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Zoom 
 

Shellfish Advisory Panel: Bob Glenn (Acting Chair, Division of Marine Fisheries), Ron 
Bergstrom, Amy Croteau, Michael DeVasto, William Doyle, Renee Gagne, Seth 
Garfield, Alex Hay, Dale Leavitt, Josh Reitsma, Allen Rencurrel, John Townes, George 
Delaney, Jim Peters, Todd Callaghan (Office of Coastal Zone Management – Proxy), 
Ashley Randle (Department of Agricultural Resource), Nate Corcoran (Department of 
Environmental Protection – Proxy), Michael Moore (Department of Public Health), 
Skyler Nash (Joint Committee on Agriculture Senate – Proxy), Dylan Fernandes (Joint 
Committee on Agriculture Senate), Corinne Coryat (Joint Committee on Agriculture 
House – Proxy), Natalie Blais (JCA House). Absent: Jim Abbott, Stephen Kirk 

Division of Marine Fisheries: Daniel McKiernan; Jared Silva; Chrissy Petitpas; Wayne 
Castonguay; Bradlie Morgan; Matt Camisa; Sean Terrill; Mark Rousseau; Brooke 
Dejadon; Anna Webb; Ryan Joyce; Gabe Lundgren; Story Reed 

Members of the Public: David Slack, Dan Martino, Casaundra Healy, Suzanne Phillips, 
Scott Soares, Joel B., Chloe Starr, Glen Brooke, Jeffrey Canha, Anders Bjarngard, Liv 
Woods, Louis Strong, Mark Begley, Jordan Halloran, Pat Saunders, Sean Bowen, Jim 
Agostine, Melissa Campbell, Dan Goulart, Danny Badger, Eric Hickey, Beth Gibbons, 
Erika Smith, Nancy Civetta, Melissa Sanderson, Tom Shields, Tyler Jager, David Slack, 
Tom Duncan, Jordan Halloran, Bill Chace, Adam Goldstein 

 

Introductions and Remarks 
DMF Deputy Director Bob Glenn stood in for Director Dan McKiernan as Shellfish 
Advisory Panel (SAP) Chair and called the meeting to order. Roll call attendance was 
then taken.   

Senator Dylan Fernandes sought clarification on the legislative appointments to the 
SAP since the Joint Committee on Environment, Natural Resources, and Agriculture 
was bifurcated into the Joint Committee on Agriculture and the Joint Committee on 
Environment and Natural Resources. Wayne Castonguay from DMF clarified that the 
SAP’s enabling statute was updated to clarify that the Senate and House chairs of the 
Joint Committee on Agriculture would be the appointees to this public body. 



DMF Director Dan McKiernan welcomed everyone to the meeting and provided some 
introductory comments. First, Dan introduced the SAP’s newest member, George 
Delaney. George is the President of Ipswich Maritime Products, a shellfish dealer on the 
North Shore and fills the SAP seat vacated by Mike Trupiano of Ipswich Shellfish.  
McKiernan then introduced two new DMF employees: Sean Terrill, a Shellfish Habitat 
Restoration Specialist working on DMF’s Habitat Program, and Bradlie Morgan, a Policy 
Administration and Communication Specialist for DMF’s Policy and Management 
Program. Lastly, the Director noted two challenges facing DMF that would likely be 
themes throughout the SAP meeting: navigating interactions with the federal 
government given the changing landscape with the new administration and the 
continuing effort by DMF to reclassify shellfish growing areas for buffer zones around 
sewage treatment plant outfalls.  

 

Review of November 2024 Meeting Minutes 
Acting Chair, Bob Glenn, asked for a motion to approve the November 2024 minutes as 
written. Seth Garfield made a motion, and Ashley Randle seconded the motion.  
However, Dan McKiernan then suggested clarifying edits to page 7. The first clarified 
that the Risk Assessment, Risk Management (RARM) results showed good compliance 
except a major violation ‘attributable to’, not ‘observed by’ one harvester. The second 
request sought to clarify the regulations which allowed for surf clam geofencing, 
correcting a statement that said it would be paired with the ‘new DEP regulation’, when 
it should’ve read ‘the new DMF statute’, because DEP didn’t change their regulations. 
Bob requested a motion to approve the amended minutes. Amy Croteau made a motion 
to approve the amended meeting minutes. Seth Garfield seconded the motion. A roll call 
vote was taken, and the motion passed 17-1-0, with Representative Natalie Blais 
abstaining.  

 

Work Group Updates & Next Steps 
Glenn introduced DMF’s Aquaculture Project Lead, Alex Boeri, to the SAP. Boeri 
provided the SAP with an update on the Aquaculture License Transfer Work Group. At 
the November 2024 SAP meeting, there was a presentation on a DMF survey of 
municipalities regarding local frameworks for aquaculture licensing and license 
transfers. The Work Group has reviewed the results of the survey and met several times 
to begin developing a white paper to help inform municipalities of the various 
management programs and management challenges. Alex was hopeful a final draft 
would be ready for distribution to the SAP at their fall meeting.  



Boeri noted that Work Group members had raised concerns about DMF’s survey only 
being sent to municipal authorities, not license holders. To address this, Alex said the 
Work Group will prepare an additional survey for growers and other interested parties.  

McKiernan explained that shellfish aquaculturists have sought the ability to transfer their 
municipal license site in the sale of their business and business assets. However, the 
extent to which this is accommodated is controlled under municipal regulation. There 
was a legislative initiative to create a statewide allowance several years ago, but it was 
met with significant resistance. Dan opined that some of this resistance was driven by a 
misinterpretation of the legislation’s intent. This issue was highlighted by the 
Massachusetts Shellfish Initiative as a primary topic for the SAP to consider. To address 
this, DMF and the Work Group have been developing an inventory of municipal 
licensing programs to allow town authorities to better understand what types of 
programs may exist and how they may want to evolve their program.  

Rep. Blais asked if the legislation was refiled in the current legislative session. 
McKiernan stated that it has not been refiled since 2018.  

Michael DeVasto piggybacked on McKiernan’s comments. He noted that it is crucial to 
recognize the importance of home rule given the differences between each municipality. 
However, the question of license site transferability is inevitable as the industry matures 
and permit holders age towards retirement. Given that each municipality’s shellfish 
aquaculture industry is at a different stage in its development, it would be beneficial for 
municipalities with developing aquaculture programs to understand what jurisdictions 
with more mature programs are doing.   

Bob Glenn then pivoted to the update from the Shellfish Hatchery Working Group. This 
Working Group was initiated in response to concerns raised by aquaculturists regarding 
seed availability and included technical experts who are not SAP members—Chloe 
Starr, the Operations Manager at the Aquacultural Research Corporation in Dennis; 
Hannah Pearson from Island Creek; and Dan Ward, Owner and Farmer at Ward 
Aquafarms and Scallop Bay Shellfish Company on Cape Cod. Glenn then introduced 
Chloe Starr and asked her to provide an update. The Working Group met for the first 
time three weeks ago and developed a mission to investigate the issues facing the 
shellfish hatchery sector to improve the sustainability and resiliency of seed supply in 
the Commonwealth. To this end, the Working Group will be analyzing DMF’s seed 
purchase statistics, surveying growers and hatcheries to better understand regional 
seed supply, investigate issues related to pathology, and conduct outreach to 
aquaculturists on how best to minimize mass mortality, and identify research needs.  

 



Massachusetts Shellfish Officer’s Association (MSOA) Update 
Bob Glenn introduced Renee Gagne, Shellfish Constable for Chatham and Vice 
President for MSOA. The MSOA annual meeting occurred on March 13 and was hosted 
at UMass Dartmouth’s School for Marine Science and Technology (SMAST) East in 
New Bedford. Renee provided an update on the Constable Certification Course. 
Historically, this was an 80-hour course held at the Maritime Academy. Overtime, the 
Maritime Academy became less involved with this training which came to a head during 
the pandemic. In response, MSOA, the Massachusetts Environmental Police (MEP), 
and DMF worked to develop a virtual training course. While this online format 
addressed an immediate training issue, it was not viewed as a long-term solution. 
Working with Grace Simkin at Woods Hole Oceanographic Institution (WHOI) Sea 
Grant, the MSOA has developed a training course plan that has been embraced by 
Cape Cod Community College. The hope is for the community college to host a 
semester long hybrid in-person and virtual learning course with office hours, lab work, 
field trips, and networking opportunities. MSOA was tentatively scheduled to meet with 
DMF, the community college, and MEP to discuss how best to move this forward with 
the goal of offering the course during the fall semester. Additionally, MSOA was working 
with DMF to develop a potential amendment to G.L. c. 130, §98 to address who hosts 
the training course—as the statute is specific to Massachusetts Maritime Academy—as 
well as to provide clarity to the extent of constable authority given law enforcement 
training requirements under the Peace Officer Standards and Training (POST) 
Commission.   

McKiernan noted the importance of evolving the Constable training program. He then 
explained that Constables were struggling with uncertainty regarding the extent of their 
enforcement authority under the POST Commission. Renee added that this is even 
more challenging because of the lack of uniformity in how shellfish constable role is 
positioned across municipalities. There was then discussion among Dan, Renee, 
Senator Fernandes, and Rep. Blais regarding how best to potentially address this issue 
with the legislature and within the framework of the legislative calendar.   

 

New Shellfish Habitat Program  
Bob Glenn introduced Dan Goulart, a Coastal Project Manager with the Nature 
Conservancy. Goulart represented a new collaboration across DMF and the Nature 
Conservancy to restore shellfish habitat through Natural Resources Conservation 
Service funding. Goulart shared slides on the project’s goals and deliverables and how 
they function within the framework of policy plans. Bob shared excitement for DMF’s 
involvement in this project. The Division will help ensure restoration comports with 
public health standards, as is critical to DMF’s mission.  



Sean Terrill added his enthusiasm for being a partner on this project, and DMF’s Habitat 
Program Leader, Mark Rousseau, added that Sean and Dan Goulart will be working 
closely with the municipalities on restoration.  

Bob invited questions from the SAP.  

Mike DeVasto asked if the project will look at areas closed to the harvest of shellfish due 
to water quality. Dan Goulart, Mark Rousseau, and Chrissy Petitpas noted that projects 
would be evaluated based on a number of criteria. There is potential to site projects in 
contaminated waters under certain circumstances, including the ability to actively 
enforce harvest prohibitions.  DeVasto recommended reaching out to the Town of 
Wellfleet regarding the Herring River estuary for a potential restoration site. Sean Terrill 
then noted that he has discussed enforcement bandwidth with classification area 
biologists across various towns to understand feasibility of restoration in different 
regions. Dale Leavitt commented on the potential for restoration sites to become 
disease reservoirs. Bob Glenn and Sean Terrill shared this concern and added disease 
screening will be necessary.  

 

DMF Shellfish Program Updates 
 

DMF Personnel Update 

Bob Glenn then introduced Matt Camisa as DMF’s South Coast Shellfish Program 
Lead. In addition to Sean Terrill being brought on to the Habitat Program, the Shellfish 
Program also recently promoted aquaculture specialist Gabe Lundgren.  

 

Marina & Mooring Policy  

Camisa outlined the DMF’s draft matrix for classifying marinas based on various factors 
that may impact water quality (e.g., MSDs on vessels, overnight berths, dockage, 
presence of house boats). These factors will inform requirements to minimize effects on 
adjacent areas.    

 

2024 & 2025 FDA PEER & RARM Reviews 

Camisa then provided updates on FDA audits: the Program Element and Evaluation 
Review (PEER), which examines growing area classification, and the Risk Assessment, 
Risk Management (RARM) audit, which evaluates harvest and farming. This year’s 
Growing Area PEER is scheduled for the first full week of August in Buzzards Bay, 
Mount Hope Bay, South Cape, and Nantucket. However, given delays in springtime US 



Food and Drug Administration (FDA) audits coupled with ongoing adjustments to the 
federal government, the audit may be delayed, cancelled, or performed virtually.  FDA’s 
RARM audit is biennial and will not occur this year. DMF’s performance was graded well 
last year, but FDA did highlight several issues including (e.g., ability to inspect 
residential ice machines, ice slurry and dealer trucks not reducing shellfish to 45°F at 
landing).  

With regards to the Control of Harvest audit, the signed Memorandum of Understanding 
(MOU) between the MEP, Department of Public Health (DPH), and DMF is now drafted 
and under review. Matt noted that some conditionally approved areas are rainfall areas 
and require temporary closure after a threshold of rainfall, and these plans are 
established with relevant towns and do not require legal notice unlike other issues.  

Mike DeVasto asked if local health agents would be needed to do inspections of 
residential ice machines or if they would be done individually. Matt responded that it 
could be himself, Alex, or Gabe, that would inspect the ice machines, but it’s not yet 
decided, as this was an emerging concern not a deficiency. Mike asked about who 
inspects Hazard Analysis and Critical Control Points (HACCP) facilities. Matt responded 
that DPH does that.  

 

Derelict fishing/aquaculture gear 

Bob Glenn introduced the issue of derelict fishing and aquaculture gear as a long-
standing problem facing DMF. Until December 2024, state statutes protected fishing 
gear regardless of its disposition. DMF worked with Senator Tarr and a derelict fishing 
gear task force to introduce a bill to amend Chapter 130, Section 31 and rescind 
Section 32, expanding DMF’s ability to regulate derelict fishing gear removal. Bob 
explained that although the scale of derelict aquaculture gear is much smaller than that 
of derelict fishing gear, the nature of aquaculture, including diversity of gear and gear 
marking, complicates regulatory implementation. Practices led by Amy Croteau of 
Barnstable, which require the owner to retrieve their own gear, can serve as a model for 
other municipalities. Bob emphasized that gear marking requirements will likely be 
crucial in upcoming regulation.  

 

Reclassifications around Wastewater Outfalls 

Wayne Castonguay introduced the issue of Ipswich River’s reclassification. He provided 
background, outlining how the Interstate Shellfish Sanitation Conference (ISSC) 
adopted criteria to calculate the size of mandatory dilution zones around wastewater 
treatment outfalls in 2015 and 2017, revealing that some mandatory prohibited zones 
were deficient according to the FDA audits. DMF identified 12 plants that may require 



adjustment in prohibited zones, starting with the Scituate plant, and plants in New 
Bedford and Fairhaven. The Ipswich and Dartmouth plant were flagged for deficiency 
last year. SMAST completed modeling the Ipswich plant hydrography in January, 
revealing in a map zones of 320:1 and 1000:1 dilutions. National Shellfish Sanitation 
Program (NSSP) requires a minimum prohibited zone of 1000:1 dilution unless proven 
otherwise by substantial data, with a floor of 320:1. This new prohibited area criteria is 
generally larger than the size of previously prohibited zones, causing significant local 
impact. There is no significant change to areas of N4 and N6, as these were already 
classified as conditional. Bob Glenn asked for clarification on whether 1000:1 
designated conditional or prohibited activity. Wayne clarified that all areas up to 1000:1 
are prohibited unless proven otherwise with data, which may be revealed by the SMAST 
model and other data. Preliminary modeling in Dartmouth has suggested there will be 
minimal impact of shellfisheries.   

Wayne added that after November’s meeting, DMF committed to additional sampling 
around New Bedford and Fairhaven. Josh Reitsma and Sea Grant helped deploy 
tryptophan sensors, and additional testing on the impact of sewage releases via 
Combined Sewer Overflows (CSO) is underway in Dartmouth. Wayne clarified that 
modeling has only been performed with sewage plant outfalls, but CSOs, a different 
issue, are not being modeled and are being evaluated with other NSSP tools. These 
issues have frequently been conflated due to their regulations’ parallel roll out caused 
by recent state law requiring public notification of CSOs.  

He also noted that DMF is collaborating with WHOI Sea Grant to conduct a peer review 
of the SMAST model, which may be complete as soon as the spring.  

Glenn asked to clarify what the tryptophan sensor is for. Wayne confirmed it can be 
used to detect CSOs, explaining that the sensor detects tryptophan as an indicator for 
fecal coliform bacteria caused by CSOs, allowing for continuous monitoring to pick up 
intermittent slugs. Camisa added that the sensor was deployed last Friday on the 
SMAST dock and sampling continues every day. One potential issue is that the dock 
and sensor location is located ½ mile from New Bedford’s outfall pipe, so there’s 
uncertainty on whether the sensor can detect CSOs at that location. However, it will 
allow DMF to hopefully ground truth with daily water samples and understand the 
sensor’s efficacy in detecting CSOs and allow for more efficient closures and 
communication.  

Wayne showed a slide of the Ipswich reclassification closure zones, where 
approximately 500 additional acres were prohibited, and N6.0 was reclassified as 
conditionally approved, though this area is not widely used for shell fishing.   

 



Depuration Fishery Status  

Wayne explained that the NSSP allows shellfish to be taken from moderately 
contaminated or technically Restricted areas to be depurated or relayed to an approved 
or conditionally approved area. DMF operated a depuration facility on Plum Island from 
the 1960s until November 2023, when a coastal storm destroyed the seawater system, 
and the plant was closed. DMF commissioned a study to evaluate the feasibility of 
rebuilding the plant and provided financial relief to fishers who were impacted, as 
described in November. The study revealed that it would not be financially feasible to 
restore the plant both because of the plant’s cost and the fishery’s decline, and that 
extreme vulnerability of the location. DMF collaborated with Maine, New Hampshire, 
and the DPH to develop a program to allow MA shellfish to use a depuration facility in 
nearby Elliot, ME called Spinney Creek. The cost differential is being subsidized by 
DMF. The Merrimack Estuary is now using the Spinney Creek depuration plant, and 
DMF is working with master diggers in Greater Boston Harbor to potentially utilize the 
facility. DMF is cautiously optimistic that this effort could save this legacy fishery.  

 

2025 ISSC & NESSA Meetings 

Wayne explained that participants in NSSP in MA attend two annual efforts to govern 
the program, including the Northeast Shellfish Sanitation Association (NESSA) which 
includes New England states, New York, and New Jersey. NESSA includes the FDA, 
public health specialists, and shellfish specialists, and will meet in Long Island in a few 
weeks; however, the FDA, a significant partner who leads training at NESSA, is unable 
to attend due to federal uncertainty. An ISSC convention is planned to take place in 
October of this year to govern the NSSP, and DMF hopes FDA will be able to attend by 
then. Wayne asked for comments from Eric Hickey, a member of the ISSC Executive 
Board from MA and the Assistant Director of the Food Protection Program at the BPH.  

Eric confirmed that FDA will not attend NESSA, which is unfortunate because they 
provide trainings on growing areas or lab issues, and plant sanitation. A few people will 
present instead of the FDA. Bryant Lewis, a Growing Area supervisor at the Maine 
Department of Marine Resources, will present on a Maine disease outbreak in oysters 
this past summer. The meeting will take place April 2nd and 3rd in Riverhead, NY, and 
Eric is hopeful it will still achieve the goals of the meeting without the FDA.  

Regarding the ISSC meeting in October, members of the executive office, including 
Executive Chair Michael Bott and Executive Director Keith Skiles, are still determining 
whether they will be able to hold the event. Polled members of the executive board have 
said the meeting should not take place without the FDA. The FDA plays a significant 
role in concurring proposals at the conference, so without the FDA issues may arise in 
submitting proposals. Additionally, the current federal funding resolution expires in 



September, so there is risk in losing the FDA at the conference very close to the 
conference’s scheduled date. In the event that the meeting is postponed, it would allow 
for the committee to continue to prepare and conduct business, as they were heavily 
impacted by COVID. If postponed, the meeting may be pushed as far out as October 
2026, but this will likely be resolved next week during their Emergency Executive Board 
Meeting. Dan added that one of the purposes of the SAP is to provide feedback on 
potential issues ahead of the ISSC meeting, so if the meeting is postponed, that agenda 
item would not be necessary in upcoming meetings. Eric added that the call for 
proposals run from May 6th through June 20th, 2025, which will likely be impacted by this 
process, and will be discussed during the Emergency Executive Board Meeting next 
week.  

Dale Leavitt proposed that the application of the CSO model ordinance for regulatory 
purposes was premature, and verification is necessary before it should be used for 
regulation. Dale has been working with the Marine Policy Center (MPC) at the Roger 
Williams University Law School to determine whether the model’s standard can be 
adjusted for rainfall closures. The MPC has completed a legal review of the model 
ordinance in terms of its ability to be adapted for specific situations and is awaiting final 
review for the report, which should be released within the next few weeks by Alex 
Tamburino, the attorney leading the project. Dale shared some of the preliminary 
results. Conditional Area Management Plans (CAMP) may be an alternative way of 
managing closures, and Dale proposed that the SAP put together a subcommittee to 
understand the development of and later implement a Conditional Area Management 
Plan for Nasketucket Bay, noting that fecal coliform data through 1988 could be 
correlated with rainfall to determine whether there are predictable levels of fecal coliform 
exposure generated under certain rainfall conditions. A discussion followed. Dan asked 
whether it was the role of a subcommittee or the DMF to address the model ordinance. 
Dale responded it was his understanding that it’s a joint effort between industry and 
regulatory entities and would be fair for the SAP to get involved.  

Matt Camisa clarified the definition of a CAMP as applying to an area that predictably 
fails to meet the minimum or exceeds the threshold under specific circumstances, such 
as during bird migration or elevated bacteria counts. Camisa agreed that we should 
continue to investigate this and DMF has weighed in on the report from Alex. Camisa 
suggested that Dale is referring to the way Rhode Island addresses some CSO events 
in the Providence River; however, he cited significant differences between situations in 
New Bedford and Rhode Island. It’s the FDA and DMF’s understanding that when 
untreated sewage enters the marine environment, a shellfish closure must happen for 
21 days with the possibility of testing after the 7th day, which is how CSOs have been 
addressed in New Bedford. Massachusetts dilution has been adjusted due to results 
from research suggesting a lower fecal concentration in local CSOs, allowing for a 



smaller closure footprint. In Rhode Island, CSOs are located near treatment plants in 
the Providence River and are treated with chlorine, meaning they require a less strict 
dilution, reducing their closure footprint. The Providence River also holds a very large 
restricted area that helps dilute CSO activations. Camisa noted that the predictability of 
these events in New Bedford, which can happen during rain or dry events, is not 
perfect, making it difficult to have a CAMP. Dale responded that the SAP could be a 
forum to discuss this more deeply and requested a subcommittee.  

Bob noted that before considering a CAMP, the model ordinance’s legal issues should 
be resolved. It’s DMF’s understanding that CSO regulation falls under something they’re 
obligated to implement. Bob asked if DMF should assemble their legal team to 
investigate this further before moving forward with a subcommittee and CAMP. Dale 
responded that within the next month or two, there will be enough information to 
determine whether a CAMP is appropriate. Bob reiterated that as a shellfish 
management authority, DMF must concur with the legal advice. Dale noted that this 
effort is not to immediately implement a CAMP, but to explore the development of a 
CAMP, requiring legal opinion from DMF and data analysis to better understand the 
extent of predictability. Dan asked Dale which components of the SAP he would like to 
join the subcommittee. Dale responded that this was not yet confirmed but Sarah 
Donilon at UMass Dartmouth is conducting analyses and would be a good technical 
resource.  

Seth Garfield asked (1) what DMF is doing to address the CSO issue and whether they 
will help shellfish farmers impacted by the Ipswich River closures relocate, (2) could 
DMF help involve New Bedford in a newly proposed bill meant to reduce Massachusetts 
CSOs, and (3) when can solutions be proposed and discussed at the ISSC meeting with 
it being potentially postponed. Dan responded that DMF is trying to study CSO issues, 
and he is not opposed to taking a deeper look at Dale’s request along with the DPH and 
DEP. Michael Moore asked to clarify if a motion has been made regarding the 
subcommittee. Bob responded that Dale is a panel member and can make a motion but 
is recommending to the SAP to create a working group. Bob asked Jared whether we 
need a motion to create a formal working group. Jared responded that generally we 
haven’t used motions to create subgroups previously; rather, it’s done on a volunteer 
basis. Dan added it could be helpful to designate exactly what the subcommittee would 
address. Matt attempted to distill the proposal, suggesting that Dale is proposing an 
alternative to the mandatory 21-day closure for each CSO release in which data is used 
to understand what length of closures are usually required for a given amount of rain 
and treat CSO events as rainfall events. Dale confirmed that this would be a possibility, 
and this would be a better system than used today because there is currently no 
predictability for growers, and increased predictability could lead to CAMPs but not 
necessarily. Matt asked the group if we feel that we can characterize water quality in 



Nasketucket Bay with samples gathered 5 times per year when CSO events can 
happen at any time? Dale responded that we have data from 40 years. Matt confirmed 
that this is true, but we would then be required to correlate that data with the timing, 
location, and severity of CSO events, which were not available until 18 months ago, 
reiterating that Chrissy should be involved in this conversation as soon as possible. 
Dale agreed and noted that a working group is a good way to discuss this issue further.  

Josh Reitsma added that a working group could determine what kind of data is 
necessary to develop a CAMP in the future. Bob summarized that there is interest from 
panel members to convene a subgroup to further discuss this, reiterating DMF’s 
concerns on the timing of this discussion, but supported a future meeting. He asked 
whether we need to create a formal subgroup right now? Dan asked who would be 
interested in joining the discussion, suggesting a meeting could be held with Dale, Eric, 
and Michael at least. Josh Reitsma, Seth Garfield, and Sean Bowen volunteered, and 
Michael Moore asked to be notified after the first meeting when a more concrete 
structure of the body is formed. Bob clarified the issue pertains only to how the model 
ordinance is applied to CSO events, so Eric would be an important addition. Michael 
reiterated that he’s reluctant to commit DPH involvement without more information.  

Seth asked the group what approaches are being explored to support aquaculturists 
with significant closures related to sewage outflow. Dan responded that these are 
complicated issues and he’s hesitant to do anything that will jeopardize the shellfish 
industry regarding the model ordinance, but DMF does not have authority to move 
municipal farms. Seth agreed but it’s a state regulation impacting the farmers. Dan 
suggested he will continue the conversation with Department of Agriculture. Matt 
clarified that the outfall and CSO issues are separate; Dartmouth and Fairhaven 
closures are CSO-related. There are no CSOs in upper Buzzards Bay or the Cape. The 
closures that farmers are suffering from are directly caused by CSO events. DMF has 
quadrupled efforts to minimize impacts to the municipalities since instituting emergency 
closures related to CSOs, including testing 7 days after a closure and increasing lab 
productivity. Bigger picture ideas regarding how to avoid these issues can be a group 
discussion. Dale agreed in DMF’s efforts to address this issue and reiterated this 
proposal was not meant to undermine DMF’s work, rather to continue the conversation.  

 

Other Business 
 

Upcoming Meeting Dates 

Bob asked if caucusing upcoming meeting dates could be completed outside of the 
meeting in the interest of time. Wayne confirmed.  



 

Future Meeting Agenda Items  

Bob asked if there are any future meeting agenda items. Dale suggested that tagging 
needs to be revisited. Amy noted that the green crab issue should be discussed. Wayne 
confirmed that his meeting with Senator Tarr regarding this issue has been rescheduled 
and will take place next week.    

 

Public Comments 

Scott Soares reiterated appreciation for DMF’s efforts and supported efforts to explore 
CAMPs and other potential avenues, expressing interest in proposed bills in the Senate 
and House to address CSOs.  

 
Adjourn 

Bob asked for a motion to adjourn. Dale moved the motion, and multiple members 
seconded.  

 

Next Meeting 
November 12, 2025 

John Curtis Free Library, Hanover, MA 
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