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MEETING MINUTES
GEORGETOWN PLANNING BOARD
Wednesday, June 12, 2013
Memorial Town Hall — 3" Floor
7:00 p.m.

Present: Mr. Harry LaCortiglia (arrived at 7:21 PM); Mr. Christopher Rich; Ms. Tillie
Evangelista; Mr. Tim Howard (arrived at 7:40 PM); Mr. Bob Watts; Mr. Howard Snyder, Town
Planner; Ms. Wendy Beaumont, Administrative Assistant.

Meeting Opens at 7:10 PM.

Approval of Minutes:
1. Minutes of May 22, 2013.
Mr. Watts - Motion to accept the minutes of May 22, 2013 subject to any changes made by
colleagues at this meeting.
Ms. Evangelista - Second.
Motion Carries: 3-0; Unam.

Correspondences:

Town of Rowley: Public Hearing for Amended Site Plan — 420 Newburyport Turnpike.
Town of Rowley: Zoning Board of Appeals — Finding for Single Family dwelling.

Town of Boxford: Zoning Board of Appeals — Special Permit for addition.

Town of Boxford: Zoning Board of Appeals — Special Permit for parking and structure.
Mr. Snyder - There are four items the Planning Board received but have no concern to
Georgetown as these properties are far from town.

APwnhE

Voucher:

1. Town Planner: Mileage Reimbursement
Ms. Evangelista - Motion to approve the voucher.
Mr. Watts - Second.
Motion Carries: 3-0; Unam.

Old Business:

1. Site Plan Approval: #6 Norino Way - Endorsement of Plans and Decision.
Mr. Snyder - At the last meeting the Planning Board voted to approve the Site Plan
Application. | have a mylar and the decision for endorsement.

Mr. Watts - Motion to approve the decision and sign the mylar.
Ms. Evangelista - Second.
Motion Carries: 3-0; Unam.

2. Site Plan Approval: Honey Dew Donuts - Endorsement of Plans and Decision.
Mr. Snyder - At the last meeting the Planning Board voted to approve this Site Plan and the
mylar and decision are here for signatures.
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Ms. Evangelista - Motion to approve the decision and sign the mylar.
Mr. Watts - Second.
Motion Carries: 3-0; Unam.
Ms. Evangelista - | noticed that the planters are not there yet in the parking lot.

Mr. Rich - The decision addresses the plan. If the landowner says he is going to do something
then he will do it. They have been good and have done an excellent job.

Planning Office:

1. M-Account #26410 Belleau Woods.
Mr. Snyder - In your packet is information regarding the release of funds. This is now a
town accepted street.

{Mr. LaCortiglia arrived at 7:21 PM.}
Mr. LaCortiglia - Motion to release escrow fund.
Mr. Watts - Second.
Motion Carries: 4-0; Unam.
2. Site Plan Approval Application: 124 Tenney Street.
Mr. Snyder - In your packet was the Site Plan application. This will be a public hearing held
at the end of July.
Ms. Evangelista - | had some questions when | read the Building Inspectors letter. When |
looked at the intensity of use schedule, he made a note about it saying that it needed a special
permit but it is in the industrial area so that means that it is a permitted use.
Mr. LaCortiglia - Isn’t it in the water resource district?
Mr. Snyder - Right, the special permit is with the Zoning Board.

Public Hearing:

1. Special Permit: Lisa Lane OSRD - Continued Public Hearing.
Mr. LaCortiglia - |1 will now reopen the hearing at this time.

Ms. Mann - We took direction from the board and talked to some of the abutters. One in
particular we spoke with and after we made some revisions. The board understood from the last
meeting that we did not want to do an OSRD because of the land. A lot of abutters stated they

did not want the OSRD either. We asked to close the hearing and were told by the board to bring
it back again tonight. | believe the board’s intent was to get all the issues out and to make all feel

secure. We still would like the board to close the hearing for the OSRD. The other issue that
was brought up is the connection from property the Town owns.

{Mr. Snyder shows plan on the screen.}

Ms. Mann - Shows an aerial plan to the board and audience. | believe what the town would like
to see is a connection.
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{Mr. Williams discusses an area on the map which the Town owns that does not abut the
property.}

Mr. LaCortiglia - Isn’t there a sliver that comes out and touches it?

Ms. Mann - | don’t know but we can give the Town connectively.

{Discussion held in regards to the other undeveloped land.}

Ms. Mann - We will be on the Conservation Commission meeting on the 26™. We are planning
on focusing on the preliminary plan at that point. Until we get the final ANRAD plan | can’t tell
you how we will cut it.

Ms. Evangelista - Where is the road or the right of way?

Ms. Mann - We don’t know yet. We will you some open space land and then you’ll need an
access point to get to it but it is impossible to deem where that will be at this point.

Ms. Evangelista - You are already aware of some issues that may need addressing with the
Conservation Commission. | would want to know as a Planning Board member if there is a
right-of-way where you could use another access way rather than the ones you have presented.
Ms. Mann - Do you mean another way for the residents to access this or the Town?

Ms. Evangelista - The residents.

Ms. Mann - Absolutely not as these are the only two points that abut a public way.

{Mr. Snyder discusses other areas on the map including land that is park land, and land that is for
future consideration for purchase.}

Ms. Evangelista - Can you show me where Pillsbury Lane development is and where that road
ends?

{Mr. Williams shows the area on the map.}
{Mr. Howard arrives at 7:40 PM.}
{Discussion held in regards to who owns certain parcels of the land.)

Mr. Rich - To the best of your knowledge, is the part you marked off in green on the map, is it

dry?
Mr. Williams - Some of it is dry and some of it is wet.
Mr. LaCortiglia - All that matters is what the Conservation Commission thinks.

Mr. Williams - There are parts that are obviously dry and there are parts that are obviously wet.
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Mr. LaCortiglia — | see some hand waving in the background and this is definitely an open
hearing and you will be heard. At this point this information is for the preliminary.

Ms. Evangelista - | don’t think so, I think it is for both. | don’t see how we can come up with a
yield plan without the Conservation Commission reviewing it and coming up with their wetlands
determinations.

Mr. LaCortiglia - Because the applicant has already informed the board that they do not wish to
pursue the OSRD, | don’t see that we need to come up with the yield plan.

Ms. Evangelista - My interpretation of the OSRD is that first we have a yield plan, and then we
make our recommendation. As far as I’m concerned, | want to see the yield plan.

Mr. Rich - | agree and disagree with you. If the applicant wishes not to go with the OSRD and
the abutters are not thrilled with the OSRD.

Ms. Evangelista - Probably so but according to the town vote — they want a yield plan first. All
you gave us is a drawing similar to the development plan. A yield plan determines where the
wet lands are — where the Conservation Commission approves of where the wetlands are. You
haven’t gone through that step yet. So what you have done is just paper and pencil.

Mr. LaCortiglia - You are correct, under the OSRD those are the steps that need to be taken.
The fly in the ointment is that some parcels are good for that and some are not. The way the vote
went down is that it is the applicant’s choice.

Ms. Evangelista - After the yield plan. | am interested in what is the best plan. | don’t see how a
developer can make that determination without so little evidence they have. | don’t see any
proof of them even considering any other alternative.

Mr. LaCortiglia - Effectively the preliminary plan is the yield plan. Maybe we can send it to Mr.
Graham to see what does work and what doesn’t work.

Mr. Snyder - The concept plan and yield plan are submitted together. The purpose of getting the
yield plan is to show the number of units that can be in the OSRD. In regards to the yield plan
you don’t need to do those steps because you are bypassing the OSRD. Instead, all those
concerns will come into play as the preliminary plan is developed and reviewed.

Mr. Rich - We can approve this plan right now if we wanted.

Ms. Evangelista - But our bylaws say we can’t. If they want to abide by our preliminary, they
have seven months to come in with a definitive and if they don’t come in with one then it is
wiped out.

Mr. Williams - The preliminary is not binding for the applicant or the board. It has no bearing
other than the applicant can take into account the comments made during the preliminary
process.

Ms. Evangelista - You get the protection of the Zoning Board by doing the preliminary.
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Ms. Mann - We did not file it for protection when you approve the definitive plan. | understand
your concern. | would never be able to get more lots approved in a preliminary plan than in an
OSRD plan. Is it in the best interest of the community to allow me to do a plan where no matter
what | am getting the same- if | get that in my preliminary plan? We are not going forward with
an OSRD. We do not think it is in the best interest of the community. We are willing to not get
the added lots. We are willing to do conventional lots. Let’s focus on the real issues, the access,
drainage etc... and not be diverted away by an OSRD issue that will never come to fruition.

Ms. Evangelista - My point of view is that the people in this town voted for this bylaw.
Therefore we have to do what it says whether you like it or not. The yield plan is for us to make
a fair recommendation. | don’t see how we can evaluate without going to the Conservation
Commission.

Mr. Rich - I think it’s the concept. | heard from the neighbors that the last thing they want is an
OSRD.

Mr. LaCortiglia - It is a process in futility to go thru the empty exercise of establishing a yield for
something that is going to be overwritten by the applicant. Perhaps what we should be working
on is to close the OOSRD portion and then we would not have to deal with the OSRD as it is
moot.

Ms. Evangelista - | don’t think we can do it as we don’t have enough facts to determine what a
yield plan is. We have to follow the bylaw. | didn’t write that bylaw - you guys did.

{Mr. Rich reads the bylaw.}

Ms. Evangelista - Read the yield section.

Mr. Rich - | think that the applicant is by making the election now, is limiting the applicants
opportunity to change their minds. The only thing the abutters have to worry about is what on

this plan and they don’t have to confuse issues by having the other plan, as the other is history.

Mr. Howard - The yield really is determined by how many lots — so it is kind of irrelevant at this
point.

Mr. LaCortiglia - In my opinion it is a moot point.
Mr. Williams - It is not a concept plan just done with paper and pencil. There was work done out
there on the site. We did topography of the whole site, had a botanist show the wetlands. It’s

more than we would do for other towns.

Mr. Howard - If the Conservation Commission doesn’t agree with your botanist, you will get
fewer lots.

Mr. Williams - Under the OSRD we get density bonus for increased open space.
Ms. Evangelista - What if you go to the Conservation Commission and they said that the OSRD
we would recommend that you have only two units instead of three because of the determination

that it is so wet in the area and you have six bedroom homes...
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Ms. Evangelista - They said that you would need a treatment plant because they were planning
on more in the units.

Mr. Rich - I don’t think it within the purview of the Conservation Commission to say two or
three units. Their job is to delineate the wetlands and to find out where the building and septic
are going not how many units. That is our job.

Mr. LaCortiglia - Sometimes land becomes unbuildable.

Ms. Mann - The Board of Health approval will be in later stages. The reason to close the OSRD
is for everyone to be able to focus and we do not desire to do the OSRD.

Mr. LaCortiglia - With the understanding of the board | am asking for a motion to close the
OSRD portion of the project. Before I ask | would like to go to the audience for comments
regarding closing the OSRD portion.

Mr. Kevin Duncan (46 Searle Street) - If it is closed, can it be reopened again?

Mr. LaCortiglia - No. A new application can be filed after two years.

Mr. Eric Rizza (4 Wilkins Place) - Both the OSRD and the preliminary plans come off of Searle
Street and Lisa Lane correct?

Mr. LaCortiglia - You are right.

Ms. Grosslein (16 Lisa Lane) - So it could happen in two years again. What is the date of the
easement for 18 Lisa Lane?

Ms. Mann - We have an extension and we decided to extend the easement option.

Mr. Eric Rizza - Ms. Mann states that she spoke to the abutters, which ones did she speak to0?
Ms. Mann - If they want to make their names known, they should do so.

Mr. Eric Rizza - She said that she spoke to some of the abutters and that they would rather see
the preliminary plan versus the OSRD. | have spoken to all the abutters and they are against the
whole project.

Mr. Rich - What we are trying to do is eliminate one part of the project which will not be more
than 26 units. You can comment on the one plan now rather than the two plans. 1 don’t think
there was one person in the audience that said they liked the OSRD plan.

Ms. Evangelista - | remember two people saying it and the room was packed.

Mr. LaCortiglia - With all due respect they have chosen to go with the preliminary plan.

Mr. Rich - Motion to close the OSRD portion of the hearing.
Mr. Howard - Second.
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Motion Carries: 4-1.
Mr. LaCortiglia - This is now the continuation of the preliminary plan. Let us cut to the chase,
who’s in favor of sending this to Mr. Graham at this point? He can find out what fits into our
regulations.

Mr. Rich - If you look into the audience Mr. LaCortiglia you will notice that the people you said
are not going to be here are here.

Mr. Wilkins (2 Wilkins Place) - What is the name of this proposed subdivision?
Mr. LaCortiglia - 1 don’t know. That is normally determined later.

Mr. Wilkins - Originally we have Marlboro and such and such estates. Do they have a maybe
name?

Ms. Mann - We don’t have one yet but will probably come up with one on the next set of plans.

Mr. Jack LoCicero (26 Marlboro Road) - Is this the plan that is going to be submitted? 1 do not
see a retention basin on the plan. Is the town responsible to clean the retention basin?

Mr. LaCortiglia - That will part of the comments from Mr. Graham. He will determine that
ISsue.

Mr. Williams - There are proposed locations of stormwater management areas.
Ms. Evangelista - This is a preliminary plan.

Mr. Rich - This is only a preliminary plan. The definitive will state exactly how everything will
be done and it will go to our engineer for additional review, comments and recommendations.

Ms. Arlene Cronin (23 Searle Street) - Do you ever have a meeting with both the Conservation
Commission and this board together?

Mr. LaCortiglia - No. Basically we play ping pong and the applicant is the ball.
Mr. Howard - Are they going to file with the Conservation Commission at the same time?

Mr. Williams - We can’t file for the project with the Conservation Commission until we file the
definitive plan.

Audience member - Who owns the land between the cul-de-sac and this proposed site?
Mr. LaCortiglia - The Town.

Mr. Williams - There are homeowners that own up to the road.
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Audience member - The chief objection to this proposed plan is the access and the difficulty of
the roads. To get to it there is a difficult turn onto Tenney Street which is a dangerous
intersection and then proceeds to Searle Street which is inadequate as it is.

Mr. LaCortiglia - These are the same concerns we heard from the last meeting. We are aware
that there is a huge concern of traffic problems.

Audience member - | made a Google map and when | look at Pillsbury Lane and Burney Way, |
see that is not too far from the proposed site. | wonder if a road could not be put in there which
would be much easier and safer than the proposal that we have.

Mr. LaCortiglia - Are you suggesting that the town donate the land to the developer?

Audience member - I’m not sure how the Town would address this. | would like to submit this
map which shows both routes.

Mr. Rich - | am going to date this exhibit and mark it for our file.

Ms. Susan Stead (48 Searle Street) - | think the biggest concern is and I can see eyes rolling at
the mention but here’s the bottom line. If this is on Searle Street, Marlboro all that we talked
about is incredibly inadequate. Those roads need to be rebuilt. This development is going to
happen and everyone will go away and who’s going to get stuck taking care of those roads. To
this gentleman’s point, it might sound farfetched to all you guys up there as you are rolling your
eyes but the bottom line is it’s an option. Because at some point somebody has to take care of
these roads!

Mr. LaCortiglia - At some point perhaps at the suggestion made to put a road through
conservation land and the wetlands.

Ms. Susan Stead - You’re doing the same thing they’re proposing thank you very much!

Mr. LaCortiglia - Susan, you are a realtor and you understand these things and | know you’re
going to the Conservation Commission meetings and when that issue gets raised at that meeting
please come back and let us know what they say.

Ms. Susan Stead - To everybody’s point just looking at other options for egress — it is an option
that may work for the developer and current landowners — it’s just options.

Mr. LaCortiglia - One of the things that was very difficult for me when | got on this board was
recognizing that this board does not dictate where roads go. This board is in receipt of notices
from applicant that own land which is to create a road on their land and thereby they have every
right to do so as long as they do it the way we dictate.

Ms. Susan Stead - | would think safety would come into that as well.
Mr. LaCortiglia - Absolutely. You have to remember that if someone proposes a development

on an existing street that is presumed to be safe and if that street is not safe | would suggest that
you talk to the Highway Department and have it shut down.
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Audience member - It is safe in its current condition but if you add another 100 or so car trip a
day then.

Mr. LaCortiglia - We will need a traffic study to see.
Audience member - Who does the traffic study? The developer?
Mr. LaCortiglia - The traffic study is done by a consultant but that is in the definitive plan.

Mr. Snyder - The town hires the traffic consultant so it’s a third party that is independent. Also
in regards to using conservation land for access, correct me if I’'m wrong. The Town accepts
land and in your experience with the Conservation Commission Mr. LaCortiglia, has the town
ever given that land back for a use such as what is being proposed?

Mr. LaCortiglia - No. To do such a thing would require 2/3 vote of the majority of the Senate
and a 2/3’s vote of the House of Representatives. It literally is an act of Congress to do that and
forgive me as | couldn’t help but roll my eyes because | couldn’t understand that as superficially
as great of an idea that it sounds it will never happen. In this case, because it is before
Conservation Commission, it has to vote that the area is considered excess land and it has to be
an unanimous vote - any one member could squash it. Been through it. No disrespect meant at
all by the eye rolling.

Mr. Rich - I showed the picture to Attorney Mann and with no objection this can be entered into
the record. Blame it on my education but I think reality is what you make of it and I think asking
the question doesn’t hurt and | think the question | would ask is if you as the developer do you
have a problem asking that question to the town?

Ms. Mann - We can ask for the town to build a road but I don’t think it is useable.

Mr. LaCortiglia - Go ahead and ask.

Mr. Rich - If you don’t ask, you don’t know. | think it is a legitimate point if there is a viable
alternative - why not ask and see.

Mr. LaCortiglia - Maybe I’ve been on this board too long, but the only thing I see is if the
developer wants to do improvements to Searle Street of their own volition, then we would look
at it if they offered it. But this is so far down the road.

Mr. Rich - Motion to send plans to Mr. Graham.

Mr. Watts - Second.

Motion Carries: 5-0; Unam.
Ms. Evangelista - I am not in favor of that because we need more details than what we have.
Mr. Williams - | think the plan has all that the Planning board asked for in a preliminary plan.

Ms. Evangelista - So you followed 8365-39(c)?

Ms. Mann - Yes we did.
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Ms. Evangelista - Do you have the streams on there, drainage?
Ms. Mann - Easements, everything.

Mr. LaCortiglia - Bear in mind that if any of those required thins are not on the plan, Mr.
Graham will see and put it in writing.

Ms. Evangelista - | think it should go to the Conservation Commission first because look at this
detail here with the watershed plan. Well you guys are intent on speeding up the process you
eliminated the whole OSRD and now you’re going to drag things on with this. Alright send it to
Mr. Graham.

Mr. Rich - It is expeditious to send it to Mr. Graham.

Ms. Evangelista - So Mr. Graham is checking all the things that the Conservation Commission
should look at?

Ms. Mann - It is more like a definitive. The Conservation Commission can’t even evaluate the
plan as all they can look at is the wetlands. There are rules for submissions to the Conservation
Commission.

Mr. Williams - We need to submit the definitive plan to the Planning Board first.

Mr. LaCortiglia - Any other questions from the board?

Mr. Carl Stecher (26 Searle Street) - When was the wetland survey done? Obviously these
surveys can go wrong. Our library is a good example as it is under water every time it rains.

How can we be certain that the wetland survey will not result in a similar seasonal problem?

Mr. LaCortiglia - That is something that the Conservation Commission will find out and deal
with.

Mr. Snyder - The window period for the Conservation Commission to review is April 15" to
October 15",

Mr. Jeff Litch (13 Lisa Lane) - | remember at the last meeting we looked at the plans and the
lines of the wetlands the board stated it was pretty vague and needed a lot more work. It seems
to me like this is just being pushed through. It needs to be done slowly and correctly.

Mr. LaCortiglia - Until they go to the Conservation Commission and come back with those
actual lines...

Mr. Jeff Litch - Did they make more drawings and take more measurements between this
meeting and last meeting?

Mr. Rich - The Conservation Commission will tell them exactly where the wetland lines are they
do not tell them. Their plans show where they think they are but the Conservation Commission
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decides where they are. We are not pushing anything through. Until they send a definitive to us
they can’t go before the Conservation Commission.

Mr. Jeff Litch - It seems to me like you are trying to rush this thing.

Mr. LaCortiglia - | can assure you we are not rushing it but we have learned from the past that
you can take certain steps so that months down the road it all culminates in permits.

Ms. Mann - | don’t think they understand the process — the first thing is to submit the preliminary
plan and then in tandem is an ANRAD to the Conservation Commission to define the wetland
line. Itis done by biologists. Once that happens then that information is put on the plans and
then from that point the board makes certain recommendations. We take Mr. Graham’s
comments as well and proceed to a definitive plan. Nothing is being done rushed; it is being
done in the proper fashion.

Ms. Evangelista - According to this here — this is the preliminary plan requirement.

{Reading of §365-18.}

Ms. Mann - You need to go through your process, we have done it all correctly. The public is
getting confused thinking that we are in the stage of approval process and we are not.

Ms. Evangelista - If the Conservation Commission right now, because there are no details on the
plan, cannot make their determinations, then how can Mr. Graham?

Ms. Mann - Because the Conservation Commission just received an ANRAD plan to identify
resource areas. This is your process, what we are required to do.

Mr. Rich - Mr. Graham will look at this and state all that he feels is wrong. Until the
Conservation Commission says where the wetlands lines are — then at that point they can start
defining their definitive plan.

Ms. Mann - It is a process.

Mr. Williams - Just so you know, we don’t have to file a preliminary plan. We could have cut
this step and just filed a definitive plan.

Ms. Evangelista - | understand, but it is also required to do an OSRD it is all connected. The
OSRD requirement is in our laws.

Ms. Mann - Absolutely not - that is optional. It says “you may” in the OSRD. It does not say
you have to.

Ms. Evangelista - So you filed the OSRD for what?
Ms. Mann - You do have to file an OSRD but you do not have to file a preliminary plan.

Mr. Williams - It is a detailed, nine sheet set.
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Ms. Evangelista - We send out the plans to the Water Department for instance, and they say the
same thing that this is not detailed enough for us to make a determination. | wonder why we are
sending it to them if they give no detail.

Mr. Williams - They may say there isn’t any water on Searle Street or they may say there is.

Mr. Snyder - It would be remiss of the Planning Board and the Planning Department not to send
the plans to all Town departments for review.

Mr. LaCortiglia - It is extremely early in the process.

Mr. Mammolette (14 Marlboro Road) - | am not for or against the project or process. | spent
some time on the Conservation when Little Hill came before us and | remember feeling
sandbagged because the developer came with a large parcel of land and expected us to nail down
all the wetland lines. 1 think that after a while it is human nature to say “ok that is close” but
here where you have things shown in context to where the wetlands are | think will make the
Conservation Commission look a little more critically where the line is so | don’t think it is a bad
thing to have it set up this way.

Ms. Evangelista - | have a question for you Mr. Mammolette seeing that you are an engineer.
Will this development impact that plan as far as drainage and wetlands?

Mr. Mammolette - This project is sort of in the middle of projects that are Park and Recreation.
It would be wonderful if the town had the foresight to make a road go from East Main Street to
Martell Way to develop this Greenway corridor but I don’t think the Town has another volunteer
board that would get behind it.

Ms. Evangelista - That’s not my question Mr. Mammolette. Will the water and drainage from
this development affect Searle Street?

Mr. Mammolette - | think you are asking me to speak as a professional engineer...

Mr. LaCortiglia - That is unfair to Mr. Mammolette.

Mr. Mammolette - What | would say is that this project is going to collect and treat stormwater
to the standards that they are required to uphold. It is different that the project we are doing
which is all impervious areas. Their project should not impact our project, | believe.

Ms. Evangelista - That’s what | wanted to know.

Ms. Jean Nelson (Searle Street) - What is the timeline for this under the subdivision control law?

Mr. LaCortiglia - As long as they keep continuing it with extension of times.

Ms. Jean Nelson - Will the preliminary go through the entire approval from the plan before the
definitive is filed?

Ms. Jean Nelson - | have seen it where the preliminary is filed but even if you deny it they can go
ahead with the definitive. So is this going to be seen through to some kind of conclusion after
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you receive Mr. Graham’s comments or is it the intent to file the definitive sometime prior to
that?

Mr. Rich - | can’t see a developer spending the money or time — Ms. Mann’s time is not cheap.
Mr. LaCortiglia - Ms. Mann, before the close of this hearing, are you going to file a definitive?

Ms. Mann - | don’t know — it will depend on what the process is. We anticipate closing but |
can’t make that call right now.

Mr. Rich - We don’t know what our thoughts are yet or if we are going to approve anything or
what we’d want to see on the plan. That’s what this is all about, to come up with all of that.

Ms. Jean Nelson - | understand but I am just asking the timeline. Also someone back here
wanted to know who Mr. Graham is.

Mr. LaCortiglia - Mr. Graham is the town engineer and he reviews all the plans and sends us
reports.

Mr. Eric Rizza - Who requests a traffic study?

Mr. LaCortiglia - This board.

Mr. Eric Rizza - | have a concern about the lots being open. In the winter time I can barely hear
the highway with this project | will hear a lot of noise from the highway. Can I request a noise
pollution study be done?

Mr. LaCortiglia - You can request anything you want. This is similar to another concern that
people had at a subdivision and what was determined is a hill was created between the Route 95
and the road for a buffer. The board ordered it.

Mr. Eric Rizza - Will the board do something like that in this situation?

Mr. LaCortiglia - Certainly if we thought there was concern.

Mr. Eric Rizza - Well once that area is opened up that noise will travel right down the power
lines.

Ms. Chris LaPlanca (9 Rosemary Lane) - | understand they are going to the Conservation
Commission on the 26™ of this month. So if there is no definitive plan, what is that meeting
about?

Ms. Mann - It is an ANRAD where they will determine the wetland line.

Ms. Chris LaPlanca - At the meeting?

Ms. Mann - Well, we don’t know. That is when they bring it up. It is a process.

13 of 17



631
632
633
634
635
636
637
638
639
640
641
642
643
644
645
646
647
648
649
650
651
652
653
654
655
656
657
658
659
660
661
662
663
664
665
666
667
668
669
670
671
672
673
674
675
676
677
678
679

Mr. LaCortiglia - They determine it on site and then they order that and that is the determination.
At that point the applicant has to put it on the plan. Any abutters within 300 feet should receive
a hearing notice and it will also be in the paper. | cannot believe that you all don’t have each
other’s emails by now.

Ms. Lyn Grosslein (16 Lisa Lane) - | just had a comment about a walkway that might be going
through to the other property. Where it comes in is very wet - would they do something like a
walkway for people to use?

Mr. LaCortiglia - It would have to be determined if it was wetland. If it doesn’t provide some
sort of connectively | don’t think we would accept it.

Ms. Lyn Grosslein - The other thing is that at a previous meeting it was stated that there are no
vernal pools and there is a vernal pool that is certifiable.

Mr. LaCortiglia - That is something very important to tell the Conservation Commission when
you go to the meeting.

Ms. Evangelista - Can we make some suggestions right now before it goes to Mr. Graham on the
size of these lots? Or are we going to wait for Mr. Graham to tell us?

Mr. Snyder - | have an email from a member if the community.
Mr. Kevin Duncan (46 Searle Street) - | am the biggest abutter here. Does the developer show

the wetlands on my property? It is very close to where the vernal pool is. | have been ice
skating there for 25 years. Do they have a slide that show where the wetlands are on my

property?
Mr. Snyder - I think they are required to show 200 feet past the property.
Mr. Williams - | think we showed them - | am not sure how much is on the plan.

Mr. Kevin Duncan - | want to know if they can show the wetlands on my property because that’s
where the vernal pool is and it’s really close to my property.

Mr. LaCortiglia - They are showing the wetlands.

Mr. Kevin Duncan - Not the vernal pool. Does the Conservation Commission already have it on
record?

Mr. Snyder - If they don’t have it on record it will become part of their record though their
investigation for the ANRAD presuming it is within 200 feet of the property.

{Mr. Snyder reading of an email from Ms. Patrakis (24 Marlboro Road)} This will be part of the
public record for this project.

Mr. LaCortiglia - Do we want to do a site walk?

Mr. Rich - Yes.
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Mr. LaCortiglia - We will need time to get Mr. Graham’s comments back. Hearing will be
continued to July 10™. Do we want to do a site walk the weekend before that? Ms. Mann did
you ever resolve the question in regards to a waiver for a site walk?
Ms. Mann - No, I have not talked to the owners yet. | did not think we would be doing a site
walk at this time. We don’t have the real layout yet so you would just be walking vacant land.
In order to come back here by the 10", have a site walk and get Mr. Graham’s comments and to
effectively respond — it will never happen by the July 10™ meeting.
Ms. Evangelista - This is the wettest June we’ve had in a long time.
Ms. Mann - The walk will be with the Conservation Commission so you will have to do it again
on the definitive. You are welcome to go with the Conservation Commission but you would
have to do it again as things are going to change.
Mr. LaCortiglia - Maybe we will do it then or wait for the definitive.
Ms. Evangelista - | think Mr. Graham will say he can’t make a decision on a lot of the stuff.
Mr. Rich - There are eight pages with a lot of stuff. If it’s not enough we can say we want more.
Mr. Snyder - As | understand it, the board is requesting the technical engineer to do a peer
review of the preliminary plan. He will not be determining wetlands or drainage. That will come
with the definitive and inform the board of any deficiencies. Lot sizes, waivers, etc...
Mr. Rich - The intricacies of this subdivision is not something we will get back in a week.
Mr. LaCortiglia - How about a July 24™ date for continuation?

Mr. Howard - Motion to continue the hearing to the July 24™.

Mr. Watts - Second.
Motion Carries: 5-0; Unam.

{Discussion held in regards to the date in the extension of time form.}

. Special Permit: East Main Street Recreation Facilities — Continued Public Hearing.

Mr. LaCortiglia - Did you submit the plans to Mr. Graham? Mr. Snyder, has Mr. Graham
reviewed the plan?

Mr. Snyder - He has received the plans at the end of last week and he has not reviewed them
as of yet or provided his comments.

Mr. Mammolette - Is it possible to take 20 minutes to flip through the comment letter and the
drawings to show you clearly that we have made the changes?

Mr. LaCortiglia - | take your word for it that you made the changes. Mr. Graham is looking
at those changes now and will get back to us.
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Mr. Snyder - You will need to provide an extension of time.
Mr. Mammolette - | will get you that form.

Mr. Snyder - Mr. Graham received the plans last Monday. | would expect another two weeks
for his review.

Mr. LaCortiglia - So we are looking at the July 10" meeting?

Ms. Evangelista - Why weren’t they sent out earlier than that? 1 am hearing a lot of
comments from residents in town regarding how long this is taking and that the Planning
board is holding up the project.

Mr. LaCortiglia - Have you gone to the ZBA vyet.

Mr. Mammolette - No | have not.

Mr. Rich - I received the same comments that the Planning Board is holding up Park and
Rec. My response to the people is to please go educate yourself.

Mr. Mammolette - The funding for construction of this project is not fully in place and just
now it has been accepted to use funds for synthetic turf on the football field at the high
school which is the same funding source for this project. By the time the funding shows up
for this project the permits will probably be expired. People should understand that the town
should be behind the project to vote for the construction of the project or their not.

Mr. Rich - What was said is that the Planning Board has been accused of slowing the process
and dragging you down.

Ms. Wade - We just got off to a slow start and now we just need Mr. Grahams’ opinion to get
back as soon as possible. Then we will go on to the ZBA and the Conservation Commission.

Mr. LaCortiglia - 1 would highly suggest that you run a parallel track and file with the ZBA.
Mr. Snyder - As | understand it the ZBA review could probably be done in a night.

Mr. Mammolette - | was not aware that the ZBA had to approve a permit before you could
close this hearing.

Mr. LaCortiglia - No, it is for you to get a permit to build.

Mr. Mammolette - Once we get this permit then we will go before parallel between the ZBA
and the Conservation Commission at the same time.
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Mr. Snyder - My suggestion is to go before the ZBA now and complete one review.

Ms. Wade - Just so we understand, we can get your special permit prior to going to the ZBA?
Can someone tell Mr. Graham the importance of getting the review and getting back to us?

Mr. Snyder - Mr. Graham knows the importance.

Mr. Mammolette - Of the comments there was only one engineering criteria that was spelled
out.

Ms. Evangelista - | have witnessed many Planning Board meetings and have never heard our
consultant say that if you don’t do the corrections, then don’t send it to me. And that’s what
Mr. Graham said, and to me that indicates that the important correction was not done and if
you don’t do it he is not going to review it. | have had so many complaints that the Planning
Board is holding it up. That’s got to stop - most is coming from Park and Rec and | would
appreciate it if you straightened that out — we’re not holding it up.

Ms. Wade - It has been a very long process but we are almost there.

Mr. Howard - Motion to continue to the July 10™ meeting.
Mr. Watts - Second.
Motion Carries: 5-0; Unam.

Ms. Wade - Will Mr. Graham be coming to the next meeting?

Mr. Snyder - | would say that the process most likely will be that he will review the drawings
and issue a letter to the board and when the board receives it they will either ask me to
request him to come to the next meeting or that it’s not necessary.

Mr. Mammolette - Requesting that we have an extension of time.

Mr. Rich - Motion to accept the Form H for an extension of time.
Mr. Watts - Second.
Motion Carries: 5-0; Unam.

Mr. Watts - Motion to adjourn.
Ms. Evangelista - Second.
Motion Carries: 5-0; Unam.

Meeting adjourned at 9:15 PM.
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