Minutes of July 12, 2011 Meeting
Medway Planning & Economic Development Board
APPROVED - July 26, 2011

July 12, 2011
Medway Planning and Economic Development Board
155 Village Street
Medway, MA 02053

BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT: Andy Rodenhiser, Bob Tucker, Tom Gay, and Karyl Spiller-walsh
ABSENT WITH NOTICE: Chan Rogers

ALSO PRESENT: Susy Affleck-Childs Planning and Economic Development Coordinator
Gino Carlucci, PGC Associates (Planning Consultant)
David Pellegri, Tetra Tech Rizzo {Engineering Consultant)
Barbara Saint Andre, Petrini & Associates {Town Counsel)
Fran V Hutton Lee, Administrative Secretary

The Chairman opened the meeting at 7:04 pm.

The Chairman asked for any citizen comments before they went into Executive Session. There were no
citizen comments.

Bob Tucker moved that the board go into Executive Session to discuss pending litigation because an
open discussion would have a detrimental effect upon the Board’s litigation strategy with the intent to
return to regular session. Karyl Spiller-Walsh seconded the motion.

ROLL CALL VOTE:
Andy Rodenhiser Yes
Karyl Spiller-Walsh Yes
Bob Tucker Yes
Tom Gay Yes

The motion passed. The board went into executive session at 7:06 p.m.

NOTE — The Regular Public Session resumed — 7:25 pm

Village Estates — Santoro

There was discussion about the Building Commissioner’s opinion about the potential creation of a
corner lot where an existing building {on an abutting lot} may not meet zoning setbacks if a road is
created.

Tom Gay — to Barbara 5t Andre —John Emidy talked with you about the corner, and what corner lots
were and setbacks. Santoro wants to put a road in to the old Dill property, and create a corner and
frontage, something about setbacks, and one of the lots is not really a corner lot.

Barbara Saint Andre — I need to better refresh my memory on this.

Susy Affleck-Childs— it was a phone conversation, as | have come to find cut that John Emidy had with
Barbara. There was nothing in writing on Barbara’s part. With the creation of this subdivision and the
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roadway that would go in, the adjacent property would, essentially, to all general laypersons’ eyes,
become a corner lot. There is an existing structure on that lot, and that structure would not then have
the necessary setback.

Barbara St Andre — From what?

Susy Affleck-Childs — from the new roadline

Kary! Spiller-Waish— That would make that lot non-compliant.

Bob Tucker — The creation of a non-conforming lot instead of maintaining its current status as a
conforming lot.

Barbara Saint Andre — Well, | don’t have your bylaw in front of me, but I think | have a vague memory of
this...the by-law says you can’t construct a house

Bob Tucker — The house is already there...| want to know how this works, and I'm sure we’re going to
run into this again...what is the philosophy...

Tom Gay - What John Emidy communicated was that the adjacent parcel to the west, at 274 Village
Street, which is the health club, should not be considered a corner lot, as defined by the zoning bylaw,
and therefore not in violation of the frontage setback.

Andy Rodenhiser — Is it for the building Inspector to determine this?

Tom Gay — The existing buildings that are encroaching upon the proposed road on the development site
will be required to maintain the 35 foot setback.

Susy Affleck-Childs — We have something else in our subdivision rules and regs that says that by our
action in a subdivision decision we can’t create a zoning violation on an adjacent parcet.

Barbara Saint Andre — all, right so there is a subdivision issue. He of course wouldn’t rule on that.
Susy Affleck-Childs — We had raised this issue at the preliminary plan stage, and did a cautionary note
that we were concerned about it and that the applicant gets some sort of a clarification. | think they got

in touch with John Emidy.

Karyl Spiller-Walsh— | think we had an issue like this before where we said, no, you can’t create a road
where you’'re creating an existing non-conformance.

Barbara Saint Andre — So how close will the building be?
Karyl Spiller-Walsh- 15 feet.
Tom Gay —Yes, it is set back from a side lot line right now, and that is not non-conforming,

Karyl Spiller-Walsh— Right, but it would be to a road.
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Tom Gay — Right.

Andy Rodenhiser — but why would it not have frontage if it abuts onto what is essentially going to be a
road that others are going to derive frontage from, and who's to say that the building inspector makes
that determination today that a future planning board doesn’t allow for it in the future.

Barbara Saint Andre — | didn’t follow that last part.

The board consults the Village Estates definitive subdivision plan to better see the issue being discussed.
{Village Estates Definitive Subdivision, Permanent Private Way; May 19, 2011.)

Andy Rodenhiser — If this is sitting on the parcel, and this is 15 feet, and this road goes in along the
property line, isn’t this frontage along that?

Barbara Saint Andre — Yes it is. Again, I'm not going to...

Andy Rodenhiser — How can this not be considered a corner lot? Because it has frontage on a public way,
that these things are deriving frontage from...

Barbara Saint Andre - Well, it’s not a public way yet, of course...| need to look at the bylaw.
Andy Rodenhiser — How can we deny him frontage?

Karyl Spiller-Walsh— You can't.

Bob Tucker — That was the discussion that we started...

Tom Gay — Right now the lot line is here, this is the lot to be subdivided, and this is where the new road
will go. So it’s right on this property line. So his question is...why is that not frontage?

Barbara Saint Andre — I’'m not saying it isn’t.

Gino Carlucci — well here’s something about non-conforming... know it’s not meant for this situation,
but the first paragraph here, that if it was lawful, it is still fawful...

Barbara Saint Andre — And he’s not creating a problem here...this fellow is putting in...

Tom Gay — This is the one who is creating the...so this one has to conform, and this one has to conform,
but you can’t create a problem...you can’t call that a problem now because of this going in.

Andy Rodenhiser — it pre-exists...where it is on the lot.
Barbara Saint Andre — | understand.
Andy Rodenhiser - Because it pre-exists shouldn’t spoil the right of the abutter to subdivide his land

Barbara Szint Andre - | haven’t said that it would.
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Andy Rodenhiser - | know that.

Tom Gay — We're just trying to get it clear in our own brain.

Barbara Saint Andre — again, | need to go back at my notes and look at the zoning bylaw.
Bob Tucker — That's fine...l just figured while you were here, I'd just throw it out there.

Susy Affleck-Childs — One of the challenges is that we don’t have a definition of a corner |ot in the bylaw,
so the definition has to be inferred from other texts.

Andy Rodenhiser — Are we okay to move on?

Construction Observation Estimate - 25 Summer Street Definitive Subdivision Plan
(See attached — from Tetra Tech Rizzo, Construction Administration Services; July 6, 2011.)

Andy Rodenhiser — Does anyone have any questions about it? We can vote this for approval?
Is there a line item you want to discuss?

Bob Tucker — no, it's an estimate. | don’t have a problem with the estimate. The place where
I have issues, typically, is on retainage, and the cost to complete.

Bob Tucker moved that the Construction Observation Estimate from Tetra Tech Rizzo dated July 5, for
$5,518.62, be approved, seconded by Karyl Spiller-Walsh. The motion was approved unanimously.

Proposed Modification to Site Plan Decision for Restaurant 45

Paul Yorkis — My name is Paul Yorkis, I'm the president of Patriot Real Estate, and 'm representing
Restaurant 45,

Paul Yorkis presents information on Restaurant 45, and the proposal to use an outdoor deck for eating
and drinking, a use currently not allowed under the criginal site plan decision. {See attached plan and
application package which he references.) He stresses that the proposed modification is not a request
for an increase in the capacity of the restaurant, which will remain at 213, but a shift in where the
patrons will be permitted to eat and drink. He also noted that there will be lighting directed at the deck
from the existing building, not to spill over into the parking area or abutting roads or parcels, as well as
table lights on the tables. No outdoor sound system will be installed.

Karyl Spiller-Walsh— What mechanism will provide that only 213 are in the restaurant?

Paul Yorkis — Management personnel will control how many enter, as they do now. At any moment
police, fire, the Building Commissioner or a representative of the insurance holder could enter, inspect,
note a violation, and take the appropriate action that is needed to be taken. Three of the “no parking”
signs have been installed {Rustic and Little Tree Roads). Twelve signs have been ordered, picked up, and
are being installed.

Andy Rodenhiser — The neighbors will be happy.
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Tom Gay — There is a number disparity on some of the documents...is the capacity 213 or 214?

Paul Yorkis — In the application it is 213. In the revised information that was presented to the board it
cites...the Building Commissioner issued an occupancy permit for 214, but all our documentation shows
213.

Andy Rodenhiser — any other questions?

Kary! Spiller-Waish~ I'm not so guaranteed in my own mind you can control that number.

Tom Gay — it has to be flexible

Andy Rodenhiser — He has to regulate it himself.

Tom Gay — It really is a parking issue. The building could handle more, but he has to self-regulate.

Paul Yorkis — i walk there.

Andy Rodenhiser — The Fire Chief (Paul Trufant) and the Building Commissioner (John Emidy) are here.
Do either of you have comments, any problems with anything.

John Emidy — No. But they do need to formally apply to me officially for the changes. Plan a, plan b.
Karyl Spiller-Walsh— Who do people complain to? Us or him?

John Emidy — For what, parking? That’s different. But for capacity or for overcrowding, that would be
me or the police or fire.

Paul Yorkis —{ specifically asked Sergeant Watson about parking complaints and he says they average
less than one every other month.

Susy Affleck-Childs — So that means than 6 a year.

Andy Rodenhiser — Where do we go from here?

Susy Affleck-Childs — A motion to authorize me to draw up a modification document.
There was discussion about the closing time of Restaurant 45.

Paul Yorkis — They stop serving at 10:00 PM. Some may stay later to finish up. But the kitchen closes at
10:00. Last call is basically at 10:00. Maybe on New Year's Eve or Thanksgiving it is a little later.

Paul Trufant — {Fire Chief) — On nights that we have an alarm, if we have a call at 9 or 9:30 pm, the place
is cleared out.

Bob Tucker moved that Susy Affleck-Childs write a modification to the present site plan decision to allow
for the proposed changes, seconded by Karyl Spiller-Walsh. The motion passed unanimously.
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Paul Yorkis and the board thanked each other, and Andy Rodenhiser noted that Paul Yorkis was willing
to work on model language for the zoning bylaw to help other area businesses in town to establish this
kind of seating.

Status Report on Speroni Acres
(See attached - from Tetra Tech Rizzo, Speroni Acres Drainage Review; July 12, 2011)

Dave Pellegri — We asked Merrikin Engineering and they submitted revised calculations on both
retention basins along with an as-built. Susy Affleck-Childs and | responded by saying we'd like to see a
response letter that addresses all the previous review comments. They did provide that. We reviewed
the revised calculations. One thing that they did that | thought was good was that they did start from
scratch - this is what we have as an as built condition, revisited the pre- vs. post-, treated it like a new
subdivision, treating conditions as they exist now. | provided a letter late today to Susy Affleck-Childs,
providing our comments on those drainage caiculations. I'm not prepared to say whether we accept it
or not...we have questions...they need to provide more calculations...back up...things like that. Nothing
huge, no major problems...so we’ll wait to give our approval. At our last meeting you had asked me to
provide costs for me to go out and to take some shots to verify the as-built conditions, so | emailed to
Susy Affleck-Childs. | estimate my costs at about $800. If you approve the costs we can go out next
week, and then we can review the whole package.

Bob Tucker — As you evaluate the drainage calculations do you take into consideration the over-grown
nature of the basins...trees, scrub, brush, trash?

Dave Pellegri — We haven’t yet, but when we go out in the field we will. We will...we know about it. We
will report on the existing status of those basins.

Andy Rodenhiser —does it look like a genuine effort was put forth in responding to the comments?

Dave Pellegri — | think so, yes, because the drainage calculations are what | would expect of a new
development.

There was discussion regarding the old Speroni Acres plan. it was wondered if the old basins could be
reconstructed, and who owns the basins. And whether or not the basins and plans can be used or may

need to be reconstructed.

Bob Tucker — Are these basins owned by the landowners? They are not on separate lots; they are on the
tots the homeowner owns. To get to them you need homeowner permission.

Susy Affleck-Childs — | think Owen Sullivan retained the easements,
Bob Tucker - but the easements are not where they belong.

Dave Pellegri — Ah, that’s an interesting point...matching the easement and deeds to what’s actually
there (location of basins as built).

Karyl Spiller-Walsh— Because they’re way different from what was designed.

Dave Pellegri — We want to do the surveys from the houses. We were planning to knock on doors.
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There was more discussion regarding the current location of the detention ponds, and who owns the
land they are on, and access to them.

Andy Rodenhiser — Confirm deed matches easements
Susy Affleck-Childs— or if it is in the definitive plan
Boh Tucker — This is why you build things to the drawing, not vice versa.

Susy Affleck-Childs — We will send out notices to the homeowners...folks coming from Tetra Tech Rizzo,
permission to go on the property and evaluate. We will extend the courtesy.

Pine Meadow Bond Reduction
(See attached — from Tetra Tech Rizzo, Bond Value Estimate, Pine Meadows Ii; July 11, 2011.)

Dave Pellegri -We looked at Pine Meadow to update the Bond Estimate. Nothing, no probiems, just
some questions. | sent an e-mail to Susy Affleck-Childs. There was a question on the fence. There’sa
chance | wasn't locking at the right plan.

Gary Feldman — According to this one, the revised one...the final location is to be determined by Nick
Turi.

Susy Affleck-Childs — Nick says the fence looks nice, the landscaping looks nice. There is a question on
who will maintain it.

There was discussion on the bond.

Bob Tucker - -What is our minimum (to be retained)?

Susy Affleck-Childs — $40,000.

Bob Tucker — Dave, can you put that in as a note on the bond estimates what the minimum is?

There was discussion on other landscaping issues, a three foot grass strip around the cul de sac island,
the evergreens and mulch that was put in, granite, short plantings and dead or sick trees.

Gary Feldman - We did hire Fasolino to mow, water, and maintain the plants.
Susy Affleck-Childs - The maintenance responsibility is yours.

Gary Feldman - Until the road is accepted.

Dave left in 25% of the lump sum in his calculation for contingencies.

Dave Pellegri — Are concrete bounds all installed? | saw some, but not all.

Gary Feldman — | am not sure.
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There was more discussion on the bond numbers.

Bob Tucker moved to reduce the Pine Meadow bond to 540,000, with $3,000 of the reduction to be
directed to the construction account, seconded by Karyl Spiller-Walsh. The motion passed unanimously.

Susy Affleck-Childs - | will do a memo to the Treasurer’s office tomorrow.

Franklin Creek Road Pavin

Dave Pellegri — | got a call from Susy Affleck-Childs last week that they were paving the top coat on
Franklin Creek, and | went there to look and they were all done. They had not contacted us before,

Andy Rodenhiser — do you know the depth?

Dave Pellegri — No, no | don’t. My biggest concern is the depth, but there were also soft spots. | talked
to Marco (Vajentic); he doesn’t have a site guy any more. So what | need to figure out now is what | do
to verify. He said all the right things, but...I need to talk to the paver, see the paving slips, see proof of

tack coat, compare and calculate quantities, review the transitions at the roadway, review the pictures
during installation, and core the corners if needed. | hate to do that. You'll get potholes there...

Bob Tucker — Do you know where the soft spots were?

Dave Pellegri — Right in the middle of the entrance.

Karyl Spiller-Walsh— At the pipe, there?

Dave Pellegri — right where the sewer line came in.

Bob Tucker — Core, then, right in the middle. I'm concerned about compaction of sail at that site.

Karyl Spiller-Walsh- doesn’t it flood there?

Bob Tucker — I think they can tear the whole thing up, and do it again.

Tom Gay — He has a point here.

Dave Pellegri — They may have to. Let’s go through the above, first, and then see. If they put down the
tack it will all come up. May have to grind it down. It's still on the table.

Andy Rodenhiser —if it was a settling problem and it wasn’t addressed...

Dave Pellegri — | don’t know if it was a settling problem so much, it was more...it had settled once...or
was soft at one point so the binder broke, and they cut it out and they left it there put some stone
down in front of it...so it wasn’t like they kept paving it and it settled, paving and settled...they just did it
ance, and the pavement cracked and broke, so we know that’s one area we have to fix when we come
back.

Karyl Spiller-walsh— Is there any subterranean washing out, when the water come downhill there?
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Dave Pellegri — | don’t think so, but when | go to look at the pavement, | will lock at the shoulders...see if
there is any evidence of washout or erosion.

Andy Rodenhiser — if you talk about grinding it I'm sure they’ll be cooperative on everything else.
Dave Pellegri —{ would be, too. Let me do my home work on this and come back with a report for you.
Subdivision Rules and Regs — Discussion re: Standards for permanent private ways

{See attached memorandum re Standards for Permanent Private Ways and accompanying ldeas
worksheet.)

Susy Affleck-Childs ~ | put together for you a synopsis of the current standards that we have for
permanent private ways for our subdivisicn rules and regs both in text and in a roadway cross section.
At the bottom | put down some of the standards that apply to all subdivisions. The second page is a list
of some of the issues that we seem to be grappling with.

Andy Rodenhiser — Flowage easements...| know it is something that has emanated from the Hartney
Acres |l litigation, but is there such a thing as a flowage easement?

Gino Carlucci - Yes. | think they are the same as drainage easements.
Susy Affleck-Childs — it is a form of a drainage easement.

Andy Rodenhiser — Qkay, so it is a legitimate term. And when a flowage easement exists do we have
language in our bylaw that addresses...like a definition...and what that means for the people on filling
them?

Susy Affleck-Childs ~ It's not in the (zoning) bylaw. It is part of our subdivision rules and regs. John Q
Citizen is not going to know whether there is a flowage easement or not on their property and frankly
that is why we were uncomfortable with flowage easements, because regular citizens are not going to
be aware that they should be protecting it and not doing something, and that’s why we now have
written in here that we're not allowing flowage easements.

Andy Rodenhiser — And when someone takes their property and uses a plow or furrow or disc to change
the land, or change the flow of the water on the land, are they by virtue of doing that implementing a
flowage easement? When they direct water off their property does that require a flowage easement?

Karyl Spiller-Walsh— it becomes a flowage pattern...an easement is something that is recognized in a
pian.

There was discussion on the flowage easement, what it meant, how it was applied, and its limitations.

Tom Gay - We discussed them in Daniels Woods It and on Hill Street. They were going to have this fan
shaped area that they weren’t going to disturb. That is different...protecting it and setting it aside. That
is different from someone plowing up a field to plant something that they might cut at a later date that
may have inadvertently changed the topography and the way the water runs off the land.
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Susy Affleck-Childs — if they were messing with something that had a flowage easement on it...

Tom Gay — That's different.

Andy Rodenhiser - so flowage easement protects the intended course of water...so in the instance of
planning we are talking about swales and drainage, things of that nature for the purposes of smart, low

impact development.

Tom Gay — the flowage easements in both of the cases | mentioned were chunks of land that were
defined and they weren't going to disturb them.

Bob Tucker — And | think the term flowage easement in that respect is appropriate.

There was discussion about individuals changing the flow of water on their land...by plowing, or building
or other means...and the results of neighbors impacting neighbors

Tom Gay — Then that is between them, that’s not our issue. That's between those two guys.
Karyl Spiller-Walsh - It's between them and their attorneys, not us.

Susy Affleck-Childs— It a neighbor to neighbor kind of thing

Tom Gay — If they’ve got an ANR they’ve got a right to plow it up.

Andy Rodenhiser — | get that. But if you'll remember, the guy that was complaining was complaining
about a water course moving onto his property. By virtue of us approving a plan are we approving...?

Susy Affleck-Childs — It's part of storm water management design.

Andy Rodenhiser - So if it called out and identified it...just because we approve something and water is
going that way...unless it is something Dave calculates and it is called out in the plan, it is not as if we are
tacitly approving whatever is going on there.

Susy Affleck-Childs — And by regulation we are not supposed to be allowing flowage easements...per our
subdivision rules and regs. In a suburban community, the use of a flowage easement in somebody’s
backyard, when it is part of a neighborhood drainage system...designed...is ridiculous. With people’s use
of pools and decks and porches and sheds...

Dave Pellegri— and in fairness people don’t know when they buy a house

Andy Rodenhiser — and then they'll have dump trucks come in with dirt and reshape the land.

It was noted that there is no process for rebuilding or reshaping a backyard in Medway that involves the
planning board, and that there may be a dilemma in promaoting low impact development without

flowage easements.

There was discussion about streets in subdivisions, and longer streets winding through open space. The
focus then moved to those in the small subdivisions.

10
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Susy Affleck-Childs — What we have been getting the last two years are these little two and three
lot...little private way subdivisions that we've been grappling with. When we set up those private way
standards, it was 2006, and everyone was very comfortable with an 18 foot paved width. Well, we've
come a long way from 18 foot pave down to 14 foot paved width.

Tom Gay — | think we've also gone to a whole lot of effort to accommodate the needs of the developers,
and these odd shaped lots.

Susy Affleck-Childs — Talk to me about what you'd like, what do you think is reasonable in these small
private ways.

Andy Rodenhiser — | spent a lot of time driving around in the Mudyville area of Holliston, and it’s a pretty
dense area...but the speed with which the traffic moves through there is remarkably slower with
narrower streets, and it has a more quaint appeal to it than a giant wide street. Even when people are
shortcutting through there, even when there are cars parked in the street, there’s a politeness. It
(narrower streets) has a slowing and calming effect on the traffic.

Susy Affleck-Childs — The thinking on a 50 foot ROW is that a road can become a through road at some
time.

Bob Tucker — And the ability to construct utilities, and put in amenities, but do you need 50 feet?

Karyl Spitler-Walsh— 50 feet is a waste of space. | could be doing other things with that space.

Susy Affleck-Childs — So what about a 40 foot ROW?

Karyl Spitler-walsh— Well how big do we need it? For an 18 foot road or less.

There was discussion as to how much space was needed for the flair, 14 foot road, turn radius, sidewalk,
handicapped ramps...if sidewalks were needed, whether the development was condos, mixed, or stand-
alone homes...and if Dave could give them sketches for minimum space requirements for flairs,
turnarounds and with or without sidewalks, a curb, and so forth. Whether or not sidewalks and curbing
was needed was discussed, and the use of berms and mini swales. There was discussion on giving
builders some flexibility. There was discussion as to the type of paving, whether these short roads
needed to be paved or could have pervious surfaces such as gravel or T-Base...recycled asphalt, cobble
stone aprons to protect the public way.

Andy Rodenhiser - it looks nice and is a nice trade off

Karyt Spiller-Walsh— T-base...excellent...it’s a binder, recycled asphalt.

Susy Affleck-Childs — Maybe we give a couple of options.

Boh Tucker — Give choices. Compaction, but pervious.

Dave Pellegri — Gravel loses its permeability pretty quick, and becomes compacted.

11
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Andy Rodenhiser — So the drainage calculations need to be considered for the worst case scenario, even
if they go with the most light of standards.

Tom Gay — So drainage has to be calculated as if paved, but allow pervious for a savings.
Andy Rodenhiser — | love the idea of the cobble at the end...
Bob Tucker — Gravel, cobble, helps with the country look...

Susy Affleck-Childs — With these small subdivisions if there does end up needing to be a detention
pond...we’ve been grappling with this issue of a separate parcel for that.

Gino Carlucci — Put it in the roadway.

Karyl Spiller-Walsh— The reason for the 30 foot setback was to prevent leaning back and flicking a cigar
into the detention pond, like at Ishmael Coffee or Speroni Acres.

There was more discussion on retention ponds.

Susy Affleck-Childs — Light posts at the end of each driveway?
All — Light pollution. Get rid of them.

Susy Affleck-Childs — Well, this is a good start.

Discussion of issues in old subdivisions to be considered, such as spite strips, the corner lot issue,
driveways, connecting roads

Susy Affteck-Childs recaps the list of items discussed: 35 ft ROW, curbs as needed, no sidewalks, OK to
use roadway as drainage parcel, adjust setbacks, compact pervious paving and connectors—standard,
concrete, cobble.

More discussien of possibilities with small subdivisions. Karyl Spiller-Walsh noted her own situation
(Wingate Farmj ... back and forth thinking what do we do...ROW, turnarounds. Came up with 14 feet on
3 lots or less subdivisions. Hammerheads or cul-de-sacs

Susy Affleck-Childs — The key is we want safe turnarounds.

Bob Tucker — Be creative...we need to have freedom and not everything proscribed. Get away from bulb
and allow for turnarounds.

Susy Affleck-Childs — good discussion.

Committee Appointments:
See attached memao.

12
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Susy Affleck-Childs recommended the reappointment of Julie Fallon to the Design Review Committee.
Bob Tucker moved that she be reappointed, seconded by Karyl Spiller-Walsh. The Board voted
unanimously to reappoint Julie Fallon to the DRC for a 2 year term through June 30, 2013,

Susy Affleck-Childs recommended the reappointment of both Tina Wright and Pat McCallum, whose
terms have expired, to the Open Space Committee. Bob Tucker moved that they be reappointed,
seconded by Karyl Spiller-Walsh. The Board voted unanimously to reappoint Tina Wright and Pat
McCallum to the OSC for two year terms through June 30, 2013,

Susy Affleck-Childs noted that ichn Schroeder has resigned from the OSC, but that there are letters of
interest from two others. She recommended both Paul Marble and Mike Francis as new members to

the Open Space Committee. Bob Tucker moved that they be appointed, seconded by Karyl Spiller-Walsh.
The Board voted unanimously to appoint Paul Yorkis Marvel and Mike Francis to the OSC for 2 year
terms through June 30, 2013.

Susy Affleck-Childs recommended the reappointment of both Ann Sherry and Kai Imgenberg, whose
terms have expired, to the Economic Development Committee. Bob Tucker moved that they be
reappointed, seconded by Karyl Spiller-Walsh. The Board voted unanimously to reappoint Ann Sherry
and Kai Imgenberg to the Economic Development Committee for 2 year terms through June 30, 2013,

Susy Affleck-Childs noted that she has not heard from Mike O’'Mara whose term on the EDC had also
expired. Therefore, she is not recommending him for reappeintment.

Susy Affleck-Childs also recommended the appointment of James Byrnes, who is with the Mass
Technology collaborative and has presented a letter of interest, to be appointed as a new member to
the Economic Development Committee. Bob Tucker moved that he be appointed, seconded by Karyl
Spiller-Walsh. The Board voted unanimously to appoint James Byrnes to the EDC for a 2 year term
through June 30, 2013.

Karyl Spiller-Walsh noted that Julie Fallon does a lot of work in the DRC, and that her efforts can be seen
in many of the signs around the town. Susy Affleck-Childs noted that they are still searching for an

architect to join the Design Review Committee.

Meeting Minutes

June 28, 2011:
On a motion made by Bob Tucker and seconded by Karyl Spiller-Walsh, the Board voted unanimously
to approve the minutes from the June 28, 2011 as amended.

Adjourn:
On a motion made by Karyl Spiller-Walsh, and seconded by Bob Tucker, the Board voted unanimously

to adjourn the meeting at 9:50 pm.

Future Meetings:

The next meetings scheduled are:
» Tuesday, July 26" and August 9™ and 23™ , 2011

The meeting was adjourned at 9:50 PM. .
13



Minutes of July 12, 201 | Meeting
Medway Planning & Ecanomic Development Board
APPROVED — July 26, 2011

Respectfully Submitted,

Gan V. Mdshoe

Fran V Hutton Lee
Administrative Secretary

Reviewed and edited by,

Planning and Economic Development Coordinator

14
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ECEIYE

Tuly 6, 2011 UL o7 1om
TOWN OF Koty

Mr. Andy Rodenhiser, Chairman PLANKNG B3.D

Planning and Economic Development Board

Town Hall

155 Village Strect

Medway, Massachusetts

Re:  Construction Administration Services
25 Sammer Street Subdivision
Summer Street, Medway, Massachusetts.

" Dear Mr. Rodenhiser:

We are pleased to submit this Proposal to The Town of Medway (the Client) for professional
engineering services associated with the proposed Subdivision at 25 Summer Street. (the
Project) in Medway, Massachuseits. The objective of our services is to provide limited
construction administration services on behalf of the Town of Medway.

Scope of Services

We will undertake the following task:
Task 1 Preconstruction Meeting

¢ Prepare preconstruction agenda and attend meeting 39 the applicant, contractor, and
appropriate Town of Medway officials;

Task 2 Inspectional Services

» Inspect construction activities for conformance with the approved plans and good
engineering and construction practices. Inspections will be dictated by work schedule,
however the attached spreadsheet represents the: Eowomna mboomﬂo: of our time based on
our current understandings; -

s Act as a technical liaison between the Owner/Contractor and the Town;

s Provide inspection reports for each site visit to the O:msﬁ and the moﬁ@:ﬁm& project Point
of Contact;

+ Provide monthly invoices to the Client.
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Cost

Our cost for the above Scope of Services will be on a time and expenses basis in accordance with
the Project Fee Schedule. The Construction Inspection Budget is attached, and breaks down the
hours anticipated to be spent during the inspections. Please be advised that this estimate is based
on our current understanding of the Project needs and is for budget purposes only. Changes to
the project scope or schedule beyond that assumed by the engineer could require additional
inspections if deemed necessary by the Planning Board. Additionally, the contractor’s
inefficiency, quality of work, or lack of communication may require additional inspections and
compensation by the Owner. ,

Schedule

We are prepared to begin work immediately upon receipt of this executed Proposal. We
recognize that timely performance of these services is an important element of this Proposal and
will put forth our best effort; consistent with accepted professional practice, to complete the work
in a timely manner. We are not responsible for delays in performance caused by circumstances
beyond our control or which could not have reasonably been anticipated or prevented.

General Terms and Conditions

This Proposal shall be in accordance to the Terms and Conditions signed for the general services
agreement between the Town of Medway and Tetra Tech Rizzo. Should it meet with your
approval, please sign and return a copy to us for our files. Your signature provides full
anthorization for us to proceed. We look forward to working with you on this Project.

Very truly yours,

wamb P. Wmﬁmo.? P.E.
Vice President

David R. Pellegri, P.E.
Senior Project Manager

Date Approved by Em@m&m, E&E_bmmsm Mn.ouomu,o Development Board . L
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Certified by:

Svsan E. Affleck-Childs Date
Medway Planning and Economic Development Coordinator

- Attachments

UASITEDAVIDPMEDWAY.DANIELS_WOOD_[ICLERK OF THE WORK-2010-04-01,DOC



Censtruction Administration Budget 25 Summer Street 71512011
Medway, MA
Site
ltam No. Inspection Visits { Hrs/Inspection | Rate Total
1{Erosion Confrol 1 2 $72.00 $144.004
2{Clear & Grub {Includad in ltem 1 ) $72.00 %0.00
3|Subgrade/Staking 1 2 $72.00 $144.00
4]|Drainage System 2 3 $72.00 3432.00
5|Detention Pond (Included in ltem 4 ) $72.00 $0.00|
6[Roadway Gravel 1 3 $72.00 $216.00)
7|Water System 1 4 $72.00 $288.00f
8|Sewer System 1 4 $72.00 $288.00]
9|Roadway Bindar 1 B $72.00 $432.00}
10fCurb/Berm (N/A) $72.00 $0.00}
11]Private Utilities (N/A) $72.00 $0.00]]
12]Sidewalk Base/Gravel (N/A} $72.00 $0.00]|
13[Sidewaik Binder {N/A) $72.00 $0.00||
14}Sidewalk Reconstruction 1 3 £72.00 $216.00|
15[Roadway Top 1 3 $72.00 $432.00])
16{Sidewalk Top (N/A) $72.00 $0.00]
17|Frames and CoversiGrates (N/A) $72.00 $0.00]}
18| Adjust Frames & Covers/Grates (N/A) $72.00 $0.00[|
19|DMH Inverts (N/A) $72.00 $0.0CY
20|Bounds 1 2 $72.00 3144.00|
21]Landscape/Plantings 1 3 $72.00 $216.00f
22{Roadway Sub-Drain (N/A) $72.00 $0.00||
23|Guard Rail/Fencing (N/A) $72.00 $0.00|
24|Periadic Inspections (See Note 1) 2 4 $100.00 $800.00]|
25|Bond Estimates 2 3 $100.00 $600.00
28|AsBuilt Plans 1 4 $100.00 $400.00
27 [Meetings 2 2 $120.00 $480.00
28| Admin 2 1 $50.00 $100.00
Subtotal

Nofes:
1

2

Periodic tnspection includes a final inspection and punch list memo provided to the town. It also includes one final
inspection to verify that comments from the punch list have been addressed.

If instaliation schedule is _ozmm.q than that assumed by engineer for any item above, or if additional inspections are
required due to issues with the contract work, additional compensation may be required.

MASite\DavidP\Medway-25 surnmer sireel- Breakdown-2011-07-06 2:58 PM



TOWN OF MEDWAY
Planning & Economic Development Board
155 Village Street
Medway, Massachusetts 02053

Andy Rodenhiser, Chair,
Roberi K. Tucker, Vice-Chairman
Thonias A. Gay, Clerk

Crenston (Chan) Rogers, P.E.
Kavel Spiller Waish

June 30, 2011
Abutter Notification
Proposed Modification to the Restaurant 45 Site Plan Decision

On July 12, 2011 at 7:30 p.m. in the Sanford Room of Medway Town Hall at 155 Village
Street, the Medway Planning and Economic Development Board will review and consider an
application submitted by Mark Smith/Restaurant 45 to modify the previously approved Site Plan
Decision dated April 26, 2006 relative to improvements to the Restaurant 45 building and site at
45 Milford Street.

The applicant proposes that the Board amend Condition G. of the 4-26-2006 Site Plan
Decision regarding the use of the outdoor deck area at Restaurant 45. Condition G. specified that
the outdoor deck area was to be used only as a waiting area with “no food or beverage service
allowed”. Mr. Smith has asked the Board to modify that Decision to now permit the serving and
consumption of food and beverages for up to 40 people on the deck of Restaurant 45. However, no
expansion in the overall allowed capacity of Restaurant 45 (213 occupants) is sought. To offset the
addition of outdoor seating, a reduction in indoor seating capacity will be implemented.

You are being notified of the July 12" meeting as you are the owner of record for property
located within 300 feet of Restaurant 45 at 45 Milford Street.

The application and explanatory narrative are on are on file with the Medway Town Clerk at
the Medway Town Hall, 155 Village Street, Medway, MA and may be inspected Monday through
Thursday from 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. and Fridays from 8:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m. The information is
also available at the Planning and Economic Development office.

Interested persons or parties are invited to review the information, attend the July 12™
meeting, and express their views at the designated time and place. Written comments are welcome
and may be forwarded to the Board at saffleckchilds@townofmedway.org.

If you have any questions, please contact Susy Affleck-Childs at the Planning and Economic
Development office at 508-533-3291.

Andy Rodenhiser, chairman

Telephone: 508-533-3291 Fax: 508-533-3252
planningboard@townofmedway.org
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TOWN OF MEDWAY
Planning Board . TOWN CLERK

155 Village Street
Medway, Massachusetts 62053

Matthese J. Hayes, P.E., Chairman
Andy Rodenfuser, Vice-Chairnwan
Karyl Spiller-Walsh

Cranston {Chan) Rogers, P.E.
John Schreedear

Eric Alexander, Associate Member

April 23, 2006

SITE PLAN DECISION
Restaurant 45 Site Redevelopment Plan
45 Milford Street
Approved with Waivers and Conditions

You are hereby notified that on April 25, 2006, at a duly called and properly posted
meeting, the Medway Planning Board, after reviewing the application and information compiled
during the public review process which commenced December 7, 2003, (ihe date of application
submittal), on 2 motion by Andy Rodenhiser, seconded by Karyl Spilier-Walsh, voted
unanimously to approve with waivers and conditions as specified herein, the site plan application
of PMAM Group, LLC of Medway, MA for new construction, site improvements, drainage,
parking and landscaping at 45 Miiford Street, an approximately 1.66 acre parcel located at the
southwest corner of the intersection of Route 126/Summer Street and Route 109/Milford Street,
in the Commercial V zoning district, as shown on Medway Assessors Map 2, parcel 24. The
proposed scope of work constitutes a Major Site Plan Project pursuant to the Medway Zoning
Bylaw, V. C. 2 and therefore has been subject to Complete Site Plun Review.

This Decision includes the following sections:

L Summary of Site Plan
I1. Procedural Summary
1L Index of Site Plan documents

Iv. Testimony

V. Findings

V1L Waivers

VII.  Special Conditions of Approval
VI General Conditions of Approval

1 SUMMARY OF SITE PLAN - The application for site plan approval proposed the
following scope of work:

A. Construct a new, one-story, 5,150 sq. foot building to be used for retail purposes
allowed in the Commercial V zoning dislrict.

Telephone: 508-377-2070 o IULAIILARLG

3o .

email: medwayplanningboard @ownoimedway. org



Construction Time - Construction work at the site and in the building shall
commence no earlier than 7 a.m. and shali cease no later than 7 p.m. No
construction shall take place on Sundays or legal holidays.

Construction Traffic/Parking — All parking for construction and construction
related traffic shall be maintained on site. No parking of construction and
construction related vehicles shall take place on Rustic or Little Tree Roads.

Snow Plowing/Trash Removal - The Applicant shall be responsible for providing
snow plowing and trash pick-up with respect Lo the subject property.

Use of Outdoor Deck - The ouidoor deck shall be used only as a waifing area with
no food or beverage service aliowed.

Deliveries - Deliveries shall occur between 8 am and 8 pm. The present
delivery/loading area for the restaurant shall be retained. Deliveries for tenants in
the new building shall be conducted through the main custonier entrance.

Parking — No customer or employee parking for any businesses at this location is
allowed on Rustic and Little Tree Roads. The Applicant shall purchase and install
No Parking regulatory signage as depicted in the 1/13/06 Proposed Sign Plan
prepared by Faist Engincering. Until such time as Rustic and Little Tree Roads
are accepted by the Town of Medway as public ways, the Town is not responsible
for enforcement of the no parking restrictions on Rustic and Little Tree Roads.

Landscaping — Tt is understood that landscaping on the Summer Street side of the
site will be installed in conjunction with the Route 126 Reconstruction project and
may not be completed when an occupancy permit is sought for the new retail
building. In such case, the Applicant shall be required to provide suitable
security/performance guarantee to the Town of Medway, in a form and manner to
the Planning Board’s satisfaction, to cover the cost of the remaining work.,

Construction Inspection

1. The Department of Public Services will conduct inspections for site plan
work in the Town’s right-of way in conjunction with the Town of Viedway
Street Opening Permit.

_[\J

The Town’s Consulting Engineer, VHB, Inc. shall inspect the construction
of site improvements located outside of the Town’s right-of-way. This
shall include but not be limited to the stormwater drainage system,
parking, sidewalks, and landscaping. Prior to plan endorsement, the
Applicant shall establish a construction observation account with the
Medway Planning Board. The Applicant shall pay a construction
observation fee to the Town of Medway in an amount to be determined by
the Planning Board based on an estimate provided by VHB Engineering.
The Applicant shall provide supplemental payments to the Town, upon
mvoice, as needed for reasonable inspection services unti] the site work is
completed and the as-built plan has bsen reviewed and determined to be
satisfactorv



. This application to modify/revise a Site Plan decision is made pursuant to the Medwa y Zoning
By-Law, Section V. USE REGULATIONS, Subsection C. SITE PLAN APPROVAL and the
@Em 1ng Board's Rules and Regulations for the Submission and Review of Site Plans
Mﬂu_ m m m: (as approved December 3, 2002)
__

iSO NN2g 4

aﬁ_pndgzama_@:ma herewith submits this application to the Medway Planning and
UMK Horric Development Board to modify/revise a previously issued site plan decision.

Date: Jiine 28 2

Site Plan Title: Hestaurant 45 Sofe ..Nr..n.mﬂ{nm U.ﬁnw;. Plan

Property Location Address: _ 4/ M [ferd Shreet

Approval Decision Date; \fn:i V' 5 ol

Plan Endorsement Date: _dJune 22 Joow

Property Owner: Mark Smuth

Address: MA Millacd Streed

Me dsmva m,ﬂ_..._ 7\/\* mwkﬁmwv

Primary Contact: Pl G Yor

Telephone: 548 ~50TG- 7560 FAX: £0§-65233-2255

Email address: PEYORKIS @ AOL. - T

Applicant (if other than property owner):

Address:

Primary Contact:

Telephone: FAX:

Email address:




NOTE - If someone other than the property owner or the equitable owner is the
applicant or will be representing the applicant, then the property owner or equitable
owner must designate an Official Representative below:

Official Representative: Paoal G Yarki s
Address: 159 Main Sireet
Medwq 4 MA n2ebh3
Primary Contact: Pe i m\ ,\E kis
Telephone: 558 -509- 75w 0 Fax. AL5-533-2295
Email address: PEYARKIES & ACL . Caomn

Explanation —- Please attach an explanation of what changes you propase to the site
plan decision. Include a detailed description of the changes and an explanation as to
why the changes are needed. Provide any suitable documentation to justify the change.
Provide any other explanatory material you wish for the Board to consider in reviewing
your request.

Building Inspector’s Determination - Scope of Proposed Modification/Revision
___ On-Site Construction Change
%’ Minor Site Plan - Modification
__Major Site Plan - Substantial Modification

¥

Major Site Plan - Not Substantial

Please attach a copy of the Building Inspector's determination.

SIGNATURES - | hereby certify, under the pains and penalties of perjury, that the
information contained in this application is true and complete to the best of my
knowledge and beilief. (/f Applicable, | hereby authorize Paul &, Yprkis

to serve as my Official Representative to represent my interests before the Town of
Medway with respect to this application to modify a previously issued site plan
decision.) In submitting this application, | also authorize the Planning & Economic
Development Board, its agents, and other Town officials to access the site dgring the

site plan decision 38:. cation review process. \
CTrNIAY, \ J

L . | \..

Qmmmgﬁm OF Propertycewner { Date .1 7’
m@:mnﬁmlow b_ob:omi (if \.z,:mw than Property Owner) Date
e £l Sory

Signature of Oﬂmﬁ Representative / Dafe

\

i



SUBMITTAL INSTRUCTIONS — Required Submittals

Town Qm%
-~ One (1) Application form with original signatures

Planning & Economic Development Board
.~ One (1) Application form with original signatures

e An updated list of all abutters and parties of interest as defined in the Site
Plan Rules & Regulations, certified by the Assessor

L Site Plan Modification Filing Fee — Made payable to the Town of Medway

For Minar Site Plan Projects $ 250
For Major Site Plan projects up to 4,999 sq. ft./gross floor area $ 500
For Major Site Plan projects of 5,000 - 9,999 sa. ft./gross floor area $ 750
For Major Site Plan projects of 10,000 -14,999 sq. ft./gross floor area  $ 1,000
For Major Site Plan projects of 15,000 sq. ft./gross floor area and more 3 1,500

{or

""" Advance toward Review Expenses — Made payable to Town of
. Medway - $500 for Minor Site Plan Projects/$1,000 for Major Site Plan
Projects

NOTE - Please submit two separate checks.

Revised - May 13, 2010



PATRIOT REAL ESTATE

159 Main Streer
Medway, MA 02033
Tel: 508-533-4321
Fax: 50)8-533.2295

www.patriatrealestate.com

June 27, 2011

Mr. lohn F. Emidy
Building Commission
Town of Medway
155 Village Street
Medway, MA 02053

Dear Mr. Emidy:
I am writing you as the official representative of the owner/management of Restaurant 45.

As you know the owners of Restaurant 45 are in the process of requesting approval from the Town
of Medway Planning and Economic Development Board (PEDB) to serve food and beverages on the
deck immediately adjacent to the restaurant.

Part of the approval process from the PEDB requires the submission of an application to
Madify/Revise a Site Plan Decision. Specifically, the application asks for the Building
Commissioner’s Determination — Scope of Proposed Modification/Revision and a copy of the
Building Commissioner’s written determination.

The owner/management is requesting of the PEDB the following:

The owner/management respectfully requests that the Town of Medway Planning and Economic
Development Board amend the language of the site plan approval for Restaurant 45 to permit the
serving and consumption of food and beverages on the deck at Restaurant 45.

The owner/management is NOT proposing any change to the approved site plan {see attachment
#1).

The owner/management proposes seating for 40 persons on the deck even though a capacity of 49
has been identified by Michael Blanchette, architect {see attachment #2). This is the only proposed
change, seating for 40 persons on the deck.



The owner/management is NOT proposing to increase the overall seating capacity of 214 now
approved by the Town of Medway Building Commissioner (see attachment #3) which is based upon
the approved site plan (see attachment 1) and the maximum capacity plan under the state building
code prepared by by Michael Blanchette, architect {see attachment #4) .

The owner/management will monitor the seating capacity inside and outside to ensure that the
seating capacity does not exceed the permitted capacity approved by the Town of Medway m:__q_:m
Inspector of 214 persons. The muu:nmﬂ will modify indoor seating capacity to take into
consideration the proposed outside seating capacity.' Please see attached Plan A (attachment #5)
which reflects indoor capacity anly and Plan B (attachment #6) which reflects indoor and outdoor
capacity.

The owner/management understands and recognizes that the Town of Medway Building
Commissioner, Fire Department, and Police Department may monitor the actual number of patrons
at Restaurant 45 at any time. In addition, the applicant’s insurance carrier may also monitor the
actual number of patrons at any time.

f am meeting with the PEDB on Tuesday evening. As soon as you are able to review this request,
please call me on my cell phone, 508-509-7860, and | will be happy to respond to your questions

and comments.

Thank you in advance for your assistance. ’

Paul G. Yarkis
Presidefit
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1, MICHAEL H. BLANCHETTE, CONFIRM THAT
THE CALONATED OCLUPANT LOAD
CONFOEMS WITH THE REQUIREMERTS OF
SECTION 1004.0, OCCUFANT LOAD, OF THE
=~ 7TH ECASION OF THE MASSACHUSETTS

STATE BUILDING CODE,

MICIHAEL H. BLANCHETTE
ARCHITESY
42 WMAIN STREET
MEPWA'T, MASSACHUSETTS
SoB-221-0M1
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In accordance w1th the Massachusetts State Bulldmg Code Sect1on 106 5, tl:us

Certzf cate of Inspecz‘mn

. Issued fo: Paulme Lamblrth
1 CERTIFY that I have mspected the prennses Use Group (A- 3) 1{110wn as Restaurant 45

' Located at: 45 Mllford Streel in the Town of Medway, _County of Norfolk, and C ommonwealth of
E Massachusetts The means of egress are sufﬁmeut for the followmg number of persons

-'Place of Assembly Locatlon | Capamty ‘ Place of Assembly :_ Loc‘atlon: . Ca_pa_mity;
_Fir-sﬁt, Flo_or | 'M_ain Dining‘ Room 100 o Functlon Room S . 58
' First’Flb‘or Lou‘nge IR ‘3.6 ‘ Waltlng Area = 20 |
Certlﬁcate Number 10 259 Issue Date November 15 2010 Explratmn Date embe 15, 201 i
Bmldmg Kb mmlsswner’\ o ' . ' Fire Ofﬁc' 1l

PQS’!" IN A GQNSPIGUQU% PLAGE
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SCALE: "=
OCCUFPANT LOAD SUMMARY
OTAL DINING AREA OCCLPANTLOAD | 240 OCCUPANTS

TOTAL KITCHEN AREA OCCUPANT LOAD | & OCCUFANTS

TOTAL CALCULATED GCGUPANT LOAD

248 OCCUPANTS

1, MICHAEL H. BLANCHETTE, CONFIRM THAT
THE CALCULATED OCCUPANT LOAD
CONFORMS WITH THE REGUIREMENTS OF
SECTION 10040, OCCUPART LOAD, OF THE
TTH EDITION OF THIE MASSACHUSETTS
STATE BUILDING CODE.

MICHAEL M. BLANCHETTE
ARCHITECT
43 MAIN STREEY
MEPWAY, MASSAC IUSETTS
508-221-011
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PLAN A
INDOOR CUSTOMER SEATING

RESTAURANT 45, 45 MILFORD STREET
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PLAN B

INDOOR AND OUTDOOR CUSTOMER SEATING | e =
RESTAURANT 45, 45 MILFORD STREET 50 PERSONS. =
TOTAL CUSTOMER SEATING - 213 F -
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L |
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435‘0/:’ /: L ” : ‘ oo || 40 PERSONS
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TOWN OF MEDWAY
BUILDING DEPARTMENT
155 VIL.LAGE STREET
MEDWAY MASSACHUSETTS
PHONE 508-533-3253
FAX-508-533-3252
jemidy@@townofimedwav.ore

June 28, 2011

Mzr, Paul G. Yorkis, President
Liberty Real Estale

159 Main Street

Medway, MA. 02033

Re: 45 Milford Street
Dear Mr. Yorkis:

Tam in receipt of your letter dated June 27, 2011 regarding the above referenced location. It is my
understanding that the owners seek to use the outside deck area that seats 40 persons. On April 26" 2006,
the Medway Planning Board approved a site plan and stipulated several conditions. Condition G.
expressed the limited use of the deck as a waiting area only. Currently, the Certificate of Inspection, as
issued by the Building Department has a total seating of 214 persons for the restaurant. Seating may be
decreased in areas of the restaurant with the difference applied to accommodate 40 persons for the deck
arca. The total numbers of 214 persons cannot be increased without additional parking spaces or zoning
elief. Therefore, it is my opinion that the use of the deck area for seating requires a minor modification to
the conditions of the approved site plan.

Please contact me if you have any questions regarding this matter.
Respectfully,

ae
[l

John F. Emidy C.B.O.
Building Commissioner
Zoning Enforcement Officer

JFE

Cec: Selectmen, S. Kennedy, PEDB, file
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July 12,2011

Town of Medway

Planning and Economic Um<&ow9m3 Board
155 Village Street

Medway Massachusetts 02053

Re: Speroni Acres Drainage Review
Medway, Massachusetts

UWNH‘WONHQ‘W\H@E._UWHMH R T S

At the request of the Medway Planning and Economic Development Board (PEDB),
Tetra Tech Rizzo (TTR) reviewed the Speroni Acres Definitive Subdivision Modification .
Drainage Calculations and Stormwater Management Report dated January 12, 2011 to
verify compliance with previous drainage review letters prepared by the Town of
Medway’s former engineering consultant and good engineering practice. This letter

- swnmarizes the results of that review. ‘

On June 8, 2007 Vanasse Hangen Brustlin Inc. (VHB) issued a comment letter
_ addressing the package of materials submitted by Attorney Michael Paolini on behalf of
the applicant Owen Sullivan. Since that time, Merrikin Engineering LLP has been hired
to identify existing conditions of the detention basins and address all issuss identified in
the field and the 6/8/07 VHB letter. After coordination between TTR, Merrikin, and
‘Susy Affleck Childs, Merrikin has now submitted the necessary documentation to
continue the review process. ‘

The analysis conducted by TTR was based on the following documents provided by the
PEDE.

» Drainage Review Letter dated June 8, 2007 written by Vanasse Hangan Brustlin,
Inc. (VHB) .

» Drainage Review Letter dated March 27, 2009 written by VHB

» Drainage Modification Letter dated January ww 2011 written by Merrikin
Engineering, LLP

Cne Grant Straat
Framingham, Ma& 01701
Tai 5085032000 Fax 5085033001



>

Definitive Subdivision Modification Drainage Calculations and Stormwater
Management Report dated January 12, 2011 prepared by Merrikin Engineering,
LLP ‘

Drainage Review Response Letter dated Jupe 1, 2011 written by Memrikin
" Engineering, LLP

The following is a list of comments generated during the review of the design
documents and previous comment letters.

TT veview comments related io Responmse Leiter dated June 1, 2011 written by
Merrikin Engineering, 1L.LP

!\..)

(Original Comments)

VHB requested Merrikin provide detailed as-builts of the final detention basins
stamped by a Land Surveyor registered in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts.
In Merrikin’s response to the VHB letter, he states that his intent is to have the
current as-built plan reviewed first and then will have the final plan stamped.
TTR verified that the as-built has been provided in the revised drainage
calculations and consider the intent to submit a final stamped as-built after final
review to be reasonable.

Existing and proposed conditions watershed plans have been provided in the
revised drainage analysis.

Weighted curve number calculations, basin details and Tec calculations have been
provided in the revised drainage analysis.

(Field Observations)

Merrikin acknowledges that detention ponds 1, 2 and 3 have not been built
according to the proposed design, and note that the basins side slopes are stable
and heavily vegetated. It is also stated that the as-built plan does refiect the
current basin contours and the provided drainage calculations reflect the current
basin operating conditions. TTR acknowledges this statement and will comment
on the drainage design in a later section.

(Drainage Report — Junc 16, 2008 Drainage Report Prepared by Others)

This drainage report was not provided to TTR for review therefore no comments are
offered.



TT review comments related to the Definitive Subdivision Modification Drainage
Calculations and Stormwater Management Report dated January 12, 2011

[

[¥5]

It is stated within the drainage report that recharge was not incorporated into the
original design, however the Hydro CAD calculations utilize infiltration to reduce
the post development peak discharge rate. If infiltration is to be utilized, recharge
calenlations should be provided with supporting data to substantiate the
exfiltration rates utilized in Hydro CAD.

The peak discharge for the 2-year storm excesds the predevelopment condition by
0.67 CFS. Though this exceedence in the discharge rate is minor, the applicant
should explore additional modifications to the outlet structure to mitigate the
increase in the discharge rate.

The required water quality volume calculations were provided for each basin
however no calculations were provided for what was actually provided. Provided
water quality volumes should be tncluded in the report for the as-built conditions
of the basins.

The required and as-built sediment forebay volume calculations should be
provided in the analysis. If it is found that the as-built condition does not meet or
exceed the required volume, the sediment forebay should not be accounted for in
the TSS removal calculations.

The applicant states that this project is a redevelopment, therefore several
standards are only met to the maximum extent practical. This statement is
confusing because this drainage analysis is intended to model the as-built
condition of the site and no development is proposed. The applicant should
explain / verify the intent of this statement.

The as-built condition of the rip rap should be verified at each basin. The
detention basins were not modeled with spillways therefore the 100-year flood
volume stages to within 1 foot of the top of each basin. If spiilways have been
installed within each basin, they are to be modeled within HydroCAD. Modeling
spillways will allow the high flood stages to discharge from the detention basins,
significantly increasing the proposed peak discharges from the basins.



The PEDB has requested that TT provide a cost to field verify the as-built grading at the
existing basins. TT has provided that cost to the PEDB and will await further direction.

TTR will attend the June 12, 2011 PEDB hearing for this project and will be available to
answer any questions that arise after the review of this letter. If you have any questions
or require additional information, please don’t hesitate to contact us at {508) 903-2000.

Very truly yours,

Dave Pellepri
Senior Project Manager

PA2I5ANI2T-E1535-0900 NO0CMENOZ01 1-07-12 SPERONL ACRES REVIEW LETTER.DOC



Bond Value Estimate

: x@ TETRATECH RIZZO Pine Meadows I
; Definitive Subdivision e Grane Scren
Medway, Massachusetts Frammgiam, M4 01701
c_ﬁ_v.. A ‘_. NO.‘_ .u Ted 5029012004 Fas 308,903 2003
DESCRIPTION QUANTITY | UNIT UNIT COST ENGINEERS ESTIMATE
Roof Runoff recharge (Std 4 chamber
unit) 7| EA £1,500.00 S10,500
(2yiLandscaping @ Cul-de-sac Island 0.25] LS $4,200.00 51,050
(33}4 Ft. High Split Rail Fence 201 LF 515.00 5300
Concrete Monuments [53] EA §200.00 $3,000
Pavement Markings 1l LS $250.00 3250
2 year Snow Plowing S00|LF/YR $2.50 $4,000
2 year Road Maintenance S00|LF/YR $2.00 $3,200
2 year Drainage Maintenance SODJLF/YR, $2.00 53,200
As-built Plans 800] LF 55.00 54,000
Legal Fecs 1] LS §2,000.00 $2,000
$31,500
Subtotal $31,500
Contingency (25%) $7.875
Recommended Bond Value $39,375

{1} Unit prices are taken from the [atest information provided on the Mass DOT website. They utilize the Mass DOT weighted
hid prices {Combined - All Disiricis) for the time peried 5/2010 - 5/2011.

(2) Landscaping in island varies slightly from that proposed on plan, and two of the larger trees appeared to be dead.
We therefore recommend the release of 75% of lump sum at this time.

(3} 4 High Split Rall Fence was instalted for 60 linear feet as opposed to the 80 linear faet approved,

PA21583\127-21583-09006\Docs\Estimates\Pine Meadow-Bond Estimate_2008-05-14 {Revised-2011-07-1 1)



TOWN OF MEDWAY
Planning & Economic Development
155 Village Street
Medway, Massachusetts 02053

MEMORANDUM
July 7, 2011

T0: PEDB members
FROM Susy Affleck-Childs
RE: Discussion re: S

ards for Permanent Private Ways

Thanks to Gino Carlucci and Dave Pellegri for their input on this memorandum.

Summary of current Permanent Private Way standards per Subdivision Rules
and Regulations

Applicable to: Subdivisions up to 3 lots
Roadway ROW 50

Minimum width of paved way 18

Design speed 25 mph

Minimum Centerline Radii 150

Curbing hot mix asphalt/cape cod berm
Sidewalks not required

Grass strip not required

Open space not required

Stormwater management required

mﬁm:mm&m applicable to all Subdivisions

Street Trees at least 3 trees per fot

Street Lights

Separate parcels for stormwater drainage

Roadway length for dead end streets 600" maximum and a turnaround adequate for safety

Issues that have emerged with private way developments



Advisability of using the existing Permanent Private Way construction standards for condominium
developments which generally have private roadways longer than 600, include considerably more
dwelling units than 3, and probably merit having some sort of internal pedestrian circulation system.

Paved width of roadway - requests for as narrow as 14 feet paved. This may be OK for 2 dwelling units.
ALSO ... paved width of one —way roads.

Curbing ~ requests for no curbing at all. This may be OK with country drainage if erosion probability is
low. An alternative could be curbing with occasional breaks

Stormwater - use of country style drainage . . . swales, flowage easements; applicability of stormwater

regulations depends on size of parcel; merits of requiring separate drainage parcels for these very small
subdivisions vs. allowing drainage facilities on house lots or primarily within the private roadway parcel.
Perhaps this should be handled on a case-by-case basis.

Street lights - requests for no street lights at all. Use post lights at end of each driveway instead.
Street names
ROW width — Does it make sense to require a 50" ROW for these tiny subdivisions??

Use of new roadway as partial frontage for house lot with an existing structure. Perhaps a requirement
(zoning} that continuous frontage must be met on a single street could be considered. Credit could he
given to halfway point around curb radius. That would not stop the requirement from being met all on
the new street. Still dependent on compliance with covenant. Not sure what other mechanism we could
use. Any thoughts from Town Counsel?

Ownership of roadway parcel and drainage facilities. If there is more than one user of road and
drainage, a homeowner’s association should probably be mandatory

Sidewalks — requests for no sidewalks at all. The requirement for sidewalk along existing frontage should
probably be maintained with clarification as to when it should be provided. Perhaps, consideration
should be given to bring an existing sidewalk up to current standards or make a contribution to the
Sidewalk Fund. For example, if existing sidewalk is 4’ wide and in good condition, an estimate should be
made to bring it up to 5.5 feet with curb as appropriate. In many cases, it might make sense to make the
contribution rather than have one short stretch of sidewalk at standard while both sides are
substandard.

Suggestions

Modify existing private way standards for subdivisions up to 3 lots. Or, review on case-by-case
basis. Concerned about unintended consequences. However, we should ensure that current
standards COULD be met before waiving them.

Develop separate condominium development private way standards - provide for variable
standards for width, sidewalks, curbing, etc. depending on # of dwelling units, type of roadway,
etc.



TOWN OF MEDWAY
Planning & Economic Development
155 Village Street
Medway, Massachusetts 02053

MEMORANDUM
June 27, 2011 )
\
TO: Medway Planning ..aur omic Development Board
FROM: Susy Affleck-Child d'l
RE: Committee Appoin S

Per Town Bylaws, the Planning and Economic Development Board is responsible for
making appointments to the Design Review Committee, Open Space Committee and
Economic Development Committee.

Design Review Committee — Per the General Bylaw establishing the DRC, this
committee shall have at least 5 members who are Medway residents. There is no
maximum # of members specified. One member of the DRC shall be a representative of
the Planning and Economic Development Board and one member shall be a
representative of the Medway Business Council.

The term of office for 2 members (Julie Fallon and Gary Jacob} expires June 30, 2011.
Both of these long-standing members were contacted regarding their interest in
continuing to be involved. Julie Fallon would like to serve again. Gary Jacob has not
responded to my inquiry. Please note that due to a very demanding work travel
schedule, Gary has not been able to attend DRC meetings for most of the past 2 years.

NOTE - The other DBRC members include Mary Weafer, Matthew Buckley, Rachel
Walsh and Dan Hooper. Their term of office expires June 30, 2012. Karyl Spiller-Walsh
regularly serves as the PEDB’s representative to the DRC. Presently, the Medway
Business Council has not appointed anyone to serve on the DRC as its representative,
despite many requests on my part.

| recommend the PEDB reappaoint Julie Falion to the DRC for a 2 year term through
June 30, 2013. We need to remind the MBC that a representative from its organization
is needed. Also, the DRC would greatly benefit from having an architect or architectural
designer as a member; it has been an on-going challenge to find someone with that
background to serve on the DRC.

Telephone: 508-533-3291 Fax: 508-533-3252
saffleckchilds@townofmedway.org



Open Space Committee — The General Bylaw which established the OSC provides
that there will be at least 5 and no more than 9 members who are Medway residents.

The term of office for 3 members of the OSC expires June 30, 2011 — Tina Wright,
Patrick McHallam and John Schroeder. All 3 members were contacted regarding their
continued involvement. Tina Wright and Patrick McHallam would like to be reappointed.

John Schroeder has resigned his position. on? ,

NOTE - The other OSC members include Jim Wickis, Glenn Murphy, Jim Sullivan and @
Bruce Hamblin. Their term of office expires June 30, 2012, % ﬁu
n\ﬂ\{

_ﬁmooﬂ:Bm:aﬁ:m_umeamcnoﬂ.:ﬁ._._:méz@zm:a_um:_o_ﬁgozm:maﬁoﬁ:mO_um:mvmom x,«Yecm\
Committee for 2 year terms through June 30, 2013. NOTE — There is still room for 3 o
additional OSC members. @’
Economic Development Committee — Per the General Bylaw establishing the EDC,

this committee shall have a maximum of 11 members.

The term of office for 3 members expires June 30, 2011 — Ann Sherry, Kai Imgenberg
and Mike O’Mara. All 3 members were contacted regarding their continued involvement.
Ann Sherry and Kai Imgenberg both responded that they would like fo continue. Mike
O’Mara has not responded to my inquiry.

The other EDC members include Kent Scott, Ray Himmel, Andy Rodenhiser, Paul
Yorkis, Ken Bancewicz, David Hathaway, and Hasan Husain. Their term of office
expires June 30, 2012.

| recommend the PEDB reappoint Ann Sherry and Kai imgenberg to the EDC fora 2
year term through June 30, 2013.

We have received an inquiry and request to be appointed to the EDC from James
Byrnes. James has been attending EDC meetings during the past 6 months. He works
at the Mass Technology Collaborative. His information is attached. | believe he would
be a good addition to the EDC and recommend his appeintment for a 2 year term thru
June 30, 2013.



Susan Affleck-Childs

From: James Byrnes [byrmes@masstech.org]
Sent: Monday, June 27,2011 9:28 AM

To: Susan Affleck-Childs

Subject: Medway - Economic Developmeng Council
Attachments: Resume.doc

Hellg,

| would like to express my interest in becoming a member of Medway’s Economic Development Council. After having
attended a number of meetings | believe that my experience working for a quasi-public state economic development
agency, as well as my personal interest in Medway and local economic development, would allow me to contribute to
the efforts of the council.

Attached is a brief resume for your review, | look forward to hearing from you.

Thank you,
lames

James F. Byrnes Jr.

Operations Supervisor

John Adams Innovation Institute
Massachusetts Technology Collaborative
508.870.0312 Ext. 1262

75 North Drive

Westborough, Massachusetts 01581
www. MassTech.org/JAII




James F. Byrnes Jr.

Address: 21 High Si, Medway, MA 02053

Phone: (202} 321-6094

Email: jbyrpesiremail.com

Objective: Obtain position, which allows for increased responsibility within the field of grant
management

Education: Westfield State College, Westfield, MA

Work Experience:

Bachelor of Science
Graduation: 12/99
Major: Economics; Concentration: Criminal Justice

Operations Supervisor, Massachusetts Technology Collaborative, (12/08-Present)
-John Adams Innovation Institute

1. FINANCIAL ADMINISTRATION - Ensure the satisfactory financial administration
and management of all contract administration, processing and related management tasks
in support of the Innovation Institute, including:

* Processing of award contracts within JAIl and MTC

s Process and execution of invoices, budget trackers, work orders and related contract
management documents

s Coordinate, process and track all management, consultant and related contracts;

e Execute review of invoices submitted by vendors and others for divisional approval
Collaborate with managers on matters relating to M&E and portfolio management

2. DIVISION OPERATION SUPPORT - Provide administrative support, financial
management and project management assistance to the Innovation Instinute, including:
» Interface with MTC finance, administrative and legal personnel on contract
management and implementation matters

» Provide budgeting and other financial planning information for investments and other
Innovations Institte programs

s Implement and maintain M&E system requirements in collaboration with other
division managers

s Develop formats and create reports within the division and with a financial
management system to facilitate improvements in contract administration and overall
investment performance

3. PROGRAM SUPPORT AND SPECIAL PROJECTS Work senior managers on
selected projects to advance progress toward achieverment of key priorities, including (but
not limited to):

e Address information and other unmet needs for priority investrnents, including all
aspects of lead management and the implementation of investments

e Propose and implement upgrades to Innovation Institute management systems
including the Lead Management and M&E systems

* Prepare proposals for internal and external audiences

4. MANAGE OPERATIONS ASSISTANT — Manage and utilize the Operations Assistant
in support of all Innovation Institute administrative responsibilities



Software;

Activities:

Operations Assistant, Massachusetts Technology Collaborative, (5/07- 12/08)

- Iohn Adams Innovation Institute

»  Support scheduling and processing of award contracts within JAIT and MTC

»  Organize and process invoices, work orders and deliverables to ensure contractual
conformity

+ Coordinate, process and track all management, consultant and related contracts in
support of divisional directives

Economist, Commonwealth of Massachusetts (1/02-5/07)

-Department of Telecommunication and Energy, Rates and Revenue Requirements

Division

e Analyze petitions and filings, review applicable laws and DTE decisions, develop
record so Cormission may issue decision compliant with applicable laws, consistent
with DTE precedent and the public policy of the Commission

= Inform Commission and Supervisors of issues that need to be resolved and options
available to decide petitions

s Write draft sections of orders following Department’s writing style that are consistent
with directives of Commission with supporting findings with direct evidence

Economic Research Assistant, National Association of Realtors (2/00-12/01)
-Economic Research Department

Assist in production of economic indicator (Existing Home Sales)

Production of economic indicator (Housing Affordability Index})

Author monthly articles for research publication

Wrote monthly review of real estate economic indicators for research publication

Policv Analvst, Interstate Natural Gas Assoc., Washington DC (Summer 99)

-Policy and comumunications Department

¢ Provided research and data collection support to analyses of current economic and
policy issues

e  Wrote reports summarizing Congressional and Senatorial Hearings

Intern, Office of the Governor, Springfield, MA (Spring 99)
« Handle constituent issues

¢ Inform Governor of Western MA issues

» Represent and assist Governor at community events

Microsoft products {Outlook, Excel, Word, PowerPoint), Internet Applications, Acrobat,
Various Database and Financial Accounting systems

Member — Maspenock Rod & Gun Club; Motorcycle Enthusiast; Avid Gardener



