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Meeting was called to order at 7:56 p.m. Vice Chairman JM acted
as Chairman in AM's absence. EM, and GG were also pressent. EnN
and AM were absent due to illness. The Board®s conswultant,
Fhilip B. Herr was also present.

JM calls +or submissions from the floor.

B. Lord has a Development Flan for review by the Board for a lot
in the Ames parking lot. There is one problem because the Town
Engineer is working on the Depot Strest bridge full time so the
town sesssentially has no Town Engilneer, He took the plans himself
arnd distributed them. He will present a signed sheet to the
Board noting that the plans were received. He is requesting time
on the agenda for the discussion.

JM asks what they are doing.
B. Lord responds that they are putting in & Dunkin Donuts.

JM asks if the plan shows adequate parking for the entire site.
When CVES was built they did not come in for a site plan review.

E. l.aord notes that this is a separate lot. It is the small lot

e

on the side. There are 2 separate owners and separate entities
who own each of the lots.

JM asks who owns the lots.

B, Lord responds that they are owned by Wasserman Brothers and

Wasserman and Company; 3 separate entitiss. Part of the parking
ig in the main lot.

F. Herr states that none of the drawings show the lot.

B. Lord points the lot line out on the plan. He will have it
defined. He was not very happy with the drawings.

F. Herr does not believe this is a big issue.
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Clerk asks if Mr. Lord will be presenting the fee of $5& now.
B. Lord presents fee.

RIVERVIEW FPARK, FHASES I, II and V
DEFINITIVE SUBDIVISIONS
CONTINUATION OF FPUBLIC HEARINGS

JM notes that the Board has letters $rom Attorney Bruce Lord on
behalf of his client Howard Fafard requesting a withdrawal of the
definitive plan for Phase I. He reads the letter, dated March
Z2hy 1992 stating that his client Fafard Companies and Ledgemnsre
Condominium Corporation request that they be allowed to withdraw

the Definitive Flan for Riverviesw Park, Phase I without
preiudice. Hiz clients no longer have an  interest in  this
property.

JM  reads letter from Attorney lLord dated March 2érg 1992,
requesting an extension of time for action regarding Riverview
Fark, Phases II and V to August 195, 1992 with a continuance of
the public hearing to July 23, 1992,

Thomas Clark from the audience asks JM to read the first lettar
again.

JM rereads letter of withdrawal relative to FPhass I.

EM makes a motion to approve the withdrawal of Fhase I without
prejudice. 0BG seconds motion. Unanimous vote of 3 (IM, EM and
Bi) .

JM rereads letter relative to the request for an extension for
Fhases II and V. He asks the reason for the reguest.

B. Lord responds that Fhase V has a problem because the Town of
Bellingham is interested in a well on the Core of Ernginesr
propearhy. It is on the line of the property. No siting was done
until the last week and a half. It affects the plan and the road
system. They request a continuance for the town to review the
question relative to the well. The Water Dept. has an article on
the warrant for the May 1992 Town Meeting asking for bonding to

develop the well. Fhase Il parcel on Hartford avenue is
mortgaged to First FBoston  Rank. They have been one major
protagonist in the bankruptcy. Llast week a settlement was

3
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reached. Until it is accepted by the Court, they are at a stand
atill.

JM feels that sounds reasonable.

EM makes a motion to continue Riverview Fark Phases II anmnd V  to
July 2%, 1992 to 8:00 p.m. with an extension to August 15, 1992,

-

BG seconds motion. Unanimous vote of 3 (JM, EM and GG).

12 FUBLIC HEARINGS RE: PROFPOSED ZONING EBYLAW AMENDMENTS AND
REZONING FETITIONS

Fo Herr distributes a handout to evervone in the audience with
bhrief descriptions of the proposals.

B makes a motion to waive the reading of the notice. EM
gaconds. Unanimous vote of 3 (IM, EM and GG).

JM asks Clerk to read the agenda which lists the 12 proposed
articles.

dJM will take the articles in order. He reads the description
relative to the article for Development Flan Review. He asks 1f
there are guestions from the audiesnce.

Mo one responds.

EM does not think the HBoard has to go through a discussion
because the Bylaw has been changed Ffor small issues. ~n
applicant will have to ask to waive paving the parking but that
is not part of this.

F. Herr notes that is a different issue.

EM euplains that the Development Flan Review (DFR) was too
restrictive in some ways. The Board is trving to find a middle
ground.

Clerk notes that the Health Agent forwarded a letter,.. dated March
25, 1992 stating that the Board of Health nreeds more time to
respond to  the Bylaw Amendments and the preliminary plan for
Rawsaons Farm.

JM states that the proposed amendments were all advertised as one
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public hearing.
EM notes however, that they are separate articles.

Fo Herr euplaing that sach will have separate recommendations at
the Town Meeting.

JM reads the description for Lot Clarification Amendment.

Fo Herr explains that came from the Building Inspector with a
wording change from Town Counsel.

EM points out that there was a problem with a duplex. It is done
by lot instead of household.

JM  asks if anyone from the audience would like to address this
article.

No one responds.

JM reads the description for Yards Modification.

F. Herr explains that this also came from the Building Inspector
who questioned the area restricting accessory buildings. Hez
thouwght it was too strict. Fresently it is 48 squars fest. It
will be increased to BO sguare feet. It clarifies that toolsheds
can not be put in fromt vards.

6G notes that it used to be a & X 8 shed, now it will be 8 X 10.
JM calls for guestions/comments from the Board or audience.

Mo response.

JM reads  the definition for Junkvards. He calls for guestions
from the Board or audience.

Steve Racicot, Maple Street, requested a Bylaw for no additional
new Jdunkyards in town. He asked if the FPlanning Board could
check out the feasibility. He asks if¥ any action has been taken
on that issue.

JM notes that the issue was referred to Town Counsel. The Board
has not heard back from him vet.

4
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Thomas Clark asks if the article means that stuff which is stored
on someone’s yvard could be considered a Junkvard.

JM responds that is not the reason for the article,

T. Clark states that people will have a problem with their vard
being called a Junkyard if they have scrap in their vard.

F. Herr responds that yes, that was the intention of the article,
T. Clark thinks it is a bad idea.

Fo Herr states that the article notes that one can have all the
dunk they want in a 200 square foolt arsa.

T. Clark thinks it will allow the Building Inspector to say that
someone has too much Jdunk or scrap in their vard and they will
get cited.

EM asks how this would apply to a farmer who has machinery which
he parks in the back of his vard.

Fuo Herr explains that right now there is no guidance. There is a
problem because there is no definmition. That doss not mean it is
not a Junkyard unless the principle use is junkyard.

Te Clark would like to voice his obidection to the rule
altogether. He believes it will be a problem to a homeowner. The
Building Inspector will be able to come by and say that someone
has a lot of bdunk but it is not bdunk to the guy who has it., He
will cite the homeowner.

Robert Hiltz agrees with Mr. Clark,

E. lord asks how this definition stands in relation to the state
definition.

F. Herr responds that there really isnt a state definition.
There are a whole series of definitions which are for diffarent
DUFDOSES., In the Zoning Bylaw there is a category called

Junkvards in the regulations in use category under Llise
Regulations Schedule, It is not listed as an accessory use. N
use is accessory unless it is occupving less land area. The

majority of the lot will be used For residential. A dunkvard is

3
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not prohibited as an accessory use Just as  a principle use in a
residential district.

B. Lord asks if auto salvage is included in the state definition
of dunkyards. Can an abandoned car be considered a Junkyard?

Fo Herr responds that no, but if someone had enough of them and
it was the principle use, it would be considered a Junkyard.

B. Lord states that the auto salvage would be included in terms
of & Junkvard.

EM indicates that the guestion here is that the article does not
say cars, it savs articles.

Fuo Herr reiterates that one would not be cited unless it were the
principle use of the premises.

T. Clark thinks it would be up to the Building Inspector to
determine.

JM asks  what happens if someons has 10 scrap washing machines in
their yard.

T. Clark states that there are other ways to prevent that other
tham changing this.

R. Hiltz asks if it is necessary for this article.

F. Herr suplains that it is absolutely unclear at the present
whether putting one washing machine is unfair to everyone., It ig
a reasonably bright line. This would not leave it wup to  the
Building Inspector to make a determination. This rule would make

it clear.

T. Clark believes that it opens the door for anvone to be cited.
He asks i+ the town needs another rule.

JM o explains that this is not a rule. It is a definition.
T. Clark asks if they are having a problem in the town.

JM notes  that the Building Inspector must have had a problem
because he asked the Roard to draw this L.

&
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Fo.o Herr thinks that the Board should note Mr. Clark®s comments.
EM reiterates that the Building Inspector asked for the article.
T. Clark asks who is the sponsor for the article?

Fo Herr responds that the Building Inspector asked +or the
article. The Flanning Board is the sponsor.

R. Hiltz asks why.
JM responds that it is because there is no definition now.

Fo Hiltz thowght a dunkyvard reguired a license. This seems very
broad and swesping. & lot of people in town have one to two cars
or  parts in their vard which will probably be construsd as a
Junkvard.

JdM notes that the existing Bylaw allows one unlicensead car.

Mort BenMoar states that the Bylaw at present allows one
unregistered car on oa lot.

R. Hiltz asks if someone has a license to store unregistered
vehicles, would that still be considered a Jjunkyard?

Roland  Lavalee understands the concerns but  states that 5
unregistered vehicles is not waste or scrap articles whether they
arg licensed or not.

JM states  that the problem is that Jdunkyards are allowed in an
industrial zone but there is no definition.

T. Clark thinks they are giving the Building Inspector too  much
latitude to say anything is Junk. This stretches it too far.

Ernest Hiltz, 118 Maple Street, owns a welding shop. He keeps a
lot of steel and sometimes a car which he is restoring will sit
for awhile. This says any scrap is considered a Junkyard.
Someons else may think that his stuff is scrap, but it is not +o
hima

B. Lord states that is allowed in an industrial area AMYWAY .
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JM explains that someone who lives in a residential subdivision
would not want their next door neighbor doing somathing like what
Mr. Hiltz is doing in their yvard. Valid points have been birrought
Up.  Mavbe the definition needs work. They do nesed a definition
of Jdunkyvard. The Board will send it back to the consultant and
will not close the hearing nor act on it tonight because it needs
wolr b .

T. Llark thinks they should get rid of it altogether,

B. Lord thinks part of the problem is that 200 square fest is 10
X 20 which is one car. Mavhe it is too small.

EM thinks that the Board can act on some of +the zoning articles
tonight.

EM makes a motion to continue this hearing for 9 minutes. E1E]
sgconds motion. Unanimous vote of 3 (IM, EM and GG)Y.

LAKEVIEW ESTATES
DEFINITIVE SUBDIVISION
CONTINUED PUBLIC HEARING

JM opens the public hearing for Lakeview Estates.

JM reads letter from Attorney Bruce Lord, dated March 2h, 1992
requesting  an  extension of time to  August 15, 1992 with a
continuance of the public hearing for Lakeview FEstates to July
FE. 1994,

EM asks what the reason for the reguest is.

BE. Lord responds that the reason is the same as for Riverview
Fark, Fhase II. This is all coming to a head. They are putting
the agreemsnts with the bank together.

JM asks if anvone from the auwdience is here for Lakeview Estates,

GG does not know if he can sit on this issues. He is an abutter
to an abutter.

JM notes that this has been going on for & Years. The
configuration of the Flanning Board could change drastically in
the next two months. The applicant could come back on July 2%,

8
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1992 with no input from any of the residents because the public
hearing has been going on for & vears.

M. BenMoar is not here specifically for this public hearing but
ig interested in the Silver Lake development.

B. Lord has sent notices of the hearings to  abutters on several
agcasions.  The reality is that the Board doss not have a QLI M.
No action is allowed except continuance at this time.

GG has to check with Town Counsel to find out it he can wit on
this because he is an abutter to an abubter.

JM notes that i there were % members here, they would have bit
the booty.

EM asks if they should continue to the next meeting.

JM states they can continue to the Ffirst meeting in April 1992
with the extension for a couple of davs after that.

Fo Herr notes that he needs more time to pull together the
decision since they have to review plans and information which
was submitted & years ago. The only thing the Board can do at
the next meeting is deny. This is & big piece of land. The Board
can continue the hearing to the next meeting with an extension
for the decision to the end of May 1992.

E. Lord requests they continue to the last meeting in April 1992,

JM calls for a motion to continue the public hearing for Lakeview
Estates to April 23, 1992 at 8:30 p.m.

EM makes a motion to continue the public hearing to April 23,
1992 at 8:30 p.m. with an extension to May 29, 1992. GG seconds

-r

motion.  Unanimous vote of 3 (IM, EM and GG).

FUBLIC HEARINGS FOR ZONING BYLAW FROFOSED CHANGES CONTINUED

JM reopens the public hearings for the Zoning Bylaw changes.

JM reads the definition for Drive Faving Modification.

F. Herr notes that this was also at the request of the Building

G
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Inspectar. Some people think that they do not have to pave the
diriveway.

EM asks if this applies to residential.
Fo Herr notes that it does not matter.
GG states that it does exclude single family residences.

JM reads the actual article and asks i+ there is any discussion
from the Board.

EM asks what happens with & duplex with a single driveway on
either side. Can they have stone or do they have to pave?

Fo Herr states they would have to pave it. This Bylaw would not
be changing that. Mavbe it should be.

Te Clark asks if this is saying everything has to be paved in the
parking area. What happens if the owner does not want pavemant
because it is not conducive to what he is doing?

Fo Herr responds  that he would have +o come to  the Flanning
Board. They can waive the reguirement.

T. Clark asks what happens if a guy has a bullding which is
conducive to a stone driveway.

GG states that if the architect designed it so great with a stone
driveway, then he can come before the Board to prove that they
should get the waiver.

T. Clark asks what happens i+ one doss not want to do that.

F. Herr notes that this article does not change anything which is
in effect right now. It dust clarifies that it applies to
drivewaves as well.

GG explains that the Building Inspector came in with this issus
because there was someone on Farm Streest who paved the parking
area but not the driveway because he felt that heavy esquipment
would damage the pavement. There is a high cost factor.

JM reads Bection 3331, Surfacing, which shtates that "All regquired

10
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parking areas except those serving single~family residences shall
be paved, unless exempted by the Flanning Board in acting under
Section 1420, for cases such as seasonal for periodic use where
unpaved suwfaces will not  cause dust, grrosion, hazard, or
wnsightly conditions." This was done in the past to not create
dust or bother the neighbors. There is a problem with paving the
parking area and not the driveway.

T. Clark states that this would make somsone pave the driveway if
they did not want to. He does not see why they would have to
come up  and ask the Flanning Board if they do not  want to pave
the driveway.

Fo Herr explains that the issue is the concern over arosion, dust
with the vehicles going in and out. The Fire Dept. is also unable
to gain  access. Emergency vehicles can not get through during
the mud season. There are circumstances where they do not need
paving. There is a review process. There is no public hearing
for Development Plan Review. The Eoard can waive the pavement
recquiremant. There was a particular problem with Mr. Clark’'s
property on site which caused for paved parking. The plan called
for it to be paved.

T. Clark asks what F. Herr is getting at. He always intended for
it to bhe paved.

GG refers to a letter from the utility company which said that it
should have been paved, but there was gravel there.

T. Clark asks what they are trying to get at. It is paved.
Fo Herr apologizes for the reference.

EM explains that one year ago things had to be paved. EBefore the
Board could not waive the parking. This is a requirement for the
parking area. They will not make a guy pave the road behind his
place.

JM notes that the pavement requirement For parking areas is
already in the Bylaw. This Just adds the access driveway unless
it is exempted by the Flanning Board. He reads that the old
Bylaw states that it shall be paved. All the arguments which are
being used are also arguments against the existing Bylaw. There
was a problem where the guy paved the parking area and not the

11
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driveway which created a lot of dust. He came in with the old
Bylaw and said it did not say that he had to pave the driveway.

EM states that the old Bvlaw has a parking area pavement
reguirement but not for the driveway. The guy on Farm Street
wsed that to get away with not paving the driveway.

JIM reads the Home Occupation Clarification definition. This makes
the law less restrictive.

EM notes that it keeps evervhody from having to run to the Zoning
Board of Appeals for a variance. Veternarian doctor had to get a
variance but a medical doctor doess not.

EM states that Home Occupations is under Setion 4113,

Fuo Herr states that Section 4112 is the list which they are
leaving alone. This is under 4113,

JM states that if szomneocne repairs computers in their home, they
will not have to go to the Zoning Board of Appeals. He asks for
auestion/comments from the Board or audience.

No response.

JM reads  the Fortable Signs amendment defintion. He asks if
anyone is interested in this article.

Fo Herr explains that this prohibits against putting a triangle
sign at an  intersection. Also, one can not have any sign within
107 of the street line unless it can be seen under.

8. Racicot asks a guestion to clarify this. At the variety store
at High Street and Main Street, there is a big portable sign. He
asks if this falls in the triangle and if it does would it have
to be moved back so people can see around it.

Fo Herr responds that had it not  beesn there before that would be
the case. Howaver, the owner owns it as far as TONing goes.
They can not make the law apply retroactrive.

EM states that there iz a satety factor. One could complain to

the Folice Dept.

12
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Fo Herr notes that all remaining articles have to do with map
changes. He has included a small map with each article in the
package which he distributed.

JdJM  states that the first one has +to  do with Maple Street
reroning. He reads the definition and the article. He explains
that this is the Board's article because the lots are split zoned
in half. The back is industrial and the front is residential.
This moves it back and makes the buffer zone bigger. He aska for
questions relative to this Zoning Bylaw articles.

No response.
JM will go on to the Faine Street rezoning description.

EM notes that the last article relative to Maple Street had ro
distussion because the Board already had an informal meeting
where they notified the people who had property to be rezoned so
they would know what was being done. That is the reason why
there was no discussion tonight. The praperty owners already
knew whalt was going on.

M reads  the Faing Street Rezoning definition rezoning from
Agricultural to Residential all land comprising the back portions
of the lots in guestion. He calls for guestions from the Board
or o audiesnce.

Fu Herr points  owub that everyithing around this is now
residential.

dM reads the definition for the lot 3 rezoning which states that
the petitioner will explain this article. He reads the article
which states that the Town will vote to  amend the Bellingham
Zoning Bylaw by revising tghe Zoning Map east of William Wayv,
Fezoning from Agricultgural District to Industrial District [ §
on Assessors’ Map 48, or act in relation thereto.

EM asks how they ended up with 3 articles relative to one issue.
M. Herr states that there are 3 articles. One is for the whole

of Lot 3 oand two are to rezone only  the western portion of the

Lot 3. There are I articles for the other side of William Way.

IM asks who the petitioner is.
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Eill Back, Esguire, is representing Howard Thaver, one of the
DWW &, They are the petitioner to rerzone the whole of Lot 3.
He points to a plan and explains that it is Lot 4 on this plan.
The question has to do with the appropriate use of the property
to keep it in  harmony with the surrounding area. The scheme is
bernsficial to the town. It is all industrial on William Way. He
points out Saddleback Hill Road and the Boston Edison 3007 wide
easemant. A little area is zone agricultural. Given the area it
ig in, it is not conducive to what it is zoned. It isa 7 /4
acrea parcel.

IJM asks where Rbt. 140 is on the plan.

B. Sack points it out.

JM asks for comments/question from the Board/Audience.
T, Clark asks if it stops at the gas line.

EM states that it includes the gas line.

T. Clark asks if it is up to the gas line.

B. SBack states that Boston Edison owns the fse. The gas company
owns the easement.

Fuo Herr explains that they are not rezoning the Boston Edison
land, but they are proposing to rezone the gas property. The
next article will rezone OFUS Lots 1% and 1é&.

EM indicates that {t makes more sense to do the whole lot. If
this one goes through they will not need the other.

F. Herr states that this would eliminate the existing problem
which was not their’s to begin with.

Joyce Samet, Esquire, representing OPUS, explains that if this
article goes, they will not need the other two. She submits a
statemesnt supporting the article which Mr. SBack has ust
presented. OFUS supports the proposal by the landowner of Lot 3

The passage of that article will obviate the need to deal with

the other one. The map which P. Herr prepared is clearer than
the map which she and Attorney Sack have. The agricultural
triangle Juts into the industrial park. Rezoning is more

14
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conducive to industrial use.

T. Clark doss not undsrstand Lot 3.

dM would like to keep the discussion through the chair.

T. Clark refers to the 2 sections which split lot 3 and lot 4.

GG notes that the Assessor’s map is not the same as what Mr. Sack
is showing.

B. Sack responds that it is the same configuration.

G states that it is not the same. The square pisce is not
included.

F.o Herr states that it is already industrial. Most of it is
industrial but not all of it. He goes to the map and points out

the lot in guestion. The triangle continues to be zoned
business. They left the triangle business. The article does not
cite the part rezoning from business. Maybe the article as

written will not change that triangle.

T. Clark states that the actual lot 3 refers to the whole lot.
Lot 2 is 70 acres not dust 7 374, They are either referring to
the whole lot or part. It is one way or the other.

B. Sack responds that they are referring to the 7 3/4 acres.

"« Herr indicates that the article says to rezone Lot =
regardless of the number of acres so it will be industrial. The
proposal  will do the whole of lot 3. Mr. Clark is right. The
intent is to rezone north of the Boston Edison for 7 3/4  acres.

The article proposes to do more.
EM askse how it can be amended.

F. Herr states that it can be amended in a motion at the Town
Mesting.

B states that the article’s intent is for 774 acres. They are
not  going all  the way. There is not problem with rezoning a
portion of lot 2.
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F. Herr states that they can not rewrite the article, but they
can write the motion to make it clear to cover less than what is
cavered in the article. They warned people that they might do
more in  the notice of public hearing. I+  they were warned to do
less then they could not do it.

B. Back states that the petitioner is only asking the Board to
recommend the rexoning to the Town Meesting.

EM makes a motion to recommend the article to the Town Meeting.

JM indicates that they have to make it clear that the motion is
to rezone the smaller portion of the lot.

T. Clark asks why the whole piece is not rezoned “AAndustrial
instead of one piece.

F. Herr explains that this is a petitioned article. T. Clark has
made a point which is well taken. However, the applicant did not
petition for the whole thing. Boston Edison property is the
clear boundarvy. The BRoard on its own initiative can look at
preparing & rezoning article for the remaining portion which was
not petitioned at a later date.

T. Clark states that the article refers to the whole of lot 3.

F. Herr responds that the petitioner submitted material which
showed only a portion north of the easement.

GG states that the petitioner found that they made a mistake and
they have now corrected it in the minutes of this meating.

F. Herr indicates that the article rezoning the whole piece has a
clear rationale, however, they are only asking to do a part of
the property. They should hope that the first article is
favorably acted upon at the Town Meeting.

J. Bamet points out that the shape of the triangle Jjuts in. The
smaller part would be changing the configuration more and making
it more conducive with a straight line down. This alleviates the
problem with several lots not conforming and increases the
marketability for the town. It will open up opportunities for
the town. They will be changing the configuration to make it
more conducive to what the land use was intended for. Their

1é&
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article is a private petition to rezone land other than what is
owned by the petitioner. There was concern over having to divide
the property.

E. Sack states that his client wants to see their petition
passed. If the Planning Board recommends it, it will lend clout
at the Town Mesting floor.

F. Herr asks what happens if it fails.

B. Sack responds that Mr. Thayver will support the second petition
but it is not the desirable result. The first article is the bagt

appropriate use. The property has an odd configuration. He is
referring  to lot 7 on the plan. A lot of the area on the
southern side is wetlands. It abutts William Way at the end of
the cul-~de-sac. They want it rerzonsed industrial rather than

agricultural.
JM asks whose land it is.
B. Sack responds that it is all vacant Thayer land.

F. Herr indicates that the only thing which is agricultural
abutts Boston Edison.

JM asks for comments/questions from the floor.
No response.

JM states that they can continue this public hearing to the
gecond meseting in April 1992,

Fo Herr asks if the EBoard has heard from the Building Inspector
relative to these articles. It does not hurt to continue,

Clerk sent the Building Inspector a copy of the notice of public
hearing but he has sent no response.

JM states that they have to work on the Jjunkyard definition and a

motion has to be written relative to the Lot 3 rezoning by the
consultant.

66 states that the Board is waiting for the Jjunkvard and Board of
Health response.
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Larry Cibley thinks it is unfair to make everyone wait and come
back because of one Bylaw amendment. A lot of people are here
for William Way. He asks why the Board does not take a vote for
that portion of the meeting so those people do not have to come
back again. He asks why the Board does not make a recommendation

orn the article and take a proper stand on William Way.

JM asks if they can mechanically do this since all the articles
were advertised as one public bhearing.

EM wanted to recommend several articles.

F. Herr things they could close the public hearing for all parts
except the ones with guestions.

EM thinks they can close William Way articles, Faine Street,
Maple Street, kennesl, and vards.

JM states that they need a motion to close all but the Junkyard.
EM thinks they could close any articles which would not be Board
of Health issues. He asks if one would see the home occupations
A% a Board of Health issue and vard.

F. Herr responds that yvard would not be considered their issue.

EM asks if the kennel or hospital will be considered a Board of
Health concern.

Fo Herr responds that it could be.

EM will hold out on home occupations, animal kennel and hospital,
Junkyards to be rewritten and reclarified and DPFR.

T. Clark asks if the article relative to William Way will read
like it is.

EM responds that yves but the motion will explain the intent. They
can advertise and make it smaller but not higger.

EM makes a motion to close all the public hearings except

Junkyard definition, lot clarification and DFR. GG seconds
motion. Unanimous vote of 3 to close (IM, EM and G&E).
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JM states that they can take the remainder and vote on them one
at a time. The first is vard modification.

EM makes a motion to recommend Yards Modification to the Annual

Town Meesting. GG seconds motion. Unanimous vote of 3 (IM, EM
and BGGE).
JM  states that the second article is for Drive Faving

Modification.

EM makes a motion to recommend Drive FPaving Modification Article
to the Annual Town Meeting. GE seconds motion. Unanimous vote
of 3 {JIM, EM and G&).

dM refers to the HMome Occupations Clarification.

EM makes a motion to recommend Home Occupations Clarification to
the Annual Town Meeting. 66 seconds motion. Unanimous vote of =
(JM, EM and GG)Y.

dM refers to the Fortable Signs Article.

EM makes a motion to recommend the Fortable Signe Article to the
Annual Town Meesting. GG seconds. Unanimous vote of 2 (JM, EM
and Gy,

JM calls for a vote on the Maple Street Rezoning Article.

EM makes a motion to recommend the Maple Street Rezoning Article
to the Annual Town HMeeting. 66 seconds motion. Unanimous vote
of X GIM, EM and GG&).

JM calls for a vote on the Faine Street Rezoning Article.

EM makes a motion to recommend the Paine Street Rezoning Article
to the Annual Town Meeting. GG seconds motion. Unanimous vote
of I (IM, EM and GG).

JM calls for a vote on the Lot 3 Rezoning Article.

EM makes a motion to recommend the Lot 3 Rezoning Article to the

Annual Town Meeting. GG seconds motion. Unanimous vote of 3
(IM, EM and GG)Y.
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EM suggests the petitioner have a big map, drawing or blackboard
ready to show to the Town Meesting members to explain what they
are doing.

B. Lord states that the map will be put  in  the . Finance
Committes's hardbook which is distributed to all the Town Meeting
members,

Fo Herr states that this article was confusing tonight. "The
drawings which were shown are different than what was presented.
The only map which should be shown at the Town Mesting is an
enlargement of the Assessor’s Map.

JM  suggests  that they color in the section which they are
rezoning to make it clearer.

EM makes a motion to recommend the article for rezoning Lot 3.
60 seconds motion.  Unanimous vote of 3 (IM, EM and GG).

JM states that in case that article does not pass, there is the
backup article for the rezoning of the portion of lot 3.

EM is not favor of that article.
GG felt that F. Herr had some hesitation on thig one.

F. Herr dust wanted to make sure that M. Thayer was agreesable to
this and he has indicated that he is.

EM feels that this creates a further problem down the road. The
right way is to do the whole thing. He will recommend it as a
Board member but will fight against it as a Town Meeting member.
EM makes a motion to recommend the portion of lot 3 rezoning
article. G6 seconds motion. Unanimous vote of 3 (IM, EM and
ETED N

JM calls for a vote relative to the lot & rezoning.

EM makes a motion to recommend the lot & rezoning article. &6
seconds motion. Unanimous vote of 3 (IJM, EM and 6G).

JM calls for a 5 minute recess,

)
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RAWSONS FARM
FRELIMINARY SUEBDIVISION
DISCUSSION

B. Lord is here representing the developer. Rawons Farm is a
historical name in Bellingham. He will give the Bgoard a history
lesson at the definitive stage. This is the former Stony Ridge
propaerty. They were in at the February 1992 meeting for a brief
discussion relative to the entrance on Hartford Avenue., They
propose to  put their entrance on Hartford Avenue across from the
Fafard shopping center. This is a 31 lot subdivision with Rawson
Farm FRoad at the double entrance going out to the cul ~de-sac.
Alden Street is another one of the streets but the name will have
to be changed because it is too close to the name of another
strest in town. This plan conforms to evervthing.

EM asks about the two means of BUrRSS.,

B. Lord states that they will only have one means of egress which
the Flanning Board agreed to during the February 1992 discussion.

EM asks if they can go out Cedar Hill.

B. Lord states that the altermative is to have two sntrances on
Hartford Avenue.

EM rotes that the Bylaw says that over 20 lots requires 2
antrances.

B. Lord states that the Board suggested they split the entrance
which they have done.

BG asks i+ the 31 lots includes T on Hartford Avenue.

B. Lord responds that is correct. All will be accessed through
the interior rather than the exterior. None will have a driveway
o Hartford venues. They discussed this proposal with the state
because Hartford Avenue is a state streot. They said there was no
problem with the traffic.

Don Nieglson, Buerriere % Halnon, engineer, states that they have
adijusted the length of the island for the driveway of the first
lot.
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B, Lord explains that the aonly one remaining on MHartford Avenue
is the original lot with the house which is not part of the
gubdivision.

EM asks the sire of the lot with the panhandle.

E. Lord responds that it is 28,000 square feet.

EM asks it the driveways will be paved or dirt.

B, Lord states that will be up to them.

GG has no problem with one means of egress but would like to see
a restricted easement with no means of egress on Hartford Avenue.

B. Lord points out that they have 4 lots which will be brought in
under 81-Fs so they can start construction of demo houses,

Jim Britton, builder, states that he will agree to it as part of
the definitive subdivision that the lots will be made that way.

B. Lord indicates that it is their intention not to see lots
prior to development,

6G notes that in his devel opment, Bilver Heights, they put in
curbing as a deterrant to people going out Hartford Avenue. They
can extend the curbing to Hartford Avenue.

D. Nielson points out that it is all sidewall naw.

B. Lord states that it is granite curb now. Anything which they
disturb will go back to curb cuts later on.

D. Mielson states that according to Mass DFW  they have to have
curb cuts on every lot.

EM states that they are going to access through Hartford Avenue
in the beginning.

Fo Herr thinks it would be cheaper to build a driveway where they
will build the road.

J. Britton agrees.

LT
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D. Nielson had a visit with DFW. One entrance is acceptable to
them. They will have rnew lights at the southbound ramp. They
want the lanes to remain as they are. There is not  enough to

warrant a variation in the lanes,

GG states that with a restrictive easement, they could have 27
instead of Z1. This is a developable piece of property.

EM asks what makes the loop road different from Devitt’s
devel opment.

F. Herr states that in that case he was putting in evebrows at
the corners.

GG points out that he had 3 with the road behind it.

Fo Herr refers to the bottom lot which has streets on 3 sides
with sasements.

EM  asks why they do not split the 1ot and add it to the other
twa.

F. Herr also points out that a deadend is not allowed to serve 13

lots only 12 unless it is waived by the Board but he does not see
why the Board would waive it.

D. Nielson states that they may lose one to a detention pond.
E. Lord points out the gas sasement on the plan.

G6 states that on Maple Street someone put a fence on the road.
Where he lives there are restrictions against that.

E. Lord indicates that they are in the process of percing which
may affect the configuration. Once they get into the definitive,
they will present more in depth drainage calculations. They will
loop the water line. They are showing the water line going out
Cedar Hill. It is their intent to do that but they have not
gotten in touch with the landowner vet .,

EM  thinks it would be nice if they could tie into the NDAI
BEWAQE .

Do Nielson states that they tried to do that but could not. They

Ly -
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have had 2 out of Zl percs with Mr. Wirtanen on site all weelk.
There are no wetlands.

Clerk reads Health Agent letter, dated March 25, 1992 stating
that the Board of Health anticipates commenting on the proposed
subdivision with the 4% day comment period allowed by the
Flanning Board. Soil testing is presently being perftormed at the
Rawson®s Farm site to determine suitabiility for individual on
site sewage disposal systems. The Board expects full compliance

with all state and local regulations regarding sewage disposal at
this site.

EM states that having fewer lots would be another alternative.
One is surrounded by streets with a gas line going through it.

Fo Herr reviewed this plan. The 12 lots are on a street which
loops. One is a terrible lot which is created. There is a
question relative to the arrangement of drainage at the

intersection of Hartford Avenue.

D. Miglson states that it will drain into the property. They
have a low point.

F. Herr states that Stony Ridge never solved the drainage
problem.

D. Nielson indicates that they will put a catch basin  at the
intersection. It will all go to the detention pond. It - has
already been tested. They already talked to the HMass DREW
relative to drainage. As long as they maintain a predevel opment
level it will be allowed to go to the interstate. It is &
conbined detention/retention.

F. Herr asks who will take care of it.

B. Lord responds that it will go with the road. Everything is
confarming except the sntrance.

EM states that they are also looking for a waiver relative to the

number of lots. They would not get the same number of lots with
a U tuwrn.

Do Nielson states that they would have the same number. Last
time the plan had 37. This time they have 31.
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EM asks about the round area shown in the center on the plan.

B. Lord responds that it is a boulder ares with a gravel pile in
the middle. The whole area had been mined at some point.

GG thinks this is the best scheme he has seen.
Fo Herr states that Stony Ridge was a good design also..

EM indicates that this was the perfect location for condos but
they never got built.

B. Lord asks that the Board approve contingent on the Board of
Health" s comments.

EM feels that if the Board approves this as a preliminary, it is
what will be presented at the definitive. They do need to change
the plans relative to the Board’s comments. He asks what the
Zoning is.

B. Lord states that it is all residential with 20,000 sguare foot
lot requirements.

66 states that the Board should send a letter to the Board af
Health informing them that the preliminary subdivision discussion
for Rawsons Farm has been continued to April P, 1992,

EM suggests that they change the street name before going to the
Fire Chief with the plan.

B. Lord indicates that the Fire Chief already found the name
gimiliarity.

CENTER STREET HOUSING REVIEW
DISCUSSION

Fo Herr esxplains that the Zoning Board of Appeals asked the
Flanning Board to comment on the plans for the proposed Center
Strest Affordable Housing Development. The EBoard in  turn
referred it to F. Herr for technical review and said they would
get back to the ZIBA. He went through and checked this as if it
waere subliect to zoning and  required DPR. They should make a
condition that items be submitted before building permits - are
issued. The Zoning Bylaw as it is written lets them do whatever

| =
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they want. He presents a memo which he prepared relative to his
review., It is a substantial piece which he spent two davs

preparing. He suggests that the Board transmit it to the ZBEA as
it is since they do not have time to read it right now. He will
go through the issues which he raised. They will have two parking
spaces per  unit instead of 2 and a 1/2. Affordable  Housing's
defense is that EOCD requires two spaces and will not pay for
MO &, It also reguires sewage disposal. This site is in  the
water rescource district if the proposed article for  the Annual
Town Meeting is approved. This property will have on site sewage
disposal which is almost double what iz allowed By - the Bylaw.
They would have to get an extension of the sewer to service the
site. This is the same issue with WalMart. The Sewer Commission
states they are obliged to install the sewer and pay a service
fes. EQCD is wnwilling to pay the service fee. The revised
contiguration of the Water Resource District makes good
hydrologic sense. He does not see how the state can approve with
on-site sswage. The issue is housing policy. This comes put
only fair.

EM asbks if this is in a Water Resource District now.

F. Herr responds that it is not now but if the Town Meeting votes
to approve the Water Resource District Article, it will be.

EM states that the ZBA is not bound by zoning.

Fu Herr states that if they read his review they will know about
it. This proposal will also take down trees. It will be a
little secluded inturned development. They would be isolating
these people from the rest of the community. Having some of the
units front Center Street would be a better way of doing this.
This is the wrong scheme since this it is subsidized housing. It
is his suggestion that the Board send this along to the ZBA.

GG states that Center Street has become a high crime street. His
parents have had attempted break ins two times and someone sawed
off a tree which he planted. A neighbor’s Saab was pushed into
the street and covered with hair grease.

F. Herr thinks it is wonderful to have 12 units of subsidized
housing built in Bellingham, but feels they could do it for less
than $1.9 million. EOCD will not support scattered units. the
Housing Authority said it is this or nothing. That may not be
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true if the town goes to EOCD.

GG states that the Housing Authority owns the land alveady. They
said they invested in the land and design fees. .

B. lLord states that they could integrate that with the projiect

which was Just presented +to the Board for the same amount of
MOMEY .

EM thinks this plan would be isolating pecople they are supposed
to be helping to join the community.

B. Lord states that this plan puts the uwunits way back and
clusteread.

F. Herr states that a lot of newspaper coverage has shown an
elitist view of Bellingham relative to this issue and that is not
true,

66 feels that there was a negative factor from the start.

F. Herr states that the Board may want to send his memo along to
the ZIBA and tell them that the Board Jjust received it and did not
have time to really review it, but wanted them to have it for
their meseting. There is one technical thing. The Water Dept.
asked them to loop to make a connection to Fou Run Road, but they
do not feel they can approach the owners to ask their permission.

EM states that they will have cleaner water and better pPressure
with a loop.

Fo Herr will be at a conference in New York from April 22, 1992
to April 24, 1992 and therefore will not be able to  attend the
April 23, 19922 meeting.

GG states that the Board can change the last meeting to April 30,
1992 instead of April 23, 1992. He makes a motion to do that.

EM seconds motion. Unanimous vote of 2 to change the meeting.
(IM, EM and G&E).

EM makes & motion to continue public hearings which were to be
scheduled for April 23, 1992 to April 30, 1992 at the same times.

66 seconds motion. Unanimous vote of 3 GIM, EM and GGY. .
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Clerk is instructed to send F. Herr’e comments relative to the
Center SBtreet Housing Review to Town Counsel and ZBA members.

Clerk presents invoices for newspaper notices of public hearing
for the Board's approval. Members advise Clerk to send OFUS and
Thayer letters indicating that they are responsible for a portion
of those fees (2/12 for OFUS and 1712 for Thaver).

EM makes a motion to adiouwrn the public hearing at 11:06 p.m. GB
seconds motion. Unanimous vote of 3 (IJM, EM and GG).
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