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Section 1. Plan Summary/Philosophy
As you drive through Rochester and admire the countryside views, it is hard to imagine that we
are so close to Boston and Providence. It could be a world away. So valuable is the quantity
and quality of water that the surrounding cities and towns have located their drinking water
supplies in Rochester. Vast forests here draw hunters and naturalists from the region, and who
can pass by the beautiful farm fields, cranberry bogs, and Eastover Farm without pausing to
admire? This is Rochester.
The town looks the way it does not quite by chance but by design and the good intentions of its
citizenry. The Selectmen, Planning Board and the Conservation Commission have all been
vigilant to guard against uncontrolled growth and to protect resources. Rochester has enacted
protective town bylaws and has 60,000 square foot zoning. Furthermore, landowners have
typically shied away from breaking up large parcels of property for their financial enrichment.
In Rochester, there is a collective mindset toward conservation. This is clearly expressed in the
survey section of this plan.
Still, it is these very features that make this town so attractive for development. We have come
to understand that large-lot zoning doesn’t always have the desired effect of slowing growth
and can instead result in land-consumptive parceling up of open space. We know now that a
temporary conservation easement does not provide permanent protection and that an option
to purchase is meaningless without the money to purchase. We also have a clear
understanding that the goals outlined in this plan are only one part of a larger vision. Creating
that larger vision will require the concerted effort of the entire community.
The goals identified in this plan seek to protect the quality of life in Rochester by continuing
stewardship of surface and ground water, maintaining large tracts of privately owned open
space, preserving farm and forest views and ensuring wildlife habitat. Protected open space in
large enough blocks keeps the fabric of natural systems intact, providing a clean environment
including water, air and soil which support healthy human and wildlife populations. Equally
important are the goals of providing outdoor recreational opportunities to the more than 5,700
residents of the town. To provide for the dynamic process of balancing growth and protection,
this plan also includes goals that will establish a procedure to monitor change, review and
update goals and maximize use of all the protective tools.

Section 2. Introduction
A. Statement of Purpose
This Open Space & Recreation Plan (OSRP) is Rochester’s sixth update since 1977. The purpose
of this plan is to provide a landscape guide for Rochester into the future. It bridges over forty
years of planning, protecting and building by the town, and identifies the unique resources that
need to be protected while at the same time meeting the recreational needs of Rochester
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residents at all stages of their lives. In the guiding words of noted land use planner Robert
Lemiere, “Save what needs to be saved, and build what needs to be built.”
Highlights of Rochester’s 2019 OSRP include:
•
•
•
•

An inventory of Rochester’s open spaces & recreation facilities
A 7-year action plan based on 5 overarching goals
Background on Rochester’s natural resources and conservation history
An evaluation of how Rochester’s open spaces and recreation facilities serve people
with disabilities

Accomplishments Since 2009 OSRP Update
Since approval of the last OSRP update in 2009, the Town of Rochester through its Board of
Selectmen, Planning Board, Conservation Commission, Park Commission, Highway Department,
Facilities Manager, and Herring Inspector has accomplished the following open space and
recreation projects since 2009:
❖ Conservation Acquisitions/Donations
• Doggetts Brook Property Acquisition (2011)– 29.6-acres
• Accepted a gift of Snipatuit Road Logging Swamp Property (Melink Donation
2016) 100-acres
• RMS Wildlife Area- Eastern Box Turtle Mitigation (2011)-8.84 acres
❖ Mattapoisett River Valley Watershed
 Former Rentumis Property (2011) north of New Bedford Road – Town of Marion
-54 acres
 Branch Brook Property Acquisition (2017) – Town of Marion–153 acres
• Wolf Island Road Watershed Land Acquisition (2011)– 7.79 acres
❖ Recreation Areas
• Dexter Lane Recreational Area
▪ Added fencing for lacrosse/soccer field
▪ Added batting cages
▪ Improved parking area, handicapped accessible restroom
▪ Opened Doggett Brook trailhead to 1.5-mile loop trails to the east on
properties owned by the Town and Wildlands Trust (2014)
•

Raynor Gifford Park
▪ Added Handicapped accessible restroom
▪ Improved Snack Shack/Pavilion
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•

Country Fair property
▪ Fairgrounds created in 2011 including:
Interior roadways, parking, event areas, ticket booths, exhibit building

•

Rochester Memorial School Playground, Multi-purpose field
▪ Renovated fields
▪ Renovated playground

•

Leonard’s Pond Canoe/Cartop Boat Access
▪ Fencing, new parking, kiosk, access to pond – 2014

❖ Recreation Activity
• Explored alternative funding sources through grants, donations, gifts, and
partnerships (targeted to recreation).
• Identified and planned for the acquisition of open spaces which are of value and
importance for active or passive recreation.
❖ Other
• Released revised second edition of the Explore Rochester Trail Guide in 2014
which contains maps and information on 15 properties and many miles of public
trails within Rochester. The trail guide is posted on line on the town website and
presents information about great opportunities for nature walking, hiking,
birding, fishing, cross country skiing, and horseback riding.
•

Adopted Right to Farm Bylaw - 2012

•

Route 105 Designated as a Scenic Highway

•

Rochester designated Tree City USA

•

Appointed an Agricultural Commission

•

Fishway improvements to Mattapoisett River & Sippican Rivers – Alaskan
Steeppass ladder at Leonard’s Pond added on Sippican River led by Rochester
Herring Inspector- 2014

•

Developed and maintained walking trails on town owned land with help of
Rochester Land Trust
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B. Planning Process and Public Participation
This 2019 update encompasses the work of several prior recreation plans, with the last plan
being accepted by the Massachusetts Division of Conservation Services (DCS) in 2009. The
public outreach portion of the 2019 update process was principally conducted by the Open
Space & Recreation (OSRP) Committee with the assistance of Bill Napolitano, Environmental
Planner at the Southeast Regional Economic Development District (SRPEDD). The OSRP
Committee included the following members: Bendrix Bailey (Planning Board), Richard Cutler
(Board of Appeals), Jeffrey Eldridge (Highway Surveyor) Laurene Gerrior (Conservation
Commission, Historic Commission), David Hughes (Park Commission, Constable) , and Rosemary
Smith (Conservation Commission).
The OSRP Committee worked for 4 years with the public, Town staff and various related
committees to gather input as they prepared the OSRP. The Town of Rochester applied for and
received a municipal technical assistance grant from its local regional planning agency the
Southeast Regional Economic Development District (SRPEDD) to assist with the ADA Self
Evaluation (included as Appendix A), demographics and public outreach components of the
plan. Several outreach strategies, including a scientific survey and visioning sessions, were
utilized to determine what the residents of Rochester value, and issues or problems that need
to be addressed to improve their use and enjoyment of open space resources in the
community.
Survey Methodology
The OSRP Committee voted to conduct a scientific survey of selected residents to gain a more
realistic response, as opposed to a mass mailing to the entire town as done in the past. A
limited number of Rochester residents (360) were randomly selected to participate in the Open
Space & Recreation survey in 2015. (Respondents could participate via Survey Monkey or
hardcopy by mail). The complete population of Rochester households was determined to be
2066 based on population data from the database provided by the Rochester Town Clerk. A
confidence level of 95% was desired, with a confidence interval of 0.05 with upper bounds of
0.55 and lower bounds of 0.45 were selected. The above desired parameter yields a standard
error of 0.02551 and a relative standard error of 5.1. A survey sample was created using Excel
Data Analysis tools. From the 2015 record numbers in the database, 360 were selected
randomly by the data analysis tool. The record numbers of the 360 selected records
corresponded to record numbers in the total population database. Surveys were sent to those
persons. Calculations are based on National Statistical Service or Australia sample size
calculator.
In order to reach residents who could not attend meetings, an Open Space and Recreation Plan
webpage was hosted on the Conservation Commission website. The Department also
welcomed comments in writing, by phone or through email.
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An Open Space & Recreation forum and visioning session was held on October 5, 2015 at 7:00
p.m. at the Rochester Memorial School to gather input for the plan. SRPEDD facilitated the
session which included over forty residents of Rochester. The following is a summary of the
results of the forum:
ROCHESTER OPEN SPACE/ACTION PLAN FORUM 10/5/15
What is the most important thing that we have done to meet our Conservation, Recreation,
and Open Space needs since our last Open Space Plan?
•
•
•

Create the Open Space Plan Implementation Committee to move the 2009 OSRP Action
Plan
Create an Agricultural Commission and adopt a corresponding Right-to-Farm Bylaw
Worked collaboratively with the Rochester Land Trust and other regional land trusts to
permanently protect properties in the Mattapoisett River Valley

What would we like to do as part of the Action Agenda for our new Open Space Plan?
•
•
•
•
•
•

Develop bike path/biking opportunities
Develop a paved walking path/track at Dexter field
Implement the Mary’s Pond Beach development plan
Provide recreational opportunities that promote life-long activities that serve
populations of all ages and abilities
Develop and install more way finding and educational signage to promote conservation
lands and trails awareness/opportunities to the general public
Pursue public-private and non-profit partnerships, where and when feasible, in order to
help meet the town’s conservation, recreation , and open space needs (Rochester Land
Trust, Buzzards Bay Coalition)

Who are we planning for?
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

A majority of the population is aged 45+ (55%)
Since 1990, the population aged 24 has remained virtually the same;
The population aged 25-34 has decreased by 69%;
The population aged 35-44 has decreased by 42% (the 25-44 age group makes up only
14% of the current population whereas in 1990, it made up 36% of the population);
The population aged 45-54 has remained virtually the same;
The population aged 55-64 has increased by 450% (this age group represents 25% of
Rochester’s current population);
The population aged 65-74 has remained virtually the same;
The population aged 75-84 has increased by 72%;
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•
•

The population aged 85+ has increased by 419%
Since 1990, the median age has increased from 34.9 years to 43.3 years in 2010; the
median age in the state is 39.1 years

What are our community assets?
•
•
•
•

Conservation lands
Open Space
Agricultural lands
Small town character/feel

What are our Recreation needs?
•
•
•
•
•
•

More, and more diverse summer recreational programs
Nature/hiking trails
Bike Path
Picnic Areas
Beach Access
Paved walking track

What are our Conservation /Preservation Priorities?
•
•
•
•
•

Groundwater protection
Open Space/Conservation land
Rural Character
Surface water protection
Agricultural land/working farms (agricultural retention)

How should we preserve these areas?
•
•

Enact Zoning measures/provide incentives to developers to set aside Open Space
Use Town funds

What do we have to work with (land profile)?
•
•
•
•
•

23,062 acres (36 square miles)
4,713 acres protected (as of 2013)
3,411 acres developed (as of 2013)
17,269 acres of natural land (as of 2013)
2,362 acres of open land (as of 2013)

In order to address our Recreation needs we should . . .
Town of Rochester
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Fields and Trails
•
•
•
•
•

Have better signage at various locations (way finding)
Make online recreational information easier to find/more accessible
Make parking improvements/paved walking path at Dexter Field
Maintain the recreational facilities that we have at a high quality
Grow a volunteer base to help address facility needs; find/appoint a Volunteer
Coordinator
Bike Paths/Routes

•
•
•
•
•

Form a Bike Study Committee to look at safe bike routes (town wide)
Look at sites appropriate for trail biking
Explore potential regional connections with Marion/Mattapoisett/others
Look at areas appropriate to employ “Share the Road” signs
Way finding signs for off-road trail opportunities
Beach Access

•
•

Explore ways in which to implement the Mary’s Pond Beach Plan (look at insurance,
liability, construction, etc.)
Make Rochester citizens more aware of the fact that they can use/access Buzzards Bay
beaches in Marion and Mattapoisett (do a better job of promoting this opportunity)
Summer Recreation Programs

•
•
•
•

There are opportunities for school age kids at the “Y”
Opportunities for adults/adult programs at the Marion “Y”
Making people aware of “all ages” summer recreation programs/opportunities presents
a possibility to develop a new website/link
In order to maximize/take advantage of these opportunities we need to improve tritown communication
Picnic Areas

•
•

This is another website listing opportunity
Need for way finding signs

How can we achieve our Conservation/Open Space/Recreation Goals?
Zoning
•

Flexible Zoning (cluster) doesn’t work the way it should
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•
•
•
•

Transfer of Development Rights (TDR) – non-starter
Low Impact Development (LID) measures – non-starter; too expensive to maintain
Community Preservation Act (CPA) – non-starter; has been defeated twice
Town needs a “Cost of Community Services” study/analysis, like the one that the
American Farmland Trust did for Middleborough
Town Funding

•
•
•
•

•
•

“Town Meeting has always risen to the occasion when called upon to fund critical open
space purchases”
The local Land Trust and partners such as the Buzzards Bay Coalition have also
partnered to acquire open space
The town has very limited industrial/commercial/retail development opportunity to
help shift the tax burden/generate other sources of revenue from the residential sector
The residential tax burden is increasingly falling upon the older population, aged 55+, as
the population aged 25-44 has decreased drastically in the past twenty-five years; a
significant portion of the 55+ population may also be on fixed income in their retirement
years (?)
The loss of population aged 25-44 may also indicate something about the overall
affordability/cost of living/housing in Rochester (?)
Is going to Town Meeting to ask tax payers to foot the cost going to be a sustainable
option in light of the demographic trend?

Section 3. Community Setting
A. Regional Context
(See Map 1: Regional Context; following pages)
The town of Rochester is located in southeastern Massachusetts in Plymouth County, and is
bordered by Lakeville and Middleborough on the north, Wareham and Marion on the east,
Mattapoisett on the south, and Acushnet and Freetown on the west. Rochester is 36 square
miles in size and is located approximately 19 miles northeast of New Bedford, 49 miles east of
Providence, Rhode Island, and 50 miles south of Boston. The town has retained its agricultural
character with winding roads, scenic pastures, open meadows, woodlands, and cranberry bogs.
Rochester is a semi-rural town and bedroom-community which participates in the three town
Old Rochester Regional School District. Because the town has no sewer system and only partial
municipal water through it, there is limited potential for commercial growth, or for light and
heavy industrial development.
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Rochester is the caretaker of the region’s water supply. The communities of Marion,
Mattapoisett, Fairhaven and New Bedford, all draw water from Rochester’s plentiful aquifers.
The well-dispersed single family residences in the town have private wells for their domestic
source, except for some dwellings connected to the municipal water supplies of Marion or
Wareham. The Rochester Town Master Plan in 2009 recommended renegotiation with
neighboring communities on inter-municipal water agreements in order to protect its own
interests and future potential needs.
A quarter-mile stretch of Interstate 495 passes through the northeast corner of Rochester and
terminates along the town line at Route 28. Route 105 (a scenic highway) travels through
town, passing through the town center. The town can be accessed via Exit 19B along Interstate
195. A regional bus service, Southeastern Regional Transit Authority (SRTA) is headquartered in
nearby New Bedford. The area is also served by two major airports, T. F. Green Airport in Rhode
Island, and Logan International Airport in Boston, and a small regional airport in New Bedford.
Rochester has a small defined “town center” at the intersection of several main roads which
includes the Rochester Green where the First Meeting House, the Town Hall, First
Congregational Church and vestry, Joseph Plumb Library, post office and a small retail plaza
which caters to the community. Rochester has three wildlife management areas, the Haskell
Swamp Wildlife Management Area, Rochester Wildlife Management Area, and the Church
Wildlife Management Area. There is a small canoe/cartop boat access recreation area off
Perry’s Lane at Mary's Pond, and two parks near the town center. There are a number of riding
stables throughout the town, as well as an 18-hole public golf course. The town is also the site
of the Sippican Rod & Gun Club, and the scenically spectacular East Over Reservation which
sports 75 acres of woodland, fields, trails, and over two miles of double faced stone walls built
in the mid-1800s. Over 40 acres of field at East Over are dedicated as habitat for grassland
species of birds.
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PLACEHOLDER: MAP 1, REGIONAL CONTEXT
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B. History of Rochester
The area originally called Sippican (a name of the local Wampanoag tribe), was renamed by the
settlers in 1639 and named Rochester for their hometown of Rochester (Kent), England. The
town was incorporated in 1686, and originally included the western shore of Buzzards Bay and
had a busy coastal trade from its harbors until the 1850’s, when land area was separated to
become the waterfront towns of Marion, Mattapoisett and Wareham, resulting in the
Rochester non-waterfront boundaries as they are de towns and Rochester found its future in
farming and logging. Rochester reserved rights on the seashores of the adjacent towns so
residents of Rochester today enjoy rights for shellfish licenses and beach use in neighboring
coastal communities.
Below are excerpts from A Brief History of the Town of Rochester by Judith J. Gurney, Town
Historian (written for the Tercentennial Celebration 1986)
The settlers in Plymouth and Sandwich began at a very early time to come to Rochester for
timber, grazing and fishing. Indians who owned the land called it by several names: Agawam
was part of what we call Wareham, Sippican was of course Marion, and Mattapoisett was the
entire western area from the shore all the way to Quitticas Pond. The central plains, where the
Indians had their farms were called Menchoisett, meaning “much food.”
The Indians tolerated the settlers and their leaders until 1675, when “King Philip,” as the chief
Metacomet was known, declared war on the whites and burned every shelter they had erected,
and chased them back to the security of Plymouth. There they resided under very crowded
conditions until their soldiers under the leadership of Captain Church had killed King Philip and
most of his warriors, captured their women and children and sold them as slaves to Bermuda.
The way was now clear for real settlement, so 30 men petitioned the court at Plymouth, now
owners of the land by conquest, for rights to purchase grants to the land. The court agreed.
Two lots were set aside for the church and minister. One lot was set-aside for a stubborn Indian
by the name of Will Connett, who refused to give up his claim to the land. These original
“Proprietors” included names that are still present today in Rochester: Winslow, Clark, Briggs,
Burgess, Dexter, White, Barlow, Hammond, Davis, Foster, Ellis, Dunham and Bradford. The date
they founded the town was July 22, 1679.
In 1686, the Town filed for incorporation, and chose the name “Rochester” because the shore at
Sippican and Mattapoisett reminded them of the shore at Rochester, Kent County, England.
Wareham was the first area to separate from the mother town. In 1739, Plymouth gave up a
large piece of land on the east side of the Wankiko River and Rochester gave up a chunk on the
west side, and these formed the new town. Again in 1864, another part of Rochester was
annexed to Wareham. The last change in the bounds of Rochester occurred on June 12, 1939 at
Town of Rochester
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which time part of Rochester became West Wareham. In 1852, without any noise and
apparently without hard feelings, Sippican became a separate town of its own, named after the
Revolutionary War Hero Francis Marion. The bounds were officially established in 1853.
Mattapoisett, after battling with Rochester about life styles and the location of the “meeting
house” finally, with hard feelings and quarrels, became a separate town in 1857. Rochester, the
mother town, was left without a seacoast; however, agreements had been drawn up that
allowed Rochester to have shellfish rights in both towns. The northern section of Rochester
threatened to become a separate town also. The section known as Snipatuit Quarter, or Pond
Village, would have become Clarion if the separation had been completed.
Mrs. Gurney also notes that “... during the Revolution, a greater portion of
men went into the service from Rochester, than any other town of its population in
Massachusetts.”
Once the boundaries were firmly established, Rochester continued to develop as an agricultural
community. Population grew slowly compared to the neighboring towns. Neighboring
Wareham became a mercantile and later a manufacturing center, as did Middleboro.
Mattapoisett and Marion grew to become towns, both with harbors that were then as now
boating centers. The City of New Bedford became a major whaling, shipping and fishing port as
well as a textile-manufacturing city. These gathering populations were supported with the food
provided by Rochester farms and materials provided by the forests.
At the turn of the century, cows in Rochester easily out-numbered the residents. Through the
1950’s, farming remained the predominant livelihood. Following World War II, a booming and
mobile population began a building cycle that consumed over a thousand acres of pastureland
from 1951 to 1971. The economics of farming began a downward trend in the 1950’s that
continues today in most crops. During that same period of time, housing lots in Rochester
climbed in value.
Colonial Mill Sites in Rochester
Lumber mills, farming and boat building sustained colonial Rochester. Inventive Rochester
Yankees built hydro-powered mills on almost every moving stream. The dams and resulting
millponds are an important part of Rochester’s hydrological profile. Much of the surface water
used in cranberry cultivation today is the result of colonial millponds maintained into the
twentieth century by cranberry growers.
Several mill sites are shown on the “Historic Resources in Rochester” map on the following page
and should be preserved for their historic value. Locations 1 through 8 have visible foundation
stone work in place in various conditions. These are historically valuable sites with mill layout
in evidence. Locations 9 through 13 are dam sites of historic mills, with no remaining
structures.

Town of Rochester
2019 OSRP Update

12

Rochester Historic Mill Sites
(See Map 2: Historic Resources; following page)
1. Stillwater Mill

9.

Sippican Branch 1

2. Leonard’s Pond Mill

10. Sippican Branch 2

3. Obeddiah Gifford Mill

11. Makepeace Dam site

4. Hartley/Winslow Mill

12. Hathaway Mill

5. Rounseville’s Mill

13. Branch Brook Dam site

6. Church’s Falls Mill
7. Sturtevant Mill
8. Haskell Mill
Rochester Today
Today Rochester is a blend of its historic past and newer, upscale residential neighborhoods.
Old family names adorn the mailboxes, side-by-side with newer ones. Picturesque barns still
dot the landscape, often viewed from curb-cut drives. What remains unchanged is the deep
reverence new and old residents have for their hometown.
Today the Town of Rochester consists of open fields and cranberry bogs, residential, small
businesses, and significant undeveloped forests. The town operates under a Selectmen town
meeting form of government. In the past few years, a number of solar projects have been
developed which are screened from view by earthen berms, landscape plantings and fencing.
The Town recently approved establishment of a designated area in the northeast portion of the
town off Route 28 (Cranberry Highway Smart Growth Overlay District) allowing for a Chapter
40R affordable housing development. The town also adopted the Stretch Building Code and
zoning provisions towards becoming a Green Community, which will formally be applied for in
October 2019.
Although the town zoning includes some industrial and general commercial, more than 95% of
the town is zoned agriculture/residential. The town still retains some of the farms that began in
town over 300 years ago. Rochester’s agricultural characteristics, winding roads and open
space are evident as one travels throughout the town and views pastures, meadows, woodland,
ponds, and cranberry bogs. To preserve Rochester’s agricultural character, the town adopted a
"Right-to-Farm" bylaw in 2012 which "encourages the pursuit of agriculture, promotes
agriculture-based economic opportunities, and protects farmlands within the town by allowing
agricultural uses and related activities".
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PLACEHOLDER: MAP 2, HISTORIC RESOURCES
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B. Population Characteristics
Rochester participates in a three-town school district, Old Rochester Regional. Each town has
one or more elementary schools, and all students transfer to fully regionalized schools
beginning with seventh grade. In Rochester, students in grades K-6 attend Rochester Memorial
School on Pine Street. In 2011, the Town completed a $26 million modernization and expansion
project at Rochester Memorial, bringing the school to a design capacity of 680 pupils. The
Massachusetts School Building Authority (MSBA) reimbursed the Town 57.9 percent of the total
project cost.1 Over the past ten years, total enrollment at Rochester Memorial has ranged from
a high of 599 (2009-2010) to a low of 466 (2016-2017). Nevertheless, enrollment has increased
in the past two years to the current-year enrollment of 509 students. Today, Rochester has the
largest elementary school population of the three towns. The schools in Mattapoisett currently
have 411 students combined, and at Marion’s Sippican School, the PK-6 enrollment is 477.
Once the smallest of the three towns in the Old Rochester district, Rochester has gradually
become the second most populated overall and the largest in terms of the population under 18
years. The average number of school-age children per household in Rochester is approximately
0.71.

Figure 1.Rochester Memorial School Enrollment Trends
2010-2019
(Source: Mass. Department of Elementary and Secondary Education, and
Barrett Planning Group LLC)
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Population Growth, 1960-2030
Rochester’s current population of 5,700 people (rounded) represents an 8% increase since the
last official census in 2010. Rochester has grown quite a bit over the last 15-20 years. Between
2000 and 2010, Rochester’s population increased over 14 percent and its total number of
households increased 15 percent. Since 2010, the rate of growth has mellowed in Rochester, as
it has in most Massachusetts towns, but meanwhile, household sizes have gradually crept
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upward as families moving to Rochester a decade ago have had more children. It is no surprise
to find that Rochester’s largest households are families that moved to Rochester between 2000
and 2009. Families that chose Rochester between 2010 and 2014, buying new homes in
developments like the 115-lot Connet Woods, also tend to be a remarkably low 116 people per
square mile.
The population of the town of Rochester from 1960 to 2010, and the projected future counts
for 2020 and 2030 are shown in Fig. 2.

Fig. 2. Rochester Population, 1960-2030
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Soon after World War II, the population of Rochester increased rapidly, as observed in the last
50 years (Fig.2). Persons and families who selectively preferred and sought agricultural and
farming opportunities in a rural setting were presumably the main source of population influx
into the town.
Population Density, 1960-2010
Along with population increase is the rise in population density, i.e., the number of persons
residing within a square mile, which has great impact on the town’s character. Table 1 reveals
Rochester’s population density and how it compares with its neighboring communities in half a
decade or from 1960 to 2010.
Table 1. 50-Year Change in Population Density
Compared
Persons per Square Mile

Rochester
Acushnet
Marion
Mattapoisett
Middleborough
Wareham
Town of Rochester
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1960

2010

18
119
75
72
61
96

155
559
336
366
333
584

Percent
Change,
1960-2010
761
370
348
408
446
508
16

Source: Woods Hole Research Center, U.S. Census Bureau

Very low population density defines a rural area, and the data in Table 1 confirms that
Rochester typifies this type of community when compared to neighboring towns as of 2010.
Although Rochester’s population density rose rapidly in half a decade’s time, it is still one of the
lowest by far in comparison to its neighbors.
Population Distribution by Age Group, 1990 and 2010
The profile of the Rochester population by age group in 1990 and in 2010 can be seen in Fig. 3.

The apparent decrease in the percent of Rochester’s population under 44 years, along with the
significant rise of the age groups 45+ years between 1990 and 2010 is evident in Fig. 3.
Moreover, the data indicates the decrease in the percent of young children (under age 19
years) and younger labor force (25-44 years old) in the town, and the increase among the older
workforce (45+ years) as well as the oldest age groups (65+) during the 20-year interval.
A closer examination of Rochester’s age profile compared to the neighboring towns, as
determined by median ages, is featured in Fig.4.
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Fig. 4. Median Ages Compared: 2010
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Rochester, and all of the towns surrounding Rochester, had older population than the state’s
average age in 2010. Surprisingly, as of 2010, Rochester had the youngest population among
these towns (Fig. 4).
Racial and Ethnic Composition, 1990-2010
Rochester’s population profile by race and ethnicity from 1990 and 2010 is shown in Table 2.

Table 2. Race and Ethnic Profile, 1990-2010

Total

White

Black or
African
American

Asian

Some
other
race

Hispanic
or Latino

1990

3,921

3,842

38

5

36

23

2010

4,581

4,427

29

16

109

17

%Chg.,
19902010

16.8

15.2

-23.7

2.2

202.8

-26.1

Source: U.S. Census Bureau

Rochester’s racial population over the last two decades has been comprised overwhelmingly of
White residents, with a small Black population, which had decreased considerably by 2010.
While the Mixed or Other races sharply increased in the town, Hispanics decreased in Rochester
over the 1990- 2010 period although they increased everywhere else in the country.
Households, 1990-2010
The numbers and types of households in Rochester and the percent at which they occurred
from 1990 to 2010, are presented in Table 3.
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Table 3. Household Types: Rochester,
1990-2010
Household Types
Total households
Family households
Non-family households*
Householder living alone
Householder 65+ yrs. living alone
Household size

1990

2010

1,288
1,088
200
159
73

1,813
1,476
337
271
116

% Change,
1990-2010
40.8
35.7
68.5
70.4
58.9

3.04

2.88

-5.3

*One or more unrelated adults sharing a
household.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau

As the data in Table 3 suggests, the total households in Rochester rose by 41% in a span of 20
years. A great increase occurred among non-family types of households. The latter type
consists of householders living alone, which also rose significantly from 1990 to 2010, as did the
elderly (65+ years old), who lived alone.
True to what is happening throughout the state, the number of persons living in each
household has decreased in recent decades. Rochester’s declining household size, as revealed
in Table 3, meant that the town was no exception to the prevailing trend of the last two
decades (1990 –2010).
A comprehensive and insightful Open Space and Recreation Plan for Rochester has to consider
the town’s overall population growth, its density, its age distribution, racial composition, and
household profile, over time. Such familiarity with the background of the plan’s beneficiaries
will enrich the plan and ultimately benefit the town significantly.
Socio-Economic Characteristics
In this section, the educational, income and poverty status profiles of Rochester residents are
summarized.
Educational Attainment, 1990-2013
The educational attainment of Rochester’s adult population (25 years+) for 1990, 2000 and
2013 is displayed in Fig. 5.
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Fig. 5. Educational Attainment
(Pop 25 Years+), 1990-2013
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The data clearly indicate that high school completion among Rochester’s adult population rose
consistently from 1990 to 2013. Likewise, the big strides achieved in college completion
between 2000 and 2013, were most noteworthy (Fig. 5).
The educational achievement of Rochester adults compared with those of the rest of the state
is illustrated in Fig. 6.

Fig. 6. Comparing Educational Attainment:
Rochester vs. MA, 1990-2013
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Fig. 6 shows that Rochester’s high school completion started off lower than statewide level in
1990 but surpassed the latter soon in 2000, and in 2013. College degree attainment rates
among Rochester adults also started with deficits in 1990 and 2000, but then topped statewide
levels by 2013.
Indeed, the town of Rochester achieved greater leaps in educational attainment compared to
statewide educational attainment levels over the past two decades.
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Income, 2013
In this section, three dimensions of income are examined: median household income, median
family income, and per capita income. Median household income provides a good reference to
the buying power and saving capacity of households to support themselves in comparison to
other areas or the nation. Median family income helps set the maximum and minimum limits of
the criteria for families of varied sizes to qualify for housing and other federal initiatives.
Moreover, per capita income reflects the capability of individual members in a community to
support themselves with basic needs thereby serves as an index of a community’s economic
well-being.
In Fig. 7, Rochester’s income levels in 2013 are compared with statewide averages.

Fig. 7. Income Levels: Rochester
vs. Massachusetts, 2013
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The income data (Fig. 7) clearly established that Rochester residents were more prosperous,
and were better off economically than the residents of the Commonwealth in general in 2013.
Table 4 compares Rochester’s income levels with its neighboring communities in 2013.

Table 4. Comparison of Incomes: Rochester
vs. Neighboring Towns, 2013

Median Household
Income

Median Family
Income
Per Capita
Income

Rochester

Acushnet

Marion

Mattapoisett

Middleborough

Wareham

$87,370

$77,367

$80,456

$78,864

$77,607

$59,186

$104,300

$82,775

$92,258

$93,235

$86,524

$74,960

$37,340

$31,477

$45,269

$35,941

$31,719

$29,740

Source: U. S. Census Bureau
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Rochester was more affluent than its five neighboring towns when median household and
family income levels were examined in 2013, as illustrated in Table 4. However, Marion had the
highest per capita income of all the six communities examined during that year.
Poverty Status
Given Rochester’s apparent economic advantage over its neighboring communities, Table 5
shows whether this prosperity is true for all its residents in the past 13 years when poverty
status data for the town are looked at.

Table 5. Poverty Status: Rochester, 2000-2013
Poverty Status
% Families with incomes below
poverty level
% Families w/ children < 18 years
and incomes below poverty level
% of all individuals with incomes
below poverty level

Rochester
2000
2013
2.4

2.6

3.8

2.4

3.1

5.1

Source: U.S. Census Bureau

Indeed, only a negligible percent of Rochester fell below the nationally-set poverty level from
2000 to 2013, as the data in Table 5 verified, thereby affirming the affluence of the town.
The issue of Environmental Justice is not applicable to Rochester in 2013. None of its three
block groups met the two criteria, namely: 25% minority population, and 65% of the state’s
median household income.
A detailed grasp of the socio-economic background of Rochester residents is helpful in
determining the suitable design or kind of Open Space and Recreation Plan for the town in the
future.
Economic Profile
The status of employment, the types of industry that are in Rochester, and the town’s
unemployment trends are explored in this section.
Employment, 2001-2014
The trend in total employment in Rochester between 2001 and 2014 is traceable in Fig. 8.
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Fig. 8. Trend in Total Employment, 2001-2014
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It is conspicuous that the total employment levels in Rochester remained stable and had not
changed drastically in over a decade, notwithstanding the ups and downs of the nation’s
economic situation from 2000 to 2013 (Fig. 8).
Rochester’s reported average number of employees by industry in 2001 and again in 2013 using
NAICS categories are demonstrated in Fig. 9.

Fig. 9. Changes in Employment by Industry,
2001-2014
2014
2001

Arts, entertainment & recreation
Health care & social assistance
Admin support & waste mgt
Professional services
Finance & insurance
Retail trade
Wholesale trade
Construction

Forestry, fishing, hunting

0
Source: MA EOLWD

50

100
150
No. of Employees

200

250

It is very obvious from Fig. 9 that Rochester’s major industry employment, Administrative
Support & Waste Management Services, decreased dramatically between 2001 and 2014.
Rochester is the location of a major waste combustion facility (Covanta-SEMASS) which handles
25% of the state’s waste stream, along with water treatment and storm water detention
facilities in the region. Therefore, the decreased employment could have meant that the
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establishment’s clientele minimized their usage of the facility resulting in lesser number of
employees by 2014.
It is also clear from the data that Wholesale Trade as well as Professional Services employment
in Rochester declined dramatically from 2001 to 2014. Given that the recession started in 2008,
the economic situation in Rochester may still be undergoing recovery in 2014.
Inversely, the data disclosed that employment in Health Care and Social Assistance, likewise in
Retail Trade had increased in the town by 2014.
Trends in Unemployment Rates, 2000-2014

Percent

Unemployment rates for Rochester and Massachusetts from 2000 to 2014 are shown in Fig. 10.
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Fig. 10. Trends in Unemployment Rates,
2000-2014
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The marked upturn in statewide unemployment rates in 2006 (Fig. 10), prior to the economic
recession in the late 2000s, was not shared by Rochester. In general, the town’s rates of
unemployment had remained lower than the state’s during the last 14 years.
Overall, the economic conditions of Rochester covering relevant periods of time are of great
significance to Open Space and Recreation planning. Whether or not the town can respond to
the needs of the workers in particular industries, or for the unemployed, depends on how the
planned programs are geared to them.
Housing Characteristics
The analysis of housing in Rochester from 1990 to 2010, prior to and during the housing bubble
and economic recession which started around 2008, is examined in this section. These
elements include the town’s housing stock, the issuance of new residential building permits,
and the sales and costs of single residential units in the town from 2000 to 2014.
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Prior to the 2007-2009 recession, Rochester issued approximately 50 building permits per year,
and almost all were for detached single family homes. According to building permit databases
maintained by the state, Rochester has issued building permits for over 110 new homes since
2010. The town is desirable and relatively affordable, and it offers fairly good access to the
regional highway system. This can be seen in the wide dispersal of Rochester’s labor force
throughout the South Coast and South Shore, for only 11 percent of Rochester’s employed
residents actually work in Rochester. The rest commute to New Bedford and the region’s larger
towns – Wareham, Middleborough, Dartmouth, Fairhaven, and Plymouth – and northward
from Plymouth along Route 3.
Rochester has available land, and all of its recent housing growth consists of new single-family
dwellings that have sold on the higher end the regional market. There is another factor that
distinguishes Rochester from its neighbors: its inland location. Unlike Mattapoisett and
Marion, Rochester has only a handful of seasonal homes. When a house sells in Rochester, its
sells to a family that plans to live in Rochester year-round. Virtually every new home built in
Rochester brings revenue growth, growth in demands on town and school services, and growth
in household income. That is not always the case in Old Rochester’s other member towns.
Rochester’s housing stock spanning two decades can be seen in Table 6.

Table 6. Rochester Housing Units, 1990-2010

1990
2000
2010

Total
housing
units

Occupied

Renter-Occupied

Vacant
(Percent of
Total)

1,341
1,634
1,885

1,288
1,575
1,813

96
111
130

4.0
3.6
3.8

Source: U.S. Census Bureau

From 1990 to 2010, the number of housing units in Rochester had consistently increased, with
proportionate rise of those occupied by renters (Table 6). Furthermore, the percent of housing
vacancy had remained unchanged over the 20-year period.
Fig. 11 presents the total number of building permits for new residential housing units issued by
the town of Rochester from 2000 to 2014.
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Fig. 11. Number of Total Building Permits
for New Residential Housing Issued, 20002014
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The data reflect the year when the housing downturn commenced, i.e. 2008, and Rochester
reacted by issuing the lowest number of new residential building permits (Fig.11) through 2014.
The town had since gradually allowed new housing in a very restrained manner compared to
the town’s practice in the early 2000s.
Fig. 12 shows the trend in new housing sales in Rochester from 2000 to 2014.
Fig. 12. Trend in All Types of New
Housing Sales: Rochester, 2000-2014
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The cost of new single family residential housing units in Rochester in the last 14 years can be
found in Fig. 13.

Fig. 13. Cost of New Single Residential
Housing: Rochester, 2000-2014
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Apparently the housing downturn took a while to have some effect in Rochester, and when it
did, the impact registered lower housing prices occurring at the end of the decade (Fig 13).
Nevertheless, the more recent prices show a hint of an uptake.
For a comparative perspective of how the costs of housing in Rochester fare among the
neighboring communities, Fig. 14 demonstrates the prices of housing at three points in time for
the town and nearby area.

Fig. 14. Comparative Cost of New Single
Residential Housing: 2000, 2009, 2014
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As noted earlier, 2008 was the year when the housing debacle and economic recession
occurred and became widespread. In Fig. 14 it can be observed that the housing prices in
Rochester and its neighboring towns had risen consistently until 2014, seemingly oblivious to
the housing downturn going on everywhere. Only in Acushnet had the costs of single family
residential houses remained stable even while they declined in Wareham between 2009 and
2014.
A good understanding if Rochester’s housing trends and needs is essential for the Open Space
and Recreation Plan as it will help focus where programs and facilities can be directed most
efficiently.
Environmental Justice Populations
(See Map 3: Environmental Justice Populations; following page)
According to the 2010 U.S. Census, there are a number of block groups that qualify as having
environmental justice populations that meet one, two and three of the state’s criteria.
Rochester does not meet the criteria for having environmental justice populations.
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PLACEHOLDER: REQUIRED MAP 3, EJ POPULATIONS
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PLACEHOLDER: MAP 4, ZONING
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Open Space and Recreation Trends
The Town of Rochester offers a number of both active and passive recreational facilities for the
benefit of the community, including two parks 1. Raynor Gifford Park located off Mary’s Pond
Road and, 2. Dexter Lane Recreational Facility located off Dexter Lane. Both facilities have
trailheads with extensive loop walking trails on adjacent parcels owned by the Wildlands Trust
and the Town of Rochester respectively.
According to the Rochester Park Commission, the town is experiencing a shrinking supply of
playing fields in comparison to demands for field based sports teams. The Dexter Lane
Recreational Facility is utilized every day for games and practices by Rochester-MarionMattapoisett baseball leagues, Girls Softball, the Ponderosa Sportsman’s Club, and Tavares Girls
Softball of New Bedford. The park meets Massachusetts Little League Association requirements
and is certified for tournaments. The playing fields are also used for soccer and lacrosse, and
the facility is also rented for picnics in the spring, summer and fall. The facility also has a
basketball court, two ADA accessible restrooms, two playground areas, and a skateboard park.
There is a Babe Ruth Field, Softball field, and two dual purpose fields (one with lights) with
portable mounds that can be used for either Little League or softball. There is an open field
between the Babe Ruth field and softball field that is used for soccer by younger children, as
well as a portable batting cage that is rolled to available areas when needed.
The Rochester Park Department leases Raynor Gifford Park to Rochester Youth Baseball, which
includes two Little League fields, a T-ball field, and batting cage. There is an ADA accessible
restroom at the snack shack.
The Rochester Golf Course is a family-owned and operated 18-hole public facility serving the
town and neighboring communities. In addition, the town has a number of hiking trails to
observe nature. Rochester residents enjoy shell fishing and beach rights in the neighboring
communities of Marion, Mattapoisett and Wareham.
To meet local and regional needs, and to protect and sustain Rochester’s open space and
recreation resources, it is imperative that Rochester continue to invest in the expansion,
improvements, maintenance, and ongoing management that will allow these critical local
resources to be sustainable and to endure into the future. Fiberglass bleachers are needed for
both the Dexter Lane and Raynor Gifford facilities.
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Section 4. Environmental Inventory and Analysis
A. Geology, Soils and Topography
(See Map 4: Soils and Geologic Features Map; following pages)
Rochester’s landscape consists of level coastal lowlands punctuated by stony hills. This relief is
a direct result of events occurring during the Pleistocene Period (Ice Age). As the front of the
glacier melted back, sediments carried within the ice were deposited as glacial till, a dense
assortment of sand, silt, gravel and stone. Glacial activity frequently reformed these deposits
into streamlined features known as drumlins. Characteristically, these hills are oriented
southeast and reach heights of 100 feet. There are at least six drumlins in the western part of
Rochester, including Perry Hill, Vaughn Hill, Braley Hill, west of Cushman Road, along Snipatuit
Road and a long finger of upland in the middle of the Cedar Swamp. The highest point in
Rochester is the top of Braley Hill, at about 140 feet above sea level.
During the glacial melting process, large chunks of ice were left behind and debris piled up
around these melting blocks, creating knobby hills and kettle holes. In most of Rochester,
bedrock underlies 50 to 100 feet of glacial till, pocked with this knob and kettle terrain.
Meltwater streams carried and deposited sorted sand particles in channel beds and glacial
cracks, forming the southwest trending ridges known as eskers. Eskers are mined for sand and
gravel, a valuable mineral resource in Rochester.
Glacial meltwater dammed in shallow lakes collected silt and clay, as lakes do today.
Eventually, these lakes and ponds drained and dried away, leaving behind a flat, poorly drained
surface seated with clay that today supports the perched water table of cranberry bogs and
fresh wetlands. Typical of this topography, Rochester has broad swamps linked by series of
wandering brooks and intermittent streams. Examples of these features are Logging Swamp in
the northwest; Cedar Swamp in the north; Forbes Swamp in the northeast; Towsers Swamp and
Haskell’s Swamp in the south and Bear Swamp to the southeast.
Soils
There are five major soil associations found in Rochester usually discussed in terms of
limitations. Approximately 40% of the soils in Rochester pose severe limitations for onsite
sewage disposal. The Peat –Scarboro-Sanded Muck-Brockton Association consists of poorly
drained organic and mineral soils usually associated with swamps. This association accounts for
30% of the soils. The other severely limited soil is predominately mineral, the Essex-Gloucester
firm substratum- Scituate Association (hardpan), which makes up 10% of the soils. The
Hinckley- Carver-Merrimac-Windsor Association (35%) poses only slight limitations for
development. The Gloucester Association (12%) is gravelly and stony and poses only moderate
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limitations for development. However, these last two classes have rapid permeability providing
minimum resistance against seepage of pollutants into the ground water below.
In soil associations with slight to moderate limitations to development, care must be exercised
to prevent groundwater contamination. The Hollis-Charlton-Scituate Association (4%) is
shallow to bedrock in some areas with deep well-drained pockets in other areas. This soil
association can be limited by its proximity to bedrock. The remaining 9% is covered with water.
Rochester soil is notably fertile farmland composed of sand, gravel and stone, characteristic of
glacial till. The most limiting factors for agricultural use have been the boniness of soils and
their tendency for drought.
Climate
Rochester receives an annual precipitation of 47 inches distributed evenly throughout the year.
Storm systems are the principle source of precipitation. In the winter, this comes in the form of
freezing rain and wet snow. Rochester’s winters average 30 to 60 inches of snow over an
average of 30 snowy days. The usual period of continuous snow cover is 14 days. Prevailing
winds are west north west (WNW) in the winter and south west (SW) in the summer. Storm
winds are usually southeast (SE) or northeast (NE). Hazardous conditions from hurricanes,
coastal storms and blizzards occur periodically.
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PLACEHOLDER: REQUIRED MAP 5: SOILS AND GEOLOGIC FEATURES MAP
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B. Landscape Character
(See Map 6: Unique Features Map; following pages)
Southeastern Massachusetts’ landscape, described as the Bristol Lowlands Ecoregion on the
Massachusetts BioMap, has been shaped by the advance and retreat of glaciers across the
region, grinding down ancient mountains and filling valleys to form a wide coastal plain pocked
with kettle holes, kettle ponds, ridged with drumlins and eskers laid down over the ribs of the
buried mountains. In some places, these mountain ridges are exposed as rocky ledges.
Everywhere is evidence of the glaciers’ influence: large erratic boulders sit hidden in the woods
or stand at road corners, sand and gravel laid in water braided patterns. Almost everywhere
are rocks of all sizes, providing raw material for some of New England’s signature land marks:
stone walls. Where the glacial meltwater deposited layers of silt and clay, the resulting large,
relatively flat, poorly drained areas became wooded swamps and wet meadows. Sand and
gravel deposits were mined, a process that has augmented the building of cranberry bogs and
reshaped contours of eskers and drumlins with canals and reservoirs.
Just inland from the coast of Buzzards Bay, Rochester is a town that enjoyed a very slow rate of
growth until the 1970s. Forests and wetlands covered much of the town. Cranberry bogs were
carved out of the poorly drained areas and farms occupied the higher, easily accessible land.
Large wetlands and land too rocky to be farmed were left as woodlots, providing lumber and
firewood for sale locally and regionally. These activities have shaped the character of the
landscape of today.
From the crest of Vaughn Hill, forestland interspersed with houses can be seen west to Braley
Hill, the highest elevation in Rochester at a modest 140 plus feet above mean sea level. To the
north, trees hide everything to the bluffs at the edge of the great ponds of Lakeville and
Middleboro. Eastward across the fields of Cervelli’s Farm, the view sweeps over several miles
of treetops. All along its roadways Rochester has a multitude of scenic views. Cervelli’s corn
fields, Eastover Farm with its carefully built and maintained stone walls and yellow houses and
barns, the center of town as seen entering from the east, Snipatuit Pond from the Neck Road
causeway and from across Pierce Farm, the Christmas Tree Farm, all these and many more
together define this town.
Rochester’s landscape and its place in the changing local economy have shaped the town’s
identity in the past. It is open space that defines the scenic character of Rochester: roadways
lined with forest land, old barns and farm buildings viewed across fields bounded by stonewalls,
corn standing tall in the hot summer sun, cranberry bogs turned bright red by autumn harvest
next to their blue reservoir ponds. These are things that are disappearing everywhere in the
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region as the woods and fields fill up with houses. The town’s individuality will slowly change as
its working landscape changes.
Rochester’s boundaries encompass 33 square miles that include large areas of woodlands,
fields, wetlands, ponds (among them is Snipatuit Pond, Rochester’s largest pond) and streams
that provide habitat for hundreds of species of plants and animals including several threatened,
rare or endangered species. Opportunities for hunting, fishing, hiking, cycling, horseback riding,
nature walks and birding are numerous.
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C. Water Resources
(See Map 7: Water Resources; following pages)
Rochester is blessed with abundant natural resources. Chief among these is fresh water. The
swamps were a major resource for forest products in the past when they were regularly
harvested for white cedar, maple, swamp oak and, from the higher ground, white pine and
mixed hardwoods. For their role in maintaining clean ground water supplies alone, these large
swamps and their surrounding upland watershed areas must be protected. The town
encompasses the headwaters of both the Sippican and the Mattapoisett Rivers. These rivers
and their tributaries drain the large wooded swamps that act as rainwater collectors, recharging
the groundwater. The aquifers in these watersheds supply drinking water for Rochester and
three surrounding towns. The Town of Marion has three wells in the Sippican River watershed
and three in the Mattapoisett River watershed, one of which was driven since the last Open
Space Plan was written. The other two towns, Mattapoisett and Fairhaven, have well fields in
the lower end of the Mattapoisett River Valley.
Most of Rochester lies in the Buzzards Bay Watershed. Designated an estuary of national
significance in the National Estuary Program, Buzzards Bay has become a focus of attention for
all the communities in its watershed. From the large swamps, the water flows seaward through
the two watersheds that encompass most of Rochester’s area, the Mattapoisett River and the
Sippican River watersheds empty into the middle of Buzzards Bay’s western shore. Large areas
of high yield aquifer underlie both the Sippican and Mattapoisett watersheds. The aquifers and
their recharge areas deserve a high degree of protection.
Snipatuit Pond
Snipatuit Pond is Rochester’s largest pond and largest open space. This 710-acre warm water
pond is the headwater of the Mattapoisett River. It is about two and one half miles long by one
and a quarter miles wide and about eleven feet deep at its deepest point, averaging about five
feet in depth. (Most of the pond is much shallower, three to five feet.) It provides some of the
most sweeping views to be enjoyed in town. The mucky bottom and shallow water make it less
popular for swimming than some of the other ponds in town. Snipatuit Pond offers good
fishing for an assortment of warm water fish species. (Please refer to Appendix for a species
list.) A boat ramp maintained by the Department of Fish and Game off Neck Road provides
access and limited parking.
Long Pond is connected to Snipatuit Pond by a hand-dug channel constructed many years ago
to allow access to the larger pond through the smaller one for flooding the large bog complex
that borders Long Pond.
A small part of the northwest corner of town is located in the Quittacas-Pocksha-AssawompsetLong Pond system that is drained by the Nemasket River (Taunton River watershed) that
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empties into Mount Hope Bay. After being closed to the public for more than 100 years, The
Assawompsett Pond Complex (commonly referred to as the Water Works) in the towns of
Rochester, Lakeville, Middleboro, and Freetown, now is open to the public for passive
recreation.
Coastal Plain Pond Shore Communities
Snow’s Pond is located just south and east of Snipatuit Pond and is a deep kettle pond. Snow’s
Pond and the somewhat larger kettle pond, Mary’s Pond situated still farther to the east, both
support globally rare plant species. They are examples of Coastal Plain Ponds that are
vulnerable natural areas found mostly in Plymouth and Barnstable Counties. Their sand and
gravel bottoms and acidic soils limit nutrients. They have no inlets or outlets so the only
sources of water are rainfall and ground water, which can result in large seasonal fluctuations in
water levels.
Due to their small area, outboard motors have been limited to electric trolling motors on both
Mary’s and Snow’s Ponds. Both ponds are used for fishing, canoeing and swimming. Snow’s
Pond has limited access but Mary’s Pond has a canoe/cartop boat access constructed by the
Department of Fish & Game Office of Boating Access off Perry’s Lane. The town acquired this
land on the western shore of Mary’s Pond for a town beach and the Department of Fisheries
and Wildlife Natural Heritage and Endangered Species Program have approved plans for a
beach.
Both Mary’s Pond and Snipatuit Pond are stocked by the Department of Fish and Game.
Snipatuit Pond is typically stocked with northern pike, and Mary’s Pond is stocked in the spring
and fall with brook, brown and rainbow trout.
In addition to these Great Ponds, there are several mill ponds created in the past by dams built
to power small sawmills, iron foundries or gristmills; among them are Hathaway Pond,
Leonard’s Pond, Hartley Mill Pond and Mill Pond on Walnut Plain Road. Small reservoirs and
impoundments are found throughout the town on most of the smaller streams. Many were
built to provide water for cranberry bogs.
The East and West Branches of the Sippican empty into Leonard’s Pond. It is at that point
where the water emerges from the dam at the lower end of Leonard’s Pond that the Sippican
River begins again. A mile or so, as the river flows, below Leonard’s Pond is Hathaway Pond
with its dam. Both of these dams supplied waterpower to mills in the past.
Vernal Pools
All throughout town, scattered through the woods and fields, are small isolated wetland areas
called vernal pools. Vernal pools are temporary ponds that serve as amphibian breeding
grounds. Evidence of their presence is easy to find each spring when at times an almost
deafening chorus of wood frogs and spring peepers announces their presence. Vernal pools also
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provide essential habitat for the life cycles of many creatures that are less familiar, such as
fingernail clams, fairy shrimp, clam shrimp and other invertebrate species. In 2001, over 30
vernal pools were certified in town through a program sponsored by the Department of Coastal
Zone Management.

D. Vegetation
Rochester’s forestland is one of its most abundant resources; approximately 60% of the total
land area is classified as forestland. Rochester is fortunate to have three large tracts of
forestland protected by the Department of Fish and Game, however the majority of forestland
is privately owned. These forests provide very good habitat for game both in the white pine
and mixed hardwood forests and the white cedar and red maple swamps.
Upland Forests
The most common upland tree is white pine, found in mature stands and mixed with
hardwoods such as oaks, ash, poplar and birches (white, yellow, gray, black). Also quite
common is the holly-beech association found on small well-drained hills, with numerous holly
and beech trees growing in close proximity often surrounded by white pines, oaks and ash.
Young shoots of chestnut growing out of old but still viable root systems are rare but still occur.
Also occasional clumps of small American elms can be found, survivors of the Dutch elm disease
that wiped out their towering elders. Other tree species are sassafras, locust, shagbark hickory,
ash and ironwood.
Open Upland Habitats
In many of the old farm fields that have been allowed to over grow, the soil is acid and a
community of low pH tolerant trees, shrubs, wildflowers, mosses and grasses prevail. Pasture
juniper is one of the most common shrubs or trees seen in these areas along with wild cherry,
sweet fern and invasive plants such as autumn olive, bittersweet vines and the bushy multi
flora rose. Also in these fields to the delight of some of the neighborhood children, are wild
blackberries, black cap raspberries, red raspberries, low bush blueberries and sometimes even
wild strawberries.
Wooded Swamps
In Rochester’s wooded swamps, the most common tree is the red or swamp maple but there
are also swamp white oak, eastern hemlock, ash, ironwood, tupelo (black gum) and white cedar
in stands of a few acres in size. One of the ecosystems of concern is the Atlantic white cedar
(Chamaecyparis thyoides) swamp. Slow growing white cedars were harvested in the past to
yield shingles, shakes and clapboards. Though cedars grow in wet areas, there is evidence that
fire has a part in their ecology. If that is so, then fire suppression breaks the cycle that is
necessary for healthy succession. Also, many cedar swamps were over-harvested and red
maples often grew in their place; as a consequence there are very few cedar stands left in the
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area. The ones that remain need protection. Of the cedar swamps of varying size in Rochester,
some small stands in the Haskell Swamp Wildlife Management Area are protected.
Eastern hemlocks, which grow in both wetland and upland habitats, are fairly common in town
where there are many stands of old trees, some fifteen feet around at breast height and
possibly one hundred feet tall. Young hemlocks abound as well. But a parasitic insect, the
hemlock woolly adelgid, is attacking them and it seems there is no practical protection from this
invasive parasite on an ecosystem scale. For individual trees or small groups of trees,
treatment (listed by increasing toxicity) with lady beetle release, insecticidal soaps, horticultural
oils, systemic insecticides or toxic insecticide spray application can provide some control at an
expense of $150 to $165 per treatment per tree.
Coastal Plain Ponds
Rochester has two coastal plain ponds, Mary’s Pond and Snow’s Pond, that support globally
restricted plant species. These are kettle ponds formed as the glacier melted back leaving
blocks of ice behind. The ice blocks were gradually surrounded by sand, gravel and rocks
dropped as the glacial meltwater flowed around them. They have no inlets or outlets, are very
deep and they are subject to large seasonal water level fluctuations. Because they are
connected directly to ground water, the level of the pond is actually the level of the local
aquifer. Their acidic soils and sand and gravel bottoms limit nutrients. The species that have
adapted to these demanding conditions, while common locally, can be found in only a few
other places on earth. These ponds are very sensitive to many factors in their surroundings.
Pumping from nearby wells can affect the level of the pond water directly by altering the flow
of ground water into the pond. Septic systems within several hundred feet of the pond edge
can upset the delicate nutrient balance of the pond by adding nitrogen. An altered level of
nitrogen will change the vegetation in and around the pond, making survival difficult for the
rare plants adapted to the unusual conditions in these ponds. Some of the rare plants that can
be found on these ponds are the Plymouth gentian, Philadelphia panic grass, long-leaved panic
grass, yellow bladderwort, thread-leaved sundew, and New England Boneset.
Other Wetland Communities
In addition to the wooded swamps and pond edges there are numerous wet meadows and
shrub swamps found next to wooded swamps and along streams. These provide habitat for the
more common wetlands plants such as cat o’nine tails, meadow beauty, boneset, spireia, joe
pye weed, cardinal flower, swamp candles, marsh marigold, various grasses, sedges and rushes,
cranberries, several orchids, high bush blueberries, willows, alders, winterberry, ink berry,
swamp azalea and many others. Invasive species are also found in these wetland areas, the
most common of these are Phragmites and purple loosestrife.
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PLACEHOLDER: WATER RESOURCES MAP 7
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Invasive Species
Invasive species are non-native species with few natural controls (predators and pests) in their
new environment and aggressive growth or behavior habits that allow them to dominate
habitats and choke out or kill native species. The most familiar invasive species tend to be
plants that take over large areas of native vegetation but there are animal invasive species as
well. One such specie is the elm beetle that, while not greatly affecting elm trees by its own
activities, was responsible for altering the landscape of much of the eastern part of the country
by carrying another invasive species, the Dutch elm disease fungus that killed most of the
American elm trees.
Some invasive plants found in Rochester are: bittersweet, purple loose strife, multiflora rose,
autumn or Russian olive, Phragmites, Japanese knotweed, Eurasian water milfoil and black
swallow wort. Some invasive animals in Rochester are: gypsy moth, hemlock wooly adelgid,
Dutch elm beetle, English sparrow, starling and mute swan. There are several organisms that
have not spread to this area yet but they are being carefully watched in areas close by. Often
the species themselves are very attractive and actually sought for their beauty or exotic
appearance until it is discovered that they adapt to their new surroundings all too well. Some
invasive species have become so common that many people accept them as a natural part of
the environment.

E. Fisheries and Wildlife
(See Map 8: Plant and Wildlife Habitat; following pages)
Herring Runs
The Mattapoisett River supports one of the strongest herring runs in Buzzards Bay. These fish
spend most of their adult lives in the ocean. Each spring alewives and blueback herring swim
up the river into Snipatuit Pond to spawn. Fish that display this type of life cycle are called
anadromous fish. For the past fourteen years the local Herring Inspectors and a private nonprofit group called Alewives Anonymous have carefully monitored their numbers. In 1990 a
portion of the upper river that had become choked with vegetation was dredged using funds
from the Towns of Mattapoisett, Marion and Rochester and Alewives Anonymous. The
resulting channel has allowed easier passage and the non-profit group will work to maintain the
waterway. There is a smaller run in the Sippican River, which has been reduced in size in the
past because of inadequate fish ladders at Hathaway Pond and Leonard’s Pond. Work has been
done and still is needed on these structures and it is hoped that the numbers of fish may
increase if the fish ladders are improved.
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Animal Species in Rochester (By class but in no other particular order)

Amphibians: Wood frog, bullfrog, green frog, northern leopard frog, pickerel frog, gray
tree frog, spring peeper, American toad, Fowler’s toad, spotted salamander, marbled
salamander, blue spotted salamander, red-spotted newt, four toed salamander, red
back salamander
Birds: Red winged blackbird, Cooper’s hawk, wood duck, mallard duck, ruby-throated
humming bird, great egret, great blue heron, tufted titmouse, cedar waxwing, Canada
goose, great horned owl, red-tail hawk, red-shouldered hawk, broad-winged hawk,
sharp-shinned hawk, northern cardinal, American goldfinch, house finch, purple finch,
veery, hermit thrush, brown creeper, belted kingfisher, chimney swift, killdeer, blackbilled cuckoo, northern flicker, eastern wood pewee, American crow, blue jay, mute
swan, prairie warbler, pine warbler, yellow warbler, black-throated warbler, gray
catbird, American kestrel, common yellowthroat, barn swallow, tree swallow, wood
thrush, Baltimore Oriole, herring gull, wild turkey, song sparrow, northern mockingbird,
black-and-white warbler, brown- headed cowbird, great crested flycatcher, house
sparrow, indigo bunting, downy woodpecker, hairy woodpecker, eastern towhee,
scarlet tanager, black-capped chickadee, blue-gray gnatcatcher, purple martin, eastern
grackle, golden-crowned kinglet, eastern phoebe, oven bird, northern water thrush,
eastern bluebird, red-breasted nuthatch, white-breasted nuthatch, chipping sparrow,
northern rough-winged swallow, European starling, Carolina wren, house wren, winter
wren, American robin, eastern kingbird, red-eyed vireo, mourning dove, loon, grebe,
migrating ducks of several species.
Fish: goldfish, common carp, bluegill, white perch, yellow perch, flathead minnow,
pickerel, largemouth bass, hornpout, eel, alewife, black back herring, bridle shiner
Insects: house cricket, field cricket, grasshoppers, long horned grasshoppers, ground
crickets, cicadas, katydids, aphids, leaf-footed bugs, European earwig, harvest flies,
carpenter bees, yellow jackets, cicada-hunters, other hornets, mud-dauber, paper
wasps, other wasps, honey bees, bumblebees, giant water bug, water boatmen, water
striders, backswimmers, caddis flies, stonefly, diving beetle, crawling water beetle,
water scavenger beetle, whirligig beetle, water scorpion, fish fly, mayfly, midge,
phantom midge, spring tales, water mites, mosquitoes, sucking louse, European praying
mantis, tree hoppers, leaf hoppers, walking stick, stink bugs, American cockroach, wood
roach, meadow spittlebug, ambush bugs, stone flies, squash bugs, spiny-shouldered
bug, western conifer seed bug, termites, ants, ants, ants, ants, more ants, ant lions,
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apple maggot fly, fruit fly, houseflies, green bottle flies, horse flies, deer fly, black flies,
green headed flies, plum curculio, fleas, fireflies, burying beetle, scald bugs, June bugs,
sow bugs, pill bugs, lady beetles, stag beetles, brown tiger beetles, snow fleas, thrips,
plant bugs, Butterflies: silver bordered fritillary, spring azure, clouded sulphur, American
copper, little wood satyr, mourning cloak, pearl crescent, white cabbage, American lady,
European skipper, variable dancer, violet dancer, ebony jewel wing, common baskettail, monarch, viceroy, and others, Moths: gypsy moth, tomato worm sphinx,
polyphemus, cercropia, luna, io, water willow borer, millers, winter moth and many
others, Dragon flies: eastern pond hawk, widow skimmer, common whitetail, wandering
glider, ruby meadow hawk, common green darner, twelve spotted skimmer, yellow
legged meadow hawk, common basket tail, frosted white face, four spotted skimmer,
slaty skimmer, damselflies: amber winged speadwing, northern bluet, spotted spread
wing, azure bluets
Other Invertebrates: freshwater sponges, freshwater isopods, Mystic Valley amphipod,
water-flea, fairy shrimp, freshwater bryozoan, rufous garden slug and other slugs, air
breathing snails, freshwater snails, amphibious snails, fingernail clams, tidewater
mucket, eastern pond mussel, earthworms, red worms, leeches, turtle leeches, and
other flatworms such as planaria, horsehair worm, aquatic worms, daphnia, copepods,
ostracods, Arthropods: crayfish, millipedes, centipedes, dog tick, deer tick, lone star tick,
brown tick, daddy longlegs, funnel-web grass spider, lynx spiders, ambush crab spiders,
jumping spiders, wolf spider, orb weavers, mites
Mammals: dog, cat, coyote, woodchuck, cottontail rabbit, opossum, stripped skunk,
eastern gray squirrel, red squirrel, flying squirrel, eastern chipmunk, raccoon, gray fox,
red fox, white-tailed deer, muskrat, river otter, weasel, mink, fisher, meadow vole, pine
mouse, shrew, moles, brown rat, brown bat and people
Reptiles: snapping turtle, eastern box turtle, spotted turtle, painted turtle, bog turtle,
mud turtle, musk turtle, ribbon snake, black racer, milk snake, eastern garter snake,
ring-necked snake, water snake

F. Scenic Resources and Unique Environments
Core Habitats
The remnants of Rochester’s working countryside can be seen in large tracts of forest and
farmland not yet developed. Many of them are valuable as regional resources: water supply,
wild life habitat and biodiversity protection and recreational areas. The Executive Office of
Environmental Affairs in conjunction with the Natural Heritage & Endangered Species Program,
Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and Wildlife published a BioMap for the entire state in
2001, which “is a blue print of ‘biodiversity hotspots’ in Massachusetts-the most important
intact terrestrial and wetland ecosystems that support the state’s diversity of life.” The
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BioMap for Rochester shows two areas of Core Habitat in Rochester, one in the southern part
of town and the other situated northwest, north and east of Snipatuit Pond. Together with
their Supporting Natural Landscape, they cover nearly the entire town.

In the biodiversity habitat classification for the area of the state that includes Rochester, the
Bristol Lowlands, two thirds of the Core Habitat and nearly all of the Supporting Natural
Landscape is unprotected. The Haskell Swamp Wildlife Management Area encompasses about
one third of the southern core habitat area. The more northerly area has 19.5 acres managed
by the Conservation Commission that is protected in the portion east of Snipatuit Pond and
850+ acres owned by the City of New Bedford west of Snipatuit Pond; altogether these areas
amount to protection for about half of the Core Habitat in town. Very little of the Supporting
Natural Landscape in Rochester is protected.
Scenic Treasures
Since the character of Rochester is derived from its history as an agricultural and forestry
community, most of its scenic resources are farmlands, forests and water bodies. These
remaining examples of landscapes that supported these livelihoods are among the things most
mentioned as worth protecting in three surveys done in the past six years. Many of the scenic
or unique areas encompass the most valuable agricultural soils that have not been developed
as yet and on them are houses and barns that have stood there for up to two hundred years.
East Over Farm
East Over Farm has been owned by the Hiller family for over one hundred years and the vistas
across the skillfully built antique stone walls to the distant woods and to Leonard’s Pond are
among the most beautiful in the region. In the spring of 2003, the Town of Rochester voted at
Town Meeting on March 24th, and again at a Special Election on April 9th to borrow $1.75
million to help preserve this farm in perpetuity. State funding obtained from the Division of
Conservation Services Land and Water Conservation Fund and the state Agricultural
Preservation Restriction (APR) Program.
Cervelli’s Farm
And anyone who has driven along the ridge of Vaughn Hill will not easily overlook the massive
dairy barn located on the Cervelli Farm. Built in the early 1900’s for the Jenney family, it was
for decades the largest structure in town and stands as sentinel over more than 150 acres of
agricultural land, offering striking views from Hartley, Mendell and Vaughn Hill Roads. From the
crest of Vaughn Hill, Cervelli Farm’s open fields provide long views to the north, east and west
and it is a spot favored by the townspeople for appreciating sunrises, full moons, sunsets, storm
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clouds, rainbows, and other celestial shows like comets, meteor showers and on rare occasions,
the Northern Lights. In the recent past it was possible to see the tops of the Bourne Bridge and
the railroad bridge that cross the Cape Cod Canal from the highest part of Vaughn Hill. Now the
trees to the east of the hill have grown tall enough to hide the bridges from view.
Route 105 - Scenic Highway
In August 2000, Governor A. Paul Cellucci under Massachusetts General Law Chapter 40,
section 15c, designated State Route 105 in Acushnet, Rochester and Marion as a Scenic Road.
This designation was given to Route 105 to protect its character, scenery and history.
Designation as a scenic road limits the ability of the state to widen or otherwise change the
road. The legislation requires any proposed change, such as road widening, tree or stonewall
removal, to be reviewed by the Rochester Planning Board.
Pierce Farm
Close rival in scenic value to East Over, though much smaller, is the Pierce Farm on Snipatuit
Road. With its sweeping view across the hayfields past the well-maintained, well-designed
dairy barn, to Snipatuit Pond and across to the wooded hillside on the eastern shore of the
pond, this farm shows Rochester’s largest expanse of open water to great advantage.
Church Property
Another similar and noteworthy landscape is the Church property on Mattapoisett Road. This
farm is the last property of the Town’s original “30 proprietors” to be held continuously by the
original family from1679 until the present day. It encompasses the site of Church’s Mill and is
bounded by 300 year old stone walls, many of which can be seen from Mattapoisett Road.
Heritage Landscape Inventory
In 2001, Rochester accepted an invitation to participate in a pilot program, The Massachusetts
Heritage Landscape Inventory of the Massachusetts Historical Commission. Eleven historic and
scenic sites were identified and described as significant landscapes to be protected and
preserved if possible. These sites are Eastover Farms/Hiller Farms, Town Center, Vaughn Hill
Agricultural Area, Hartley/Winslow Mill Site and Pond, Cowan’s Corner, Snipatuit Causeway, Old
Parish Cemetery, Olausson’s Tree Farm, Bisbee’s Corner, Witch Rock. These eleven sites and
those mentioned above are among those appearing on the Unique and Scenic Resources Map
and Historic Resources Map. The Rochester Reconnaissance Report 2001 by PAL for the
Massachusetts Heritage Landscape Inventory states:
“The figures generated for Rochester’s build-out potential are somewhat alarming in
large part due to the vast areas of unprotected open land. A full build-out would
generate an additional 8,500 dwelling units eating up much more of the over 15,000
acres of potentially developable land in the Town. The proximity of Rt. I-195 and I-495
as well as the near future MBTA expansion combined with the regions status as the
fastest growing area in Massachusetts sets the stage for loss of important heritage
landscapes.”
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Heritage Landscapes: PAL conducted detailed inventories of four of the eleven sites identified
as significant during this program; they are Cowan’s Corner, Vaughn Hill agricultural area,
Winslow/Hartley Mill Area and Snipatuit Causeway (see the Historic Resources map.) The rest
are included within the areas noted on the Scenic Resources map. The MA Department of
Environmental Management recommends that those properties that have not been
documented should be and that any properties recommended for the National Register of
Historic Places be so listed.

G. Environmental Challenges
Unlined Landfill
Like many towns, Rochester has an unlined landfill. It has been capped and is being monitored
by the Board of Health for methane and leachate movement in groundwater. There has been
an issue of methane gas migration in the past, however, at present the results of the
monitoring programs show no reason for concern but continued monitoring is necessary.
There is also an old landfill, closed since the 1950’s, along the east side of the West Branch of
the Sippican River south of High Street and on the bank of the reservoir for a cranberry
operation. This site is not monitored for leachate.
Contaminated Sites
The Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) maintains a list of sites where reported
discharges of oil or hazardous wastes have occurred. Using a Numerical Ranking System (NRS),
DEP scores sites on a point system based on a variety of factors, including the site’s complexity,
type of contamination, and potential for human or environmental exposure.

Table 7. DEP (21E Sites) in Rochester as of July 1, 2019
ROA (Response Action Outcome): A site/release where an RAO was
submitted. An RAO Statement asserts that response actions sufficient to
achieve a level of no risk or at least ensure that all substantial hazards are
eliminated.
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DEF Tier 1B (Default Tier 1B):

0

DEPNFA:

1

Unclassified:

1

Tier 1: Sites that pose imminent hazard, affect public water supply, or
miss regulatory deadlines.

0

Tier 2: A site/release receiving a total Numerical Ranking System (NRS)
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score of less than 350, unless the site meets any of the Tier 1 Inclusionary
Criteria. Permits are not required at Tier 2 Sites/releases and response
actions may be performed under supervision of a Licensed Site
Professional (LPS) without prior DEP approval.

1

Table 8. List of DEP Reported Releases in the Town of Rochester as of July 1, 2019
RTN

Release Address

4-0027294
4-0026718

282 VAUGHN HILL ROAD
VIC 285 MARY'S POND
ROAD

4-0026706
4-0026158
4-0026046

Site Name
Location Aid

Reporting
Category

Notification
Date

Compliance
Status

Date

Phase

RAO
Class

Chemical
Type

SAINT ROSE OF LIMA
CHURCH

TWO HR

06/19/2018

UNCLASSIFIED

06/19/2018

BRIDGE

TWO HR

06/22/2017

PSNC

10/20/2017

PN

45 NEW BEDFORD ROAD

RESIDENCE

TWO HR

06/26/2017

PSNC

06/29/2018

PN

583 MARY'S POND ROAD

ROADWAY

TWO HR

06/16/2016

PSNC

07/19/2016

PN

POLE #197/6

TWO HR

03/24/2016

PSNC

04/20/2016

PN

4-0025957

STEWART & SPRAUGE CT
NEAR 153 CRANBERRY
HWY

FEDEX TRUCK ACCIDENT

TWO HR

02/05/2016

PSNC

03/23/2016

PN

4-0024431

36 SARAH SHERMAN RD

CRANBERRY BOG

TWO HR

02/19/2013

RAO

06/19/2013

A2

4-0023528

MARY'S POND ROAD

GIFFORD PARK

TWO HR

09/07/2011

RTN CLOSED

08/06/2012

4-0023417

MARY'S POND ROAD

GIFFORD PARK

72 HR

07/22/2011

PSNC

07/24/2014

PHASE II

PN

4-0022398

141 CRANBERRY HWY

SEMASS - ROCHESTER

TWO HR

01/24/2010

RAO

01/03/2011

PHASE II

A2

Oil
Hazardous
Material
Hazardous
Material
Hazardous
Material

4-0022248

141 CRANBERRY HWY

SEMASS

TWO HR

10/22/2009

RAO

12/04/2009

PHASE II

A1

Oil

4-0021926

141 CRANBERRY HWY

COVANTA SEMASS

TWO HR

05/04/2009

RAO

07/02/2009

PHASE II

A2

4-0020406

141 CRANBERRY HWY

TWO HR

03/31/2007

RAO

05/31/2007

B1

4-0019888

MARY POND RD

TWO HR

06/29/2006

RAO

08/28/2006

A2

Oil

4-0018799

221 CRANBERRY HWY

SEMASS
WALNUT PLAIN & RTE
105
NEW ENGLAND
SANDBLASTING

TWO HR

11/26/2004

RAO

12/05/2005

A2

Oil

4-0018752

241 MARION RD

KNIGHT & LOOK CAMP

TWO HR

10/29/2004

RAO

03/07/2005

A1

Oil

4-0018195

141 CRANBERRY HWY

TWO HR

01/07/2004

RAO

03/08/2004

A1

Oil

4-0017686

16 PINE ST

SEMASS
ROCHESTER MEMORIAL
SCHOOL

TWO HR

03/13/2003

RAO

05/07/2003

A2

Oil

4-0017682

459 NEW BEDFORD RD

NO LOCATION AID

TWO HR

03/10/2003

RAO

05/06/2003

A2

Oil

4-0017567

RTE 28 AND RTE 58

SEAMASS FACILITY

TWO HR

01/14/2003

RAO

03/11/2003

A1

Oil

4-0017495

912 WALNUT PLAIN RD

NO LOCATION AID

TWO HR

11/29/2002

RAO

08/29/2003

A1

Oil

4-0017334

32 BATES RD

OFF MARYS POND RD

TWO HR

09/10/2002

RAO

01/09/2003

A2

Oil

4-0017121

FOSS FARM RD

NO LOCATION AID

TWO HR

06/07/2002

RAO

08/07/2002

A1

Oil

4-0016559

257 WALNUT PLAIN RD

NO LOCATION AID

72 HR

09/11/2001

RAO

12/20/2001

A2

Oil

4-0016326

HARTLEY RD

NO LOCATION AID

TWO HR

06/25/2001

RAO

08/30/2001

A1

Oil

4-0015206

287 SNIPATUIT RD

CRANBERRY BOG

TWO HR

01/07/2000

RAO

11/20/2000

A1

Oil

4-0014445

RTE 105

ASHLEY BROOK

TWO HR

01/07/1999

RAO

01/07/2000

A1

Oil

4-0014423

KINGS HWY

TWO HR

12/24/1998

RAO

08/19/2003

A1

4-0013981

85 MARION RD

RTE 28&COUNTY RD
WATER SUPPLY PUMP
HOUSE

TWO HR

06/22/1998

RAO

09/01/1998

A1

Oil
Hazardous
Material

4-0013681

96 WOLF ISLAND RD

NO LOCATION AID

TWO HR

02/25/1998

RAO

01/30/2004

A2

Oil

4-0012903

RTE 28

RTE 58&495

TWO HR

03/15/1997

RAO

06/11/1997

A1

4-0012510

107 MIDDLEBORO RD RTE

SEMASS FACILITY

120 DY

09/20/1996

RAO

12/06/1996

A2
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28
4-0012404

SEMASS PLANT RTE 28

FUEL OIL LOADING STN

TWO HR

08/11/1996

RAO

10/23/1996

A1

4-0012069

PO BOX 140

SEMASS FACILITY

TWO HR

04/05/1996

RAO

04/16/1996

A1

Oil

4-0011906

RTE 28 CRANBERRY HWY

TWO HR

01/22/1996

RAO

02/05/1996

A1

Oil

4-0011839

MARYS POND RD

TWO HR

12/08/1995

RAO

04/08/1996

A1

Oil

4-0010367

TWO HR

03/31/1994

RAO

09/14/1994

A1

Oil

4-0010097

4 PINE ST
OFF CRANBERRY HWY RTE
28

TWO HR

12/06/1993

RAO

04/04/1994

A1

4-0000359

RTE 105

NO LOCATION AID
WEST OF WALNUT
PLAIN
AT CORNER OF HARTLEY
RD
SEMASS/NEAR RAIL CAR
WING
ROCHESTER HIGHWAY
DEPT

NONE

01/15/1987

DEPNFA

07/23/1993

Oil
Hazardous
Material

Water Pollution Problems
Rochester is in the almost unique position of having unpolluted ground water resources. The
challenge is to preserve this position for the future. The best way to accomplish this is to
implement strict regulations supported by the best scientific information available. It is far
easier to protect a clean aquifer than to try to clean up a polluted one.
Poorly Regulated Growth and Ground Water Pollution
Sprawl is the greatest threat to Rochester’s future. The balancing act of accommodating
necessary and advantageous growth along with protecting scenic character, recreational
opportunities, natural resources, wildlife habitat and biodiversity will be one of the town’s most
difficult tasks. With development comes the problem of increased stormwater runoff, which
affects water quality and groundwater infiltration. Rochester has implemented a strong
stormwater management by-law that addresses such concerns. More lawns, houses, paved
driveways and roads also increase runoff and contamination from lawn chemicals and motor
vehicles. Another effect of development is the increase of sewage that must be disposed of by
individual treatment systems. This makes nitrogen loading of soils and ground water a growing
problem, considering the town’s aquifers are providing drinking water for its own population
and three other towns’ as well. In addition to sewage disposal, runoff from agricultural
operations can cause nitrogen loading, either from nitrogen fertilizers or improperly handled
animal waste.
Besides degrading ground water quality, nitrogen loading is a grave threat to Coastal Plain
ponds, since they are in essence ground water exposed to the light of day. The uniqueness of
the habitat depends on large water level fluctuations and low nitrogen levels that allow the rare
species to compete with those that are commonly found on pond shores.
Acid Rain
The entire Northeast has concerns about acid rain, which is a likely cause of increased acidity of
ground water, surface water and the soil. This widespread condition may threaten the balance
of the entire eco-region. “Acid rain” is the result of air pollutants released elsewhere, from
natural phenomena or human activity, which is subsequently deposited downwind in snow or
rain.
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Mercury Pollution
As with many water bodies in the Massachusetts, Snipatuit Pond has a high enough level of
mercury to make some fish caught there (most affected are largemouth bass and black crappie)
subject to a consumption advisory for pregnant women and nursing mothers and to a limit of
two meals a month for the general population. This advisory was effective as of May 1996.
On July 3, 2019, the town was informed that the MA Department of Public Health (DPH) issued
a public health fish consumption advisory for Mary’s Pond. DPH recommends that children
under 12, pregnant women, nursing mothers, and women that may become pregnant should
not eat any fish from Mary’s Pond and everyone else should limit consumption of all fish to two
meals per month.
Mercury is a heavy metal that is viewed by many public health officials across the nation as a
significant environmental issue. The organic forms of mercury are particularly toxic and can
“bio-accumulate” or build up in concentration in living tissue. The metal can be released into
the air during industrial activities, both past and present, in the form of spills, combustion of
fossil fuels, improper disposal, leaching of natural ore deposits, use in dentistry and other
sources. It enters the atmosphere and is deposited in rain and snow over wide areas.
Mercury pollution is of concern in all of our ponds. In Snipatuit Pond it is of special concern
because the pond’s large surface area relative to its volume and its sizeable watershed may
make it more vulnerable to mercury concentration than some of the other ponds in the area. A
major source for this pollutant comes from power generating plants in the mid-west that are
exempted from the regulations set forth in the Federal “Clean Air Act.” These power plants
emit vaporized mercury compounds as a combustion product of fossil fuel. Other sources are
industrial emissions both long past and more recent and local solid waste combustion facilities.
SEMASS, located in Rochester, is such a facility.
“A study of air, land and water resources in the vicinity of SEMASS waste to energy plant
did not detect any increase in mercury levels in those areas most likely to be affected by
emissions from the facility. This finding suggests that emissions from this combustion
source are dispersed over a broad area.” (June 1996 Executive Summary by MA DEP,
Mercury in Massachusetts: An Evaluation of Sources, Emissions, Impacts and Controls.)
Bacterial Pollution
There is one beach on Snipatuit Pond, monitored for bacterial contamination, which has in the
very hottest summer days tested high enough in coliform bacteria to require brief closings. It
has been determined that a large population of resident Canada geese is the likely cause of this
contamination. (Rochester Board of Health.) These birds are a fairly new factor in the pond’s
ecology. In the past few decades, there has been an increase in the number of geese that over
winter instead of flying to Chesapeake Bay. It may be that they are a separate variety of the
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Canada species descended from birds that were captives held as decoys in the late 1800s and
early 1900s to attract migrating geese to ponds for hunters. They seem to be larger than their
migrating relatives. Warmer winters have made open water available all winter long, allowing
the birds to rest at night safely. With corn left behind in the fields after harvest, they have
adequate food. Not making a long migration in spring and fall, they can put more energy into
growing larger than can migrating geese. Whatever the reason, increased numbers of resident
geese help create conditions that produce high bacterial counts in hot weather. This condition
is under continued monitoring by the Board of Health during such periods.
Only one other swimming area in town is monitored and has been closed only rarely because of
high bacteria level. There may be other swimming areas that are subject to bacterial pollution
but these are private and so are not monitored by the Board of Health.
There was a problem in the past with runoff from an agricultural operation causing bacterial
and nitrogen pollution of the Mattapoisett River. Improperly handled feed and manure from a
pig farm was washed overland, depositing large amounts of silt containing high levels of
nitrogen and bacteria into the river.
Other Concerns for Snipatuit Pond
Water levels in Snipatuit Pond concern many residents and farmers on the pond. Some believe
that the levels are so high as to create water inundation problems on farmland and erosion
problems on the islands, as well as an ineffective management of the fish ladder. Others
believe the pond should be kept high for habitat, recreational use and agriculture. Since the
water levels are maintained by management of a flume under the jurisdiction of the town, a
knowledgeable resource committee should prepare a management plan for the flume that
includes all of the various uses and impacts.
Also, because of the shallowness of the pond and its mucky bottom, when outboard motors
are used, they pose a danger to the health of the pond’s ecosystem, stirring up the sediments,
causing the water to become murky. There have been a few personal aquatic vehicles (Jet Skis)
in use on the pond and these vehicles cause a large quantity of solids to be suspended in the
water. Some residents have inquired regarding regulation of powerboats on Snipatuit Pond.
Thus far no action has been taken. Because it is a large pond used by many fishermen, it is
likely the Department of Fisheries & Wildlife would be included in the discussion. It is obvious
that any change to the current status of outboard motor use on the pond will affect a number
of users.
Development Impacts
More than one owner owns most of the contiguous forest areas. While their size makes them
valuable to maintaining biodiversity, ecosystem stability and water quality, their pattern of
ownership makes protecting them difficult. Any one of the owners could exercise his or her
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right to sell/develop and continue the fragmentation of habitat that is happening so swiftly
everywhere.
As house lots are cleared and the forests are opened up, the habitats of many of our familiar
and not so familiar plants and animals are altered. The vegetation changes, run off increases,
predator/prey equations are skewed, timber resources are lost and recreational opportunities
disappear. Biodiversity is diminished. Soil, water and air quality suffers.

D. Vegetation
Climate Change
Steadily rising temperatures, changing rates of precipitation, and shifts in weather patterns are
accompanying global climate change. It is anticipated that aquatic and terrestrial biomes in
Rochester could be significantly affected by these changes. Temperature increase is a given,
expanding the habitats for some species of vegetation and shrinking it for others. Given that
the larger weather patterns accompanying global climate change are not stable, the longerterm effects on precipitation and the resulting impacts on vegetation are not yet known or
amenable to prediction.
Rare Plant Species - Rochester
The following table lists rare and uncommon plant species found in Rochester. To protect
these plants their locations have been intentionally omitted from this report. Documented
state-listed species in town include:
Table 9 – Massachusetts Endangered Species Act (MESA) and
Federal Status Rare Species
Key: E = Endangered; T = Threatened; SC = Special Concern
MESA
Scientific Name
Common Name
Status
Round Fruited FalseLudwigia sphaerocarpa
loosestrife
E
Lycopus rubellus
Gypsywort
E
Linum medium var.
texanum
Rigid Flax
T
Panicum philadelphicum
Philadelphia Panic
ssp. philadelphicum
Grass
SC
Sabatia kennedyana
Plymouth Gentian
SC
Carex backii
Back's Sedge
E
Carex grayi
Gray's Sedge
T
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Priority Natural Communities
According to NHESP, there are four types of Priority Natural Communities documented to
NHESP from Rochester:
•
•
•
•

Alluvial Red Maple Swamp (2 occurrences)
Atlantic White Cedar Bog (1 occurrence)
Coastal Atlantic White Cedar Swamp (3 occurrences)
Coastal Plain Pondshore Community (3 occurrences)

According to NHESP, there is one other type of more common natural community documented
from Rochester, as well:
•

Red Maple Swamp (1 occurrence)

Vernal Pools
There are 50 certified and 132 potential vernal pools (PVP’s) documented in the town of
Rochester. Most of the PVP’s are likely able to be certified; NHESP encouraged the Town to
certify vernal pools on its own properties and to require developers to certify pools on any
property requiring permits from the Town.
BioMap2
Twenty-nine areas within Rochester are BioMap 2 Core Habitat. They include 18 Aquatic Cores,
6 Forest Cores, 8 Priority Natural Community Cores, 25 Wetland Cores, and areas for 15
Species of Conservation Concern.
Adjacent to and overlapping some of these Core Habitats in Rochester is one area of BioMap2
Critical Landscape, Including five Aquatic Buffers, one Coastal Adaptation Area, one Landscape
Block, and 16 Wetland Buffers.
Unique Natural Resources
❖ Coastal Plain Pond Communities – Mary’s Pond, Snow’s Pond.
❖ Atlantic White Cedar Swamp – northeast portion of Rochester.
❖ Ponds (more than 80 ponds scattered throughout town, including Snipatuit Pond,
Leonard’s Pond, Snow’s Pond, Hathaway Pond, Grandma Hartley’s Pond and numerous
old mill ponds and reservoirs).
❖ Vernal pools
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❖ Major flood plain wetlands along the length of the Mattapoisett River and Sippican
Rivers.

E. Fisheries and Wildlife
Climate Change
Steadily rising temperatures, changing rates of precipitation and other accompanying shifts in
weather patterns associated with global climate change are anticipated to significantly affect
aquatic and terrestrial habitat in Rochester. Until the larger weather patterns accompanying
global climate change stabilize, the longer-term effects on fisheries and wildlife cannot be
reliably predicted.
Rare, Threatened, and Endangered Species - Rochester
The following data was provided by the Natural Heritage and Endangered Species Program and
included in
Table 10 – Massachusetts Endangered Species Act (MESA) and Federal Status Rare Species
Key: E = Endangered; FE=Federally Endangered T = Threatened; SC = Special Concern
Group

Scientific Name

Common Name

MESA
Status

Reptile
Amphibian
Fish
Bird

Pseudemys rubriventris pop.1
rubriventris po
Ambystoma
opacum
Notropis bifrenatus
Parula americana

Northern Red-bellied cooter
Marbled Salamander
SalamanderTiger
Beetle
Bridle Shiner
SC
Northern Parula

FE
T
SC
T

Bird
Mussels
Mussels
Reptile

Haliaeetus leucocephalus
Ligumia nasuta
Leptodea ochracea
Terrapene carolina

Bald Eagle
Eastern Pondmussel
Tidewater Mucket
Eastern Box Turtle

T
SC
SC
SC

Butterfly/Moth
Butterfly/Moth

Scaphiopus holbrookii
Papaipema sulphurata

Eastern Spadefoot
Water-willow Borer Moth

T
T
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PLACEHOLDER: PLANT AND WILDLIFE HABITAT MAP 8
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G. Environmental Challenges
The most significant environmental challenges that impact conservation lands in Rochester and
need to be addressed both in the short-term and on an ongoing basis include:
❖ Maintaining water quality and quantity in the various rivers, ponds, streams and
wetlands found in Rochester.
❖ Attention to management of forestlands and timber management
❖ Control of invasive exotic species
Invasive Exotic Species
One of the environmental concerns facing the town is the abundance and spread of invasive
exotic species. Exotic invasive plant species in particular have become a serious threat to the
Town’s biodiversity over the past decade. Some of the best known and most prevalent include
purple loosestrife, Japanese knotweed, multiflora rose, oriental bittersweet, glossy buckthorn,
and winged euonymus (fire bush).
Landfills
Rochester has a closed (unlined) landfill located off Ryder Road which was capped in the late
1980’s and is subject to ongoing study of groundwater flows and methane containment. The
site has been identified as a possible location for siting of solar panels in the future. The town
will continue to monitor ground water quality and methane levels in the vicinity of the landfill.
Climate Change
Global climate change is resulting in steadily rising temperatures, affecting rates of
precipitation and producing shifts in regional weather patterns. It is anticipated that the extent
of habitat and the accompanying types and distribution of flora and fauna associated with
colder and wetter microclimates and biomes will decrease over time, while the extent and
distribution of habitats, flora, and fauna associated with warmer microclimates and biomes will
increase.
Forested Lands and Timber Management
The Towns of Rochester, Marion and City of New Bedford own over 1,000 acres of forested
watershed land to protect surface and ground water supplies. These watershed lands are
protected to maintain a vegetative buffer to critical water supply wells. Water quality is
maintained through selective forestry and timber harvesting, with the additional benefits of
providing wildlife habitat and informal areas to recreate. Watershed lands are managed as
restricted open space and only informal passive recreation such as walking, bird watching and
hunting that does not threaten the integrity of the water resource is allowed.
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Section 5. Inventory of Conservation and Recreation Lands
(See Map 9: Open Space Inventory; following pages)
Open space preservation is critically important, not only because it provides residents of
Rochester with its treasured rural landscape, but it also serves a vital role as a buffer between
land uses, for flood control, community resilience, and as habitats for desirable plant and
wildlife species.
Protected land includes:
A. Any land that is specifically designated for conservation purposes under MGL Chapter
40, Section 8C (Conservation Commission Act), contains a conservation restriction under
MGL Chapter 184, Sections 31-33, designated for conservation or recreation purposes
purchased with LAND grant funds (or former Self Help or Urban Self Help Grant funds
funding under MGL Chapter 132A, Sections 2B and the implementing regulations
301CMR7.00)
B. State-owned wildlife habitat land and water department land held for aquifer
protection, and recreation land is protected under Article 97 of the Amendments to the
Constitution. All other municipally-owned land is defined as land not committed to
conservation purposes, or parks not dedicated under MGL Chapter 45, Sections 3 and
14, and therefore are not protected under Article 97.
C. The majority of land acquired using the aforementioned laws and funding sources
consists of municipal and government land holdings and is referred to as “public open
space land” in this document. There are private landowners, like land trusts, whose land
is also permanently protected and open to the public. This land is referred to as ‘private
open space land” in this document.
Sometimes the term “conservation” land is used when residents are looking for information
about wetlands. This is a very common mistake. Conservation land is land that is owned or
managed by the Conservation Commission while wetlands describe the physical and biological
characteristics of land regulated under the Massachusetts Wetland Protection Act. While some
wetlands might be protected as conservation land, not all conservation land contains wetlands.
When purchasing property, it is prudent to conduct due diligence and research the property at
the Town Hall, particularly if the real estate agent or the seller mentions “conservation” land or
wetland.
The distinction between active and passive recreation (defined below) has not always been
clear to the public or local officials, but it is very important when dealing with land under the
management of the Conservation Commission or under the management of the Recreation
Commission. By law, only passive recreation is allowed on land owned or managed by the
Conservation Commission.
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Passive Outdoor Recreation, per the MA Division of Conservation Service’s (DCS) recently
revised definition (per 301 CMR 5.00), is any outdoor activity that occurs in a natural setting
with minimum disturbance of the natural and cultural resources, and that is consistent with
quiet enjoyment of the land including, but not limited to, hiking, nature study, outdoor
education, cross country skiing, snowshoeing, horseback riding, trail bicycling, hunting, fishing,
picnicking, canoeing, ice-skating, community gardening in existing fields, swimming in a natural
water body with minimal site development, or informal sports activities on an open natural
field. For the purposes of eligibility and reimbursement under these regulations snowmobiling
may be considered passive outdoor recreation if the municipality determines that it is
compatible with other activities. Facilities necessary to support passive recreation with a
minimum of disturbance to the natural and cultural resources, such as natural surface trails and
wood roads, and appropriately-scaled parking areas, bathrooms, and nature centers, are
considered consistent with passive outdoor recreation. Passive outdoor recreation areas may
also be managed for sustainable forestry and farming, including community farms and forests.
The definition of Active Outdoor Recreation has also been revised by DCS (per 301 CMR 5.00)
to include any outdoor recreation that occurs in parks and requires significant alteration of the
natural landscape to provide playground or active sports facilities, such as: tennis, basketball or
other court sports; ballfields; swimming pools or spray pads; paved bike or walking trails; golf
courses; marinas; enclosed dog parks; boat rentals; concession stands; community gardens;
outdoor skating rinks; bathroom buildings; bleachers or stands, or; other developed facilities
needed for active outdoor recreation.
A conservation restriction is a deed restriction that permanently protects property as open
space. Landowners can donate a conservation restriction to the Conservation Commission;
sometimes the development rights can be sold to the Conservation Commission instead. The
DCS, acting on behalf of the Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs (EEA),
approves the language of the restriction and the owner records the conservation restriction at
the Registry of Deeds with the property. Even if the property changes hands the restriction will
remain in place. A number of land owners place conservation restrictions on their property to
ensure that their family’s land will remain in its natural state even after they have passed.
Open Space and Land Inventory
Open space includes a variety of land types that provide numerous benefits not only to the
Town and its residents, but to the region as a whole. Open space value includes aesthetics,
natural resources, recreational opportunities, and economic vitality. It also plays an important
part in shaping community identity and enhancing the quality of life.
An inventory of lands which are important to the Town in terms of their current status as either
open space and/or recreational areas. Private sites have been included in this inventory,
although the open space or recreational use of these sites is not guaranteed. These
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undeveloped parcels may provide aesthetic appeal, may contribute to the Town’s rural
character, or may be an important part of the Town’s natural resource base.
The Massachusetts Division of Conservation Services (DCS) defines protected lands as lands that
are public or semi-public parcels that are permanently reserved for conservation purposes (not
all publicly owned land falls under this category).
Conservation Restrictions
It is not commonly known that land purchased or designated and used for conservation
purposes is not always protected in perpetuity from development. The best way to ensure a
parcel’s perpetual protection is to place language in the deed to that effect. Such language is
known as a conservation restriction, or” CR’, and is one of the major land protection tools being
used today. A conservation restriction may be owned by a non-profit land trust or another
non-profit organization including the town itself; it does not necessarily have to be held by the
owner of the land. In many cases, a land trust may hold a conservation restriction on land that
is owned by a private landowner or even on land that is owned by the town or state.
Conservation Restriction may vary in duration and therefore expire after a period of time (often
referred to as a “sunset clause”). In order to ensure perpetual protection, a permanent
conservation restriction should be assigned to the deed and recorded at the Registry of Deeds.
It is very important to remember that land used for conservation and recreation is not always
protected and can be developed by the municipality at any time, provide the appropriate legal
steps are followed. According to state law, land acquired for the purposes of natural resource
protection cannot be converted to any other use without the following actions:
1. The matter must be taken up at Town Meeting or City Council and pass by a 2/3
vote;
2. the city/town must file an Environmental Notification Form (ENF) with EEA’s MEPA
Unit; and,
3. the matter must pass by a 2/3 vote of the Massachusetts Legislature.
Finally, if the land was acquired with assistance from one of the EEA’s Division of Conservation
Service’s funding programs, the converted land must be replaced with land of equal monetary
value and recreational or conservation utility.
Conservation Restrictions are the easiest and most reliable means of ensuring the perpetual
protection of land. The Town should work in conjunction with land trusts and other private land
conservation organizations to acquire conservation restrictions on all unprotected municipal
lands.
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A. Permanently Protected Open Space
The following table summarizes Rochester’s permanently protected lands.

Table 11. Protected Open Space in Rochester by Type June 2019
Prepared by: Sarah Williams, Buzzards Bay NEP on June 17, 2019

Fee Landowners
Buzzards Bay Coalition
City of New Bedford
Commonwealth of Massachusetts
Mattapoisett Land Trust
Rochester Land Trust
The Trustees of Reservations
Town of Marion
Town of Rochester
Wildlands Trust
TOTAL

Acres
1.49
757.20
2257.16
79.76
238.33
40.06
334.71
493.76
265.90
4468.37

CR Holders
The Trustees of Reservations
Division of Fisheries and Wildlife
Rochester Land Trust/Buzzards Bay Coalition
Buzzards Bay Coalition
TTOR & Rochester Con Comm
TTOR & Rochester Land Trust
Wildlands Trust & Rochester Con Comm
Town of Marion & Rochester Land Trust
Rochester Land Trust
Wildlands Trust
TOTAL

Acres
27.90
387.40
117.90
14.51
23.55
173.80
184.00
99.10
10.60
151.80
1190.56

APR Holders
Dept. of Food & Agriculture
Wildlands Trust
TOTAL

Acres
361.56
14.80
376.36

ALL OPEN SPACE TOTAL

6035.29
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A matrix of all of Rochester’s permanently protected lands is included in the Inventory of
Rochester’s Protected Lands in Appendix B.
B. Partially Protected Open Space
Unprotected lands contain a mixture of Town owned and private land. Town owned land is all
land not committed for conservation purposes. Private land refers to land enrolled in MGL
Chapters 61, 61A, 618, and other private lands that add significantly to the open space profile
of the Town.
The unprotected lands in the Town have been divided into six sub-categories:
•
•
•
•
•
•

park and recreation land
conservation land
multi-purpose open space land;
Chapter 61B Recreation Lands;
Chapter 61A Agriculture Land; and,
Chapter 61 Forest Lands.

The owner, location, map and parcel, size of the parcel, recreational potential, public and
handicapped access, current use of the site, degree of protection, condition, means of purchase
(grant source, etc.), and zoning, for each parcel, is included in the Inventory of Lands of
Conservation Interest in Appendix D of this Open Space and Recreation Plan.
Partially protected open space can be property with types of deed restrictions limiting
development to certain areas; open space that cannot be developed for a specific term or time
period (i.e. conservation restrictions may apply for only 30 years); and land that may be
currently protected but does not have regulations ensuring its permanent protection, such as
institutional land holdings.
Chapter 61 land - General
Land in this classification is voluntarily committed, by the landowner, to be used temporarily for
agricultural, forest or recreational use in exchange for a reduction in taxes paid to the local
municipality. Parcels taxed under the Chapter 61 (Forestry), Chapter 61A (Agriculture), and 61B
(Recreation) tax classification are in private ownership and are not protected open space areas.
The tax classification enables the lands to be taxed at their use value rather than the full fair
market value. The Town has the right of first refusal if the parcels are sold prior to the
expiration of the tax abated status. Owners of land classified under Chapters 61, 61A, and 61B
must notify the Town before selling or converting the land to another use. This allows the
Town to protect individual open space parcels as they enter the market or become threatened
by development.
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The Town of Rochester currently has a total of 5,712.81 acres in the three Chapter 61 land
classifications.
Chapter 61 – Private ownership
Known as the “Forestland Tax Law,” Chapter 61 helps maintain open land by providing tax
benefits to maintain forests. This program is for properties of contiguous forestland of ten
acres or more and is administered by the Massachusetts Department of Conservation and
Recreation.
The Town of Rochester currently has 1,234.18 acres of land designated as Chapter 61 land.
Chapter 61A – Private ownership
Chapter 61A classification is for lands used primarily for agriculture or horticulture. Land in
agricultural use is defined as land primarily used in raising animals, which includes everything
from cattle to bees to fur-bearing animals. Land in horticultural use is land used for growing
anything from fruit to vegetables to ornamental shrubs.
The Town of Rochester currently has 4,014.18 acres of land designated as Chapter 61A land.
Chapter 61 B – Private ownership
Chapter 61B is designed to promote conservation of open space and recreational lands. To
qualify for the program, a landowner must have at least five acres retained in a substantially
natural, wild, open, pastured or landscaped condition. Recreational use includes hiking,
camping, golfing, horseback riding, skiing, swimming and others specified in the Chapter 61B
statute.
The Town of Rochester currently has 463.66 acres of land designated as Chapter 61B land.
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PLACEHOLDER: MAP 9 –PROTECTED OPEN SPACE
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Section 6. Community Vision
A. Description of Process
The OSRP Committee sought input for the updated Open Space & Recreation Plan from the
residents of Rochester through the distribution of an Open Space and Recreation Survey during
the summer of 2016. The survey and results are included as Appendix E. The public was polled
via a scientific survey that was mailed out randomly to 360 households (representing one
quarter of the number of households in Rochester). The survey was also available, to those
polled, on Survey Monkey via a link on the Town website (which was included on the mailed
survey). The goal of the Committee was to obtain confidential, unbiased results that accurately
represent resident opinion.
Of the 360 surveys mailed, 101 households responded, representing 27.5% of the sample pool.
The information obtained in the responses to the survey was used as one of the primary means
of gauging the public’s conservation, recreation, and open space concerns and needs.
In addition to the survey, SRPEDD, on behalf of the Open Space Committee, provided technical
assistance in the preparation of the Open Space and Recreation Plan and participated in a
number of planning meetings as well as public forums. The Open Space Committee conducted
additional telephone interviews with those who’d participated in the survey in order to collect
additional opinion and supplemental data. Other planning activities included: open working
meetings; community goals, objectives, and action plan meetings hosted by the Open Space
Committee and; conversations with municipal staff and others directly associated with the
major issues raised by the public through the survey and public meeting process.

B. STATEMENT OF OPEN SPACE AND RECREATION GOALS
Unlike many cities and towns in southeastern Massachusetts, the Town of Rochester does not
contain any areas of dense commercial, industrial, or residential development. The town is
quite rural, with large areas of passive and active open land. Agricultural parcels, forestland,
wetlands, streams, and ponds, located throughout these less developed areas, have been
important to the overall preservation of the more rural characteristics of the town.
In 2019, the stewardship of existing assets, coupled with the challenges of developing new
opportunities for the public, makes establishing sound conservation planning strategies a
necessity. With an aging population, fewer financial resources with which to operate, and more
competition for those remaining financial resources (competitive grants, etc.), the town and its
citizens need to be organized, creative, and resourceful in maximizing partnership
opportunities, pursuing new and innovative ways to generate revenue, and developing
prioritization criteria for addressing future open space, conservation and recreation needs.
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Below is a broad brush list of Conservation, Recreation, and Open Space Goals based upon the
results of the process described in Section 6A above.

❖ Provide Rochester residents of all ages and abilities life-long recreational opportunities
in well-maintained facilities and natural areas throughout Town.
❖ Protect surface and ground water quality and quantity, and natural resources, in the
Mattapoisett River and Sippican River watersheds.
❖ Preserve select farmlands and forestlands that are the basis of Rochester’s character,
history, and working landscape.
❖ Encourage growth while respecting Rochester’s natural, cultural, and scenic resources.
❖ Improve stewardship of conservation lands and trails.

Section 7. Analysis of Needs
A. Summary of Resource Protection Needs
Over the past several years, the Rochester Conservation Commission & Town Forest
Committee, aside from administering the Massachusetts Wetlands Protection Act and
Rochester Wetlands Bylaw, has also been working with other departments to protect and
increase the conservation and open space assets of the Town. The Conservation Commission
has partnered with the Rochester Land Trust, Wildlands Trust, The Trustees, Buzzards Bay
Coalition, and Mattapoisett Land Trust on collaborative land protection projects. The Rochester
Land Trust has worked diligently to improve se efforts also involve outside partnering
organizations and as of July 2019 a total of 6,035 of its total 23,062 acres, or 26 percent of the
Town of Rochester total land area is permanently protected land.
In order to further protect the quality and quantity of Rochester’s water resources, the
Commission should assess and prioritize the acquisition/permanent protection of open space in
significant watershed areas. This assessment should not only include land that meets
conservation and recreation needs, but also provides river and stream buffers, preserves critical
habitat linkages and functions, and protects recharge areas near existing and future potential
water supply sites. Healthy environmental systems require a network of vital connections that
help to preserve the services that these systems provide to our cities and towns (water quality,
air quality, fish and wildlife habitat, etc.). By protecting and restoring naturally functioning
ecosystems, we help to preserve the “green infrastructure” that is critical to the overall health
and resiliency of our cities and towns.
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This approach can complement regulatory measures currently being employed by the Planning
Board (Flexible Development Bylaw), and should be employed as part of a comprehensive
municipal natural resources protection strategy.
Another part of a more comprehensive municipal natural resources protection strategy would
be to develop management plans for all of its conservation holdings. This could be part of an
ongoing effort and involve other conservation partners such as the Rochester Land Trust. The
process should begin by addressing municipal lands (and Conservation Restrictions) held in
areas recognized as critical to the town’s natural resources. If parcels already have
management plans, they should be revisited in order to see if they are still appropriate, and if
they are being addressed.
Areas that are critical for their conservation, recreation, and cultural values, and are heavily
used and favored by the public, should also undergo regular need assessments and upgrades.

B. Parks & Recreation and Community Needs
The Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan (SCORP), Massachusetts Outdoor 2017,
is a five-year plan developed by the Commonwealth’s Executive Office of Energy and
Environmental Affairs (EEA). The plan is required for state participation in the federal Land and
Water Conservation Fund (LWCF) grants programs. The SCORP also provides an overview of the
recreational preferences of the citizens of each geographic region of the Commonwealth as
determined through a public participation and outreach process. The profile of recreational use
afforded by the SCORP also provides municipalities with a planning tool for addressing the
future needs and uses of our outdoor recreational resources.
The SCORP’s summary of information, collected at both public events and through other
methods of survey (online and telephone), showed that people participate in outdoor activities
primarily for physical fitness, but also to be close to nature. Despite having access to nearby
facilities, lack of time (55%) was the number one reason that people gave for not using these
facilities more often. While recreational programs were also important to responders, 88.2%
that it was either somewhat or very important to have more programs for those aged 4 t0 12
years, and 91.2% responded similarly regarding programs for teens.
Survey data also indicates that: water based activities, such as boating – canoe, kayak, power
boat; fishing; swimming – at beaches, lakes, rivers, pools, paddle boarding, tubing; and, trailbased recreation, such as hiking, biking (on and off-road), cross-country skiing, walking/jogging
on trails, and mountain biking, provide the most popular recreational outlets for families in the
regions. The SCORP also revealed that the types of projects that respondents would like to see
funded in the future are: trails (hiking, biking, paved walkways, trails for people with
disabilities); playgrounds (for ages 2-5, for people with disabilities, for ages 6-12, and for ages 6
months – 2 years), and; water (swimming pool, canoe/kayak access, and fishing areas).
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Finally, it should also be noted that the SCORP also called out the need to recognize and
address the needs of underserved populations (citizens with disabilities, teens, and senior
citizens) and areas of a community (areas that are lacking facilities, environmental justice
neighborhoods) when planning for and designing parks and conservation areas.
A good part of the SCORP summary reflects Rochester’s recreation preferences and goals.
Based upon results of the Open Space and Recreation survey, and feedback at community
meetings, the top choices for the types of recreation facilities that are needed or should be
expanded in Rochester included: nature/hiking/walking trails; bike paths; improved
water/beach access, and; more diverse passive and active recreation programs and facilities for
people of all ages and abilities.
A good part of the SCORP summary also reflects Rochester’s recreation preferences and goals.
Based upon both the Open Space survey and feedback at community meetings, the top five
choices for the types of recreation facilities that are needed or should be expanded in
Rochester were (in order of preference): nature/hiking/walking trails; bike paths; family picnic
areas; water/beach access, and; more, and more diverse, active recreation programs and
facilities for people of all ages and abilities.
Some of the facilities/opportunities specifically mentioned as “recreational and community
needs” (in terms of upgrades, repurposing, or new development) at public meetings and in
Open Space Survey comments, included:
•
•
•
•

The Raynor Gifford Recreational Area: In need of playground/tot lot improvements; in
need of basketball court improvements
The Dexter Lane Recreational Area: In need of a Pavilion with picnic tables on a concrete
pad; increased number of soccer/lacrosse practice fields; paved perimeter walking
path/loop trail, and; bleachers
Provide better signage at various locations (way finding)
Implement the Mary’s Pond Beach Plan

Community planners have traditionally looked to the National Park and Recreation Association
Standards (NPRA) as a benchmark for the number of facilities/opportunities/acres a community
should have per units of population. These standards are still very useful as guides, but have
become more difficult to achieve in leaner economic times as communities struggle to maintain
their current recreational assets and stock. Partnerships (local and regional), reinvestment, and
repurposing may hold the keys to the maximum and efficient use of current recreational stock
as well as the ability to expand and offer more (and more diverse) quality experiences to
citizens of all ages and abilities.
Seniors
Rochester is similar to its neighbors, the state, and national trends in that its population is aging
and remaining more active than in years past. Data presented in Section 3 of this plan shows
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that the percentage of Rochester’s population aged 55 and over increased significantly
between 1990 and 2010. The population aged 55 to 64 years increased by 450%, and
represents 25% of Rochester’s current population. At the same time, Rochester’s population
aged 25 to 44 years has experienced a significant decrease, and now makes up only 14% of the
current population (where this age group made up 36% 0f the population in 1990). In total,
55% of Rochester’s current population is aged 45 and over.
As a result of all of the above, Rochester’s Median Age increased by approximately nine (9)
years (to 43.3years of age) during this same time period, and passed the state Median Age
figure (39.1 years) for the first time.
Many people in this age group, both in survey responses and in community meetings, were
looking for the Town to provide increased outdoor activities for seniors (walking, hiking, biking,
etc.), as well as year-round indoor programs conducted at recreational facilities (YMCA, etc.).
Citizens with Disabilities
Rochester prepared a self –evaluation and transition plan (Included as Appendix X) for its
recreational facilities as required under the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) in 2018.
These plans are carried out through the municipally appointed ADA Coordinator, Andrew
Daniel, who is also the Town Facilities Manager. The Coordinator is responsible for working to
bring all municipal services, infrastructure, and buildings into compliance with the Act: the ADA
Coordinator is not responsible for privately owned facilities.
The ADA Transition Plan, found in Appendix A of this plan, contains an inventory of the public
recreation facilities of the Town. The Transition Plan presents an inventory of the
improvements needed to bring a facility into ADA compliance. The Town has been attempting
to address these needs as funding allows, and has slowly accomplished some of the necessary
tasks.
All future recreation facilities should be designed with the needs of citizens with disabilities in
mind, in terms of site access, physical use, and ability to view events and cultural/scenic
landscapes.

C. Management Needs
Beyond the management needs of the physical conservation and recreation assets of the Town
of Rochester, the OSRP Committee recognized the need to better manage the flow of
information/education regarding the Open Space & Recreation Plan as a major priority. People
feel the need to promote the plan, increase public awareness, involvement (volunteerism), and
in turn, local government efficiency. The following ideas are a synthesis of those offered at
Rochester Open Space & Recreation Committee and community meetings, and in follow-up
interviews:
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Management/Oversight
The Board of Selectmen should appoint a permanent Open Space Action Committee (OSAC).
The OSAC can serve as the Town’s initial point of contact for, and to oversee the
implementation of, the Open Space & Recreation Plan. This will also improve both the internal
communication process, and in turn, communication with external agencies, organizations, and
potential partners. The OSAC can also meet on a regular basis to make sure that the Open
Space & Recreation Plan’s action items are being addressed (or delayed for whatever reasons)
and keep the plan and the Town’s stated goals in the public eye.
The Board of Selectmen should appoint a Bike/Pathways Committee to help develop local bike
and pedestrian routes and also to engage similar regional groups who would like to forge trail
links with Rochester. Rochester’s neighbors in Marion, Mattapoisett, Wareham, and Carver
have been very active participants in the South Coast Bikeway Alliance (these towns are
developing individual routes as well as regional links to proposed and existing routes).
Education/ Outreach
The Town needs to actively promote public interest, engagement, and involvement in
conservation, recreation, and open space planning. One of the plan’s goals is to grow a
volunteer base to help address facility needs (with a possible end result being the appointment
of a “Volunteer Coordinator”). A necessary first step in this process is to place the Open Space
& Recreation Plan on the Town’s website in an easily accessible format and location.
The Town needs to develop and promote local public education materials describing available
conservation, recreation, and open space assets and opportunities. In particular, make
Rochester citizens more aware of the fact that they can use/access Buzzards Bay beaches in
Wareham and Mattapoisett by agreement. Citizens should also be reminded that there are
opportunities for school age children at the YMCA, and opportunities for adults/adult programs
through the Marion YMCA. Most of the public information about these opportunities was
developed and distributed by outside organizations. This material could be scanned in, linked,
or uploaded to the appropriate page(s) on the Town’s website. These types of activities also
afford Rochester the opportunity to improve “tri-town” communication.
Developing a passive and active recreation facilities website, with downloadable brochures and
fact sheets, would complement the existing web page. An improved web page and physical
materials would help to forge stronger ties between the Town and potential conservation and
recreation partners, as well as to promote the public ownership and the need for stewardship
of these outstanding resources.
Land Acquisition and Preservation
The OSRP Committee, the public, and several partnering conservation organizations also
identified the need for a formal Land Acquisition/Protection Strategy for conservation and open
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space parcels. The goal here would be to promote a more unified and purposeful approach to
land acquisition by the Town that would focus on: keeping significant natural corridors intact;
retaining the integrity of significant blocks of watershed and agricultural land; looking at land
function as well as features in a complementary context, and; promoting a coordinated,
multidisciplinary approach as to how and why land is preserved or acquired.
This strategy should be used to target susceptible natural resource areas in Rochester along its
river corridors, and in areas of agricultural significance (in essence, a way to address issues in
identified Core Habitat, high-quality streams, Heritage Landscape Inventory and Critical Natural
Landscape areas).
The Town should continue to promote agricultural retention, preservation, and assistance
programs offered by both MDAR and the USDA.
This can also help with retention of agricultural lands, promote the practice of agriculture, and
encourage new farmers to invest in the community. The Town can also sponsor workshops on
intergenerational transfer of property to help older farm owners and their heirs.

Section 8. Goals and Objectives
The list of goals and objectives set forth below were identified by compiling feedback from
Rochester residents through public forums, public meetings, and a community survey. Analysis
of the Open Space surveys, along with input from public planning sessions and meetings,
indicated a slight shift in public priorities from the 2009 Rochester Open Space & Recreation
Plan. Natural resource conservation, particularly water quality and quantity, as well as
agricultural and forest preservation, remained high priority items. Public concern over
stewardship and quality recreational opportunities was also prominent, and has been
incorporated and reflected in the proposed “Goals and Objectives” listed below.
Goal 1: Provide Rochester residents of all ages and abilities life-long recreational
opportunities in well-maintained facilities and natural areas throughout Town.
Objective A: Continue to maintain and improve recreational facilities in Rochester.
Objective B:

Identify land that is suitable and available for development of public
access and recreational areas.

Objective C:

Better inform residents about existing recreational
facilities and programs.

Objective D:

Develop a plan for biking in Rochester.

Goal 2: Protect surface and ground water quality and quantity, and natural resources,
in the Mattapoisett River and Sippican River watersheds.
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Objective A: Identify the Zone II recharge areas that are of the highest priority for
land acquisition, and protect properties within those areas when the
opportunity arises.
Objective B: Encourage consistent enforcement of the Groundwater Protection Bylaw.
Objective C: Increase herring and other aquatic populations in the Mattapoisett and
Sippican Rivers.
Objective D:

Identify conditions that need improvement for recreational use (including
fishing).

Goal 3: Preserve select farmlands and forestlands that are the basis of Rochester’s
character, history, and working landscape.
Objective A:

Identify and prioritize, for potential acquisition, critical farmland and
Forestland that may come up for sale or be released from Chapter 61,
61A, or 61B.

Objective B:

Identify and promote productive local farms and agricultural businesses.

Objective C:

Encourage the continued use of the Flexible Development Bylaw in future
residential development projects.

Goal 4: Encourage growth while respecting Rochester’s natural, cultural, and scenic
resources.
Objective A: Implement the Goals of the 2019 Open Space and Recreation Plan.
Objective B:

Preserve identified areas/resources that are of unique natural, cultural,
historic, and scenic value to the Town.

Goal 5: Improve stewardship of conservation lands and trails.
Objective A:

Expand public awareness of the stewardship needs of existing
conservation lands and trails through public outreach.

Objective B:

Strengthen existing conservation/stewardship partnerships between the
Town, the Rochester Land Trust, regional land trusts, and state agencies.
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Section 9. Seven-year Action Plan 2019 -2026
The Action Plan
(See Map 8: Seven-Year Action Plan; following pages)
The following Seven-year Action Plan sets forth Rochester’s proposed action items necessary to
implement the goals and objectives presented in section 8.0 of this plan. Local leads and
potential partners for each action item are identified, and include Rochester staff, boards,
committees, volunteers and local organizations. Potential funding sources are also listed.
The Seven-year Action Plan categorizes action steps by the estimated timeframe needed to
implement each action. The timeframes are listed as follows:
• Ongoing
• Short term: 1-3 years
• Intermediate: 3-5 years
• Long term: 5-7 years

Years 1- 3
ACTION: Appoint a committee to develop a web page for the Town website focused on
conservation and recreation opportunities, programs, and facilities
Local Lead/Potential Partners: Board of Selectmen, Park Commission, Conservation
Commission, Rochester Land Trust, Buzzards Bay Project, Buzzards Bay Coalition, SRPEDD
Goals/ Objectives/Needs addressed: Goal 1, Objective C
Potential Funding Source: local funds

ACTION: Implement the Mary’s Pond Beach Development Plan
Local Lead/Potential Partners: Board of Selectmen, Planning Board, Park Commission,
Conservation, and other town boards and commissions, DCS, SRPEDD
Goals/Objectives/Needs addressed: Goal 1, Objective A; Goal 4, Objective A
Potential Funding Source: DCS grant, SRPEDD Technical Assistance, other

ACTION: Appoint a Pathways Committee to address bike and trail needs
Local Lead/Potential Partners: Board of Selectmen, South Coast Bikeway Alliance, Highway
Dept., other town boards and commissions as appropriate
Goals/Objectives/Needs addressed: Goal 1, Objective D

ACTION: Refurbish the Raynor Gifford Recreational Area, including improved handicapped
access, improved playground, and improved restrooms
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Local Lead/Potential Partners: Park Commission, ADA Coordinator, other town boards,
commissions, and departments, as appropriate
Goals /Objectives/Needs addressed: Goal 1, Objective a
Potential Funding Source: State and Local funds

ACTION: Put the Open Space Plan on the Town website, with Action Plan related tasks noted as
they are completed, in order to keep the public and planning partners (and potential partners)
better informed
Local Lead/Potential Partners: Board of Selectmen, Conservation Commission
Goals/Objectives/Needs addressed: Goal 4, Objective A

ACTION: Appoint a new Open Space Action Committee
Local Lead/Potential Partners: Board of Selectmen, other Town boards, commissions,
departments, non-profits, citizens
Goals/Objectives/Needs addressed: Goal 4, Objective A
ACTION: Conduct a seminar for engineering firms doing work in town and present Rochester’s
guidelines for maintaining rural character
Local Lead/Potential Partners: Board of Selectmen, Conservation Commission, Planning Board,
other state, regional, and town offices, as appropriate
Goals/Objectives/Needs addressed: Goal 4, Objective B
Potential Funding Source: Local funds, technical assistance from regional groups/agencies

ACTION: Initiate a new volunteer program to establish a core group of volunteer stewards to
help maintain and improve conservation areas and trails
Local Lead/Potential Partners: Board of Selectmen, Conservation Commission, Park
Commission, other boards, commissions, departments, non-profits
Goals/Objectives/Needs addressed: Goal 5, Objectives A, B

ACTION: Create off-street parking for any conservation lands that are presently lacking
Local Lead/Potential Partners: Conservation. Highway Dept., others as appropriate
Goals/Objectives/Needs addressed: Goal 1, Objectives A, B
Potential Funding Source: Local funds, state grants

ACTION: Add or improve signage identifying conservation lands
Local Lead/Potential Partners: Conservation Commission, others as appropriate
Goals/Objectives/Needs addressed: Goal 1, Objectives A,B
Potential Funding Source: Local funds, state grants
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ACTION: Adopt a surface water protection bylaw for the Mattapoisett and Sippican Rivers and
their tributaries
Local Lead/Potential Partners: Planning Board, Conservation Commission, Buzzards Bay
Project, SRPEDD, others as appropriate
Goals/Objectives/Needs addressed: Goal 2, Objective A

ACTION: Develop a Rochester “Buy Local” campaign
Local Lead/Potential Partners: Agricultural Commission, SEMAP, other boards, commissions,
agencies, non-profits as necessary
Goals/Objectives/Needs addressed: Goal 3, Objective B
Potential Funding Source: Technical assistance from potential partners

Years 3 – 5
ACTION: Improve and expand the Dexter lane Recreational Area including a pavilion with picnic
tables, soccer/lacrosse practice fields, paved walking path/loop trail, tot lot, playground,
bleachers, and basketball court
Local Lead/Potential Partners: Board of Selectmen, Park Commission, others as appropriate
Goals/Objectives/Needs addressed: Goal 1, Objective A
Potential Funding Source: State, non-profit, local funds

ACTION: Develop a locally grown food sustainability “Farm to School Project”
Local Lead/Potential Partners: Board of Selectmen, School Department, Agricultural
Commission, Mass. Farm to School Project, SEMAP, other federal, state, local, and non-profit
partners as appropriate
Goals/Objectives/Needs addressed: Goal 3, Objective B
Potential Funding Source: State grants, local funds, technical assistance from non-profits

Ongoing ,Years 1 – 7
ACTION: Acquire land on Snipatuit Pond for public access
Local Lead/Potential Partners: Conservation Commission, Board of Selectman, Rochester Land
Trust, other federal, state, and regional agencies and non-profits as appropriate
Goals/Objectives/Needs addressed: Goal 1, Objectives A, B
Potential Funding Source: State and federal grants, local funds, non-profits

ACTION: Work with the South Coast Bikeway Alliance as part of the regional bike planning
process
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Local Lead/Potential Partners: Conservation Commission, Planning Board, DPW, South Coast
Bikeway Alliance, SRPEDD, others as appropriate
Goals/Objectives/Needs addressed: Goal 1, Objectives A, D

ACTION: Acquire lands critical to water supply protection and recharge in the Mattapoisett and
Sippican River watersheds when they are for sale or are released from Ch. 61 programs
Local Lead/Potential Partners: Board of Selectmen, Conservation Commission, Planning Board,
other town boards and commissions as appropriate, federal, state, local, regional, and nonprofit agencies and organizations
Goals/Objectives/Needs addressed: Goal 2, Objective A Goal 3, Objective A
Potential Funding Source: State and federal grants, local funds, non-profit organizations

ACTION: Educate the public about water conservation, storm water pollution, and best
management practices in important aquifer recharge areas in the Sippican and Mattapoisett
River watersheds
Local Lead/Potential Partners: Conservation Commission, Planning Board, Board of Health,
Highway Dept., Board of Selectmen, other state, federal, regional, local, and non-profit partners
as appropriate
Goals/Objectives/Needs addressed: Goal 2, Objectives A, B
Potential Funding Source: Local funds; technical assistance/funds from federal, state, local, and
regional agencies, organizations, and non-profits

ACTION: Continue to improve and maintain fish ladders and keep the river free of obstructions
Local Lead/Potential Partners: Conservation Commission, Herring Inspector, other federal,
regional, state, and local organizations, agencies and non-profits, as necessary
Goals/Objectives/Needs addressed: Goal 2, Objectives C, D
Potential Funding Source: Local funds, state grants; technical assistance from other partners as
appropriate and necessary

ACTION: Continue to monitor the condition and flow/ levels of Rochester’s streams and ponds
Local Lead/Potential Partners: Conservation Commission, Board of Health, regional non-profits,
local colleges/universities, others as necessary
Goals/Objectives/Needs addressed: Goal 2, Objective D
Potential Funding Source: Local funds, state grants

ACTION: Pursue funding sources available for agricultural preservation efforts
Local Lead/Potential Partners: Agricultural Commission, Conservation Commission, Planning
Board, Board of Selectmen, other federal, state, regional, local, and non-profit agencies and
organizations
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Goals/Objectives/Needs addressed: Goal 3, Objectives A, B

ACTION: Educate the public about the economic and social benefits of open space preservation
Local Lead/Potential Partners: Conservation Commission, Rochester Land Trust, Buzzards Bay
Coalition, Buzzards Project, SRPEDD, other federal, state, regional, and local agencies,
organizations, and non-profits
Goals/Objectives/Needs addressed: Goal 4, Objectives A, B; Goal 5, Objective B
Potential Funding Source: Local funds, state grants, technical assistance from partnering
organizations, agencies, and non-profits

ACTION: Facilitate active forest and wildlife management on town owned parcels
Local Lead/Potential Partners: Conservation Commission, Board of Selectmen, others as
necessary and appropriate
Goals/Objectives/Needs addressed: Goal 1, Objective A; Goal 5, Objectives A, B
Potential Funding Source: Local funds, technical assistance from non-profit organizations

ACTION: Develop and maintain walking trails, bridle paths, and bike paths on public land where
suitable and feasible
Local Lead/Potential Partners: Conservation Commission, Park Commission, Highway Dept.,
SRPEDD, Mass DOT, South Coast Bikeway Alliance, others as necessary and appropriate
Goals/Objectives/Needs addressed: Goal 1, Objectives A, B, D
Potential Funding Source: DCS, DER, Mass DOT, local funds; technical assistance from potential
partners

ACTION: Continue to educate land owners on the benefits of Conservation Restrictions,
Chapter 61 Programs, Agricultural Preservation Restrictions (APR), the Flexible Development
Bylaw, and other land protection tools employed in Rochester
Local Lead/Potential Partners: Conservation Commission, Planning Board, Agricultural
Commission, Board of Selectmen, other state, regional, local, and non-profit agencies and
organizations as appropriate and necessary
Goals/Objectives/Needs addressed: Goal 3, Objectives A, C; Goal 4, Objectives A, B; Goal 5,
Objectives A, B
Potential Funding Source: Local funds and technical assistance from potential partners
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PLACEHOLDER MAP 10: ACTION MAP
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Rochester 2019 Open Space & Recreation Plan Goals & Action Items
Goal 1. Provide Rochester residents of all ages and abilities life-long recreational
opportunities in well-maintained facilities and natural areas throughout Town.
Objectives

Actions
• Improve and expand the Dexter Lane
Recreational Area to include:
• Pavilion with Picnic Tables
• Soccer/Lacrosse Practice Fields
• Paved Walking Path/Loop Trail
• New Bleachers

Continue to
maintain and
improve
recreational
facilities in
Rochester.

• Refurbish the Raynor Gifford
Recreational Area to include:
• Improved Handicapped Access
• Improved Restrooms
• Improved Playground
• New Bleachers
•Implement the Mary’s Pond Beach
Development Plan.

•Transfer unprotected unbuildable mostly
wetland parcels to the Conservation
Commission for permanent protection

•Facilitate active forest and wildlife
management on town owned parcels.
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Responsible Parties

Park Commission
Board of Selectmen
ADA Coordinator

Completion
Timeline

Short term

Park Commission
Board of Selectmen
Rochester ADA Coordinator

Short term

Park Commission
Board of Health
Conservation Commission
Board of Selectmen
DCS
SRPEDD

Short term

Board of Selectmen
Town Counsel
Conservation Commission

Short term

Conservation Commission
Highway Surveyor/Tree
Warden
Board of Selectmen

Ongoing-Long
term
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Identify Land
that is
Suitable and
Available for
Development
of Public
Access and
Recreational
Areas.

Develop a
Plan for
Biking in
Rochester

Better inform
residents
about existing
recreational
facilities and
programs

• Acquire Land on Snipatuit Pond for
Public Access.

Park Commission
Board of Selectmen
Conservation Commission

Ongoing-Long
Term

• Appoint a local Pathways Committee to
address bike and trail needs.

Rochester Board of Selectmen
South Coast Bikeway Alliance
Highway Surveyor
Rochester Park Commission

Ongoing-Long
Term

•Work with the South Coast Bikeway
Alliance on a Regional Basis

Board of Selectmen
South Coast Bikeway Alliance
Highway Surveyor
Park Commission
SRPEDD

Short-term

• Appoint a committee to develop a web
page for the Town of Rochester website
focused on conservation and recreation
opportunities, programs and facilities.

Board of Selectmen
Park Commission
Conservation Commission
Rochester Land Trust
Buzzards Bay NEP
SRPEDD

Short Term

Goal 2. Protect surface and ground water quality and quantity, and natural resources,
in the Mattapoisett River and Sippican River watersheds.
Objectives
Identify the
Zone II
recharge
areas that are
of highest
priority for
land
acquisition.
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Actions

• Use Rochester’s GIS database and
mapping software to help prioritize areas
for protection on the basis of identified
priority resources.

Responsible Parties

Water Commission
Conservation Department
Planning Department

Completion
Timeline

Short term
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Encourage
consistent
enforcement
of the
Groundwater
Protection
Bylaw.
Increase
herring and
other aquatic
populations
in the
Mattapoisett
and Sippican
Rivers.
Identify
conditions
that need
improvement
for
recreational
use (including
fishing).
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• Match these parcels with public and
private programs that will support
acquisition and/or protection. Pursue
available funding sources.

Conservation Commission
Water Commission
Mattapoisett River Valley Water
Supply Protection Advisory
(MRVWSPAC) Committee

Short term

• Acquire critical lands in the Mattapoisett
River and Sippican River recharge areas
for water supply protection when they
come up for sale, or are released from
Chapter 61, 61A or 61B.

Water Commission
Mattapoisett River Valley Water
Supply Protection Advisory
(MRVWSPAC) Committee
Conservation Commission
Planning Board

Short termIntermediate

•Adopt a surface water protection bylaw
protecting the Mattapoisett River,
Sippican River and its tributaries.

Planning Board
Zoning Bylaw Subcommittee
Conservation Commission
SRPEDD

Short termLong term

• Continue to maintain and improve fish
ladders and keep rivers free of
obstructions.

Herring Warden
Board of Health
Conservation Commission

Short termLong term

• Continue to monitor the condition and
flow/levels of Rochester ponds and
streams.

Herring Warden
Conservation Department
Planning Department

Long term

• Assess and survey existing town owned
undeveloped properties and recreational
areas and make recommendations for
expansion or improvement for use by the
public

Herring Warden
Park Commission
Highway Surveyor
Conservation Commission

Short termLong Term
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Goal 3. Preserve select farmlands and forestlands that are the basis of Rochester’s
character, history, and working landscape.
Objectives

Actions

Identify and
prioritize, for
potential
acquisition,
critical
farmlands and
Forestland
that may
come up for
sale or be
released from
Chapter 61,
61A, or 61B.

• Use Rochester’s GIS database and
mapping software to help prioritize areas
for protection on the basis of identified
priority resources.

Identify and
promote
productive
local farms
and
agricultural
businesses.

Town of Rochester
2019 OSRP Update

Responsible Party

Completion
Timeline

Conservation Commission
Assessors’ Office
Planning Board

Short term

• Pursue and investigate available funding
sources and agricultural preservation
programs.

Agricultural Commission
Rochester Land Trust
Conservation Commission
Planning Board
Board of Selectmen

Long Term

• Develop a Rochester “Buy Local”
campaign.

Agricultural Commission
SEMAP
Rochester Land Trust
Board of Selectmen

Short term

• Adopt locally grown food sustainability
“Farm to School Project”.

Agricultural Commission
Rochester Land Trust
Board of Selectmen
Conservation Department
Planning Department

long term

•Discuss options with engineers and
developers at technical review
committee meetings to make them aware
of the Flexible Development Bylaw.

Conservation Department
Planning Department

long term
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Goal 4. Encourage growth while respecting Rochester’s natural, cultural, and scenic
resources.
Objectives

Preserve
identified
areas/resourc
es that are
unique
natural,
cultural,
historic, and
scenic value
to the Town.

Implement
the Goals of
the 2019
Open Space &
Recreation
Plan.
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Actions

Responsible Party

Completion
Timeline

• Encourage the Planning Board to continue
to adopt by-laws that preserve open space,
such as greenbelts in new subdivisions that
connect with open space on adjacent land.

Planning Board
Zoning Bylaw Subcommittee
Conservation Commission

Long term

• Conduct seminars for engineering firms
doing work in town and present Rochester’s
guidelines for maintaining rural character.

Board of Selectmen
Rochester Land Trust
Planning Board
Agricultural Commission

Long term

• Educate landowners about the benefits of
Conservation Restrictions, Agricultural
Preservation Restrictions (APR), and Chapter
61 tax reduction programs as land protection
tools.

Rochester Land Trust
Board of Assessors
Conservation Commission
Planning Department

Short termLong term

• Acquire land that provides natural linkages
between trails, preserved lands and
recreation areas.

Conservation Department
Planning Department
Conservation Commission

Ongoing-Long
term

• Appoint an Open Space Action Committee.

Board of Selectmen
Conservation Commission
Park Department

Short termLong term

• Make the updated Open Space &
Recreation Plan available on line and in print
version to town departments, boards and the
general public.

Open Space & Recreation
Committee
Conservation Commission

Short term
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Goal 5. Improve stewardship of conservation lands and trails.
Objectives

Actions

Responsible Party

Completion
Timeline

• Hold regular meetings with
representatives of the Conservation
Commission, Agricultural Commission,
Conservation Commission, Rochester
Land Trust, The Trustees, Buzzards Bay
Coalition and Wildlands Trust to discuss
conservation priorities and initiatives.

Agricultural Commission
Conservation Commission
Rochester Land Trust
The Trustees
Buzzards Bay Coalition
Wildlands Trust

Long term

• Hold regular meetings with
representatives of the Conservation
Commission, Agricultural Commission,
Conservation Commission, Rochester
Expand public Land Trust, The Trustees, Buzzards Bay
awareness of Coalition and Wildlands Trust to discuss
conservation priorities and initiatives.
the

Agricultural Commission
Conservation Commission
Rochester Land Trust
The Trustees
Buzzards Bay Coalition
Wildlands Trust

Long term

• Initiate a new volunteer program to
establish a core group of volunteer
stewards to help maintain and improve
conservation areas and trails.

Rochester Land Trust
Conservation Commission
Park Commission

Long Term

• Educate the public about the economic
and social benefits of open space
preservation.

Conservation Commission
Rochester Land Trust

Long Term

Strengthen
existing
conservation/s
tewardship
partnerships
between the
Town,
Rochester
Land Trust,
regional land
trusts and
state agencies.

stewardship
needs of
existing
conservation
lands and
trails through
public
outreach.
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• Develop and maintain walking trails,
bridle paths and bike paths on public land
where they are suitable.

Park Commission
Rochester Land Trust
Conservation Commission

Long Term

• Create off street parking for any
conservation lands that are presently
lacking.

Highway Surveyor
Park Commission
Conservation Commission

Long Term

• Add or improve signage identifying
conservation lands and trails available to
the public.

Rochester Land Trust
Conservation Commission

Intermediate

Section 10. Public Comments
Public comments were received from a variety of sources while developing this plan, including:
surveys, public forums, public meetings and meetings between conservation and recreation
staff members. The 2016 Rochester OSRP survey, results and all public comments are included
in Appendix E.
Review Letters
[To be provided with completed plan.]
❖ Rochester Board of Selectmen
❖ Rochester Planning Board
❖ Southeast Regional Planning & Economic Development District (SRPEDD)
❖ Rochester Conservation Commission
❖ Rochester Park Commission

Town of Rochester
2019 OSRP Update

84

Section 11. References
Rochester Master Plan, 2010
Rochester Open Space and Recreation Plan update, 2009
Mass Wildlife. Massachusetts Division of Fisheries & Wildlife. Natural Heritage and
Endangered Species Program.
http://maps.massgis.state.ma.us/dfg/biomap/pdf/town_core/Rochester.pdf. 2019
http://maps.massgis.state.ma.us/dfg/biomap2.htm. 2019
Town of Rochester Conservation Department web site.
http://www.rochestermaconservation.com. 2019.

Town of Rochester
2019 OSRP Update

85

