERSTAND THE FOLLOWING: LOCATION

OF ALL STORMWATER  CONTROLS
COMPLYING WITH THE POLLUTION PREVENTION REQUIREMENTS. PROCEDURES FOR
CONDUCTING INSPECTIONS, RECORDING FINDINGS, AND TAKING ~CORRECTVE ACTION.

5. CATCH BASINS (ON-SITE AND QFF~SAE WITHIN 100') WILL BE PROTECTED WITH
HAYBALE FILTERS AND SILT BAG INLET PROTECTION THROUGHOUT THE CONSTRUCTION
PERIOD UNTIL ALL DISTURBED AREAS ARE THOROUGHLY STABILIZED. SILT BAGS SHOULD
BE INSTALLED UNDER GRATE OPENING UNTIL PAVEMENT IS IN PLACE AND GROUND
SURFACE IS STABILIZED.

6. AREAS THAT ARE NOT THE LOCATION OF ACTIVE CONSTRUCTION WHICH ARE TO BE
LEFT BARE FOR OVER ONE MONTH BEFORE FINISHED GRADING AND SEEDING IS
ACHIEVED, SHALL BE MULCHED OR RECEVE TEMPORARY STABILIZATION SUCH AS JUTE
NETTING OR SHALL RECENE A TEMPORARY SEEDING OF PERENNIAL RYEGRASS APPLIED
TO A RATE OF 2 LBS./1,000 SQ, FT. LIMESTONE (EQUIVALENT TO BE 50 PERCENT
CALCIUM PLUS MAGNESIUM OXIDE) SHALL BE APPLIED AS SEEDBED PREPARATION AT A

RATE OF 90 LBS./1,000 SQ. FT. PLANTING SEASONS SHALL BE APRIL 1 TO JUNE 1
AND AUGUST 1 TO OCTOBER 1. AREAS TO BE LEFT BARE BEFORE FINISH GRADING AND
SEEDING OUTSIDE OF PLANTING SEASONS SHALL RECEVE AN AIR-DRIED WOOD CHiP
MULCH, FREE OF COARSE MATTER.

7. STABILIZATION OF SLOPES IN CUT AREAS (USING MULCH OR GRASS) AND THE
INSTALLATION OF CONTROL LINE (HAYBALE CHECK OR FILTER FABRIC) AT THE TOE OF
SLOPE SHALL BE INIATED WITHIN FOURTEEN (14) DAYS OF COMPLETION.

SEDIMENT REMOVED FROM CONTROL SIRUCTURES WILL BE DISPOSED IN A MANNER
WHiCH IS CONSISTENT WITH THE INTENT OF THE EAR EROSION CONTROLS
RETAINING SEDIMENT OVER 1/2 THEIR HEIGHT SHALL HAVE THE SEDIMENT REMOVED AND
ALL DAMAGED EROSION CONTROLS SHALL BE REPAIRED OR REPLACED.

10.  THE CONTRACTOR WILL BE ASSIGNED THE RESPONSIBILITY FOR IMPLEMENTING THIS
EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL PLAN. THIS RESPONSIBILITY INCLUDES THE

INSTALLATION AND MANTENANCE OF CONTROL MEASURES, INFORMING ALL PARTIES
ENGAGED ON THE CONSTRUCTION SITE OF THE REQUIREMENTS AND OBJECTNES OF THE
PLAN, AND NOTIFYING THE CONSERVATION COMMISSION OF ANY TRANSFER Of
RESPONSIBIITY. THE OWNER SHALL BF RESPONSIBLE FOR CONVEYING A COP{ OF THE
EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL PLAN IF THE TITLE O THE LAND IS TRANSFERRED.

11, STOCKPILES OF SOIL SHALL BE SURROUNDED BY A SEDIMENT BARRIER. SOIL
STOCKPILES TO BE LEFT BARE FOR MORE THAN FOURTEEN (14) DAYS SHALL BE
STABILIZED WITH TEMPORARY VEGETATION OR MULCH. IF SOIL STOCKPILES

REMAIN FOR MORE THAN SIXTY (60) DAYS, FILTER FABRIC SHALL BE USED N PLACE OF
HAYBALES. SIDE SLOPES SHALL NOT EXCEED 2:1.

12A 7HE CONTRACTDR SHALL EE RESPONSIBLE TO CONTROL DUST AND WIND EROSION

CONTRACT. DUST CONTROL SHALL INCLUDE, BUT IS
NOT LIMITED TO SPRINKUNG OF WATER ON EXPOSED SOILS AND HAUL ROADS.
CONTRACTOR SHALL CONTROL DUST TO PREVENT A HAZARD TO TRAFFIC.

13, ADJACENT ROADS SHALL BE PERIODICALLY SWEPT OR WASHED TO AVOID TRACKING
WUD, DUST OR DEBRIS FROM THE CONSTRUCTION AREA. ALL SEDIMENT TRACKED ONTO
ROADWAYS MUST BE REMOVED AT END OF EACH WORK DAY.

13. IF FINAL GRADING IS TO BE DELAYED FOR MORE THAN FOURTEEN (14) DAYS
AFTER LAND DISTURBANCES CEASE, TEMPORARY VEGETATION OR MULCH SHALL BE USED
TO STABILIZE SOILS.

14, WHERE DE-WATERING IS NECESSARY, THERE SHALL NOT BE A DISCHARGE
DIRECTLY INTO WETLANDS OR WATERCOURSES. PROPER METHODS AND DEVICES SHALL BE
UTILIZED 70 THE EXTENT PERMITTED BY LAW, SUCH AS PUMPING WATER INTO A
TEMPORARY SEDIMENTATION BOWL, PROVIDING SURGE PROTECTION AT THE INLET AND
THE OUTLET OF PUMPS, OR FLOATING THE INTAKE OF THE PUMP, OR OTHER METHODS
TO MINIMIZE AND RETAIN THE SUSPENDED SOLIDS. IF A PUMPING OPERATION IS CAUSING
TURBIDITY PROBLEMS, SAID OPERATION SHALL CEASE UNTIL SUCH TIME AS FEASIBLE
MEANS OF CONTROLLING TURBIDITY ARE DETERMINED AND IMPLEMENTED. SAID
DISCHARGE POINTS SHALL BE LOCATED OVER 100 FEET FROM THE DELINEATED
WETLANDS AS INDICATED ON THIS PLAN.

15. AL EROSION CONTROL MEASURES SHALL BE ROUTINELY INSPECTED BY ’lHE
CONTRACTOR, CLEANED AND REPAIRED OR REPLACED AS NECESSARY THROUGHOUT

PHASES OF CONSTRUCTION. IN ADDITION, INSPECTIONS SHALL TAKE PLACE WEEKLY AND
BEFORE AND AFTER EACH 1/4” RAINFALL EVENT. CONTRACTOR TO MAINTAIN ALL
WEEKLY REPORTS IN CONJUNCTION WITH THE EROSION CONTROL / NPDES
CONSTRUCTION GENERAL PERMIT REQUIREMENTS. COPIES OF ALL SWPPP INSPECTION
REPORTS SHALL BE PROVIDED TO THE TOWN, EPA, DEP, OR ANY OTHER AUTHORMY
REQUESTING WITHIN 3 DAYS OF EACH INSPECTION.

LEGEND

s PROPOSED LNEAR EROSION CONTROL LINE

B PROPOSED CATCH BASIN INLET PROTECTION
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SYMBOL ID BOTANICAL NAME COMMON NAME SIZE
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CARDINAL FLOWER
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APP,

G
D £ DESIGNED
1. ALL SECTIONS SHALL 8 y
FOR HS-20 LOAGING. W &
FINAL 2. SROVIDE "V* KNOCKOUTS FOR ¢
BACKFILL B BIPES WITH 2" MAX. CLEARANCE TO ¥
247 _SQUARE] OUTSIDE OF PIPE. MORTAR ALL H <]
MIN. COVER MIN. COVER TO OPENING PIPE_CONNECTIONS. cecasT A {
) ’ 3. JOINT SEALANT BETWEEN P ~
70 RIGID BASE OF ASPHALT SECTIONS SHALL BE PREFORMED FRONT FACE 5
PAVEMENT, 12" R PAVEMENT, 18 BUTYL RUBBER. g
4 ALTERNATE ECCENTRIC CONE_SECTION 4. CATCH BASIN FRAME AND GRATE &
1 » SHALL BE SET IN FULL 12" WIOE 2
& e MORTAR BED. ADJUST TO GRADE PLAY g
[ WITH PRECAST CONCRETE RISER OR 127 1" CHAMFER
f I~ 8 () -] - BRICK. AL
INITIAL [P — 5. FRAME AND COVER SHALL 1T
SPRINGLINE ADS HDPE . BACKFILL —_—t 48" DIA (MIN) CONFORM TO MASSACHUSETTS
o N-12 PIPE 3 t STANDARDS HEAVY DUTY (H20). = D oA
U N~ - 6. CONCRETE PIPE HOOD SHALL BE N g cROUND Alslc|p|e |F|c|H z
"SNOUT® OR APPROVED ¢ Tl e e e e o e 5
; " HAUNGH FNISH ALTERNATE_TOP SLAB EQUIVALENT, HDPE PIPE HOOD ] i UNE 127(2'6"[3'9" [4°67|2'6" 167 |1'0" |#'3" 3’0 s
1-1/2" CRUSHED GRAVEL 4" FOR 12°-24" PIP 7 S~ GRADE . SHALL BE 90" BEND FA °© 1 © w loram|a” la'” o e® 1" 176" s |5 5" g
, 24 % BEDDING 12 PIPE WITH SEALANT. BEND SHALL 3 I §3012" — 15" |2'9"[3'9" [4°6" 26" [1°6” 16" |4°6" [3'3 z
6 FOR 30°-60" PIPE \ corar 1 HAVE 1 INCH PURGE HOLE DRILLED N i /2.’ CLEAR ~ R P D) P ey e <
SUITABLE S PP TS INTO TGP OF ELBOW. . L] ) B ) e S
ROAD_STABILIZATION I.MN TRENGH WIDTH ,l FOUNDATION 2 e 18 £ s oot
FILTER FABRIC 30 SEE NOTE 4 RS v
Z T — ELEVATION A-A SECTION B-B
5255
aE0E HEADWALL DETAIL
Ziw SEALVWALL oL
ANTI-TRACKING PAD o803 : «" o (v NOT TO SCALE
Qz e . IN) —)
NOTTO SCALE DRAIN PIPE_TRENCH DETAI Togy ¥ SEE NOTE 3.
NOT TO SCALE o HOCD QUTLET PlFl’E (&) ©
T~ E - par -
w o= |
ez [ ( ; DiA . -&N
oxe! i —— VARIES > o
o5 BeERT TOWN OF LAKEVILLE PLANNING BOARD: Fo”
o ey L
b & —T 20g
€ | F ! lxsgs NoTE 2. SITE PLAN APPROVAL EW
COMPOST FIBER ROLL 2 =z ‘ c28
2 HEADWIDTH WOODEN (TYPICAL) oZ . E xxe
STAKESPLACED 10’ ON CENTER 22 < ) ©RZz
E9 =+ o
g% g8x
AREA TO BE PROTECTED 2. l Yo
WORK AREA =2 SUMP._ELEVATION D
b =
- 6" MIN COMPACTED
#' CRUSHED STONE
f
APPROVED COMPACTED SUBGRADE DATE APPROVED: N
SECTION VIEW DATE ENDORSED: §
COMPOST FIBER ROLL DETAIL SINGLE GRATE CATCH BASIN 5
NOT TO SCALE NOT TO SCALE e
Led B
26" STANDARD MANHOLE FRAME &7 /7 SET RIM AT FINISHED GRADE w §
COVER (UNLESS NOTED / <z |5
8" 26" 8" OTHERWISE) TO BE MARKED %] £
13- | .] l. FINISH GRADE "DRAIN® FINISH GRADE -, |2
{ / / 98 I
e SET CASTING IN / / Z <8¢l &
rrsr sty GROUT GROUT AND GROUT \ f USE BRICK COURSES AS NEEDED TO m 5 < Sl
L~ ALL AROUND TO 4" / / BRING MANHOLE RIM TO REQUIRED L E R
PRE CAST REINFORGED ELEVATION (MIN 3 COURSES AND MAX WmEls
HARD RED. RICK COURSES CONCRETE M.H. CONE ABOVE FLANGE (UNLESS / 5 coURSES(oF BRICK) SEAL INSIDE , % =2 g
AS NEEDED (MIN. OF 2 NOTED OTHERWISE) i 5 513
COURSES AND MAX. OF 5 / AND OUTSIDE OF BRICK WITH 8 szl
70" COURSES) TO BRING MH. 5 _ ] HYDRAULIC CEMENT - imr
RIM TO REQUIRED ELEV. o /“‘COAT MANHGLE EXTERIOR ’ Z - g g
WITH Tv;g ggg\sT Ic;z on o STANDARD PRECAST CONCRETRIC : C T E
FitL ALL LIFTING HOLES BITUMA! R T A L / o3
WITH HYDRAULIC CEMENT APPROVED EQUAL ) - i,; ® :ggﬁlggg)non ORFLATTOP (AS ) ab g?, %
{NON-SHRINK) MORTAR. RUBBER FLEXIBLE IY,... q) fa'd % %E g
Ly L ola
- PRE CAST REINFORCED M o TReD ! L/ SEAL ALL INTERIOR AND - 18 5
20" DIA. COVERS CONC. M.H. BARREL A LIV /T EXTERIOR JOINTS WITH > % 8"
PLAN VIEW SEAL ALL HOLES WiTH L \ N HYDRAULIC GEMENT o — gs |
s |— o omum /"7 omenm mm\ ¥ /— STANDARD PRECAST BARREL SECTION L35 |
OVER 12 DEEP BUTYL ; Y|/ COMBINATIONS OF ¥, 2.3 OR 4° Ly 2 z
SO D AUHIBLE 20" MANHOLE FRAME AND 50" DIA. MIN, RUBBER JOINT-———#=1/ MANHOLE - LENGTHS AS NEEDED TO BRING © H
ALARMS MOUNTED COVER TO BE EL. n a (TYP.) b MANHOLE MANHOLE RIM TO REQUIRED ELEVATION S
INSIDEBUILDING LEBARON NO. LK 110 (OR ] : DIAMETER (SEE MANHOLE GENERAL NOTE 4)
APPROVED EQUAL) CHANNEL .
PRE CAST REINFORCED SEE TABLE 1 ] ‘ 2
CONCRETE MONOLITHIG § - 2
& M.H. BASE SECTION & SLAB — ~—__ = &
., i STANDARD - N USE NON SHRINK GROUT ] [m) 2
PRECAST BASE IN3' o FOR RCP AND HDPE s <C
i MINIMUM 4000 PSI 7 LENGTHS (MIN)——mmt - i CONNECTIONS. CAST g0 i
| ; =
INLET l CONCRETE WET MiX i BRICK TABLE (SEE —J; EJT}:,E“)'NG'N STRUCTURE. o<« |73
ALARM 12 MIN. OF COMPACTED GENERAL NOTE & . a0 S [
CRUSHED STONE w =z .
UNDISTURBED EARTH DIMENSIONS) 3,000 PSI CEMENT > < W w 2
EXTERNAL TANK o . o
1,500~GAL. MONOLITHIC 58 FOR BOTTOM SLAB—|: CONCRETE w4 ]
PRECAST CONCRETE THICKNESS SEE OD=|—| §
TANK TABLE 1 _~— UNDISTURBED MATERIAL — > | < °©
INTERNAL TANK < iy = s
H NORWESCO 525—GAL. =0 Y g
| HORIZONTAL TANK Qo< |l ls
NOQTES: T 3 a g
.. N Ll S
» 1. TYPICAL SANITARY MANHOLE TO BE 4 FEET IN DIAMETER. 12" (MIN.) OF 3/4 o
SET TANK ON 6" OF CRUSHED _~~ 2. 50" DIAMETER FOR ALL MANHOLE DEPTHS GREATER THAN 12 FEET OR WHEN ORDERED BY THE ENGINEER. CRUSHED STONE = o 3
STONE OR APPROVED LEVEL 3. 6 MIN. WALL THICKNESS AND 7" MIN. BASE THICKNESS WITH 5'0° DIAMETER MANHOLES. UNLESS OTHERWISE =S5 ]
. ICK TABLE EVATION Of N OF TOP OF PIPE. s
CROSS SECTION g gvg;g EE’(();ED[{FHZZO, TO BE AT ELEVATION OF CROW! INDIGATED ON PROFILE o~ g
TANK TO WITHSTAND H—20 LOADING CRITERIA 6. ALL INVERTS SHALL BE 4,000 PSI CEMENT CONCRETE IN YOID AREAS AND RED SEWER BRICK CONSTRUCTION. O E
7. INVERTS SHALL NOT BE BUILT ABOVE GRADE. ALL INVERTS SHALL BE BUILT IN PLACE AFTER ALL PIPES HAVE SECTI O N A A E §
W WA | N - BEEN INSTALLED. _ g
NOT TO SCALE

TYP. SEWER MANHOLE

NOT TO SCALE

TYP. DRAINAGE MANHOLE

NOT TO SCALE

D1.1




CROSS COUNTRY i RCADWAY

4 LOAM

FINISH GRAD:

e PAVEMENT

EXISTING GROUNG ~—emom
SURFACE

12" BANK RUN GRAVEL

FILL MATERIAL TO BE
COMPACTE IN 12" LIFTS MAX.

FILL MATERIAL TOBE ~——«L

COMPACTED INZ LIFTS. 2] = REMOVE ALL SHEETING.

SELECT FILL SHALL 88 -~
THOROUGHLY COMPACTED'

BEDDING, SEE NOTES BELOW

NOTE: 5'0° MIN. COVER

NoTES:
1. FLOWABLE FILL SHALL BE USED IN THE STREET LAYOUT.

2. FOR LOCATIONS WHERE LEDGE IS NOT ENCOUNTERED IN TRENCH, PIPE CAN LAY ON
UNDISTURBED EARTH, OR ON SAN BEDDING CONSISTENT WITH AWWA GUIDELINES.

3. FOR LOCATIONS WHERE LEDGE IS ENCOUNTERED, SAND
BEDDING SHALL BE MIN. OF 12" THICK UNDER PIPE.

4. FILLMATERIAL SHALL BE COMPACTED TO 85% PROCTOR DENSITY.

WATER MAIN TRENCH DETAIL
NOT TO SCALE

BERM

AS SHOWN

RIPRAP (200-300 POUND STONE) |ON PLANS TOP OF DIKE ELEV

SPILLWAY ELEVATION

LOAM AND SEED INNER
SLOPE OF DETENTION BASIN

12" COMPACTED CRUSHED STONE
BEDDING MATERIAL

PROFILE OF SPILLWAY

Rl o 100, F-0 ]'=0

TOP OF DlKE\

CROSS SECTION D-D

DETENTION BASIN SPILL WAY

NOT TO SCALE

/— HDPE FES

CORRUGATED PLASTIC
DRAINAGE PIPE g

10" MINIMUM STONE APRON

PLAN

100"

PLACE STONE AROUND FLARED
END TO SECURE IN PLACE

HDPE FLARED END SECTION

50 TO 125 POUND STONE SET ON
6" DEPTH CRUSHED STONE BEDDING

CRUSHED STONE BEDDING 6"

ELEVATION

NOTES:

1. PROVIDE STONE APRON AT ALL QUTLETS

STONE APRON AT PIPE END

NOT TO SCALE

TOWN OF LAKEVILLE PLANNING BOARD:

SITE PLAN APPROVAL

DATE APPROVED:
DATE ENDORSED:

UNCISTURBED
EARTH——___

BLGCKS

PLAN VIEWS

NOTES:

1. SPECIFIC THRUST BLOCK DESIGN SHALL CONFORM TO AWWA GUIDELINES.

2. PLACE 4 mil. POLYETHYLENE BETWEEN CONCRETE AND FITTING (CONCRETE SHALL NOT INTERFERE WITH
JOINT).

3. MINIMUM CONCRETE THICKNESS SHALL BE 12 INCHES.

4. THRUST BLOCK ORIENTATION SHALL BE SUCH THAT THE CENTER OF THE FITTING CORRESPONDS WITH THE
CENTER OF THE THRUST BLOCK,

5. THE MINIMUM ALLOWABLE ANGLE (EITHER VERTICAL R HORIZONTAL) SHALL E 45 DEGREES.

NOT TO SCALE

TYP. THRUST BLOCK DETAIL

NOT TO SCALE

s~ THRUST BL.OCK (TYR)

MEG-A-LUG RETAINER
GLANDS AT MECHANICAL
JCINTS

\—— UNDISTURBED EARTH

ANCHOR TEE .

N

NOT TG SCALE

TYP. ANCHOR TEE

NOT TO SCALE

SIDEWALK —my

VALVE FRAME AND COVER CURB STONE

FINISHED AN
STREET GRADE \\

kN
\__ SET CAST IRON FRANE IN
CONCRETE FOUNDATION

STANDARID ROADWAY
"\ TELESCOPING ACCESS BOX
(SEE W-z.40)

MECHANICAL JOINT
TAPPING GATE VALVE

7
i
412" QUCTILE IRON PIPE —

concrere \
THRUST -
BLOCKING
TAPPING SLEEVE ASSEMBLY ~— \
EXISTING WATER 3
MAIN
NOTES:

1. MAXIMUM TAPPING SLEEVE SHALL NOT BE GREATER THAN 3; DIAMETER OF CONNECTING RAIN.
2. MEGALUG RESTRAINTS ON ALL MECHANICAL JOINTS,

TYP. CONNECTION (TAPPING _SLEEVE)

NOT TO SCALE

,-—« WATER GATE FRAME AND COVER (SEE W-2.4.4)
/ TGP COURSE

S BINDER COLRSE
SET_CAST IRDN FRAME
N CONCRETE FOUNDADON

STANDARD RCADWAY TELESCOPING
ACCESS BOX

PLACE MASONRY BLOCK
- FCUNDATION UNDER
/' ACCESS PIPE

OEPTH VARIES - (MIN, 50

1 MAX,

T

/

\—?EA e\ EXSTHG
aTen —/
SOUD SLEEVE e \\ N

fi

NG
P

&m

CGLPUNG OR BATE VALVE
APPROVED EQUAL \ F v

Ve NEW DACL. PIPE f- NEW $.0.CL. PIPE

NOTE:
ALL EXCAVATION, BACKFILUNG ANG PAVING SHALL BE IN ACCORDANCE WiTH THE TOWN OF FRAMINGHAM

REQUIREMENTS.

GATE VALVE

NOT TO SCALE

PAVED AREA LANDSCAPED AREA
COMMON FILL/

ORDINARY BORROW
DEPTH AND SURFACE
TREATMENT VARIES

COMPACTED GRANULAR FILL —\

7
VARIES

GREEN METALLIC ‘T‘.ah 752‘

TRACER TAPE

VARIES
i i
. F‘L?V\: INSTALL. NON~WOVEN
FILTER FABRIC I
N GRuUNDMATER IS
< FRESE!
mm fer L 3 z0NE ARouNo PIpE
5 3 7, (SEE NOTES)
B (M) 2" THICK PDLYUREMANE

INSULATION WITH PVC
e A AP\"\ND
PIPE WHERE REQUIRED

112" Ny = -~ COMPACTED SUBGRACE

NOTE
T Soauy SewER AND FORCE WM SHALL BE INSULNTED WHEN VERTICAL OR HORIZONTAL SOIL
COVER 1S LESS THAN 4 FEET ANG WHERE SHOWN ON PLANS. IN CERTAIN INSTANCES, Di PIPE
MAY BE REGUIRED
2. BACKAILL PLACED W\ UTILITY TRENCHES INCLUDING DISTURSED AREAS SURROUNDING UTILITY
TRENCHES SHALL BE PLACEG AND COMPACTED IN 12° (MAX.) VERTIGAL LIFTS
3. TRACER TAPE FGR a L BE CON: METALLIC SORE BONDED
7O SLASTIC UWERS, THE METALLC TRACER. TAPE. SUALL BE A MUNUM men THiCK A O MUST
BE LOCATABLE AT A DEFTS OF 18 INCHES W) GROINARY FIPE LOCATORS.
GRAVEL SHALL' CONSIST OF CLEAN, HARD, ROUND PARTCLES OF GRAVEL MEETAG THE
PO,
SEVE SizE
3/8°

MO, & 515

NO. 8 0-2
S. CONTRACTOR SHALL ACHIEVE 95% COMPACTION FOR THE BEOUING. TRENCH BACKFILL UNSER
ROADWAYS SHALL BE COMPACTED TO 95%.
ZONe ARQUND PIDE: BACKPLL W PROCESSCO SAND, FIE GRAVEL, O OTHER MATERAL
APPROVED BY THE WASTEWATER DI
7. FOR PVC PIPE §" CRUSHED smNr s A)?OLND ENTIRE PIPE.
8. FOR CONCRETE PIPE 1" STONE 57 UNDER PIPE AND HALFWAY UP PIPE.

TYP. SEWER TRENCH

NOT TO SCALE
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24" MANHOLE FRAME AND
COVER 70 BE NEENAH
FOUNDRY MODEL NO.

R-1711-A OR APPROVED

EQUAL (TYP.)

TOP OF SLAB
EL =970

S—

MIN, COVER=9"
MAX.COVER=3'

3" MIN

'LOW UNE [ r‘“
io..
1000 GALLONS

o | TH
4

' Pans /

1 GAS BAFFLE

6" Soup py
sorzs | C

3" MIN ;

50 GALLOMSJ‘ § :

MODEL A100 / 1
ZABEL FILTER q

. EL. = VARIES
< INV. ouT

47

EL= 92.05

e R T

1,500 GAL. 2 COMPARTMENT PRECAST
CONCRETE SEPTIC TANK H-20 SET TANK ON
6" OF CRUSHED STONE OR APPROVED LEVEL
BASE

10'-6"

DESIGN DATA:

DESIGN FLOW:

REQUIRED FLOW FOR PROP. GARAGE/WAREHOUSE/STORAGE SPACE
2 PERSONS UNIT X 12 UNITS X 15 GPD/PERSON = 360 GPD
TOTAL REQUIRED MINIMUM FLOW = 360 GPD

SEPTIC TANK:

USE 2 COMPARTMENT TANK

COMPARTMENT 1 (48—HR RETENTION TIME)

360 GPD X 2 DAYS = 720 GALLON
COMPARTMENT 2 (24—~HR X 1 DAY = 360 GALLON
USE 1,500 GAL. 2 COMPARTMENT TANK
(1000~GAL/500 GALLON)

SOIL_ABSORPTION SYSTEM (ENVIRO—SEPTIC):
PERCOLATION RATE = <2 MIN./INCH (CLASS | SOIL)
USE STANDARD ENVIRO—SEPTIC PIPE IN BED CONFIGURATION

TASK 1: LINEAR FEET OF ENVIRO—-SEPTIC PIPE REQUIRED
DESIGN LOADING RATE = 0.50 LF OF ENVIRO—SEPTIC PIPE/GPD
LINEAR FEET OF ENVIRO-SEPTIC PIPE REQ'D =

(360 GPD) X (0.50 LF/GPD) = 180 LF

TASK 2: SLOPE OF PROPOSED SAS
SAND BED TO HAVE NO SLOPE

TASK 3: MINIMUM CENTER TO CENTER SPACING
MINIMUM CENTER TO CENTER PIPE SPACING = 1.5
DESIGN CENTER TO CENTER PIPE SPACING = 1.5

TASK 4: LINE LAYOUT

USE BASIC SERIAL SYSTEM
LINEAR FEET OF ENVIRO-SEPTIC PIPE PROVIDED =
USE 40 LF (LINE LENGTH) X 6 (LINES) = 240 LF OF
ENVIRO-SEPTIC PIPE

240 LF x (100 GPD/50 LF) =

TASK 5: TOTAL SYSTEM BED AREA
AREA OF SAND BED = (42’ LONG x 10.5' WIDE) = 441 SF

AREA OF TYPICAL AGGREGATE SYSTEM=(360 GPD)/(0.74 GPD/SF)= 486 SF
MINIMUM AREA OF SAND BED REQUIRED=(486 SF) X (0.60) = 262 SF
MINIMUM AREA OF SAND BED REQUIRED=400 SF

(PROVIDED) 441 SF > 400 SF (MINIMUM REQUIRED)

480 GPD < 500 GPD MAX.

FLOW PROVIDED:
(240 LF.) X (100 GPD/ 50 LF.) = 480 GPD
(PROVIDED} 480 GPD > 360 GPD (MINIMUM REQUIRED)

TOWN OF LAKEVILLE PLANNING BOARD:

SITE PLAN APPROVAL

DATE APPROVED:
DATE ENDORSED:

FORCE MAIN TO BE SLOPED BACK TO
THE PUMP CHAMBER OR IT SHALL BE
A MINIMUM OF 4° BELOW GRADE

JUNCTION BOX,
STRUCTURAL PLASTIC
TO BE LOCATED

SEE DIFFERENTIAL VENTING DETAIL
2

SHEET SSD1.

_— TEE (OUTLETS ON

HORIZONTAL PLANE)

D~BOX RISER AND COVER
/" ARE TO BE WATERTIGHT AND
TO FINISHED GRADE

INSPECTION PORT
2% SLOPE (MIN.)

TGP OF C-33 SAND
EL =

SEE DIFFERENTIAL VENTING DETAIL
SHEET SSD1.2

96.75

QUTSIDE OF TANK

1&

MIN. 10" C‘O\/ER OVER

ENVIRO-SEPTIC PIPE
vmac 1]/ 3" N _ 2" BALL VALVE o ool 3" OF ASTM.C-33 SAND ABOVE ENVIRO-SEPTIC PIPE C
SCH. 40 g ra N
i3 = ENVIRO—SEPTIC PIPE . AN
FLOW LINE - SEE DETAIL SHEET SSD1.3 BOTTOM EXTERIOR OF
i A . = 96.08 - ENVIRO SEPTIC PIPE
- e 5 OF ASTM C-33 SAND BELOW ENVIRO-SEPTIC PPE- | | - - TO BE SET LEVEL AT
—A 107 | - o | | \E.= 9145 EL = 9642 96.25 SEEENVIRO SEPTIC NOTES AND' DETALS (SHEET SSD1.3) . L ~—__fL = 9550 ’
i = 9170/ AURM / LAG PuMp ON (1.717) % "LIFT-OUT ROPE, 3/8" . TART OF PIPE F FIPE = 40"
- L B EETETEET U RS 41 POLYETHYLENE I-——————snw OFSCARHO;AND BETS TE(;’DE,?D orPESAQDL’gED . »_lﬁ 157 U, TO_-!
= ) . - = 42— BREAKOUT
o o (100 2" DIA. PVC EFFLUENT HOSE
2" NPT PVC CHECK VALVE REMOVE UNSUITABLE SOIL & REPLACE WIT CLEAN FILL 1N ACCORDANCE Wi 310 CHR 15.255(3) c 33 SAND (BREAKOUT ELEVATION)
5 3 L=
AﬂAAAﬂA 235000 TSNS TN W/QUICK DIS—CONNECT -
SRR IAS GRS SgAS Izt Izt A%g)\ CKM,LOK DEPTH 10 GROUNDHATER
1,000 GAL. PRECAST CONCRETE PUMP (2) MYERS MODEL SRM4 SEE ENVIRO SEPTIC NOTES AND DETAILS (SHEET SSD1.3) 57 MINMUM
CHAMBER H=20 SET TANK ON 6" OF PUMP OR APPROVED EQUAL
CRUSHED STONE OR APPROVED LEVEL BASE
§'-0" GROUNDWATER EL. = 85.1
SEPTIC N; = SCF‘AALEPROHL BASED ON TP-104 (SEASONAL HIGH GW)
PU OTES: BUQYANCY CALCS, 1,000 GALLON PUMP CHAMBER DOSE_CALCULATION:
X DESIGN DOSE = 360 GPD / 4 DOSE/DAY = 90 GALLONS
1. AN AUDIBLE AND VISUAL ALARM SHALL BE PROVIDED. PUMPS TO BE ON SEPARATE CIRCUIT FROM ALARM. ?%VgONYAGR,D ggngNomch H—20 PUMP CHAMBER DRAIN BACK VOLUME = 15é GA._,_ONé ./DOSE
2. mg?al 'mg égzugrmwcss 0 BE INSTALLED AND LOCATED ACCORDING TO MANUFACTURES INSTRUCTIONS AND LOCAL BUILDING Y,EGHT OF EMPTY 1,000 GAL. TANK=10,500 LBS, TOTAL DOSE = 90 + 16.3 = 106.3 GALLONS
3. PUMPS SHALL CONSIST OF A MYERS MODEL SRM4 SUBMERSIBLE PUMP (OR APPROVED EQUAL). PUMPS SHALL BE RATED AT 4/10 WITHOUT COVERS, P_D :
HP AND SHALL HAVE A 2" DISCHARGE. THE PUMPS SHALL OPERATE FROM A 115 VOLT, 11.5 AMP, SINGLE PHASE, 60 HERTZ SOIL WEIGHT ABOVE TANK: VOLUME OVER TANK=152 CF REQUIRED HEAD = FRICTION LOSS * ALTITUDE CHANGE *
POWER SUPPLY. (152 CF X 110 LB/CF=16,720 LBS) STATIC PRESSURE CHANGE
4. PUMP CONTROL PANEL SHALL CONSIST OF MYERS CE DUPLEX SERIES ELECTRICAL CONTROL PANEL (OR APPROVED EQUAL). DOWNWARD FORCE:=10,500+16,720=27,220 LBS. ALTITUDE CHANGE = 96.42° — B7.45' =
5. THE FORCE MAIN FROM THE PUMP CHAMBER TO THE D~BOX SHALL BE SLOPED BACK TOWARDS THE PUMP CHAMBER OR IT SHALL RICT S = - '
BE BURRIED AT LEAST 4’ BELOW THE GROUND SURFACE. BUOYANT FORCE: (ASSUMES TANK FULLY SUBMERGED IN ICTION LOSS = 4.
) WATER) STATIC PRESSURE CHANGE =
. VOLUME OF DISPLACED WATER = 189 CF REQUIRED PUMP HEAD = 9’ + 4.1° = 13.1"
SEPTIC CONSTRUCTION NOTES: BUOYANT FORCE=189 CF X 62.4 LB/CF=11,821 LB
1. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL NOTIFY THE LOCAL BOARD OF HEALTH AND RIVER HAWK ENVIRONMENTAL, LLC., AT LEAST 48 27,220 LB > 11,821 LB (DOWNWARD FORCE > 24
HOURS PRIOR TO REQUIRED INSPECTIONS. THE REQUIRED INSPECTIONS ARE AS FOLLOWS: BUOYANT FORCE) ( :
A. AFTER LEACH FIELD EXCAVATION PRIOR TO PLACEMENT OF SAND 20 :
B. AFTER PLACEMENT OF ENVIRO—SEPTIC IN SAND BED. PRIOR TO BACKFILL. 5o~
C. PRIOR TO BACKFILL, THE CONTRACTOR IS TO PROVIDE A CURRENT SIEVE ANALYSIS SHOWING THAT THE SAND [ \
MEETS PRESBY SPECIFICATIONS. =
D. DURING BACKFILLING IN ACCORDANCE WITH 310 CMR 15.021 (2). 21
2. BENCHMARK TO BE SET WITHIN 75’ OF THE SAS BY RIVER HAWK ENVIRONMENTAL PRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION. ]
3. HEAVY EQUIPMENT SHALL NOT BE ALLOWED TO OPERATE OVER THE LIMITS OF THE SAS DURING THE COURSE OF o
CONSTRUCTION OF THE SYSTEM. E :
4. NO FIELD MODIFICATIONS TO THE SEWAGE SYSTEM SHALL BE MADE WITHOUT PRIOR WRITTEN APPROVAL OF THE = ~
ENGINEER AND THE LOCAL BOARD OF HEALTH. 4
5.  UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ALL SYSTEM COMPONENTS SHALL BE INSTALLED IN ACCORDANCE WITH TITLE V OF THE
STATE ENVIRONMENTAL CODE AND ANY APPLICABLE LOCAL RULES. 0 —
6. SEPTIC TANKS, PUMP CHAMBER, AND DOSING CHAMBER SHALL BE MANUFACTURED BY J&R PRECAST OR APPROVED 0 10 20 30 40 50 8 70 8
EQUAL AND SHALL WITHSTAND H-20 LOADING CRITERIA AS NOTED. CAPACITY GALLONS PER MINUTE
7. DOUBLE GASKETS AND GROUT TO BE USED AT ALL POINTS WHERE PIPES ENTER OR LEAVE ALL CONCRETE
STRUCTURES IN ORDER TO PROVIDE A WATERTIGHT SEAL. MORTAR ALL INLET AND OUTLETS NOT USED ON ALL PUMP._CURVE
CONCRETE STRUCTURES. MYERS SRM4 PUMP
8. THIS SYSTEM IS NOT DESIGNED TO ACCOMMODATE GARBAGE GRINDERS.
9  THE D-BOX OUTLET IS TO BE A MINIMUM OF 2” HIGHER THAN THE INLET OF THE ENVIRO—SEPTIC PIPE. A MINIMUM
OF 2% SLOPE IS REQUIRED BETWEEN THE D—BOX AND THE ENVIRO—SEPTIC PIPE. FLOW EQUALIZERS SHALL BE USED
ON ALL OUTLETS.
10. INSTALLER SHALL BE TRAINED AND CERTIFIED BY PRESBY ENVIRONMENTAL INC.
11. THE DESIGNER, ROBERT S. REGO, HAS COMPLETED THE ENVIRO-SEPTIC CERTIFICATION COURSE (CERTIFICATE NO: TA:
10235MAES). SOIL DATA:
12. ALL PRECAST TANKS SHALL BE WATERTIGHT AS DEFINED IN ASTM C1227 98, STANDARD SPECIFICATION FOR PRECAST
CONCRETE SEPTIC TANKS, PARAGRAPH 9.2 DATE PERFORMED: OCTOBER 4, 2021
13. OTHERO;HmE TT?-:_IOESi RS(;‘F?OVQEDT:SRE f‘é@%é}% oKNNgsngEPUBUC OR PRIVATE DRINKING WATER SUPPLY WELLS WITHIN SOIL TESTING AND PERCOLATION TEST PERFORMED BY BOB REGO P.E., RIVER HAWK ENVIRONMENTAL, LLC
200’ IL A YSTEM.
14. IN ACCORDANCE WITH 310 CMR 15.221, ALL SYSTEM COMPONENTS SHALL BE MARKED WITH MAGNETIC MARKING TAPE. WITNESSED BY EDWARD CULLEN, LAKEVILLE BOARD OF HEALTH
15. FINISH GRADE SHALL BE SLOPED AWAY FROM ALL MANHOLES IN ORDER TO PRECLUDE SURFACE INFILTRATION. TP—101 TP—102 TP-103 TP=104
16. THE PROPOSED SEPTIC SYSTEM IS NOT LOCATED IN A ZONE Il (WELL HEAD PROTECTION AREA). i DEPTH  ELEV. R DEPTH  ELEV. Homs DEPTH  ELEV. oy DEPTH  ELEV.
17. LOCATION OF UTILITIES ARE CONSIDERED APPROXIMATE ONLY. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY THE ACTUAL LOCATION . e } 0 935 . o 0 942 . o 5.1
AND INVERTS OF UTILTIES IN THE FIELD PRIOR TO THE START OF CONSTRUCTION. B | RS Be | DY | R B e | MRREY
18. THE CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE UNDER MASSACHUSETTS STATE LAW TO NOTIFY DIGSAFE (800.322.4844) TO 10" 940 4" 932 9" 935 6" 946
LOCATE UTILIMIES IN THE PROJECT AREA 72 HOURS PRIOR TO THE START OF EXCAVATION.
19. AN OUTLET TEE FILTER SHALL BE INSTALLED IN THE SEPTIC TANK. THE OUTLET TEE FILTER (ZABEL OR APPROVED F/M_SAND F/M SAND F/M SAND £/M SAND
EQUAL) SHALL BE INSPECTED AND CLEANED ANNUALLY. o1 25YR 8/4 c1 25YR 6/4 1 251R 6/4 c1 25VR 6/4
20. SYSTEM TO BE INSTALLED IN ACCORDANCE WITH PRODUCT DESIGN AND INSTALLATION MANUAL, STATE AND LOCAL ; .
REGULATIONS. | %7 9
21. DO NOT INSTALL SYSTEM ON FROZEN GROUND OR LEAVE SYSTEM UNCOVERED FOR EXTENDED PERIODS OF TIME. PERC 32°-50" PERC 32°-50"
22. THE SAND SURROUNDING THE ENVIRO SEPTIC PIPE SHALL MEET ASTM C—33, AS LONG AS 2% OR LESS OF THE | F/M SAND
SAND PASSES THROUGH A #200 SIEVE. c2 2.51R 8/4
81"  87.2 53" 89.1 59"  89.3 76" B8.8
SANDY LOAM SANDY LOAM SANDY LOAM SANDY LOAM
c2 2.5Y 7/4 c2 2.5Y 7/4 c2 2.5Y 7/4 c3 2.5Y 7/4
120" 84.8 120" 835 120" 84.2 120" 85.1

WEEPING — NONE OBSERVED

MOTTLING — NONE OBSERVED

STANDING WATER ~ NONE OBSERVED
SEASONAL HIGH GROUNDWATER ELEV. = 84.8
PERCOLATION RATE = <2 M.P.L.

WEEPING ~ NONE OBSERVED
MOTTLING ~ NONE OBSERVED
STANDING WATER — NONE OBSERVED
SEASONAL HIGH GROUNDWATER ELEV.
PERCOLATION RATE = <2 M.P.L.

= 835

WEEPING — NONE OBSERVED

MOTTLING — NONE OBSERVED

STANDING WATER — NONE OBSERVED
SEASONAL HIGH GROUNDWATER ELEV. = 84.2

WEEPING ~ NONE OBSERVED
MOTTLING —~ NONE OBSERVED
STANDING WATER —~ NONE OBSERVED

PERCOLATION RATE = <2 M.P.L
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" 25.5

FINAL GRADE

LDBVSE SOIL BLANKET.

ENVIRO-SEPTIC PIPE

NOTES:

NUMBER OF ENVIRO—SEPTIC LINES: 18
CENTER TO CENTER SPACING: 1.5°

CROSS—SECTION OF SAS

WATER
UNE

S

ZABEL A100 OUTLET FILTER

TOWN OF LAKEVILLE PLANNING BOARD:

SITE PLAN APPROVAL

DATE APPROVED:

DATE ENDORSED:

DESCRIPTION

DATE

REV.|

NOT TO SCALE NOT TO SCALE
6 POLY-AIR CARBON
VENT FILTER (OR
APPROVED EQUAL)
TOP VIEW SIDE VIEW END VIEW
O
OFFSET
7P PPE ADAPTER
He
ENVIRO-SEPTIC PIPE
[ | ADAPTER EWVIRO-SEPTIC PIPE
[ ] DO _NOT INSERT PVC PIPE MORE THAN 4" INTO OFFSET ADAPTER
/ GROUND AlS ONNECTION
T = NOT TO SCALE

6" SCH. 40 PVC .
VENT PIPE 1

OPEN ENDED STUB %

LOW VENT DETAIL

NOT TO SCALE

47 VENT (LOW VENT) —__

42" LIMIT OF C33 SAND BED
40" ENVIRO-SEPTIC PIPE

iy

e

T 4" VENT (LOW VENT)
/

PRESBY LEACHING BED

NOT TO SCALE

T SIKORSKI REALTY, LLC
50 TURNERS ST.
E. TAUNTON, MA, 02718

03/10/2022

REMOTE VENT

DRILL HOLES AT LOW
POINT TO DRAIN

END Of CONDENSATION INTO
O on oL, BED. WASHED STONE.

S
THE INVERT OF THE
FIRST BEND IN VENT
MUST BE SET 27 ABOVE
THE TOP OF THE
ENVIRO-SEPTIC PIPE.

REMOTE LOW VENT DETAIL

NOT TO SCALE

COARSE PLASTIC FIBER

GEO-TEXTILE FABRIC

CROSS SECTION
(NOT 70 SCALE)

EXTERIOR RIDGES

CORRUGATED »
PLASTIC PIPE

NVIRO—SEPTIC LEACHING SYSTEM

NOT TO SCALE

OFFSET ADAPTER

NOT TO SCALE

[_\/ HIGH VENT

10" MIN.

FINAL GRADE /

:\_}:H avmesoe | [ |
D-80X

I
DIFFERENTIAL VENTING DETAIL

NOT TO SCALE

APPROVED BY:

K I
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LOW VENT 36" MIN.
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*a.

Petition to be A ' ‘ ' : .E)CBIBIT @A

filed with Town Clerk ‘ » 4 }
E ' TOWN OF LAKEVILLE
MASSACHUSETTS
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
PETTITION FOR HEARING

Name ;fPétmoner £ ‘Cowvsrpos Sofhen

Mallmg Address; /5 57;//Z~5 g//ﬂ/ & /5? / leﬁ’&fﬁ//éf OL3Y 7
Narne of Property ( Owmer: Zé?j?/&%a/ 9’/ (o s a

Location of Property: Q g /ﬂ/ / ﬂKM /@1/ (1‘4 LK /Qf%f*

Property is located in a 2~ residential business industrial (zone)
Registry of Deeds:  Book No. Page No.

M;ap ' Block . Tot

Petitioner is: / owner tepant 'ﬁéense,e prospective purchaser
Nature of R&ief Sought: - .

\

Jj tf Special Permit under Section (s) éw i } v 3 of the Zoning B§'r1aws

Variance from Section () . ~__of the Zoning Bylaws.

Appeal from Decision of the Building Inspector/Zoning Eﬁforcement Officer

Date of Denial

Brief to the Board: (See mstrucﬁons on reverse side — nse additional paper if necessary)
A Sl s Cta  SAasfeE 0 X D2 e

29 Pripajea RAL . /‘ Al iz e, iizss O 2367
23 )70 Sr et oL pars (4 'M/—(ficm iR Y AT I

I HEREBY REQUEST A HEARING BEFORE THE ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS WITH
REFERENCE TO THE ABOVE PETITION OR APPEAL. ALL OF THE INFORMATION ON
THIS PETITION, TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE, IS COMPLETE AND ACCURATE
AND CONFORMS TO THE REQUIREMENTS ON THE BACK OF THIS PETITION FORM.

Petitioner: 4 65)/4/14’1(’/5’ 32’4%/‘—/7}' " Date: 7//%/:2

! ,——ma-—&__,t/ s . e e ¢
Signéd%,ﬁ//é” Telephone: 50 5 C‘/"éwz L?l g 5’2—
Owner Signature: . Owrer Telephone:

(If not petitioner)

(REFERENCE THE REVERSE SIDE OF THIS APPLICATION FOR FURTHER
'INSTRUCTIONS IN FILING YOUR PETITION.) ‘

WILL YOUHAVE A REPRESENTATIVE OTHER THAN YOURSELF?

Yes L No

(Name and Title)

[
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Planning Board
Lakeville, Massachusetts
Minutes of Meeting
Thursday, March 24, 2022

On March 24, 2022, the Planning Board held a meeting at the Lakeville Police Station. The
meeting was called to order by Chairman Knox at 7:00 p.m. LakeCam was making a video
recording of the meeting.

Members present:

Mark Knox, Chair; Peter Conroy, Vice-Chair, Barbara Mancovsky, Michele MacEachern,
Jack Lynch

Others attending:

Marc Resnick, Town Planner; Ryan Cook, Executive Vice-President of Operations, George
Adams, ownership group, Jushi

Site Plan Review - 310 Kenneth W. Welch Drive — Jeffrey McQuiston-applicant

Mr. Cook advised they had been in front of the Board, remotely, about two months ago when the
Board approved their temporary parking plan. They had the ability to put in a ground milled
asphalt material which has created a solid parking area. It has been striped, and it is holding up
well. They have been taking a comprehensive look at the entire parking area and have also been
working with the new landlord of the building. They have engaged a new architecture group and
landscaping group that will be handling some of the additional requests that the Board had
referenced.

Mr. Cook noted that the three-week time period for them to communicate and to be able to get
something done to present to the Board tonight was just not possible. However, they had wanted
to come in tonight and see how they can make this work for a period of time. They would be
looking to request an extension of the temporary parking area while they continue to work on a
layout that is complete. Mr. Knox said they appreciated them coming in, and he believed that Mr.
Resnick had presented them with a letter with some recommended changes. The Board would
probably want to have a peer review of the stormwater drainage once the plan is updated and
completed.

Mr. Knox said one comment that is important is from the Board of Health. He then read their
March 22, 2022, letter into the record. The Board of Health requested the applicant confirm the
elevation of the existing leaching pipes prior to making any changes to the grade in the area over
the leaching field. There was also correspondence from the Fire Chief dated February 16, 2022,
which Mr. Knox read into the record. He had no comment on the plan submission, as drawn, but
noted that fire access must be maintained at all times during the project and that there are still



outstanding items from previous permit applications. Mr. Knox noted those items seemed to be
more Building Permit related, not Planning Board, but it was something they probably would want
to address. Mr. Cook said they were addressing those comments and taking them seriously. He
would anticipate they were looking at a 45 to 60-day time period to be able to get drawings
completed and get them back to the Board. He would then like to understand what the Board
would feel comfortable with in regards to an extension of that temporary parking area while they
produce these plans.

Mr. Resnick said the temporary parking was approved about a month ago. He would instead
recommend they come back and report their progress to the Board at their first meeting in May.
They can update the Board as to what has been filed for Zoning, Conservation, etc. He thought
that would make sense and then at that time, if they see progress, the Board could vote to extend
the parking. Mr. Cook said that seemed reasonable, and they would also be addressing the letter
from the Board of Health.

Mr. George Adams, who was representing the ownership group of the building, then spoke. He
stated they would be working diligently over the next several months along with Jushi and
Northeast Alternatives to address some of the comments the Board has made relative to the
application. They look forward to working with the Board and having a long partnership with
them.

Ms. Mancovsky then made a motion, seconded by Mr. Lynch, to continue the Site Plan Review
for 310 Kenneth W. Welch Drive until May 12, 2022 at 7:00 p.m. The vote was unanimous for.

Site Plan Review - 2 Bedford Street— Thomas J. Parenteau of PBT Real Estate - applicant

Mr. Knox said they had received a letter from a representative for the applicant for a request to continue
until their April 14" meeting. Mr. Resnick advised he had met with the owner and his representatives to
review his comment letter, and how the items could be addressed in order to get that building but with some
modifications to comply with the zoning. There were a few site design issues but they were mostly zoning
issues. He didn’t feel there was anything there that could not be adjusted.

Mr. Knox made a motion, seconded by Mr. Conroy, to continue the Site Plan Review for 2 Bedford
Street to April 14, 2022 at 7:00 p.m. The vote was unanimous for.

Master Plan Implementation — Fee Review Project

Mr. Resnick then went through the current and proposed fee schedule:

Current Fee Proposed
Form A-ANR $100 per lot $250 per modified lot
$500 per new lot
Form B-Preliminary Plan $100 per plan $500 per plan + $50 per lot



Current Fee Proposed
Form C-Definitive Plan $700 per plan + $100 per lot $2000 per plan + $500 per lot

Form C-Definitive Plan $500 per plan + $100 per lot $1000 per plan + $500 per lot
(Following the submission
of a Form B, 30 days prior)

Changes $100 each $500 + $200 per lot modified

Surety $15 per linear foot Mr. Resnick felt this needed to be
restructured based on the level of
completion of the project. He would
work on that.

Site Plan Review Minor - $250
Major-$1,000

Mr. Resnick noted neither the current nor proposed Site Plan Review bylaws distinguish between
a major and a minor. He said usually if someone has to file for Site Plan Review it is something
more substantial. Mr. Knox clarified that minor was more of a change or possibly a small addition
of a parking area. It would depend on the project and a vote of the Board. Mr. Resnick said he
would work on the re-wording of this.

Special Permit $1,000 first acre plus $500 per
DO District additional developed acre.
Special Permit $12,500

Water Development District

Chapter 43D-expedited local permitting $1,000 + $200 per unit

Smart Growth Overlay District (SGOD) $1,000 + $200 per unit

Mr. Knox said that there had been some correspondence with Town Counsel in regards to some of
these items. He thought they had been advised that the fees had to be justified by the means or
what the applicant was doing. Mr. Resnick said they could make these last four fees the same.
Mr. Knox explained with the hospital where it was the DO district and 43D it was justifiable, if
they got a planner, the cost would be reasonable. Ultimately, that is where they would want to end
up to recover some of the costs incurred by the Town for the Planner’s or the Clerk’s time rather
than have that come from the taxpayer. Inregards to the 43D permitting, he questioned the amount
per unit. Mr. Resnick replied, for example, if that project doesn’t happen and they redesign it,
what if they have 500 units of housing on a 10-acre parcel. Mr. Knox asked if the fee could be
differentiated between residential and commercial, or by use. He was fine with mirroring the
residential for the SCOD.



Waiver $100

Members then discussed the fee for a waiver. Ms. MacEachern noted they had discussed instead
of having a fee on the waiver, should they see what waivers are consistently being granted and if
instead it should be addressed in their rules and regulations. Mr. Knox said that if they feel the
cost of a waiver should have a fee and it is $100; that is fine, but to Ms. MacEachern’s point, they
did discuss looking at their rules and regs. Mr. Resnick noted that the fee is minor and granting
the waiver is more financially advantageous to the developer. However, they do need to go through
regs because they are based on old specs, but if Lakeville is not requiring certain items then they
do need to figure out what it is that they want. Ms. MacEachern suggested leaving the waiver in
with an amount until a future date when those items are addressed.

After discussion, members agreed to eliminate where fees could be reduced for a development
which preserves open space.

Ms. Mancovsky made a motion, seconded by Ms. MacEachern. to accept this Planning Board Fee
Schedule with the following modifications:

e The Special Permit fee in the Water Development District will be changed to match the
fees for the other Special Permits.

e The fees for the 43D permitting will be broken down for business zoning versus residential
zoning.

e The note regarding reduced fees for preserving open space will be eliminated.

o The surety section will be re-written based on actual costs.

The vote was unanimous for.

Review the following Zoning Board of Appeals petition:

a. Bache — 12 Bristol Street
b. Batista — 24 Pilgrim Road

Mr. Conroy made a motion, seconded by Ms. MacEachern, to make no comment on either petition
for Bache at 12 Bristol Street or Batista at 24 Pilgrim Road. The vote was unanimous for.

Approve Meeting Minutes

Mr. Knox made a motion, seconded by Ms. Mancovsky, to approve the Minutes from the January
13, 2022, meeting. The vote was unanimous for.

Ms. Mancovsky made a motion, seconded by Mr. Knox, to approve the Minutes from the February
10, 2022, meeting. Ms. Mancovsky-Aye, Ms. MacEachern-Aye, Mr. Knox-Aye;
Mr. Conroy-Abstain, Mr. Lynch-Abstain



Review correspondence

Mr. Resnick advised he had correspondence from the abutting Towns. It was nothing that was
impactful to the Town. He noted that Planning and Zoning Boards in other abutting Towns send
out their notices to the Board.

0Old Business

There was no old business.

New Business

Mr. Resnick advised the Lakeville Country Club is under agreement for $15 million. There are
two parcels of land, with one that is subject to 61A and one that is subject to 61B. They have
submitted the Purchase and Sales to the Town. If you submit a bona fide offer, the Town has the
right of first refusal at that number. There are two separate Purchase and Sales upon them which
have been reviewed by Town Counsel who has determined the offer is a bona fide offer. The
Town would have to match the purchase price, and if they were not bona fide offers, the Town
would have the option to purchase it at the appraised value.

Next meeting

The next meeting is scheduled for April 14, 2022, at 7:00 p.m.

Adjourn

Mr. Knox made a motion, seconded by Mr. Lynch, to adjourn the meeting. The vote was
unanimous for.

Meeting adjourned at 7:58.

ul
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Planning Board
Lakeville, Massachusetts
Minutes of Meeting
Thursday, April 14, 2022

On April 14, 2022, the Planning Board held a meeting at the Lakeville Police Station. The meeting
was called to order by Chairman Knox at 7:00 p.m. LakeCam was making a video recording of
the meeting.

Members present:

Mark Knox, Chair; Michele MacEachern, Jack Lynch, Nora Cline

Others attending:

Marc Resnick, Town Planner; Jamie Bissonnette, Zenith Consulting Engineers, Bo McMahon,
13 Main Street; Susan Spieler, Paul McAllister; residents

Introduce new Board member and reorganization of the Board

Mr. Knox introduced Ms. Nora Cline as their newest Board member. Mr. Knox said they would
now reorganize the Planning Board as was their practice after the Town election. Ms. MacEachern
made a motion, seconded by Ms. Cline to nominate Mr. Knox as Chairman. The vote was
unanimous for. Mr. Knox made a motion, seconded by Ms. MacEachern to nominate Mr. Conroy
as Vice-Chairman. The vote was unanimous for.

Site Plan Review - 2 Bedford Street— Thomas J. Parenteau of PBT Real Estate - applicant

Mr. Knox said they had an email request from the applicant’s attorney to continue. He stated at the
applicant’s request he would make a motion to continue the Site Plan Review for 2 Bedford Street
until their April 28, 2022, meeting at 7:00 p.m. The motion was seconded by Ms. MacEachern.
The vote was unanimous for.

Master Plan Implementation — Fee Review Project final revisions

Mr. Resnick advised the revisions that he had made were primarily to the Special Permit Districts
except for the 43D which allowed for mixed use. He also changed the wording for what would be
considered a minor change under Site Plan Review. The changes were as follows:

Current Fee Proposed
Site Plan Review Minor - $250 (No traffic, drainage, Minor — $500 (Change of use or
or signage issues) other minor site plan changes)



Site Plan Review Major - $1,000 (in public ~ Major - $1,000 first acre plus $500

view) per additional developed acre.
Special Permit $1,000 first acre plus $500 per
DO District additional developed acre.
Special Permit $1,000 first acre plus $500 per
Water Development District additional developed acre.
Chapter 43D-expedited local permitting $1,000 + $200 per residential unit or
$500 per developed acre
Smart Growth Overlay District (SGOD) $1,000 + $200 per unit
Surety $15 per lineal foot of Surety shall be based on the actual
road cost of construction.

*See Rules and Regulations for
complete explanation.

Mr. Resnick advised the surety should be the cost of construction instead of a number amount per
foot. There should be a cost estimate. Mr. Knox agreed that the cost per foot had been a bit
antiquated. He then made a motion, seconded by Ms. MacEachern, to approve the fee review
schedule as drafted and have Mr. Resnick proceed with any other items that need to be done in
order to have a public hearing posted. The vote was unanimous for.

13 Main Street — discuss possible site plan

Mr. Jamie Bissonnette of Zenith Consulting Engineers and Mr. Bo McMahon owner of the
property were present. Mr. Bissonnette then displayed a proposed plan. He advised this would be
in between the self-storage building being constructed and the CVS. They are looking for direction
from the Board as Mr. McMahon is trying to determine the best use for this property. This plan
shows 19 residential units for senior housing. There would be some type of a larger building in
front to help keep with the frontage on Main Street, the aesthetic business look. He noted the
regulations were rather vague and they were unsure if they could have a business with the senior
housing behind it or whether it all has to be residential in this Overlay District. They also need to
know what setback and lot coverages apply. Tonight they wanted to try to get a feel from the
Board and some answers to those questions.

Mr. Bissonnette continued that this plan is something that Mr. McMahon would consider doing.
It is in the Master Plan and this area is referenced as being a place that they need senior housing
and dense housing. Mr. Knox wanted to clarify that this use is by right in that zone. Mr.
Bissonnette said that is correct. In the Overlay District, it is a by right use. He stated that they
wanted to move forward in harmony with the Board with something that works. He said there has
been some indication they should go denser and have a smaller number of buildings but a larger



density in them with perhaps a condo or apartment style building. Mr. Knox asked if there was a
challenge with age restricted having to be on one floor.

Mr. McMahon said this concept was designed with the Lakeville Master Plan 2030 in mind, which
calls out high density village style cluster senior housing. This is what they are trying to adopt.
Main Street has a variety of looks, and they have a commercial type building in the front that
provides screening. It could potentially be designed to the Board’s liking but with so many styles
on Main Street, it is difficult to pick one that would be harmonious with the rest of the street. Mr.
Bissonnette noted because of the elevation change where there is a crest, they would be able to
plant along the top of it offering a nice break. They would focus in on a landscaping plan that
emphasizes over there and towards the front to help screen things and also toward the back a little
bit from Route 79. When asked, he stated that the property does not have an exit onto Route 79.

Mr. Knox said that he would like to see some type of a plan with two or three bigger buildings that
maybe emulated the look of the CVS and funeral home with multiple units in them; if that is an
option and works for them from a financial standpoint. Mr. McMahon said this idea came straight
from the Housing Plan that the Town put out. He has no problem going to a fewer amount of
buildings with a higher density. Economically, if he was putting them all in two buildings that
ends up instead of 19 units; the equivalent of that once the elevators are factored in turns into
between 40 to 50 units. Mr. Resnick asked if that density would comply with the MBTA
guidelines. Mr. McMahon replied his understanding is they would need at least 45 units on this
site to be able to comply.

Mr. Resnick asked if they could do a site plan with a couple of buildings, and still have a small
commercial footprint in the front. Mr. Bissonnette said that would be based on zoning. They
would like to sit down with the Building Commissioner and Mr. Resnick and get some definitive
answers on that. Mr. McMahon explained the Overlay District description on senior housing omits
any other information. Mr. Bissonnette said they have made assumptions for a concept, but it
would be cost foolish to try to do that on a definitive design and might waste the Board’s time.

Mr. Knox replied they have asked about buildings where the appearance would be similar to CVS
and the funeral home. He could find that appealing from a visual standpoint. If they were going
to stick with the smaller homes, he would like to see the lay out not as linear. Ms. Cline suggested
townhouses. Mr. Bissonnette responded when you go with three units or more, that triggers
sprinklers, which changes the cost. The density needs then change because of the expense
parameters to make the financial numbers work, but it is something that they can look at.

Ms. MacEachern asked what the purpose of the building on Main Street would be. Mr. Bissonnette
replied that they need to find out what they can do so they can come up with a business model that
makes sense. For example, if they know 19 units with a rental business out front can make sense
financially and work as a model, then maybe that is something they can go with. If it’s 19 with a
community center that has to be maintained, that might not. Mr. Knox asked members what they
thought of the idea. Ms. Cline said that conceptually she liked the idea. Ms. MacEachern agreed
and said they needed senior housing, and this was the best place for it to go. Mr. Lynch agreed.



Mr. Resnick added this should be able to help them with the MBTA requirements. However, he
would have to look at that because those regulations are still draft, but having that kind of density
within half a mile of the district and having something that allows for it helps with compliance. As
far as doing an office business in the front, it does allow for multiple principal structures being
located on a single lot. If it was designed as a mixed-use building, he thought that was the intent
to allow an office building as a principal structure with housing also as a principal structure. They
would have to sit down with the Building Commissioner for a final interpretation.

Ms. MacEachern asked if there would be a second egress. Mr. Bissonnette replied to do that
appropriately they would have to work with the Town as the Town owns the parcel next to them.
Mr. Knox said that he would defer to the Fire Chief in regards to some secondary access lane. He
asked if in the big building scenario would there be condos that could be sold or would they be
rentals? Mr. McMahon said he would have to look further into that but his intention would be to
hold them as rentals but if it works condoizing them, he would be open to that as well.

Mr. Knox then asked if there was any public comment. Ms. Susan Spieler of 10 Valley Road
asked how many units would be affordable. Mr. McMahon replied because this would be a by-
right use, they would all be at market rate. He added that generally speaking senior housing rentals
rent between 15 and 18% less than traditional non-restricted housing. Mr. Knox thanked them for
coming and looked forward to seeing what they would come back with.

Discussion concerning recommendation and acquisition of Chapter 61A and 61B land at
Lakeyville Country Club located at 44 Clear Pond Road

Ms. MacEachern advised when property comes out of Chapter 61 A or 61B the Town has the right
of first refusal. They could also allow another entity to come in place of the Town and make the
purchase as well. She has reached out to State Senator Rodrigues, Mass Audubon, Heidi Rieke,
Samuel Anderson, Nick Rossi, Robert Wilbur; Save Buzzards Bay Mark Rasmussen, the CPA
Coalition, Stuart Saginor, Chase Mack; SRPEDD, Bill Napolitano; Natural Heritage, Jason
Zimmer, Aaron Best, Deborah Chamberlain, Mary Cavalier; Joanne Pierce from Mass Department
of Fish and Game. She has also contacted the office of Congressman Jake Auchincloss. Kevin
O’Neil is who suggested trying grants through land and water and fish and wildlife grants. Other
people contacted include Kurt Gaertner from the Mass Executive Office of Energy and
Environmental Affairs; Melanie Cheeseman, Natural Heritage; The Trustees, Olivia Lucca; Mass
Wildlife, DCR, Stephen Galinsky. Ms. MacEachem said Wildlands Trust’s Scott McFadden was
helpful with suggesting PARC which is active now with a $400,000 max. The LWCF has a
$750,000 max but it closed in January. Both of those programs require a current Open Space and
Recreation Plan which the Town does not have right now. She said that she reached out to a lot
of places and people but was told that was a large price tag and they would advise her if something
comes up.

Ms. MacEachern said she looked into the Community One Stop which is an application portal for
all different grants. The submission of applications is now open but determination would not
happen until the fall which is past the 120 days right of first refusal. She wanted to note that this
location is listed on the Natural Heritage maps as a priority habitat of rare species. Ms.



MacEachern said she also looked into the CPA possibility. You are able to borrow against future
funds through bonding which would be a 30-year term, but they don’t even have the Community
Preservation Committee appointed yet.

Ms. MacEachern noted that one of the things they had discussed in the past was possibly reigning
in or doing away with the Development Opportunities District, which is the tool being used to put
forth a mega warehouse for this location. She was hopeful the Planning Board would discuss
holding a public hearing for that because it had been talked about in the past. She stated there are
only a few areas in Town where it should be applied. Mr. Knox asked Mr. Resnick if he had any
comments towards the Development Opportunities District and making any alterations to it.

Mr. Resnick replied he thought at this point with Town Meeting coming up, the Planning Board’s
ability to place an Article on the Warrant has passed. He was unsure if the Selectmen had the
ability to place a new Warrant Article on during their meeting next week, as he was not familiar
with their authority. From the Planning Board perspective, he did not think there was an
opportunity to submit an Article at this point to do away with the Development Opportunities
District or to modify it. If they wanted to re-write it, that could be a project they could do over the
summer and submit it for the fall town meeting. They could rework on how it is applied and
possibly set specific areas rather than having a floating district over the entire Town and adjust
some of the rules within it.

Ms. Cline said that it is her understanding that even if it were to be changed this would be governed
by what the zoning is today. Mr. Resnick replied only upon making an actual application would
they freeze the zoning. Mr. Knox said if the Planning Board moved to hold a public hearing to
eliminate the Development Opportunities District once the hearing is held, that would freeze the
zoning. Mr. Resnick clarified it would be once the publication of the hearing is published in the
newspaper. He would have to look at the statute as there might be some limitations on how long
prior to Town Meeting you can do that. Mr. Knox replied it was six months. They had encountered
the same thing when they held the hearing for the Marijuana Overlay District. They did not have
a fall town meeting and had to hold another public hearing.

Mr. Resnick then went through what the process would be to write the article and submit it for
legal publication. Mr. Knox asked what the risk to the Town would be as this parcel is still zoned
business. Mr. Resnick replied they don’t know what the future use could be. It could be broken
up into multiple parcels for 40Bs, multiple office parks, etc. They just didn’t know.

Ms. MacEachern then made a motion, seconded by Ms. Cline, to hold a public hearing in regards
to doing away with the Development Opportunities District.

Ms. MacEachern, Mr. Lynch, Ms. Cline-Aye; Mr. Knox-Abstain

Mr. Knox asked Mr. Resnick to draft an Article and post a public hearing. He asked if anyone
present would like to speak. Ms. Susan Spieler asked if the Town’s right of first refusal would be
impacted in any way. Mr. Knox said that zoning would have no impact on that. Mr. Resnick said
what is in front of the Select Board is the right of first refusal, and that is an active process that
must be followed through. Mr. Paul McAllister of 30 Reservoir Avenue said he had just purchased



a home down the street from the Lakeville Country Club. He asked if there were any plans in
regards to egress or access. Mr. Knox said that he had not seen a plan yet or a conceptual. Mr.
Resnick added that he has met with the applicants. They have indicated they are acquiring another
property to get direct access onto Bedford Street, but this is a concept plan.

Review the following Zoning Board of Appeals petition:

a. Steinberg/Collins — 7 Carrie Street

Mr. Knox made a motion, seconded by Ms. MacEachern, to make no comment on the petition for
Steinberg/Collins at 7 Carrie Street. The vote was unanimous for.

Approve Meeting Minutes

Mr. Knox made a motion, seconded by Mr. Lynch, to approve the Minutes from the February 24,
2022, meeting. Mr. Knox, Mr. Lynch-Aye; Ms. MacEachern, Ms. Cline-Abstain

Discussion on recodification project

Mr. Resnick said that he has read through the comments about recodification. It is a project that
the Town Clerk is headlining in re-numbering and the reorganization of the entire by-law. There
were some recommendations made by the company, and he has skimmed through the draft. He
noted that he had not seen anything there that he felt had to be done immediately. He thought over
the summer he would send the list around. They would see there were not any significant changes,
but they would be correcting a lot of inconsistencies.

Appoint new SRPEDD representative

Mr. Knox stated whereas Ms. Mancovsky had been their SRPEDD representative, they need to
appoint a new representative. Ms. Cline said that she would be happy to do it, but she would not
be available until June.

Mr. Knox made a motion, seconded by Ms. MacEachern, to appoint Ms. Cline as their SRPEDD
representative effective in June. He would be the interim representative until that time. The vote
was unanimous for. Mr. Resnick said that he would also be willing to attend for the next two
months. Mr. Knox said that if Mr. Resnick ever felt it would be a benefit for him to go to let the
Board know.



Review correspondence

Mr. Resnick advised most of the correspondence he has is from other communities. There was
nothing of significance that would impact the Town.

Old Business

There was no old business.

New Business

Mr. Knox said that an engineer had talked to him about small business development. He said that
some of the biggest challenges were setbacks, lot coverage, and density. He asked if that was
something that they could give relief for or could they be changed. Mr. Resnick said that he could
write or modify a bylaw. They had discussed earlier when they were working on adopting Site
Plan Review that once they had a better ability to modify Site Plans, look at building designs, and
everything that is under Site Plan Review, they could reduce that 50% lot coverage requirement.
With the architectural standards, they can modify those sections with density bonuses. They can
also look at incorporating and modifying the setback requirements. They could now require
screening and buffering if they needed to.

Mr. Resnick noted that they have several large Industrial Districts, and they may want to write
something different for these than for their smaller Business Districts which have a limited amount
of space. They may want to have different standards for each of them. There is something in the
bylaw if it abuts residential, but they can make it a little more specific to that district to protect the
residents. Mr. Knox said that was something they could look at in the future months.

Next meeting

The next regularly scheduled meeting is April 28, 2022, at 7:00 p.m. There will be a joint meeting
on April 20, 2022, at 6:30 p.m. at the Lakeville Public Library.

Adjourn

Mr. Knox made a motion, seconded by Ms. MacEachern, to adjourn the meeting. The vote was
unanimous for.

Meeting adjourned at 8:10.



