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MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD

July 2, 1986

Members present: Bancroft, Brennan, Codispoti, Gagliani and Parker. Others
attending: Town Administrator Sullivan and Selectmen Larkin, Nourse and Thémpson.

Chairman Parker called the meeting to order at 8:00 p.m, and the following business
was transacted:

PONDVIEW II: Town Administrator Sullivan and Selectmen Thompson, Nourse and Larkin
met at the invitation of the Planning Board to discuss the grading in the Pondview
II plan and adjacent area.

The Selectmen are concerned because the requirements of Section 12 of the Zoning
Bylaw (Earth Removal) have not been completed in accordance~ with the Selectmen's
letter of February 1985. '

The Board is concerned that further gravel may be removed.

The Selectmen's main concern with the area in the Pondview I subdivision under
the Selectmen's jurisfiction was safety. The banks were unstable and steep.
According to Mrs. Thompson the slopes have been made safe to the Police Chief's
satisfaction. '

Mrs. Bancroft suggested that something be set up for maintenance between the two
towns before the street is approved for construction.

Town Administrator Sullivan suggested that Medfield get together with Walpole and
suggest that if Walpole will take care of Jorie Lane, Medfield will take care of
the new street.

Mr. Brennan felt that it was the developer's responsibility to provide evidence
that he has made agreements between the towns for upkeep and plowing of the roads,
etc.

Mrs. Thompson reported that the area abutting the Warnock's has been fixed to the
Warnock's satisfaction.

Mr. Sullivan asked if the original subdivision will have to be changed. Mr, Parker
said that the developer will be reminded that he has to keep the 4-to-1 sloping
along Stuart as well as the new street. The revised plan will go to Whitman §
Howard for review. The Board's decision is due July 29th.

Mrs., Willis was instructed to Call the Walpole Planning Board regarding the
Pondview II plan.

SHIELDS PARKING VIOLATION: The Selectmen asked about the status of the Shield's
parking violation on South Street. Mr. Larkin said that the matter has been
turned over to Town Counsel to proceed. "

MAIN STREET THREE-FAMILY HOUSE SITE PLAN: Mr. Parker reported that he talked
with Town Counsel Fuller regarding the necessity of a variance for a driveway
for more than six cars within 150 feet of an intersection, whether garaged or not.

Mr, Fuller said that it is-the number of cars that is> being controlled. It is
a safety issue,
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VOTED: To require Hartshorn Construction to apply to the Board of Appeals for a
zoning variance to allow the proposed drlveway to be within 150 feet of o
an intersecting way.

VOTED: To deny Site Plan Approval on the ba51s that the drlveway does not comply
with Section 8.3 of the Zoning Bylaw.

TOCCI-TOCCI SUBDIVISION: Mrs. Willis reported that Mr. MacKinnon and Dr. Carr had
a conversation regarding Mr. MacKinnon's requirements for drainage of the subdivi-
sion. Mr. MacKinnon will send a letter to the Board regarding this conversation,

It was noted that the EIS was not dated nor signed by a registered professional
engineer and did not meet the intent of the Bylaw, Only a partial list of plants

in the vegetated wetland was included. The historical site on the property was not
shown. The negative impact of the loss of natural resources was not discussed. All
waterways in and adjacent to the site are not shown on the same plan.

Mr. Gagliani pointéd out that the Conservation Commission minutes misrepresented = i
his input into the hearing on June 5th. - ﬂ

DEERFIELD DRIVE EXTENSION: The Board briefly reviewed the Deerfield Drive Extension \
plan which is before the Board of Appeals. The Board will suggest that monuments
be placed to locate the right-of-way easement to the common land in the rear of the
cluster,

FORESTRY LAND-OWNED BY MUCCIACCIO: The Planning Board has received a notice of
intent to convert and sell forestry land containing 14.1 acres of land off South
Street.

VOTED: To send a letter to the Selectmen that the Planning Board does not feel
that it is within the Town's interest to exercise its option to.purchase
the above-offered land for the sum of $175,000,
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In addition to the abewe, Mrs., Bancroft has been appointed by the State to the
Bay Circuit Green Belt Committee; appointed by Trustees of State Hospital and
Selectmen to .Massachusetts State Hospital Committee and appointed to the Capital
Budget Committee by the Selectmen, Mr. Brennan has been appointed by the
Selectmen to the Joint Transportation Committee of which he is chairman and
the Drainage Study Committee,

The meeting was adjourned at 11,00 p.m.

Respectfully yours,

John K, Gagliani
Secretary







MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
July 14, 1986

Members present: Brennan, Bancroft, Codispoti and Parker.
Others attending: People interested in public hearings.

The meeting was called to order at 8:00 p.m. by Chairman Parker and the following
business was transacted:

MINUTES:

VOTED: To accept the minutes of June 16 and 23, 1986.

VILLAGE FARM ESTATES:

Chairman Parker dismissed himself from the Village Farm Estates hearing as he is
an abutter to the project.

Vice Chairman Bancroft called the hearing to order at 8:15 p.m. Acting Secretary
Codispoti read the public hearing notice as it appeared in the SUBURBAN WORLD.

Mrs. Bancroft stated that Mr. Parker had exempted himself from the hearing as a
Planning Board member. Mrs. Bancroft then explained the procedure to be followed.

Mr. Robert Poxon, engineer for the subdivision, explained the plan. He said that

the subdivision contained five lots, four of which were newly created. The parcel

of land is within two zoning districts. Abutting South Street for a depth of 120
feet it is zoned RU; the remainder of the land is zoned RS. Three lots are pro-
posed in the RS Zone, and two in the RU zoning district. A *%waiver is being re-
quested regarding the 25-foot radius. Based on the size of the street and the sub-
division, Mr. Poxon felt a 50-foot radius could create an area which could invite
"U" turns. A 20-foot drainage easement is shown for drainage from Pound Street.

The land generally slopes from North to South. The grading for the roadway is
designed to contain all the surface water within the subdivision. The construction
of a detention pond is proposed in the SE corner of the lot. This detention pond will
be designed so that drainage which comes from Pound Street will be directed to flow
into the pond. The outlet pipe is 18". Mr. Poxon said that it was almost completely
clogged. A flow will be created through a pipe system so that there will be less
chance of plugging. The utilities in the street will meet town specifications.

There will be a fire hydrant at the end of the cul de sac for safety and to keep

the water line functional. The drainage of the entire area, including most of

Pound Street, was analyzed. The surface water from this site drains in the north-
easterly and easterlydirection to the rear of the site where there is presently a
20-foot wide drainage easement which is used to discharge surface water from Pound
Street. This 18" pipe is located parallel to the rear property line and an 18"

inlet has been left to drain this parcel along with the parcels of land northerly

of the site. The 18" pipe, which as previously noted is practically plugged, and
requires cleaning, is the inlet for draining some seven acres of land. This inlet
will be cleared and a manhole will be constructed and a Detention Pond will be
established with an 8" outlet pipe to control the runoff from the proposed develop-
ment and the land north thereof. The drainage as it is discharged into the 18"

pipe will drain through the Town of Medfield High School property. There presently
are 18", 21" and 24" pipes in place, which eventually discharge into the ditch ad-
jacent to Phillips Street where there are two culverts - one 30" RCP and one 30" CMP.
The proposed detention basin will reduce the 10-year storm peak flow from 8.9 cfs. to
6.5 cfs:. The site.is basically an open field with very little vegetation as far as
trees or bushes. It is mostly high grass.

The owner has performed test pits on site and these test pits are noted on the site
plans which details the residential units to be constructed and based on measurements
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taken on April 15, 1986. The ground water ranges from four feet to seven feet
from the surface. Plotting the ground water elevation, it appears that the ground
water drains from the north to the south and this is generally the direction of
the existing topography sloping from the north to the south. Based on these
observations, the houses will be maintained to the minimum of three feet-plus

from the observed ground waters. Lessening the impacts to the ground water, we
are proposing to tie the proposed four new residential units into the Town of
Medfield sewerage system. There presently is an 8" existing gravity line within
South Street and proposed are two additional manholes and an 8" gravity PVC line
within the proposed street.

Mrs. Bancroft read the report from Whitman & Howard dated July l4th:

1. THE TYPICAL ROADWAY CROSS SECTION SECTIONS SHOWN ON SHEET 2 and 4 SHOULD BE
REMOVED OR CORRECTED TO AGREE WITH THE CROSS SECTION SHOWN ON SHEET 3.

The drafting errors will be corrected.

2. WE RECOMMEND THAT THE STOP AND START STATIONS FOR THE LOCATION OF THE GRANITE
CURBING BE SHOWN ON SHEET 3.

This problem will be addressed.

3. DISAGREE WITH THE ESTIMATE OF 10 TRIPS PER DAY FOR THE FOUR NEW HOMES. AASHTO
ESTIMATES 10 TRIPS ENDS PER HOUSE FOR A TOTAL OF 40 TRIP ENDS PER DAY. AGREE
THIS SUBDIVISION TRAFFIC SHOULD NOT CAUSE A NOTICEABLE IMPACT ON SOUTH STREET.

Will be reviewed again.

4, THE LOCUS SHOWN ON THE TOWN OF MEDFIELD ZONING MAP INCLUDED IN THE DRAINAGE
CALCULATIONS IS IN THE WRONG LOCATION.

Will make the change.

5. THE HYDROGRAPHS DEVELOPED FOR THE DETENTION BASIN ARE -UNDERESTIMATED. THE
RATIONAL METHOD DETERMINED THE TEN-YEAR PEAXK RATE -OF-FLOW AS 2.65 cfs FOR THE
PROPOSED STREET DRAINAGE. THE PROPOSED HYDROGRAPH FOR THE SAME ARFA .USING THE
COMPUTER HAS A PEAK FLOW OF ONLY 1.7 cfs. o

There is a soils map in the presentation which shows that the site is located
within type "A" soils - Hinkley, Merrimac and Windsor. They will give less
of a runoff because of the slope and time concentration.

The Planning Board has requested that the drainage be calculated in accordance
with the Planning Board Subdivision Rules & Regulations.

6. CONCERN REGARDING DETENTION BASIN.

The drainage will be piped directly into the manhole from the detention basin.
The 50-year storm design is required for culverts. The street drainage is de-
signed for the ten-year storm. The 100-year storm will be devastating to the
area. There will be flooding in a ten-year storm. There will be an.enormous
amount of water running down the street. To require that this pond be de-
signed for the 100-year storm, it would have to be much larger. The system
can't get the water to drainage in a 100~year event. The pipes can't hold
that much water. '

Mrs. Bancroft read a letter from the Water & Sewerage Board stating that Village
Farm Estates had not yet applied for a permit to extend the sewer.
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Miss Lynn Rhoads expressed her concern as an abutter to the right of the property

as there already is a problem with drainage. She said that her basement "is a total
flood situation." If the land is filled next to her lot and a pond added she felt
it would aggravate her situation as she has no drainage in her back yard.

Mr. Codispoti asked if a swale was going to be constructed around the entire property
to catch the water and asked to what elevation will the property be filled.

Mr. Poxon said the maximum elevation is 175 feet which will then slope down to the
street. The minimum elevation is 170 along the south side. Presently the area is
created so that there is a swale around the property line.

Mr. Brennan asked if there was a sump there now.
Mr. Poxon said that there is a contour of 169 which creates a small ponding area.

Mrs. Bancroft said there appears to be somewhat of a water problem currently and
asked if the drainage will help to take care of the water there now.

Mrs. Bancroft asked if the plan requires removing any earth outside the property
lines of the subdivision.

The answer was 'no".

Mrs. Bancroft asked how they proposed to deal with the detention basin. What are
the slopes and how deep will it be?

Mr. Poxon said the slopes will be three-to-one side slopes. The depth of the basin
is 2% feet. It holds 1% feet of water in a ten-year storm.

Mrs. Bancroft asked how the bottom of the basin would be treated.

Mr. Poxon said it would be planted with canary grass.

Mrs. Bancroft noted that because the basin would be part of the Town's drainage
system and the Town would need an easement.

Mr. Poxon said he has shown a triangle easement, plus a 20-foot easement on the plan.
Mr. Brennan asked what the silted pipe does now. '
Mr. Poxon said it takes overland flow which doesn't go into the piping system.

Mr. DeSorgher said that there has been a pump coming out of a house in the area for
ten years. Twice in the past ten years storms have washed away part of 109 and
part of 27. It would be better if the town planned for the storm rather than
running into problems two or three times a decade. Mr. DeSorgher asked who is
responsible for keeping the 18" pipe clean.

Mrs. Bancroft said the town has the responsibility.

Mr. Tom Rezza, 73 South Street, said that a 100-year storm cannot be designed for.
Mr. Brennan stated that most drainage systems are designed for 50-year storms.

Mr. DeSorgher asked if the trees would be retained.

Mr. Poxon said the trees bordering the property will not be disturbed, nor will
the stonewall.

Jane Rezzo, 73 South Street asked about the trees near the farm house.

Mr, Poxon said the barn will be taken down. Any trees that can be saved will be
saved,
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Mr. James Imbert, 64 South Street, asked if there was any ledge in the area and,
if so, will there be blasting.

Mr. Joseph Parker said that "as a neighbor the scope of this plan seems to fit
into the neighborhood. I would hope that when the stonewalls are broken through,
you could use them on the roundings going into the new street. That would be a
real amenity to the neighborhood. 1In the Subdivision Rules & Regulations we do
not allow detention basins. I would hope that the Planning Board would listen
carefully to expert engineering advice." Mr. Parker asked how much fill would
be brought onto the site.

Mr. Poxon noted that volume computations have not been made on the amount of fill,
but this computation could easily be made.

Mr. David Nilson said he would like to address the lady who asked about the trees.
Two trees have been tagged for removal. The trees that will not be affected by
the road will remain.

Mr. Poxon said that the Board could require that the trees be welled where it
appeared they could be destroyed.

Miss Lynn Rhoads asked at what point near the stonewall that abuts her property
will there be filling.

Mr. Poxon said that the filling would be approximately 30 feet from her property.

Miss Rhoads said,. "Right now nothing grows there. I can't imagine how you can
regradés it and it won't be worse on my property. It will flood my property.
It is doing it now. There is no drainage."

Mr. Poxon said that an underdrain could be installed to direct water into the

pond. The whole purpose of the Village Farm drainage design is to contain every-
thing on site. We will look at Rhoads' property to see what could be done.

Mrs. Bancroft said that it would be helpful to the Board to have informatiom
about the contours on the adjacent land and she asked when the percolation
tests were taken.

Mr., Poxon said they'were taken in April through May.
Mrs. Bancroft asked if anyone would like to go on record in favor of the plan.
Mr. & Mrs. Rezza are in favor of the plan.

Mrs. Bancroft asked if anyone would like to go on record in opposition to the
plan.

Mr. & Mrs. Rhoads and Lynn Rhoads were in opposition to the plan.

.

The hearing was adjourned at 9:25 p.m.

JACKSON FABRICS - SITE PLAN APPROVAL HEARING:

Chairman Parker rejoined the meeting and called the hearing to order at 9:30 p.m.

Acting Secretary Codispoti read the notice which appeared in the SUBURBAN PRESS.

Chairman Parker explained the procedure to be followed.

R e
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John Anderson, 281 Mylod Street, Walpole, engineer for the project introduced Mr.
& Mrs. Lance Jackson, developers; John Perry, architect; David Carroll, attorney;
Peter Smith,broker, and Mr. & Mrs. Nourse,current owners.

Mr. Anderson said that the site is at the intersection of North and Frairy Streets.
One plan shows the original condition of the property and the other shows the de~
velopment of the property. There is an existing house on the property. It is

served by a driveway which loops out onto Frairy Street. There is a 25%-foot wall
which will be maintained except where the driveway openings will be. There is an
existing sanitary sewer line and water main. It is within a Business Zoning District.

‘The residential zone is further to the west. On the north side of the property is

the Chinese restaurant and other stores within the Business zone. There is no
watershed protection or flood plain overlay. The use is for retail stores (5.4.4.1)
and miscellaneous business offices (5.4.4.12). All of these are permitted by
Special Permit authorized by the Planning Board uner Section 14 of the Zoning
Bylaw. The dimensional requirements for Business Zone have been met. The lot is
36,324 s.f. There is 129 feet along North Street and 176 along Frairy Street. The
sidelines will meet zoning requirements. There will be three stories - two above
ground and one partially below grade. The maximum floor area ratio meets town
standards as does the minimum open space. Section 6.3.2 makes reference to walls
or fences or anything which would be obstructing views at intersections. There is
a nice granite wall around the property which is 2} feet high. The driveways are
one-way and are 20 feet in width. Section 8 of the Bylaw concerns parking. We
have provided 48 parking spaces. The formula we have used is as follows:

Five offices times three spaces per office requires fifteen spaces. Retail space
of 4,380 - 60% open to the public and 40% storage and stock area requires 22 park-
ing spaces (2628 + 120) and lastly ten employees with one space for each.two
employees — which is 5 spaces - totalling 42 spaces. 48 spaces to be provided.
The Bylaw requires screening for lot lines which abut residential property. Mr.
Anderson said that there are maple trees which go the whole length of the property.
The Board may wish that more buffer be provided as the maples do not provide much
of a buffer in the winter. That was brought to our attention in the Whitman &
Howard report. There is a stockade fence along the north edge of the property.
Handicap ramps and parking places are provided.  The services will connect to
Frairy Street.

Sewer would be tied in with a new connection and the water will be 1" copper
tubing which will connect into the existing water line. It would require ex-
cavating half the width of the street.

Mr. John Perry, architect, Norwood said that Mr. Jackson had called him because
we have done a lot of restoration. After inspecting the house, it was my re-
commendation to tear it down because Mr. Jackson's intended use is retail. When
the building was constructed they did not take into consideration 1985 codes and
structural requirements. To make the building do what Mr. Jackson wanted, it was
my recommendation that he can't do it. The building must be replaced with a

new structure. The building designed for the site is federalist style. The
building will be clapboards. Mr. Jackson's business is fabrics. He deals with
window dressings. The building will be 50 x 90'.

Mr. Parker read the comments from the Whitman & Howard Report:

1. 6.2,10 PROPOSED CONTOURS INTERRUPT EXISTING BUFFER ZONE. THERE IS NO
PROPOSED LANDSCAPING TO REPLACE VEGETATION LOST. AN ONSITE IN-
SPECTION ON 7/8/86 DETERMINED THAT ADDITIONAL SCREENING WILL BE
NECESSARY TO COMPLY WITH THIS REGULATION.
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Mr. Perry said that a landscaping plan has been started. He said that pink and
white flowering shrubs were going to be planted in front of the building. There
will be pyramidal arbovitaes to cover the dumpster.

Mr. Parker stated that the Planning Board has only the authority to approve a
site plan which meets the zoning. The Bylaw spells out what the planting will be
for the buffer. If the applicant wishes to vary from that it is necessary to
obtain a variance from the Board of Appeals. OQur plan must be in accordance

with the Zoning Bylaw.

Mr. Anderson said he was not sure whether or not the Planning had any judgment on
the buffers. 1If not, then it will be put on the plan as required.

Mr. Parker asked if it would be possible to accomplish the border without removing
any of the existing trees.

Mr. Anderson noted that there is ten feet between the pavement and the property
line.

2. 14.13.3.e SITE PLANS DO NOT INCLUDE HEIGHT OF EXISTING OR PROPOSED BUILDINGS.
Mr. Perry said that the building height will be 28 feet.

3. 14.13.3.h THE SITE PLANS DO NOT INCLUDE PLANTING DETAILS. SPECIES AND HEIGHT
OF SPECIES ARE REQUIRED.

Mr. Parker said that Mr. Perry has indicated that you would submit a separate
complete plan.

4. 14,13.2.i THE SITE PLANS DO NOT INCLUDE ANY LIGHTING INFORMATION.

Mr. Perry said that there will be lights in front of the building shining onto it
and three pole-mounted sodium lights shining from the property line toward the new
building.

Mrs. Bancroft said that the Board dislikes lights which give off a pink glow and
prefers pole lights not lights on the building.

Mr. Parker said that the Board prefers low poles — 10 feet in height or so.
Mr. Perry stated that "we are talking a show-case type of building."

5. TABLE 8.1 AN ESTIMATE OF THE NUMBER OF EMPLOYEES FOR THE OFFICES IS RE-
QUIRED TO DETERMINE IF THE NUMBER OF SPACES PROVIDED IS ADEQUATE.

Mr. Anderson said that they do not know who will be leasing the offices. It is
his anticipation that they will be professional type offices - three small offices
and three larger offices.

Mr. Parker brought to the developer's attention that if their driveway is not
150 feet from the centerline of the intersection of North and Frairy Streets,
a variance would have to be obtained from the Board of Appeals.

Mr. Anderson said that perhaps they could go with one entrance onto Frairy Street
or put the driveway on the edge of the lot on North Street.

Mr. Parker brought up the question of the stone wall on North Street and Frairy
Street. The Board would like to be assured that any work donme would not change
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the stonewall.
Mrs, Bancroft asked if any grading of consequence was planned for the site.

Mr. Anderson said that the existing house is set up on a mound on the Frairy Street
side. There will be a minimal amount of grading. The site is relatively flat and
there will not be peak cuts and fills,

Mr. Parker said that the basement level is 172 feet above mean sea level. The pond's
100-year flood level is 171l. The water level this past spring was approximately
169, two feet below the 100-year flood. ' ’

Nancy Codispoti, 435 Main Street: The Historic Commission members present tonight
wish to go on record as regretting the loss of this historic structure, the D.D.
Curtis house, a structure so important to Medfield architecturally and relevant

to the history of the town and the famous Straw Hat Factory that it is referenced in

‘Tilden's History of Medfield and included in the Town's Bicentennial Commemorative

Book Medfield Reflections. It is also included in the Historical Commission's
popular pamphlet Historic Medfield - 300 Years, a Guide to the Architectural History
of Medfield Center and many historic maps of our town.

The commission can only hope that out of this tragedy the residents of our town will
become less naive where historic preservation is concerned and made more aware of the
potential for losing our heritage and take action to protect other historic areas in
town, Perhaps then the loss of the Manor Inn (now the Chinese Restaurant) and now
the D.D. Curtis house will not signal the beginning of a "domino effect,'" i.e., the
razing of our historic structures for commercial purposes.

Chairman Parker read two letters which were received from residents, namely, June
Hinkley and John Gagliani.

Ms. Codispoti said that there appears to be a misconéeption that no”developers were in-
terested in keeping the building as it is. Two or three people have come forth,
according to information I have received, and others were interested in rehabilitat-
ing the house.

Mr. Perry said that the purchaser has the right to do as the zoning allows. Mr.
Jackson is willing to give the building to the Historical Commission for nothing,
if the Commission so desired. If it is that dimportant to the town, the building
can be offered to the town today.

Ms. Codispoti said that the Commission is unable to accept offers like that.

Mr. Perry suggested that maybe the town could accept it. Towns can accept things.
If it is that valuable historically, maybe the town should do something to salvage it.

Mr. DeSorgher asked which town board should pursue the offer - the Selectmen or
the Planning Board.

Mr. Parker said that the Planning Board has site plan review and he felt that it
would be up to the Selectmen to pursue the matter, however, since the applicant
does not own the property, the present offer is conditional. There is no reason
why interested parties shouldn't investigate possibilities.

Mr. Parker said that the Board has 90 days to act on this plan and it appears that
the driveway is located closer than 150 feet from the intersection. Mr. Parker
asked the applicant if he would consider altering his plan before the Board takes
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action.

Mr. Parker said that the Board will continue the hearing.

Mr. Nourse said that he owns an adjoining piece of property which abuts the site
and at the moment there is no access to the adjoining property. Perhaps when
addressing the second driveway the developer address the right of egress and the
right to pass and repass. Also, Mr. Nourse asked that the architect qualify his

statement that Mr. Jackson will give the property away. I obtain interested in
the real property.

Mr. Perry said that what is left, Mr. Jackson is willing to donate to the Town.
Mr. Parker said that the hearing will be continued to July 28th at 9:00 p.m.

F.D.C. PACKAGING:

The Board is in receipt of Board of Appeals decision No. 479 regarding the F.D.C.
Packaging enlargement.

The Plan of Land in Medfield, drawn by Ernest W. Branch, Inc., dated February
14, 1986, and revised March 6, April 2 and April 17, 1986, shows 43 parking spaces
for the building. The requirement is 41,

VOTED: To sign the plan to approve the parking.

DEERFIELD DRIVE EXTENSION ~ CLUSTER:

VOTED: To send the following letter to the Board of Appeals for the
July 1é6th public hearing:

"The Planning Board would like to be recorded as supporting the general scheme of
the proposed cluster plan, noting that the plan appears to fulfill the purpose of
'cluster' concept as stated in the Zoning Bylaw.

"However, the Board requests that the following three specific issues be addressed
in the Town's interest:

"l. The location of the "cart path" - right of way from Deerfield Drive to
the open land (Lot 16A) should be identified by survey and marked by monu-
ments on the ground to prevent future uncertainty over its location. Use of
the right of way by privatelyowned motor vehicles should be prohibited.

"2. The open land to be deeded to the town should be restored to a condition
satisfactory to the Conservation Commission before the street is built or
bonded.

"3. The rock rubble edges of the plateau on Lots N3 and N4 should be filled and
graded to a reasonable slope, at no point steeper than 2 to 1.

: N
"Thank you for your consideration of these recommendations.

PLAN UNDER SUBDIVISION CONTROL NOT REQUIRED - MAIN STREET:

The Board is in receipt of a Plan of Land in Medfield, drawn by Norwood Engineering
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Company, dated July 11, 1986, showing two lots on Main Street.
VOTED: To sign the above-described plan.
The plan was signed.

PLAN UNDER SUBDIVISION CONTROL NOT REQUIRED - NORTH STREET:

The Board is in receipt of a Plan of Land in Medfield, drawn by Cheney Engineering,
dated May 16, 1986, showing nine lots. The lots are numbered A2, A3, Bl, Cl, D1, E4,
E5, 3 and 11. Lots enumerated A2, E2, E4, E5, 3 and 11 are labeled 'not separate
building lots" on the plan. :

VOTED: To sigh the above-described plan.

The plan was signed.

PONDVIEW IT:

Mr. Codispoti will represent the Medfield Planning Board at the Walpole Planning
Board meeting to discuss town interaction with regard to the Pondview II subdivision.

The meeting was adjourned at 11:50 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Joseph D. Codispoti
Acting Secretary







MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
July 28, 1986

Members present: .Bancroft, Brennan, Codispoti, Gagliani and Parker.

Others attending: Nick Bancroft and Rou Boudette, Steve Mainones, David Carroll,
Mr. & Mrs. Lance Jackson, John Rosata, Mr. Donald Neilsen,
Ruth Bridge and other regarding Village Farm Estates, Messrs.
Clayton and Alan Haigh.

The Planning Board meeting was called to order at 8:00 p.m. by Chairman Parker and
the following business was transacted: '

VOTED: To accept the minutes of June 30 and July 2.

SWAIM PLAN:

(Mrs. Bancroft removed herself from the Board for this appointment.) Messrs.
Bancroft and Boudette presented a plan of a portion of the Swaim property off Country

*Way for discussion. Mr. Boudette said that the lot would contain four lots on a

480-foot cul de sac. There is a question regarding the ownership of the Country Way
stub shown on the 1963 subdivision plan of Gun Hill Park. The plan as drawn shows -~ .
Mr. Swaim owning all of the Mount Nebo Street easement. It can be changed if it is
determined that is a portion of the easement is owned by other abutters. The
vegetated wetlands border is shown. There is a large swamp which goes into Walpole.
There is no Watershed Protection District or Flood Plain District in either Walpole
or Medfield. Mine Brook is not on the property. The pavement will be 28 feet wide.
A new catchbasin is proposed for Wood End Lane.

Mr. Parker asked what the slope would be on either side of the road. Mr. Boudette
said that it was his intention to follow the present contour of the land. It may be
necessary to ask for an 8% grade for a short distance. The 300-foot sight distance
can be maintained. Mr. Boudette explained the proposed new drainage. A drainage
easement is shown through Lot 3. Mr. Domey observed the tests. Ground water is

ten feet down on the average. An 8" water main and a hydrant are being proposed.

A planted island with low plantings has been designed for the cul de sac. Some re-
grading of the lots will be required.

Mr. Codispoti asked about the development potential of the surrounding land.

Mr., Boudette said the site was bounded by swamp on three sides. The only possibility
for developing in Medfield on Mr. Swaim's land is the four lots shown on the plan.

Mr. Bancroft asked the Board's advice on the Country Way stub as the ownership of
the lot is not clear at this time.

Mr. Gagliani feels that the ownership of the road should be straightened our prior
to acceptance of the preliminary or definitive subdivision plan.

Mr. Bancroft asked how the Board would like him to proceed.

Mr. Parker said that the Board prefers the submission of a preliminary plan to review
followed by the definitive plan.

The Board will check with Town Counsel regarding the Country Way stub.

PONDVIEW II:

Joseph Codispoti's Report of meeting with Walpole Planning Board on July 17th:

"The Walpole Planning Board requested a representative from the Medfield Planning
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Board to discuss the Pondview Estates II Subdivision which crosses between Medfield
and Walpole. The owner/developer was represented by Bruce Kirkland of Norwood
Engineering.

"The meeting focused on the need to define mutual delivery to the subdivision by
Walpole and Medfield of such services as fire and police protection, snow plowing
and street maintenance, school bus access and other such needs. A letter dated

July 14 from Norwood Engineering to appropriate Town agencies in Walpole and Norwood
was acknowledged and cited for its initiative helping lead the process to resolve
this service issue.

"Mr. Kirkland argued that the letter should be viewed as the full extent of com-
pliance needed by the developer and that it was the Towns' responsibilities to now
resolve the issue without delaying approval. I noted that Planning Boards were re-
sponsible for land use including the needs of safety and that Medfield would not
likely approve the subdivision plan until such assurance were agreed to in writing.

"With minor exception, I noted that the plan met all of our other requirements. I
reminded the Walpole Board of the water drainage from Medfield into Walpole and and
that drainage eventually led into wetlands. The Walpole Board was well aware and
gave assurances that all of the Town's requirements would be met.

"It was decided that the respective Boards of Selectmen needed to agree on the final
disposition of mutual services and that the Town Administrators should have prelim-
inary discussions on the matter and seek appropriate Board of Selectmen action. I
also suggested that the resolution might also consider the similar condition on
Jorie Lane now under development.

"Since the next meeting of the Walpole Board was not until July 29th and the next
Planning Board meeting was not until August 8th, Mr. Kirkland filed for an exten-
tion until August 8th. I suggested to Mr. Kirkland that he be prepared to ask for
an extension of the Medfield Board, as well, at our meeting of July 28th."

The Board is in receipt of a letter from Bruce Kirkland, representing the developer,
requesting an extension to August 12th for the Medfield Planning Board to take
action.

VOTED: To allow an extension to August 12th and to so notify Mr. Kirkland by
certified mail.

RECONVENE THE CONTINUATION OF HEARING ON THE JACKSON PROPERTY:

Chairman Parker reconvened the hearing. Mr. Steven Mainones represented the Jacksons
and explained the changes made in the plan. The driveway on North Street has been
moved so that it meets the requirement that a street must be 150 feet from an inter-
secting street. One parking space has been lost, changing the number of spaces

from 42 to 41. The driveway will be one-way, 15 feet in width. Mr. Brennan asked
how the driving pattern will be controlled. Mr. Mainones said it would be con-
trolled by signs.

Mr. Parker asked about the size trucks anticipated and the ability of those trucks :
to negotiate the area. b

Mr. Mainones said that a trailer truck 43 feet in length could enter the site, but N
would have to use both sides of North Street to do so.

Mr. Jackson said that most of the deliveries for his business are UPS size trucks;
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however, the other retail space has not been leased and he did not know about their
trucking requirements.,

Mr. Mainones said it would make a difference if the corner rounding could be made,
however, this cannot be done without infringing on abutting property. If the round-
ing were allowed to be opened up, it would be beneficial for large trucks entering
the site. The truck docks are three feet in height and have not been set up for semi
trailers. There is an occasional "semi" but most of the trucks are UPS or cube van.
Mr. Parker asked if the existing wall would have to be changed.

Mr. Mainones said that one side would have to be changed to accommodate the driveway.

Mrs. Bancroft asked if the 36" horse chestnut tree could be saved.

Mr. Jackson said that he would try to keep as much vegetation as possible, but did
not know if the tree would be too close to the building.

Mr. Parker said that it is assumed that there will be three parking spaces per office
"no matter what." He requested that the notation on the plan should show the parking

requirements.,

Mr: David Carroll noted that lighting has been added to the plan as requested. Mr.
Mglnones explained the lighting plan. The poles will be ten feet in height. The
lights will be shaded and directed away from neighboring property. The fixtures will

hive 250-watt Halide lights. Mr. Parker requested that photometrics be shown on the
plan.

yr. Codispoti asked if the parking lot would be chained off when the building is not
in use, or if the nearby church could use the parking lot on Sundays. Mr. Jackson said
he plans to keep the parking area open.

Mr. Gagliani had a reservation regarding "any portion" of a driveway being within
150 feet of an intersecting street in accordance with Section 8.3.6.f.

Mr. Codispoti recollected that Mr. Nourse asked about access to his property to the
rear of this lot at the original hearing.

Mr. David Carroll said that this is still in a discussion stage with Mr. Nourse.

The Stones said that the "traffic is tough on Frairy Street" and suggested that it be
made a one-way street. Mr.. Parker said that would be a matter for the Selectmen to
consider. He asked if the visibility problem is caused by bushes within the town way.
He said that there is a sight problem at the corner of Frairy and North Streets. Mr.
Parker asked if the developer of the property had any thoughts about sig:t distance.

Mr. Mainones said t::»t "There will not be speeding from this site. The people flying
through must be from the other side of town." '

Mr. Gagliani asked if the stonewall interfers with sight conditions. Mr. Mainones
said that the stonewall is 2% feet in height ‘and will not hamper sight.

Mr. Gagliani suggested that no trailers be allowed. Mrs. Bancroft did not think

it is necessary to over design for the exceptional case. Mr. Parker suggested that
there be some sort of a statement that the driveway can handle the trucks for which it
is designed. :
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The hearing was adjourned at 9:45 p.m.

PINE STREET - PLAN UNDER SUBDIVISION CONTROL NOT REQUIRED:

Mr. John Rosata presented a Plan of Land in Medfield, drawn by Mr. Jeffrey Caffrey
and dated May 12, 1986, to the Board. It was determined that the setback line did
not meet zoning requirements.

VOTED: To allow Mr. Rosata to withdraw the plan and have it revised to meet
zoning requirements. To save Mr. Rosata time, Mr. Gagliani will check
the corrected plan and two other members will come in to sign it.

The vote was recorded four in favor with one abstention.
(Mr. Parker excused himself from the Board as he is an abutter.)

VILLAGE FARM ESTATES:

Mr. Donald Nielsen met with the Board to discuss comments No. 5 and 6 of the
Whitman & Howard Report.

Mr. Nielsen said that they had combined two methods to determine the drainage
for the detention basin design. The method used did not determine the same rate
of flow as the Rational Method which is required in the Land Subdivision Rules &
Regulations. Mr. Nielsen explained that the pipe analysis used for the design
was the Rational Method. The detention pond analysis time of concentration was
done by the Soil Conservation Service Method.

The time of concentration is the real dilemma between the two methods. The Board
requested that the drainage and time of concentration both be figured by the
Rational Method.

Item #6 deals with the detention pond itself. Mr. Nielsen asked if the Board will
allow the use of a detention basin. Mr. Nielsen said he would just as soon run

the drainage directly into the pipe, but there is a slight limitation in it. The
detention pond will be small and should be dressed up like a part of someone's back
yard.

Mrs. Bancroft read Superintendent Feeney's note on the Village Farm Estates
Drainage, as follows: "I reviewed the proposed drainage system with my foreman,
Robert Kennedy, and we came to the conclusion that the detention area is a good
idea, but may have to be made a bit larger because of the Public Works Department's
future plans within the next couple years of tying in four catch basins which

will drain a 600-foot area of South Street."

Mr. Nielsen said that this issue complicates the matter.

Mr. Brennan said he was concerned that Miss Rhoads' basement was part of the
drainage basin and asked what effect the detention basin, as shown, would have

on the Rhoads property.

Mr. Nielsen said that Miss Rhoads elevation is 170 and the bottom of the de-
tention pond will be 165.

Mr. Brennan asked what will happen with the water in a 50-year storm.

Mr. Nielsen said it would flow across the Junior High School driveway to the
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‘baseball field, where the low point is 165 feet.

The Board asked Mr. Neilsen to discuss the drainage from South Street with Mr. Feeney.

Mr. Brennan said he would like to have some reaction from our consultant on this
matter. Mrs. Willis will call Mr. MacKinnon and ask his opinion regarding the size
of the detention basin,.

Mr. Nielsen will meet with the Board on August 11lth on this matter.

The street name was discussed and the Fire and Police Chiefs said that Village Lane
will be acceptable.

The Board is in receipt of a request for an extension for action on the Village Farm
Estates plan to August 27th.

VOTED: To allow the extension to August 27th.
Messrs. Parker and Gagliani did not vote.

HUTSON PINES:

(Mr. Gagliani did not participate.) Mr. Alan Haigh met with the Board and presented
a letter from Millis Engineering containing answers to the Board's questions.

1. The Board has agreed that it will allow a 30-foot radius at the transition to
the cul de sac instead of the 50-foot radius required.

2, The Board thinks it would be best to have the drainage easement moved to the
rear of lot 3, however, the Board will allow the drainage to stand as it is.

3. The engineer will put the street name on all the plans.

4., The revised plans have increased the runoff to the Hospital Road drainage system.
The information regarding the additional drainage will be provided.

5. Calculations have been performed and a hydrograph generated that demonstrates
there is sufficient capacity in the Medfield Technology Park detention basin.
This information will be provided to Whitman & Howard.

Mr. Haigh requested that the Board approve the Hutson Pines Plan with conditions
for items 4 and 5 of the above listing.

Chairman Parker told Mr. Haigh that the Board has been advised by Town Counsel not to
approve subdivisions conditionally.

Mr. Haigh then requested an extension within which the Board must make its decision
to August 27th.

VOTED: To allow an extension to August 27th for the Board to make its
decision on Hutson Pines.

TOCCI-TOCCI SUBDIVISION:

The Board discussed the Tocci-Tocci Subdivision plan.

VOTED: To deny the Tocci-Tocci Definitive Subdivision Plan dated February 22nd,
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revised April 21, 1986, because the developer's plan fails to
comply with Section 5.2231 of the Land Subdivision Rules and
Regulations and also fails to comply with Section II of the Zoning
Bylaw.

The specific areas are as follows:

1. The applicant's plan does not comply with Section 5.2231 of the Land
Subdivision Rules & Regulations of the Planning Board. The developer's
drainage calculations show that the public drainage system into which

storm water will be directed has inadequate reserve capacity.

2. Deficiencies in the Tocci-Tocci Plan are as follows:
a) 4.321 Drainage Calculations (separate statement)

b) Environmental Impact Statement (4.321). The EIS fails to "clearly
show the relation of the proposed project to the total environment
of the Town and its inhabitants" and to 'determine the significance
of each (environmental impact), 'particularly with regard to the
impact of the proposed drainage system on the area downstream of the
site.

¢) 4.322 Plan Form, The index sheet does not show street stationing as
required.

d) 4.323 Plan Content.

g) Numbering of lots 10 and 11 is inconsistent within the
sheets submitted.

1) Size, materials and type of all existing storm drains
within and adjacent to the subdivision are not shown on
the plan - specifically, the drainage entering the site
via two easements on the south east edge of lot 10 (sheet
4) and a storm drain known to exist on the adjacent lot to
the west of Lot 7.

0) Major site features, specifically woods lines and some exist-
ing stone walls, are now shown on the plan.

u) A plan for control of erosion and siltation has not been
submitted.

e) 5.2231 Connection to Public System. The drainage calculations sub-
mitted by the applicant demonstrate that the existing public
drainage system into which the applicant proposes to connect
has not only inadequate reserve capacity, but inadequate capacity
to handle existing storm rumnoff.

f) 4.321 g) Complete drainage calculations have not beea prepared by the
applicant.

BULLARD'S SITE PLAN: N

No additional information has been received regarding drainage from the Bullard's
site. The Board would like to know where excess drainage will go. The Board dis-
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cussed the possibility of a sidewalk on Green Street.

b THREE-FAMILY - MAIN STREET:

The Board is in receipt of a request from Norwood Engineering to withdraw the plan
for the . three-family on Main Street.

VOTED: ©Not to allow the plan to be withdrawn because the Board prior to
the withdrawal request had voted to deny the plan.

The vote was recorded four in favor of the motion, with Mr., Gagliani abstaining as
an abutter.

The meeting was adjourned at 12:45 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

John K. Gagliani, Secretary






MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
August 11, 1986

Members present: Bancroft, Bremnan, Codispoti, Gagliani and Parker.

The meeting was called to order at 8:00 p.m. by Chairman Parker and the following
business was transacted:

BULLARD'S MALL:

Messrs. McCullough and Poxon met with the Board to answer questions which Whitman
& Howard had raised. Mr. Poxon.presented the Board with a letter from Guerriere
& Halnon, Inc. dated August 11, 1986.

The questions and answers follow:

1.

Whitman & Howard recommend that a 25-year storm frequency be used for
leaching drainage structure designs.

ANS,

System designed for a 10-year storm. It has been analyzed for a
25~year storm, (Calculations confirming this will be forwarded to
the Board.) The system of galleys will still mitigate surface water
runoff for a 25-year storm.

Whitman & Howard recommends that the Town observe the deep hole pits and
percolation tests conducted for these designs.

ANS.

Guerriere & Halnon, Inc., said they would be glad to rerun the tests
if the Town wished them to do so.

Whitman & Howard requested that the Engineer document that "should the system
fail for whatever reason that the run-off not flood any buildings and, in
undeveloped areas, easements be required to assure that this will not occur
for future development."

ANS.

The Drainage System includes catch basins, drain manholes tight joint
reinforced concrete pipe and a leaching galley drainage discharge system.
The design will retain a 25-year storm. Based on the existing topographic
conditions, the site slopes southeast and our proposed design incorporates
that particular sloping.

Presently there is an industrial building for Corning Glass with a catch-
basin west of the building situated about 15 inches below the first
floor or slab grade. No basement was observed,

The driveway northwesterly of the Corning Glass Building slopes away
from the Corning Glass building in a northwesterly direction along and
towards their property line. There is a swale that appears to run
parallel to the Corning Glass property line in a northeasterly direction.

Mr, Poxon said that under existing condition the Bullard's site drains onto the
Corning Glass property. The drainage system that we have designed collects a
25-year storm with 1007 retention of runoff onsite where presently there is runoff
being discharged onto the Corning Glass property.

Mrs. Bancroft asked if one section of the galley were damaged would that affect
the rest of the row.

Mr. Poxon said that it would decrease the actual storage capacity.‘ He said there
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is an opening between the walls and there is a 12" pipe which connects the two
rows of galleys. Generally runoff would flow through the entire section., The
galleys are designed for H-20 loading. They will be between 2% and 3 feet below
the finished grade.

Mr. McCullough showed the Board a picture of the lights which were proposed for
the project. The poles will be 8 feet high and the plan shows the spread of the
foot candles. He said the lights will be shielded from abutters.

Mr. Poxon said that everything had been moved forward two feet so that the ten-
foot required buffer could be observed. This reduced the grass strip in the
parking lot.

Mr. Parker asked about the trees which were in the buffer area.

It was noted that the requirement for the buffer is for evergreens flve feet in
width, six feet high planted three feet on center.

Mr. McCullough said they would plant either red or white pine in the buffer.

Mrs. Bancroft expressed a safety concern regarding the paved shoulder on Green
Street as it would likely double for off-street parking. It was suggested that Mr.
McCullough meet with Superintendent of Streets Feeney to discuss the sidewalk
design on Green Street abutting the Bullard project.

Mr. McCullough said, "We would be happy to work with the Town on the planning
stage. It is not encumbent upon my clients to work on the Town's way. We will
coordinate with the Town Standards. Guerriere & Halnon would provide engineering -
details.”" Mr. McCullough asked if this would be part of the site plan review
process.

Mrs. Bancroft said "I think the applicants have outdone themselves to satisfy the
drainage."

The Board anticipates further information within two weeks.

ORCHARD PARK:

Messrs. Nickerson, Fickeisen, Kirkland and Attorney O'Neil represented the
applicants.,

Mr. Kirkland said that the subdivision consists of three separate pieces of land.
The names of the owners of the three parcels are shown on the plan. This is a
residential subdivision off High Street. Seven new lots are proposed and there are
two existing homes on High Street. This is an RT Zoning District. The proposed
road will have 28 feet of pavement, underground utilities, including an 8" water
main .coming up Granite Street, and sidewalk and grass strip. There will be a
closed drainage system, discharging in wetland on lot abutting Granite Street.

All homes will be serviced by septic systems. Preliminary soil testing has been
done on the property. The length of the cul-de-sac is shown as 850 feet, however,
it is in excess of the 500-foot allowed. This would require a waiver. Mr.
Kirkland explained that it would be impossible to continue the road as there are
wetlands in the area which would have to be filled.

Whitman & Howard's July 31, 1986, letter said that 'Between 40' - 50' must be
cut back along the frontage of lots 4 & 5 to meet existing grade at the required

4:1 slope.”
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Mr. Parker said he would like to have the safety issue of the sight distance
addressed.

Mr. Nickerson said that there is a lot of ledge, however, it will be removed and
the sight distance will meet Town requirements.

Mrs. Bancroft asked if there was water in High Street.

Mr. Nickerson said there is no water in High Street at this point, however, they
will connect to water on Granite Street. Two hydrants will be installed.

Mr. Fickeisen said that the granting of a waiver for the length of the cul-de-sac,
be necessary however, the length is not inconsistent with other cul-de-sacs. The

length should not be a problem.

Mr. Brennan said he would like to have a comment from the police and fire chiefs
on the length of the cul-de-sac.

Mrs. Bancroft suggested that there be a planted area in the center of the cul-de-sac.

Mr. Parker asked that the fire chief and Superintendent of Streets have input on the
length of the cul-de-sac and the planting in the cul-de-sac.

Mr. Parker asked if there would be any blasting. Mr. Fickeisen said that there would
be some blasting.

VIDEO STORE - 255 MAIN STREET:

Mr. John Gagne met with the Board to obtain permission to sell 'take-out'" pizza in
addition to video rentals. Mr. Gagne said the space open to the public would not be
changed. He said about 20% of the store would be devoted to pizza take-out.

Mrs. Bancroft said the store was in operation under Section 5.4.4.1 of the Zoning
Bylaw and this would include retail sale of food.

Mr. Parker asked if Mr. Gagne would be selling drinks of any kind.

Mr. Gagne said he did not anticipate selling drinks. He said they could be obtained
at the mnearby gas station.

The Board agreed that '"take-out' pizza would be allowed with the videos under the
Zoning Bylaw.

VILLAGE FARM ESTATES:

Mr. Poxon said that the comments in Whitman & Howard's July 14, 1986, report have
been addressed as follows:

1. The typical roadwsy cross sections shown on sheet 2 and 4 should be removed
or corrected to agree with the cross section shown on Sheet 3.
The above corrections have been made.

2. Whitman & Howard recommend that the stop and start stations for the
location of the granite curbing be shown on Sheet 3.

Mr. Poxon said that they intend to install slant granite curbing on the
tangent sections of the proposed roadway as well as the radii, thus
eliminating any bituminous curbing.
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Mrs. Bancroft said that granite curbing is not required around the cul-de-sac.
It is only required on the roundings.

Mr. Poxon said that if granite curbing is not required on the cul-de-sac, they
would install granite curbing on the roundings and the rest would be bituminous
concrete curbing.

3. Whitman & Howard disagreed with the number of trips per house as set forth in
the Environmental Impact Study, however, ASHTO estimate of 40 trips per day
still should not cause a noticeable impact on South Street. .

4, The locus shown on the Town of Medfield Zoning Map included in the drainage
calculations is in the wrong location.

Mr. Poxon said they did not understand this question. Mrs. Willis will ask Mr.
MacKinnon about this.

5. Hydrographs developed for the detention basin design are underestimated. The
Rational Method determined the 10-year peak rate-of-flow as 2.65 cfs for the
proposed street drainage. The proposed hydrograph for the  same area using
the computer has a peak flow of only 1.7 cfs.

Mr. Poxon said that the soil map for the Town of Medfield classifies. the soils

of the site as belonging to the Hinckley-Merrimac-Windsor Association. The Soil
Conservation Service classifies each of these soil as "A" soils. The runoff to
the proposed detention pond was re—analyzed using adjusted times of concentration
using the SCS charts., The peak flow to the pond was computed to be 5.3 dfs. The
runoff to the pond was also analyzed using the rational method which computed a
peak runoff of 4.5 cfs. Using the greater peak flow of 5.3 cfs, the detention
pond was re-analyzed to have a peak outflow of 2.2 cfs and a depth of two feet,
which indicated an increase of .6 cfs and .6 feet of depth from the initial
analysis.

The detention basin is proposed to be sized large enough for the ten-year storm.
Whitman & Howard wanted to know what would happen and where the water would go
in a 100-year storm event. The water will flow over the roadway of the Junior
High School and onto the athletic field. The field is equipped with three catch
basins that are part of the town's drainage system and is adjacent to the Philip
Street culvert., The field slopes gradually to the Philip Street culvert with
elevations running from 165 to 160. There are no foundations or houses adjacent
to the flow area within the ball fields.

The elevation has been increased along the stone wall to 170 feet. A berm will

be created and these two changes will force the water away from the Rhoads property.
It should be noted that the ground water at this time is at 162 feet. Miss

Rhoads' cellar is at elevation 162.5.

Mr. Brennan asked that the drainage calculations for Village Farm Estates be
stamped by a certified, registered engineer.

The following items were to be taken care of by the engineer:

1. Make changes on the plan for bituminous curbing.

2. Put waiver for minimum radius of curvature at the intersection.
25-foot radius allowed.

3. Have the drainage calculations stamped.
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HUTSON PINES DEFINITIVE SUBDIVISION PLAN:

Messrs. Alan and Clayton Haigh met with the Board to discuss their plan. The Board
is in receipt of a report from Whitman & Howard dated August 7, 1986, stating that
the applicant has shown that there is adequate reserve capacity in the existing
drainage system on Hospital Road to handle the proposed drainage from the developed
site. It was also stated that the calculations performed on the proposed detention
basin have been determined to be of sufficient size to handle the proposed additional
runoff,

VOTED: To approve the Hutson Pines Definitive Subdivision Plan dated March 24, 1986,
revised to June 20, 1986, owned by Clayton and Alan Haigh, drawn by Millis
Engineering, with drainage calculations updated to July 31, 1986, subject
to the following conditions:

l. That the engineering calculations be signed, stamped and dated by a
registered, professional engineer.

2. That the street name, '"Clayton Street,'" be inscribed on the plan.
3. That the plan be subject to approval of other Town Boards as required.

4., That the Board has granted the following waivers which must be noted
on the Plan:
a) Waiver to permit a cul-de-sac 530 feet in length.
b) Waiver to permit a 30-foot radius where the cul-de-sac
intersects the street.

This decision will be sent by certified mail to the applicant, with a copy to the
Town Clerk. All abutters will be notified by regular mail.

SHEPHERD LANE: .

Mr. Terry Shields met with the Board to request that he be allowed to have two
telephone poles installed on Shepherd Lane, He will then put underground electricity
and telephone to the lot line abutting Mr. Scribner's property.

Mr. Scribner asked if he could put the biuminous concrete on the road and then dig
the trench for the power and telephone.

The Board will allow the two telephone poles on Shepherd Lane, however, they will
require that the power and telephone trenches be dug, the lines laid and then
covered before any surety can be released.

PONDVIEW II:

There is no street name for the cul-de-sac going into Walpole. That is to be
decided by the Board. Ellis or Turner streets were suggested. Mrs. Willis will
check with Walpole to determine if they have used either of the street names. It
was noted that there is a memorandum from James R. Merriam, Town Administrator,
called, '"Reciprocal Agreement with Medfield" dated August 1, 1986, which reads as
follows: 'Please be advised that I have reached an agreement with Michael Sullivan,
Town Administrator for the Town of Medfield, in which we will provide temporary
services including snowplowing and street sweeping to all of Jorie Lane and
Medfield will provide temporary services to the two lots known as Pondview Estates

I
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VOTED: To approve Pondview Estates II Subdivision Plan dated May 8, 1986,
revised July 1, 1986, drawn by Norwood Engineering Company, with
- the following conditions:

1. That the August 1, 1986 memorandum from James R. Merriam,
Walpole Town Administrator, regarding provision for services
between Walpole and Medfield Departments of Public Works be
followed.

2. That the plan be subject to all approvals of other Town Boards
as required,

The decision will be sent by certified mail to the applicant, filed with the
Town Clerk and sent by regular mail to the abutters.

GEORGETOWN ESTATES COVENANT:

VOTED: To sign Georgetown Estates coﬁenant covering the plan dated March 9, 1986,
revised April 9, 1986, June 9, 1986 and July 1, 1986

MASTER PLAN IMPLEMENTATION COMMITTEE:

VOTED: To appoint Daniel L. Jones, Jr., to the Master Plan Implementation
Committee for the term ending June 29, 1989,

The meeting was adjourned at 11:30 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

John K. Gagliani, Secretary




MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
August 25, 1986
Members present: Bancroft, Brennan, Codispoti and Gagliani.

The meeting was called to order at 8:00 p.m. by Acting Chairman Bancroft and the
following business was transacted:

VILLAGE FARM ESTATES:

Mr. Poxon and Mr., Neilson were advised the Board that the name of the street for
Village Farm Estates would be Village Road. They agreed that this was acceptable.
The Weston & Sampson sewer design is acceptable. It shows 30" manhole covers and
ties into existing sewer with drop in manhole. Mr. Poxon and Mr. Neilson were
advised that all basement floors had to be 2 feet above ground. Mr. Pozon said that
according to the plan all basement floors are currently 3 feet above ground. Mr.
Poxon stated that there is no elevation shown on the plan for the foundation. He
was asked to determine slab elevation and to show it on the plan.

VOTED: To approve subdivision for Village Farm Estates plan dated May 30, 1987,
revised August 11, 1986, on the condition of other Town Boards approval

as required and developer will note on plan:

1) It shall be noted on the plan that the basement floor elevations
shall be set a minimum of two feet above maximum groundwater elevation.

2) Waiver to permit a 25-foot radius where Village Road intersects
South Street.

This decision will be sent by certified mail to the applicant, with a copy to the
Town Clerk. All persons in interest will be notified by regular mail.

BULLARD'S MALL:

Dale MacKinnon from Whitman. & Howard called today, August 25, 1986, to advise. . that
he still has problems with the drainage. He said that he would follow with a letter,
Mr., McCullough and Mr. Poxon met with Ken Feeney and Bob Kennedy regarding the property
line where it abuts Green Street for 2 or 3 blocks on the southerly side. It was
agreed by the developer that they would use landscape timber on the property in
relation to the street. Mr. McCullough noted that the tenant use of the building
would be an eating establishment, dry cleaning and other shops. The size has been
reduced by 532 feet in order to generate 4 more parking spaces, a total of 63. The
eating establishment will seat 78 people with take out. The restaurant entrance
will be on North.Street. Mr. Codispoti brought up the point that the restaurant was
now being shown in place of boutiques as had been presented at the hearing. Mr.
McCullough felt that this did not make much of a difference since the size of the
building had been reduced and more parking had been created. Mr. Brennan felt that,
as a courtesy, the abutters and persons attending the hearing should be advised

that a restaurant was now in the plans.

VOTED: That a letter be sent tosgbutters and persons attending hearing
advising that the size of the building had been reduced by 532 feet
and parking had been increased by 4 spaces to accommodate a restaurant
instead of a retail shop. Plans are available to be seen at the Planning
Board office.

A revised site plan was submitted reflecting reduction by 532 feet and an increase
of 4 parking spaces.
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CRANMORE ROAD:

As an abutter Mr. Codispoti will not vote on any decision. Mr. Borelli, the
contractor, want to build a concrete wall. We allow only fieldstone or brick.

He wants to know if we will waive this. The Board would like to see something on
plan. It was noted that the subdivision plan is perhaps 25 to 30 years old and
as much detail was not required on plans at that time. Mr. Brennan requested
that our subdivision rules be checked to see what the requirements were at that

time. An appointment was to be made with Mr., Borelli to come in to a meeting re-
garding the wall. '

JACKSON FABRICS:

VOTED: That site plan identified as "Site Plan of Land in Medfield, MA
dated June 4, 1986, revised July 24, 1986" depicting property
northwest North Street, opposite Meetinghouse Pond, be approved.

ORCHARD PARK ESTATES:

To be considered at next meeting regarding cut through on cul-de-sac. Also
comments from Police, Fire and Supt. of Public Works.

APPOINTMENT TO MPIC:

Application of Newton Thompson to MPIC reviewed.
VOTED: To appoint Newton Thompson to MPIC,

SIGN BOARD APPOINTMENTS:

VOTED: To appoint Mr. Codispoti to Sign Board.
Meeting adjourned at 10:30 p.m.

Respectfully submitted, -

“John K. Gagliani, Secretary




MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
September 8, 1986

-

Members present: Bancroft, Brennan, Codispoti, Gagliani and Parker.

The meeting was called to order at 8:00 p m. by Chairman Parker and the following
business was transacted:

MINUTES:

VOTED UNANIMOUSLY: July 14, July 28 and August 11.
VOTED: 3 in favor, Mr. Parker not voting: August 25, 1986

Ay

HUTSON PINES:

Mr. Haigh and his engineer met with the Board. He submitted Drainage calculations
which were completed with engineer's stamp, signature and date. He also submitted
plans showing two waivers (cul de sac, radius) street name and stamp and 51gnature
of engineer. The new revision date is 9/5/86.

One plan submitted on wrong kind of paper (not mylar or cloth), not numbered as a
set, areas of drainage plan not shown in balck ink. Index sheet was missing. The
top course should be changed to 1) on street and cross section.

HICKORY DRIVE - PLAN UNDER SUBDIVISION CONTROL NOT REQUIRED:

Messrs., Ronald Tocci and George Giunta met with the Board and presented a plan
showing a lot labelled "7A" Hickory Drive, which combines a portion of Lot 7 and
19 to make a lot. The remainder of lot 7, labelled "7B" will be a second lot.

UNANIMOUSLY VOTED: To sign the Plan of Land under Subdivision Control Not
Required, dated September 3, 1986, drawn by George Giunta.

UNANIMOUSLY VOTED: To sign the Plan of Land in Medfield, dated August 30, 1986,
: by George Giunta, with lot 5B, and noting Lot 5A is not a
building lot. This was off Hickory Drive.

PHEASANT ROAD SUBDIVISION:

Messrs. Tocci and Giunta discussed a new proposal which would not connect to
Pheasant Road from Hickory. They asked if the Board would consider a five-lot
subdivision off the cul de sac from Hickory Drive which would drain into the
wetland (1 drain, rest overland flow). 500-foot cul de sac would allow four lots,
a 600-foot cul de sac would obtain five lots. The area would be sewered through
Lot 7A. The end of the drain would be at least 200 feet upland from the cart
path. This would not include the Cohen land, but would include the Bryant land.
The road and houses would be sited well away from the wetland.

Mr. Tocci will probably present a preliminary plan.

CRANMORE ROAD SUBDIVISION:

Several abutters were present as was Robert Borrelli, the developer. Mr. Codispoti
exempted himself as a Board member because he is an abutter. Mr. Borrelli said
that the 18- to 20-foot concrete wall would require 12" wide footing. The Board
would prefer a lower wall with a sloped bank planted with trees, 3-to-l1 slope

would be' allowed.

John Hegedus, abutter, owns bank on the same side as utilities and is concerned
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about the steep slope proposed and the loss of his buffer.

Mrs. Bancroft suggested a combination wall and less steep slope.

According to Mrs. Bancroft since the Sub Rules in effect at the time of plan
approval didn't control slopes or walls, the Planning Board can only advise.

Mr. Gagliani is concerned about erosion from the steep slopes.

Mr. Borrelli said he will put loam and "hydro seed" on remaining slopes.

Mr. Codispoti asked about stone wall for aesthetics.

Mr. Borrelli said he will consider an 8-~foot wall with a stucco face. He said
that all but two lots have already been sold. He is having a problem finding a

disposal site for the stone rubble.

Mr. Tannler, 38 Hillcrest Road, is concerned about drainage coming onto his
property from Lot 51 since the natural drainage gully has been filled.

Mr. Borrelli said he would grade in back of the house, will go to sides and then
to street (not to back property).

Mr. Tannler asked if water pressure will be adequate. Mr. Borrelli said the hydrants
are in and the water pressure is 0.K.

Mr. Borrelli said that water and sewer are in, Edison is coming and telephone and
cable are in. Mr. Borelli agreed to have a wall designed making a plan which would
be acceptable for the Planning Board. Abutters would be notified of the meeting.

WAMPATUCK SUBDIVISION:

Ralph Copeland, representing Anthony Delapa, said that Mr. Delapa will build the
stub connecting Gun Hill Park and Wampatuck if the land is available. He feels

that tax title will take six moare months. Mr. Copeland would like to submit a

modification and asked what the filing fee would be. '

Mr. Parker said that Town Counsel recommends proceeding with both cases: as if
it is a new plan and also a modification.

Mr. Copeland said that the town now owns land subject to the "right of redemption"
and suggested that the town should lay out the street as a public way. He asked
the Board to check with the Selectmen to see if land would be available for

street purposes once town forecloses the "right of redemption."

Mr. Copeland will check to see if his client is willing to pay for design as well
as construction.

It was suggested that the filing fee would be legal costs plus engineering costs.

BULLARD'S SITE PLAN:

No more data has been received from Whitman & Howard. A letter was read from
Madelyn Grant.

Mr. Parker asked if the issue of odors from the restaurant were addressed.
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VOTED: To advise applicant of requirement for compliance with Section 5.3.2
of the Zoning Bylaw, through letter to Mr. McCullough, responding to
concern voiced by several abutters.

JACKSON FABRICS:

VOTED: To approve the Site Plan. (This second vote was taken because in-
sufficient number of members were present to vote on the plan at
August 25th meeting.)

ORCHARD PARK:

Mrs. Bancroft reported that the fire chief thought the dead end street was all right.
He was glad to see water being brought to the site.

Mr. Feeney has approved the cul de sac. There was discussion as to whether to tie
into the adjacent land. The Board will view the site before deciding.

The meeting was adjourned at 11:30 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

John K. Gagliani, Secretary






MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD

September 15, 1986

Members present: Bancroft, Brennan, Codispoti, Gagliani and Parker.

Others attending: John Rosata and residents interested in Scenic Roads hearing;
William Miller, Carolyn Devine and Jack Sullivan re condominium
complex on North Meadows Road; Stafano Avitable; Clayton and
Alan Haighj; Harry Pritoni and other abutters interested in
Bullards Market expansion.

SCENTIC ROADS HEARING -

PINE STREET:

Chairman Parker called the hearing to order at 8:15 p.m. Mr. Codispoti read the
notice which appeared in the SUBURBAN PRESS.

Mr. Rosata showed a plan of the lot on which he would like to build at 88 Pine Street.
He said that the exdisting Pine Street in this area has about ten or fifteen feet

on either side of the paved way. He said the stonewall is broken down and that

the two trees to be removed were not good specimens. The removal of a portion of

the stonewall and the trees are necessary for the placement of the driveway to the

property.

Mr. Malcolm Gibson, Tree Warden, was in attendance and said that the two trees were
8" in diameter, they are red oaks, but they are poor specimens.

Mr. Rosata said that the stonewall is not in good condition and he would like to
use the stones for a rounding of the driveway. )

Mrs. Stokes asked where the house will be located on\the lot.

Mr. & Mrs, Smick said that the trees and stonewall are not in good shape, and they
would not. object to the removal of the two 8" trees and the opening of the stonewall

for a driveway.

VOTED: To grant approval to Mr. Rosata to remove trees as specified in the

public hearing

notice and to allow the. removal of that portion of the

stonewall necessary to construct a driveway on the condition that the
location of the driveway be approved by the Superintendent of Public Works.

SCENIC ROAD TREE REMOVAL HEARING:

Tree Warden Malcolm Gibson has requested a Scenic Road Hearing to remove the

following trees:

CAUSEWAY STREET: opp.

opp.
ORCHARD STREET: pole
FOUNDRY STREET: pole
PINE STREET: pole

pole #16 Maple; opp. pole #31 Maple; opp. pole #45-46 Elm;
pole $55 Cherry; opp. pole #65 Oak; pole #75 end Oak.
#16-17 Oak

#12 Oak

#69-70 Oak

NOON HILL ROAD: No pole numbers. 5 marked trees consisting of Oaks and Pine.

The hearing will be scheduled for October 20, 1986.

FOX PROPERTIES - PRELIMINARY PLAN MULTIFAMILY - NORTH MEADOWS ROAD:

Mr, William Millett, professional land surveyor, explained the project to those
present. Ms. Carolyn Devine and Jack Sullivan were also present from Fox Properties.
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Mr. Millett said that 32 units are proposed, with a maximum of three stories
and a maximum height of 45 feet. All of the units will be two-bedroom units.
64 parking spaces are required. According to Mr. Millett 67 parking spaces
are shown on the plan, including ten garages. The lot is bounded by the
cemetery on two sides, business zone on the third side, and the fourth side
abuts North Meadows Road. Two entrances are proposed, both to be two-way.

Mr. Millett said that the area of the lot which the Assessors have shown is in-
correct. He said that 199,764 square feet is the correct figure. The assessors
map shows 4.57 acres +, which 199,069.2. The number of units remains the same
at either 'square footage.

Vine Brook is shown on the plan. An existing 30-foot wide drainage easement

to funnel drainage from North Meadows Road is in place as is an existing 20-foot
wide sewer easement. A question was raised regarding the paving over portiomns

of the easements. A 20-foot wide drainage easement runs along a large portion of
the front of the lot.

Mr, Millett said that he has attempted to keep any development at least 25 feet
from the stream. A Conservation Commission hearing will be requested by the
applicant. The floodplain contour for the Vine Brook area is 143 feet. Four
main buildings are shown with hay bales completely around the perimeter. The
fire chief would like to see a hydrant in front of the building and one behind

the building.
Mr. Parker asked if the stream on the left is an open stream.

Mr. Millett said it is. He had hoped to pipe it but the company's environmental
engineer reviewed the area and thought it would be detrimental to pipe the brook.

The State has installed six catchbasins which will flow into the existing 30-foot
wide drainage easement.,

Mr. Parker asked if there is water in the easement constantly. Mr. Millett said
it was a seasonal stream.

Mr. Parker asked how close would the building be to the easement. Mr. Millett
said that the building would be right up to the easement.

Mr. Gagliani said that there is an easement along the front of the lot.

Mrs. Bancroft said that it is contoured as a swale and asked if the applicant
plans to put culverts in. Mr. Millett said that the water in the swale will
seep into the ground and culverts would not be necessary.

Mrs. Bancroft asked what the elevation difference would be. Mr. Millett said
that the lowest point that would be filled would be from elevation 151 to 155,

Mr. Gagliani asked if the applicant was proposing to fill in the whole swale.
Mr., Millett said that he was planning to fill most of the swale but that it o]

would not be a problem.

Mr. Codispoti asked about the condition of the ground.

’

Mr. Millett said that they found water at six feet in the back of the lot and
there was some ledge. A lot of gravel was placed on the lot when the road was

built.
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Mr. Gagliani noted that the buildings will be a maximum height of 45 feet and
asked what the style of the buildings would be., Mr. Millett said they would
probably be colonials as that seemed to be a popular style in Medfield.

Mr. Parker asked if any drainage studies had been done on the lot. As none have
been done Mr. Parker asked if the applicant feels confident that he will be able to
design a satisfactory drainage system.

Mr. Millett said that the lot looks flat. He said, "If worse comes to worse, we
will have to design a system that won't make it worse."

Mr. Codispoti asked about the makeup of the buildings. Ms. Devine said that there
will be 14 2-bedroom units on two floors with garages and full family rooms;

12 2-bedroom ranches like a split level with a sunken living room; six on the top
floor with cathedral ceilings.

Mrs. Bancroft asked what the basis was to come up with 32 units.

Mr. Millett said that the Assessors' Maps were incorrect and the lot is a total
of 199,764 square feet.

Mr. Parker said that this site plan will be the first under the new Bylaw passed

at Town Meeting allowing more than one building on a lot. The way the Bylaw is
worded the Board has descretion over how you are dividing the buildings on the site.
Mr. Parker felt that the way the parking is designed it is very objectionable.

He asked the applicant to think about the impact on the site with that much exposure
of the parking to the street. It should be possible to break up the parking and
have less visibility.

Mr. Codispoti asked if any recreational area was planned.

Ms., Devine said that two-bedroom condominiums did not attract people with children
and therefore no recreation area was designed. '

Mr. Parker asked what kind of lighting was proposed. Mr. Millett said that they
plan to use an Acorn light, which is 100 watt each. He said they were "tall on a
pedestal." He pointed out the location of the lights,

Mr. Parker asked that the photometrics be shown.

Mr. Millett said that they would provide the Board with a specification sheet on
the lights.

Mr. Parker said that lights from the complex should not glare onto North Meadows
Road.

Mrs. Bancroft said that the Board will discuss the work adjacent to the road with
the Highway Superintendent. ‘

Mr. Gagliani suggested that the large buildings shown on the plan be broken down
into smaller buildings. Mrs. Bancroft asked that the mass be distributed better.

Mr.‘Millett said that the roof lines would break up the mass.

Mr. Parker brought the required buffer between RU and RS to the applicant's
attention. He noted that even though there is a mnatural buffer, it is necessary
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to follow the Zoning Bylaw and plant the buffer in accordance with Section
6.2.10.

Mr. Brennan asked when the Board will see an architect's rendition of the complex.

Mr, Millett said one would be available at the public hearing.

Mr. Parker said that the plan would be sent to Whitman & Howard for reView and
the Board will send their comments to Mr. Millett.

WEST STREET — STEFANO AVITABLE:

Mr. Avitable met with the Board and requested that the sign on the lot across
the street from his house be removed and that the buffer as required in the
Zoning Bylaw, Section 6.2.9 be planted.

VOTED: To send a memorandum to the Zoning Enforcing Officer asking that the
above complaints be referred to him for action.

BULLARD'S MINICOMPLEX:

Mr. Harry Pritoni of Green Street met with the Board to express his and his
neighbors' opposition to the possibility of a "fast food" restaurant in the
proposed Bullard's minicomplex. He stated the following objections:

1. Fast food establishments attract many commercial vehicles. Some of which
will then travel Green and Brook Streets, which are not designed to support
same. The neighbors do not want commercial vehicles in a residential
neighborhood.

2. High volume of people served in short time will increase traffic on Brook
and Green Streets which are already heavily used by Corning employees,
commuters avoiding traffic lights and residents in developments farther
up Green Street.

3. Fast food restaurants attract idle youth and become '"hangouts.'" Vandalism
may occur to adjacent properties. Litter in the parking lot could create
eyesore and blow into adjacent yards.

4. Increased traffic may create a safety hazard entering North Street and
could cause backups on Green Street.

5. The restaurant may be open-early in the morning and late in the evening.
The neighbors do not want the noise associated with this activity in a
residential area. The neighbors do not wish to have beer or wine served.

6. The neighbors are concerned that property values will decline as a result
of having a fast food restaurant near by.

In order to have sufficient parking for a restaurant, the complex has been re-
duced by 524 square feet.’ '

‘Mr. Parker said he was concerned about the procedure followed; however, the
Board reviews the site plan to be sure that it meets zoning. In a "B'" Zoning
District restaurants are allowed. The Board's concern would be proper parking.
Past experience has shown us that our parking requirements are quite accurate.
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Mr. Goldberg said that the surrounding towns require one parking space for every
four seats, but Medfield requires one space for each three seats.

Mr. Thomas Sweeney said he was concerned with refuse in the area.

Mr. Thomas Lingel felt that the architect's design was good, but he was dis-
appointed that the developer was going to spoil the complex with a fast food
restaurant.

Mr. Robert Kinsman expressed concern regarding the drainage.

Mr. Pritoni thanked the Board for listening and said he would make an appointment
to meet with the Selectmen about this matter.

HUTSON PINES:

Messrs. Alan and Clayton Haigh and Jeff Dymick presented their mylars to the
Board for signing and their covenant for approval.

' VOTED: 4 in favor with Mr. Gagliani abstaining to accept the covenant.

VOTED: 4 in favor with Mr. Gagliani abstaining to sign Hutson Pines
Definitive Subdivision Plan, owned by Clayton & Alan Haigh,
drawn by Millis Engineering Associates, dated March 24, 1986
and revised to September 5, 1986.

The plan was signed.

BUDGET MEETING:

The Board has received an invitation from the Selectmen to meet to discuss the
1988 Budget on September 23, 1986, at 7:30 p.m.

CRANMORE ROAD:

The Board has been invited to meet with the Selectmen at 8:30, Tuesday, Spetember 16th,
to discuss the construction of Cranmore Road.

PLAN UNDER SUBDIVISION CONTROL NOT REQUIRED - COLONIAL PARK ESTATES:

" The Board reviewed Plan of Land in Medfield, Massachusetts, dated September 9, 1986,

drawn by Norwood Engineers showing two lots between Liberty Road and Oriole Road.
UNANIMOUSLY VOTED: To sign the aboﬁe—described plan.
The plan was signed.

ORCHARD PARK PRELIMINARY PLAN:

The Board reviewed the Orchard Park Plan dated July 16, 1987, and the Whitman &
Howard comments thereon and

UNANIMOUSLY VOTED: To approve the Orchard Park Preliminary Plan, dated July 16, 1986,
drawn by Norwood Engineering with the following recommended
changes: »

1. The roadway in Orchard Park shall extend to the back
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lot line to conform with Section 3.432 of the Land
Subdivision Rules & Regulations of the Medfield
‘Planning Board. A temporary cul de sac will be
required.

2. The roadway shall be realigned at the intersection
with Route 27 making it closer to normal by
slightly reducing the radius.

CASTLE HILL ESTATES II:

Deerfield Extension Cluster Plan has been received and a public hearing has
been scheduled for October 20, 1986.

The meeting was adjourned at 11:45 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

John K. Gagliani, Secretary




MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
September 22, 1986

Members present: Bancroft, Brennan, Codispoti, Gagliani and Parker.
Others attending: C. Richard McCullough and others re Bullard's Market.

The meeting was called to order at 8:00 p.m. by Chairman Parker and the following
business was transacted:

BULLARD'S MARKET SITE PLAN:

Chairman Parker stated that the applicant's engineer had completed the additional
testing requested by Whitman & Howard for drainage. Whitman & Howard has reviewed and

approved the drainage calculations.

Mr. Richard McCullough, representing the applicant, said he was present to be sure
that the Board had received Whitman & Howard's comments on the most recent drainage
tests. He further said he would be happy to answer questions pertaining to the
architecture of the building.

Mr. Parker noticed that the drainage calculations were not stamped but the letter
forwarding these calculations was stamped by a registered, professional engineer.

Mr. Parker asked if the Board members had any questions.
Mrs. Bancroft asked that the parking requirements be reviewed.

Mr. McCullough said that the first floor of Unit 1 is the proposed restaurant.

78 seats are proposed with four lineal feet of counter space and eight employees,
making a total of 32 parking spaces for Unit 1, first floor. The second floor of
Unit 1 requires 4 parking spaces. Unit 2 will have 480 s.f. open to the public and
5 parking spaces are shown. Unit 3 shows 120 s.f. open to the public and requires
3 parking spaces. Unit 4 will house Bullard's Market and the bottle redemption
center and 19 parking spaces are shown, with total parking at 63 spaces. These
spaces are shown on the plan and include two handicap spaces. There will be an
architectural screen six feet high to shield the dumpster and to protect the

neighbors.
Mrs. Bancroft asked how often the dumpster would be serﬁiced.

Mr. McCullough said there would be a contract for sericing the dumpster, which
would be based on need. '

Mr. Parker asked if there will be a complete planting screen for the buffer.
Mr. McCullough said the "Plant Schedule'" as shown on Sheet 1 of 3 will be followed.

Mr. McCullough said he had met with Mr. Feeney regarding the grade distance be-
tween Green Street and the blacktopped area of the site and Mr. McCullough has
agreed to build the property up 8" at the back of the sidewalk at the layout line.
Mr. McCullough said he would do this with landscape timber. This would allow the
Public Works Department to build a sidewalk in the future with a 6" vertical berm
and would allow a 2" pitch for drainage. He said that all the information re-
quired is on the three sheets revised to August 25, 1986.
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Chairman Parker read letters from Walter Frank and Mr. & Mrs. Goldman objecting
to the project.

Mr., Pritoni presented the Board with a list of residents who are "strongly

opposed to a fast food type restaurant at Bullard's Market complex." He then
asked about Section 14.13.3 of the Zoning Bylaw regarding '"facilities for the
prevention of air pollution.'" He also mentioned Section 5.3.2 which pertains

to usage of a building. He questioned noise allowed in the neighborhood.

Chairman Parker said that this would be an enforcement matter. There is nothing
in our Site Plan Special Permit requirements that gives us direction as to what
to require.

Mr. McCullough said that Papa Ginos has a sophisticated system for disposing
of odors. He said that the restaurant would not be serving breakfast. He said
it would open at 11:00 a.m., but he was not sure of the closing time.

Chairman Parker said that a traffic study is not required. Since the Town
Meeting voted specifically to rezone this area for business. It was decided
at that time that business uses were appropriate to the area.

Mr. Brennan said he has reviewed the traffic circulation. The driveway as
designed will be safer than the way it is situated today.

Mr. McCullough said that the lighting plan shows 1.8-foot candle power, with a
20-foot spread. The lights will be on a timer and will be shielded from
abutters.,

Mr. Pritoni asked if the galley system would be cleaned annually. Chairman
Parker said that the Town has no such requirement.

Mr, Pritoni said the abutters were concerned about the possibility of declining
property values as a result of the new minicomplex. The Zoning Bylaw does not
require the Planning Board to address the issue of property values adjacent to
a site plan.

Mr. Gagliani asked what the difference would be between a fast-food restaurant
and a "regular" restaurant. Mr. McCullough said that the number of seats vs.
counter space is the indicator. The restaurant proposed has four feet of counter
space and 78 seats. This could not be called a fast food restaurant.

Chairman Parker asked for a motion for the Site Plan.

UNANIMOUSLY VOTED: To grant a Special Permit under Section 14.13 of Medfield's
Zoning Bylaws for Site Plan of Land for Bullards Market at
the corner of North and Green Streets, consisting of three
sheets as follows:

a) Sheet 1 of 3 - Site Plan and Landscaping, dated June 9, 1986,
and revised to August 25, 1986, drawn by C. Richard McCullough,
Inc., Medfield. v

b) Sheet 2 of 3 - Site Plan of Land, dated June 9, 1986, revised
to August 11, 1986 and August 25, 1986, drawn by Guerriere &
Halnon, Franklin.
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¢) Sheet 3 of 3 - Schematic Floor Plan, dated June 9, 1986,
revised to August 25, 1986, drawn by C. Richard McCullough,
Medfield.

The above approval is subject to an agreement dated August 22, 1986, with the
Superintendent of Public Works as to the treatment of the edge of the property
along Green Street.

This approval is subject to the approval of other Town Boards as required.
VOTED: To waive the drainage regulations as shown in the Land Subdivision

Rules & Regulations to permit a galley drainage system as shown on
Sheet 2 of 3 of the Site Plan, revised to August 25, 1986.

SLOPING EASEMENTS:

The Board would like input from Town Counsel Fuller regarding the best mechanism
for having sloping easements on plans. One method could be the requirement of
sloping easements on the plans.

VILLAGE FARM ESTATES:

OTED: To accept covenant and sign plan as the 20-day appeal period has elapsed.
(Mr. Parker did not participate.)

PONDVIEW IT1:
VOTED: To accept the covenant and sign plan as the 20-day appeal period has elapsed.

REVISION OF LAND SUBDIVISION RULES & REGULATIONS:

The remainder of the meeting was spent reviewing changes to be proposed in the
Land Subdivision Rules & Regulations. Superintendent Feeney and Roy Boudette were
present so that the Board could hear their input. :

The meeting was adjourned at 11:45 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

John K. Gagliani, Secretary






MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
September 29, 1986

Members present: Bancroft, Codispoti, Gagliani and Parker.

Others attending: Kenneth Feeney and Roy Boudette to work on Subdivision Rules
& Regulations. Messrs. Stephen G. Mirick and Richard J.
Libardoni of A.J. Lane & Company and Richard R. Hunt, Architect

for A.J. Lane & Company.

Chairman Parker called the meeting to order at 8:00 p.m. and the following
business was transacted.

LAND SUBDIVISION RULES & REGULATIONS:

Messrs. Kenneth Feeney and Roy Boudette met with the Board on the Land Subdivision
Rules & Regulations. The Board will meet on October 14, 1986, to continue the
review of the Rules & Regulations.

Among the items discussed was the addition of a requirement to have underground
electrical wires installed in PVC #20. It was suggested that this requirement
should include electrical service to the house.

This item should be added to the construction check list.

MEDFIELD INDUSTRIAL PARK:

Mr. Stephen Mirick, Director of Commercial Construction, Richard J. Libardoni,
Commercial Project Manager, and Richard R. Hunt, Registered Architect, met with
the Board to discuss the leasing of the North Meadows Road buildings to The

Stitchery.

Mr. Mirick said that The Stitchery is a mail order house, which will be using two

of the buildings on the site immediately with the possibility of using the third
building for warehousing only. He said that rack-type storage, computer orders, VCT
operator and telephone orders would be housed in the two buildings. It is antici~
pated that Unit C will house 20 to 24 people; Unit B, 50 to 60; and the office are

50 to 60 people. If and when Unit A is taken over it will be strictly for warehousing.
These buildings will be under a three-year lease. A mezzanine containing 12,000

square feet will be added to Building B and there will be connectors to all three
buildings, estimated to be 1,800 square feet each, making a total square footage of
the three buildings of 117,600 square feet, or 235 parking spaces.

Chairman Parker noted that any additions of 500 square feet or more to the ground
floor area of construction required site plan approval and asked Board members if
they thought this would come under Section 5.3,8, Mr. Parker felt that enclosing
the connecting area might be considered as-additional ground floor area.

Mr, Mirick said that 126 parking spaces are in place and he felt that 30 additional
spaces could be utilized because of the change in the loading docks to accommodate
this use.

Mr. Parker asked how many parking spaces would be utilized when all three buildings
are completed.

Mr. Mirick said it was a two-shift operation and that 120 to 130 spaces should be
more than adequate.
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Mrs. Bancroft suggested that if the parking requirements could not be met and
the developer could prove that they were not necessary, he could go to the
Board of Appeals for relief from the parking requirements.

As this is a change of use from manufacturing to warehousing, the Planning
Board must review and approve the parking and nay change in drainage.

Mr. Mirick said that they would re-engineer the parking and attempt to work
within the area already approved for paving and meet with the Board on October
6th with an updated parking plan. If the Board deems it necessary, Whitman &
Howard will review the plan.

PLAN UNDER SUBDIVISION CONTROL NOT REQUIRED — HIGH STREET:

The Board is in receipt of a Plan under Subdivision Control Not Required entitled
"Plan of Land in Medfield, MA" owned by Robert F. Terhune, dated March 21, 1986,
drawn by Schofield Bros., Framingham, showing two lots.

VOTED: To sign the above-described plan.

Members Bancroft, Gagliani and Parker voted to sign the plan and so signed.

The meeting was adjourned at 11:20 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

John K. Gagliani, Secretary




MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
Ocotber 6, 1986

Members present: Bancroft, Gagliani and Parker.

Others attending: Town Counsel, Charles Fuller; Messrs. Edward Beard and
David MacCready; Barbara Gardner; Messrs. Stephen Mirick
and Richard Libardoni of A.J. Lane Company.

The meeting was called to order at 8:25 p.m. by Chairman Parker and the following
business was transacted:

WAMPATUCK ESTATES:

Town Counsel Fuller met with the Board to discuss Ralph Copeland's September 18th
letter regarding the conditions under which Mr, Delapa would be willing to design
and build the roadway required to connect Wampatuck Estates to Gun Hill Park.

Town Counsel Fuller advised the Board that they did not have the suthority to
commit the Town to easements, to right of ways or to construct retaining walls.

Chairman Parker said that the Board is looking for a mechanism to proceed with
the subdivision which has already been approved.

Mrs. Bancroft asked if the Board has the legal right to hold an escrow fund for
the road. Town Counsel said that is the purpose of the security deposit.

Mrs. Bancroft asked if the Board has the right to require a developer to show
the design of a street which he does not own. Town Counsel Fuller said it was so
common that there have not been any Court cases on this matter.

Chairman Parker said that if we had a set of plans which met our requirements, we
would sign the plan. The Board is interested in a mechanism to get us to the
next step.

Mrs. Bancroft said that the Board does not want artificial obstacles to stand
in the way of development.

Chairman Parker suggested that the Board set surety for this connection and hold
the surety until the work is completed.

VOTED: To send a letter to Mr. Copeland stating that the Board is pleased
that Mr. Delapa is willing to design the roadway connecting
Wampatuck Estates to Gun Hill Park, that the Board would like to have
Mr. Delapa meet with them to discuss design options and advising that
the Planning Board has no authority to commit the Town to easements,
to right of ways or to construct retaining walls.

SUBDIVISION RULES & REGULATIONS:

The Board requested that Town Counsel Fuller review covenants and agreements
in the Land Subdivision Rules & Regulations.

A memorandum will be sent to Mr. Fuller with this request.
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GREATER HEIGHTS:

Messrs. Beard and MacCready met with the Board to discuss any changes in park-
ing which may be required as a third floor is being added in two of the build-
ings.

Mr. Beard said that when the original plan was approved one third of the build-
was proposed for retail use and two thirds for office. Mr. Beard said that he
would like the building to be 100%Z office use, which would reduce the parking
requirements.

Mr. Beard said that the development of a third floor would bring the total gross
square footage of the building to just under 50,000 square feet.

Mrs. Bancroft asked if any medical offices were proposed for the building. She
suggested that the plan should reflect what we know and an educated guess could
be made for the rest.

Mr. Beard said that two medical doctors will have one quarter of Building No. 1,
which would require 10 parking spaces. There will be two law offices.on the
second floor with two people in each office. Sixty parking spaces have been
shown on the plan for each office.

Mr. Gagliani asked about plowing the area with islands in the parking area.

Mr. MacCready said it would be difficult but that it was preferable to break
up the parking area. '

Chairman Parker asked Mr. Beard to send the Board a letter with his best
estimate of tenants who definitely be housed in the buildings and provide a
realistic projection of the rest.

Mr. Gagliani asked if there would be deed restrictions on the condominiums so
that purchasers would be aware that they cannot be used for retail sales.

Mr. Beard said he did not wish to put deed restrictions on the units. If a
change in use were requested, the parking would have to be reviewed.

Mr. Beard said he would send the Board a letter regarding parking in accordance
with his proposed change of use. ’

BARBARA GARDNER:

Ms. Barbara Gardner, candidate for State Representative, met with the Board
to discuss matters important to Planning Boards.

SITE PLAN - A.J. LANE COMPANY:

Messrs. Mirick and Libardoni met with the Board to discuss changes in parking
due to a change in use from manufacturing to wholesale and the addition of a
12,000 square feet mezzanine and two 1900 square feet connectors.

It appears that 164 parking spaces are required for the first two phases.
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Mr. Mirick said that 213 spaces are shown on the plan and that for the completion
of all three phases 535 parking spaces are required. Mr. Mirick will have a new park-
ing plan drawn up for Planning Board approval.

MASTER PLAN IMPLEMENTATION COMMITTEE:

VOTED: To appoint David G. Strimaitus, 84 Bridge Street, to the MPIC
for the term ending June 28, 1989,

VOTED: To send a letter to Robert Strong thanking him for the thought and
effort which he put into his terms on the MPIC.

HIGH STREET:

The Board is in receipt of a Plan of Land in Medfield, drawn by Norwood Engineering
and dated September 29, 1986. This plan was presented by Peter Fickeisen and shows
Parcels A, b and C and Lots 1, 2 and 3. Notes are on the plan regarding unbuildable
lots.,

VOTED: To sign the plan as above described.

GEORGETOWN ESTATES:

Construction cards have been received with a verbal request from George Basile to
have sure set on a portion of the subdivision.

VOTED: To require that the entire subdivision be bonded at one time.

CRANMORE ROAD:

Construction cards have been received and Robert Borrelli has requested surety
to be set on Cranmore Road.

The meeting was adjourned at 11:45 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

John K, Gagliani, Secretary






MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
October 14, 1986

Members Present: Bancroft, Brennan, Codispoti, Gagliani and Parker.
Others attending: Roy Boudette.

The meeting was called to order at 8:00 p.m. by Chairman Parker and the following
business was transacted:

SUBDIVISION RULES & REGULATIONS:

Mr. Boudette met with the Board to work with them on the changes proposed in the
Subdivision Rules & Regulations. Some of the items discussed were the elimination
of parallel bar grates, changes in the fee schedule; the requirement of trees to be
planted in subdivisions and their placement; changes in Forms and Plates. The
Board would like to have the public hearing as soon as possible.

GREATER HEIGHTS CHANGE OF USE:

The Board is in receipt of a letter from R. Edward Beard regarding the change of
use in his Greater Heights building. The use will be for offices and includes the
addition of a third floor to Phases 2 and 3 of the Greater Heights building.

VOTED: To accept the parking plan as described in Mr. Beard's October 10, 1986
letter, (a copy of which is attached). It is the Board's understanding
that even though the revised use requirements are less than as shown on
the approved site plan, the actual number of parking spaces to be con-
structed will be the same as on the approved site plan (881).

Mr. Brennan abstained from voting as he was not present when this matter was
first discussed.

BULLARD'S BOTTLE AND CAN REDEMPTION CENTER:

The Board is in receipt of a letter from Messrs, Joel Goodman and Harold Pritoni, Jr.
asking the Board's opinion of where the bottle and can redemption center fit into
Medfield's Zoning Bylaw.

VOTED: To answer the letter by stating that this would f£all under Section 2.1.73
"Use, Accessory" the way this appears to be handled at Bullard's at this
time.

The meeting was adjourned at 11:15 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

John K. Gagliani, Secretary







MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
October 20, 1986

Members present: Bancroft, Brennan, Codispoti and Parker.
Others attending: Tree Warden, Malcolm Gibson; Messrs. Michael Marholin,
Ralph C. Good, Jr., Roy Boudette; Messrs. Pyne and Barrett.

The meeting was called to order at 8:00 p.m. by Chairman Parker and the following
business was transacted:

MINUTES:
To accept the minutes of September 8, 1986.

SIDE LOT LINE DETERMINATION - VILLAGE EARM'ESTATES:

Building inspector O0'Toole requested the Board to make a determination as to front,
side and rear lot lines on Lot 4 on Village Road. The Board approved the plan as
presented.

SCENIC WAY HEARING:

Chairman Parker called the hearing to order at 8:00 p.m. Mr. Codispoti read the
advertisement which appeared in the SUBURBAN PRESS. Mr. Parker asked if there was
anyone present who wished to speak regarding the removal of the trees as listed in
the newspaper advertisement.

Tree Warden Malcolm Gibson said he would like to see the trees as listed removed
as they are trees that are dead or dying.

There were no further questions or discussion and the hearing was closed at 8:20 p.m.

VOTED: To give permission to have the trees as listed in the Suburban
Press removed.

VOTED: To have a decision written for signing at the Board's October 27, 1986
meeting.

SUBDIVISION RULES & REGULATIONS PUBLIC HEARING:

WTED: To hold public hearing on Subdivision Rules. & Regulations Changes
and to send notices of same to active subdividers in Medfield.

STREETS FOR TOWN ACCEPTANCE:

VOTED: To advise subdividers that streets for Town acceptance in April, 1987
should be in the Selectmen's Office by the first Tuesday in December.

CASTLE HILL II CLUSTER SUBDIVISION HEARING:

Chairman Parker called the hearing to order at 8:30 p.m. and explained the procedure
to be followed: Namely, the subdivider will be asked to explain his project; Board
members will be calléd upon to ask questions; the general public may then ask
questions. The Board has 60 days from the receipt of the subdivision plan within
which to render a decision. (The application was received on September 8, 1986,
according to the Town Clerk's records.)
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Mr. Codispoti read the notice which appeared in the SUBURBAN PRESS.

Mr. Roy Boudette, of Cheney Engineering, explained the subdivision to those
present. The cluster subdivision plan will add 190 feet to the subdivision
and add three new lots. He explained that a Special Permit had been granted
by the Board of Appeals to allow the cluster. The frontages and setbacks

have been reduced and are based on the Board of Appeals decision. All lots
conform to the area requirement. The reason for the line through the plan

is that one was registered and one is not. The area outlines in green under
the cluster concept is intended to be conveyed to the Town of Medfield. A
small lot containing 4,000 square feet will also go to the Town of Medfield.
There is an existing wood road and we are providing a right of way 20 feet
wide for access to the public land. This will be for foot or horse traffic ex-
cept for town vehicles. The bridle path will be also a right of way for people
who ride in this area. All the people on North Street have rights in the

wood road through Lot 21 so that they can get to the back land.

As far as drainage is concerned, at the westerly end of Deerfield Drive when we
went to the Boarf for Deerfield Drive, a detention basin was put on North
Street. This will not be increasing the runoff into the detention basin. This
plan shows contributory areas. Back areas will drain to a basin at the end

of the existing cul de sac. The drainage would then go through a series of
pipes and manholes to a natural drainage area. All lots will be sewered and
have public water.

One requirement of the Board of Appeals decision was that some extensive re-

grading be done under the initial section of Deerfield Drive. One of the re-
strictions was because of the steep banks and we had to do regrading that is

shown on the plan.

The drainage is all designed for a 10-year storm so that during a 100-year
storm we will not be adding any runoff to the pond. The reason for the second
manhole is so that this will happen. Water will flow into the seasonal pond.
We have been before the Conservation Commission. We offered them three al-
ternatives for running drainage through here. The alternative they chose was
to leave it natural. Based on the 10-year storm the only increase in volume is
two cubic feet of runoff.

The road will be 28 feet wide, the same as the road that eurrently exists. The
existing cul de sac which is partially completed will be put back into a natural
condition,

Mr. Boudette asked for a waiver from Section 7.3.2 to allow bituminous concrete
instead of granite curbs in an area which has a radius of 400 feet.

Mr. Boudette presented a letter from Dr. Carr to the Board giving Dr. Carr's
interpretation of a natural water course. Mr. Boudette said that water flows
more to the Raduano's because of the extensive work which has been done on the
Raduano property.

Mr. Parker: How many feet between the outfall of the drainage structure and
the natural water course in distance?

Mr. Boudette: About 120 feet. There is only 40 feet to the edge of the veg-
etated wetlands.
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Mrs. Bancroft asked about the Conservation Commission's reply.
Mr. Boudette said that the Conservation Commission requested that they do nothing.
Mrs., Bancroft read Dr. Carr's letter to the meeting.

Mr. Parker said that his big concern is where the water goes. The concern is
southerly flow of the water of what is now filled land. What has the drainage
done? Has it been regraded?

Mr. Boudette said he could not answer the question. He said that last summer when
we had 7" of rain he went out to look at the pond. In July there wes some traces
of trapped water. There was a little water flowing out of the pond at that time.
The elevation there is 205 feet.

Mr. Parker: What effect do you think this changed drainage is going to have on
these new lots that have been created?

Mr. Boudette: Virtually none.
Mr. Parker: Will it adversely affect any other property?

Mr. Boudette: The 100-year storm is one large amount of water. The whole rest
of the town will be flooded in a 100-year storm. There is nothing downstream until
you get to the pond south of the Tregakis' house.

Mrs. Bancroft: What is the impact of a 10-year storm?
Mr. Boudette: Two cubic feet per second for one acre of drainage.
Mr. Bremnan: What is the percentage of increase in the flow?

Mr. Boudette: Probably 5% if it is that high. The plan shows a 2.67% grade up to
the center of the cul de sac. It is designed so that water will stay in gutters.
If we carry the 2.6% gradeup we get sheeting. The grade has to be flattened to
make the gutter work. It should be added that the setback width on Lots N3 and
20 are not shown. The line is there but the dimension is not.

Mr. Parker: Will you tell us again about the waiver which you are requesting.

Mr. Boudette: The cul de sac will total 1,100 feet in length and a waiver will
be required.

Mrs. Bancroft: I have a couple of questions. Do the sewer laterals go to the lot
lines? Any house in a cluster has to be on a public sewer.

Mr, Boudette: Easements will be there and laterals will be provided to each lot.
All to be sewered and watered.

Mr. Parker: In reviewing the Zonging Board Appeal decision, there is some in-
volvement by Mr. Feeney. Mr. Feeney is here. Have you had a chance to review the
Zoning Board Appeal decision?

Mr, Feeney: The Zoning Board Appeal asked for the land to be conveyed to the Town
and the cart path to be restored to its natural state, Their opinion now is that it
was a stump burial site and they want the stumps removed. It is part of the opinion
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that these stumps be removed and the land restored. Who is going to. do it, I
don't know. I wrote a letter and haven't had a response. They are very adament
about the land being restored to its natural state. Mr. Feeney asked that a
more detailed plan of the utilities to the property lines be submitted. Let us
make sure that the easements are there and that the utilities are run to the
property lines.

That is in the Subdivision Rules and Regulations.

Mr. Boudette: The day we walked this with Mr. Feeney, the Board of Appeals and
Ellis Allen, the feeling I got was that they just wanted the whole thing covered
and made it to look presentable and also to be able to drive a wvehicle over it.

Mr. Feeney: At that time it was the public works trying to expidite the project.
Since then the Board of Appeals asked that the stumps be removed.

Mr. Parker: They want the work done before the street is bonded or built.

Mr. Parker: One other thing. Does this plan contain the placement of the
monuments?

Mr., Boudette: What they are talking about is that the right of way be properly
monumented. The easement encompasses the road that is there now.

Mrs. Bancroft: 1Is there some provision to put a gate to prevent unauthorized
vehicles from using the right of way?

Mr. Parker: Would a curb cut be desirable or not?

Mr. Feeney: Most of our vehicles are four-wheel drive. It is six of one and
one-half dozen of another.

Mr. Parker: Do you think it is advisable to have a curb cut?

Mr. Feeney: Our vehicles can go over a curb.

Mr, Parker: It would be less inviting as a driveway.

Mr., Feeney: Will the right of way serve as a driveway to any of the houses?
Mr. Boudette: I would say no.

Mrs. Bancroft: If that is meant for public use, how will the road be shown?
Mr. Boudette: The only people to use it will be people on horseback or people
in the neighborhood. People on horseback are going to ride along the old
Castle Hill Road. The only way to designate the path would be with a sign
and let the people police it themselves. The cart path will not be paved.

It is to be a natural wood road.

Mrs. Bancroft: Question on the other easement. It doesn't go anywhere. Does
that give the general public the right to use the land?

Mr. Marholin: We have retained easement over the cart path. It is available
for public use.
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Mr. Parker: That follows the traditional trail that was used over the years.
Do you have any plans for lot 5?

Mr. Boudette: Initially under the cluster concept we left this piece of land
to provide parking for the public. The general consensus is that the Board of
Appeals does not wish this for parking.

Mr. Harney: What is the relationship to this Board and to the Zoning Board of
Appeals regarding the dump site?

Mr. Parker: That question is to Mr. Feeney. As far as the dump site is con-
cerned, the Planning Board does not have any enforcement power. Mr. Feeney has
been directed to inspect it.

Mr. Harney: Does that mean that you will require the work to be done which has
been designated by the Board of Appeals?

Mr. Parker: "The road cannot be built or bonded. We can't control Mr. Marholin
and what he does. The Planning Board relies that the conditions have not been met
to their satisfaction. Whether we would take some action, we would not bond the
road prior to a letter from Mr. Feeney stating that all the conditions of the
Board of Appeals have been met.

Mr. Harney: Why are there doubts as to who the party is who is responsible?
It would seem to me that the one who made the situation is responsible for
correcting it.

Mr. Feeney: One of the developers crashed the area up. Brought the stumps in
from the Town of Dover. I sent him a letter. The person sitting here tonight

is the developer who went to the Board of Appeals and according to their decision
it will have to be restored to its natural state. Right now it is a gray area.
However, the current owner is responsible for the removal of the stumps, but I
can't say who will clear it up. ‘

Mr. Parker: The Planning Board's approval is always subject to other Town Boards.
There are outstanding portions of the decision of the Board of Appeals that have
not been met,

Mr. Marholin: There are several ways to clear up the stump problem. Sometime
ago we reached agreement among ourselves for a perfectly adequate way to take care
of the problem. Regrading, loaming and seeding. It would be safe. We had the

problem solves. Specific members of the Board of Appeals were aggravated. What
we should all be interested in is finishing the area up. While the shouting match
is going on we seem to be at an impasse. We can't return the stumps to Dover.

Mrs. Bancroft: Why can't you take the stumps back to Dover? What is the problem
with removing them? '

Mr. Feeney: It is tht Board of Appeals decision to return them to a natural state.

The subdivision plan was received be the Town Clerk on September 8th and the Planning
Board must render their decision by November 6th.
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Mr. Boudette reiterated that a waiver would be required to extend the cul de sac
and a waiver would be required to build the street at at a 387 feet curvature
without granite curbing.

The hearing was adjourned at 10:00 p.m.

LEDGEWOOD ACRES:

Mr. Gary Baxter of Millis Engineering along with George Pyne met with the Board
to discuss the Ledgewood Acres proposed subdivision of 54 lots off Emerson Road
and Pine Street. It is proposed to sewer the site with gravity flow sewer and
to supply water using a pumping booster station as the elevations are too high
for the current water pressure. They plan to tie into the existing drainage in
Tamarack and Emerson. There are no wetlands on the site.

The roads will have a 6% grade for a section of the road which has previously
been at 9%. A 20-foot cut will be required at the Emerson Extension. There

are other cuts which will be as high as 31 feet.

Mr. Parker: Do yoy have any thoughts before the weather gets too cold to go out
and look at the area.

Mr. Pyne said that the general area was flagged.
Mr. Parker said he was concerned with the number of cul de sacs.

Mr. Pyne said if he could receive a waiver for a 9% road in areas he could
lessen the cuts. He said, however, that he is ready to '"go by the book."

The Board suggested to Mr. Pyne that he submit a preliminary plan followed by
a definitive.

Mr. Pyne said he would like to go forward with a definitive plan and that he
would file it on October 2l1st.

The Board would like to set up a site inspection within the next few weeks.

DEERFIELD DRIVE -~ RETURN OF SURETY:

The Board will ask Dale MacKinnon if the planting is completed at the top of
the slopes at this time.

GEORGETOWN ESTATE:

The Board is in receipt of an inspection report from Whitman & Howard on Copper-
wood Road and Bishop Lane. '

VOTED: To set surety at $90,000 without bituminous concrete binder and $65,000
if the binder is in place.

The meeting was adjourned at 12:30 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Joseph D. Codispoti
Secretary Pro-tem




MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
October 27, 1986

Members present: Bancroft, Brennan, Gagliani and Parker.
Others attending: Roy Boudette and Alan and Clayton Haigh.

The meeting was called to order by Chairman Parker and the following business was
transacted.

CONNORS PROPERTY:

Roy Boudette met with the Board to discuss a cluster subdivision plan for a 25-acre
parcel of land off Main Street at the Dover line. The informal plan showed no houses
on Main Street, a road with two 18-foot wide lanes with a planting strip in the
center and an 18-foot wide road servicing one of the clusters. He said that either
an on-site system for the entire subdivision would be designed or a connection to
public sewer would be made. The area would be serviced by Town water.

Mr. Boudette asjed the Board if they would approve an 18-foot wide street as shown
on the plan, Mr, Brennan said he thought that would open the door to other sub-
dividers requesting narrower roads.

Mr. Boudette said the reason he proposed the cluster plan was to preserve the
natural beauty.of the area. He said his client, Paul Borrelli, would prefer a
standard subdivision but it was Mr. Boudette's idea to design a cluster which
would allow the area to be kept in as natural state as possible. i

Mr. Boudette asked the Board how he should proceed.
The Board suggested that Mr. Boudette draw up a preliminary or conceptual plan
and present it to the Board of Appeals and the Planning Board would review the plan

and send their comments to the Board of Appeals.

HAIGH - JANES AVENUE:

Mr. Alan Haigh said he would like to move his glass shop to the site behind the ..
Town Hall which was vacated by Hillecrest Motors. He showed the Board a letter
from his engineer which certifies that he could have parking spaces on this lot
which would meet Medfield's Zoning Bylaw.

The Board recommended that he come up with a use for five spaﬁes; namely, area open
to the public 10' x 20' (2 spaces) and would allow six employees, including the
Haighs. ' : '

Mr. Haigh asked if half of the garage could be utilized for parking.. He was advised
that he would have to check this with the Fire Chief as the combining of the two

may not be permitted.

Mrs. Bancroft said that an approved parking plan wooul not be required under Section
8.1 because Mr. Haigh is talking about five parking spaces.

Section 8.6.1 was not reviewed with Mr. Haigh.

ALLISON — 17 HICKORY ROAD:

The Board is of the opinion that because the final cost of bituminous concrete has
not been laid the water collects on the road instead of going into the drainage
system.
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VOTED: To send a letter to Mr. Ronald Tocci (Jr.) requesting that he make pro-
visions to fix this drainage problem before winter so that there wiil not be an
icing condition on the street.

A copy of the letter will be sent to Mrs. Allison.

WAMPATUCK SUBDIVISION:

The Board is in receipt of a letter dated October 23, 1986, requesting that the
Board design the connection of Wampatuck Subdivision to Gun Hill Park.

Town Council says that the Board accepts plans on land not owned by applicants
on a regular basis.

Mr. Fuller asked the Board what their objective was regarding the condition. If
the Board's objective is that because of good planning the road must go through,
then it should remain a condition.

The Board feels that it is up to Mr. Delapa to design the roadway.

DEERFIELD DRIVE:

The Board is in receipt of a report from Whitman & Howardvregarding the work to
be completed on Deerfield Drive.

VOTED: To return bankbook in the amount of $205,000 in exchange for surety in
the amount of $93,000.

DEERFIELD DRIVE EXTENSION:

An answer regarding the acceptance of the Deerfield Driﬁe II Subdiﬁision is due
on November 6th. The Board would like to see where the drainage from the sub-
division will go.

VOTED: To reject the plan at the Board's next meeting if questions have not been
answered regarding the watercourse or an extension request has not been
received.

GEORGETOWN ESTATES:

The Board is in receipt of Benjamin Franklin Savings Bank Book No. 03-005771-0
in the amount of $65,000 and assignment of account,

VOTED: .To accept the above-described bankbook and sign release of lots 2, 3, 4,
5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12 and 13 Copperwood Road and 6 Bishop Lane.

LEDGEWOOD ACRES:

The Board will walk the Ledgewood Acres land on November 15th at 9:00 a.m.
(rain date November 16th). The Selectmen, Water Board and Michael Sullivan will
be dinvited to attend.

TREES:

The Board is in receipt of a letter from Ellis Allem regarding hardy trees to
be planted adjacent to streets in subdivisions.
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VOTED: To send Mr, Allen a letter thanking him for the letter.
The meeting was adjourned at 10:00 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

John K. Gagliani, Secretary






MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
November 3, 1986

Present: Bancroft, Brennan, Codispoti and Gagliani.
Others attending: Roy Boudette, Ralph Copeland and Divid Nilson.

The meeting was called to order at 8:00 p.m. by Vice Chairman Bancroft and the follow-
ing business was transacted.

MINUTES:

VOTED: To accept the minutes of September 15, 1986,

CASTLE HILL ESTATES II:

Messrs. Boudette and Copeland met with the Board to discuss drainage from the proposed
subdivision at the end of Deerfield Drive Extension to a natural water course.

Mr. Boudette said that, based on the elevations in the area, the drainage will flow
both ways at the same time (towards Raduanos and Allens) from the pond. He said
that eventually a natural water course will be made by the drainage.

Mr. Boudette was asked why the drainage from the new subdivision was not channeled
into the drainage pipes within Deerfield Drive and into the detention basin at the
bottom of the street. He said that although it would cost less-he did not wish to
do so as it would possibly add water to the Donnelly's pond.

Mr., Boudette said that two cubic feet per second would be added to the area in a ten-
year storm and eight cubic feet per second would be added in a 100-year storm. It was
stated that an average northeaster would add less than two cubic feet per second. The
drainage would be piped from the new section of Deerfield Drive to the pond. The pipe
would have a stone filter fence at the end to keep silt out.

VOTED: To approve Subdivision Plan of Castle Hill Estates No, II, dated August 28, 1986,
drawn by Cheney Engineering with thé following conditions:

1. Subject to the requirementé of Board of Appeals Decision No. 482.
2. Subject to the requirements of all Town Boards.
VOTED: To allow the following waivers.
1. Waiver from Section 7.32 of the Land Subdivision Rules & Regulations to
allow bituminous concrete curbing on the north side of Deerfield Drive

where the radius is less than 400 feet.

2. Waiver from Section 3.431 to allow a cul de sac approximately 1,100 feet
in length.

WAMPATUCK SUBDIVISION:

Mr. Ralph Copeland, representing Mr. Anthony Delapa, met with the Board to discuss
the meaning of the Board's phrase "satisfactory design plan."

Mr. Copeland said that if the Board thinks the connection is important he would
like the Town to obtain sloping rights. He said Mr. Delapa would be willing to
build the connection, Mr. Copeland suggested that the Board submit an article
to Town Meeting to obtain the sloping rights. "
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VOTED: To answer Mr. Copeland's October 23rd letter, stating that until the
right of redemption in the Trailside Stub has been foreclosed, the
Board understands that the ownership of the land is in limbo and,
therefore, the Planning Board has no right to initiate any sort of
action. The Board would like to see a design of this stub which
shows ' a combination of low retaining walls and slopes, where re-
quired. The streets should be designed to meet Land Subdivision Rules
& Regulations.

VILLAGE FARM ESTATES:

The Board is in receipt of Whitman & Howard's report on work to be completed

on Village Farm Estates in accordance with the items signed off on the Con-
struction Cards.. Whitman & Howard suggested that no lots be released until the
detention pond is dug.

Mr. David Nilson met with the Board to discuss the time schedule to be followed
in completing the work in his subdivision. He said he would have the detention
pond dug on Wednesday, November 12th. He will have his construction cards up-
dated and will meet with the Board at 8:00 p.m., November 17th to discuss surety.

FOX PROPERTIES - NORTH MEADOWS ROAD:

VOTED: To send the following letter to Fox Properties regarding their
Preliminary Site Plan:

"The Planning Board and their engineering consultants have reviewed your site
plan. A copy of our engineer's comments were given to you on October 22nd.

"Whitman & Howard's comments should be taken into consideration during prep-
aration of your Definitive plan.

"Additionally, the Planning Board suggests that pedestrian connection be provided
from the residential complex to the adjacent mall.

"The Board also suggests that the mass of buildings be redistributed so as to
provide a scale to the project which is more compatible with nearby residential
and commercial development. We would like to bring to your attention Section
14.13.1 of the Zoning Bylaw which reads as follows: 'For multifamily site plans,
the size, number and placement of structures on the site shall be appropriate
to the site and compatible with its surroundings.'

"The Board also requests that the parking areas be landscaped to screen them
from the public view along North Meadows Roead.

"These comments constitute the Board's final action on your Prellmlnary Site
Plan, and entitle you to proceed with a Definitive Plan."

A.J. LANE - NORTH MEADOWS INDUSTRIAL PARK:

VOTED: To accept revised parking plan for Buidings B and C as drawn by
Richard R. Hunt, Architect, West Greenwich, Rhode Island, show-
ing parking for Buidings B and C. The parking spaces shown must be
standard size. The Board has voted to accept the abov-described
plan for Buildings B and C, with the condition that Conservation
Commission approval be obtained.
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The vote was recorded three in favor, with Mr. Brennan abstaining as he was not
present when this was originally discussed.

TREE WARDEN GIBSON:

The Board is in receipt of a letter from the tree warden stating that a 32" Norway
Maple Tree which was owned by the Town was removed from in front of the Bridge
property on South Street prior to having a public hearing. He has suggested that
restitution for this should be 16 two-inch trees of a variety to be chosen by the
tree warden and planted in locations designated by him. The trees should be
watered and maintained in good health for a one-year period from the date of
planting. He has requested that all building permits should be held until all
trees are planted.

VOTED: To send a letter to Tree Warden Gibson stating that his letter
would be forwarded to the Building Inspector and thanking him
for his diligence in this matter.

BUDGET MEETING:

The Planning Board will meet with the Selectmen on November 22nd at 11:45 a.m. to
discuss their budget.

The meeting adjourned at 11:20 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

John K. Gagliani, Secretary







MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
November 10, 1986

Members present: Bancroft, Brennan, Codispoti, Gagliani and Parker.
Others attending: Messrs. Larkin, Fritzsche and McCullough; Paul Nyren and Ronald
Kerr.

The meeting was called to order at 8:00 p.m. by Chairman Parker and the following
business was transacted:

MINUTES: VOTED: To accept the minutes of October 6 and 14, 1986,

PUBLIC HEARING ON CHANGES IN SUBDIVISION RULES & REGULATIONS:

Chairman Parker called the public hearing to order at 8:15 p.m. and said Massachusetts
law requires the Board to hold a public hearing to revise the Lamd Subdivision Rules

& Regulations. Mr. Parker thanked Superintendent of Streets Feeney and Roy Boudette
for their assistance on this project. He also thanked Mrs. Bancroft who has worked
on the changes for many, many hours and who has led the project to completion. Mr.
Parker said that the entire Land Subdivision Rules & Regulations layout has been re-
organized and other changes are on the handout.

Mr, Parker asked for questions from interested citizens on the proposed changes.
Mr. Larkin: Concerning Section 3.3.1 Construction Standards for Streets, you refer
to DPW standards. What bothers me is that the Commonwealth DPW standards asks for

different widths. A subdivision doesn't need DPW standards.

Mr. Parker: Section 3.3.1 is for the construction Standards of Streets, not the
design. The width of the layout is covered in another section of our Subdivision

Rules.
Mr., Brennan: There is nothing in the DPW Standards which specify the width of
the street. It is construction. as opposed to design. There is a whole line of

street widths in the DPW Design Manual.

Mr. Larkin: The only reason I brought this up is that when we talked to the DPW
they were strict on the width. This, you say, has no bearing on the matter before us.

Mr. McCullough: How do we differentiate DPW standards from those that we now are
using? How will it be different from what we are doing now?

Mr. Brennan: Section 3.3.1. 2 of the Blue Book shows construction standards. It
has to do with the thickness of the layers of the pavement.

Mrs. Bancroft: It will allow the Town to automatically be updated with material
specifications.

Mr. McCullough: Have those standards changed?

Mr. Parker: We are now requiring the 28-foot pavement only in residential areas.
This will be consistent from on for all roadways. Sidewalks will be on one side .only.

Mrs. Bancroft: We will have the DPW manuals in the Planning Board Office for ref-
erence purposes.

Mr. McCullough: Why did you change the vertical size of profiles?

Mrs. Bancroft: Both Whitman & Howard and Roy Boudette suggested that this be done.
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‘Mr. McCullough: Does the Board agree with this? One to four is quite an ex-
aggeration and could cause confusion. When you have a public
hearing it will shock people.

Mrs. Bancroft: One of the arguments; when you get into tight situations, is
that the scale is too small for our engineering consultants to
review. We understand it is common practoce to require one to
four instead of one to eight.

Mr., McCulldough: You made some comments about the street. What about the right
of way?

Mr. Parker: Only the paved areas have been changed. We had conversations with
Mr. Feeney. The conclusion was that larger pavement areas require
more plowing. The less pavement, the better.

Mr. McCullough: Tell us about the tree planting requirements.
Mr. Parker read Section 5.2.11 on Tree Planting.

Mr., Larkin: You are insisting that the contractor plant trees on public land?
I think it is a good idea. I think we need trees planted. It is
too bad we can't get people to work with the town. now to see if they
would plant trees. I am talking about the westerly side of North
Meadows Road.

Mrs. Bancroft: These specifications - the placing and the types of trees were
suggested by Ellis Allen.

Mr. Gagliani: The town has always had a tree planting program. It is a great
investment for the town and the neighborhoods. There are a lot
of subdivisions that are in wooded areas where tree planting would
not be a major issue. There are some subdivisions where in 10
years a tree line would look absolutely beautiful. '

Mr. Parker read a letter from Dan Nye regarding continuation of sidewalks.

Mrs. Bancroft said that she had discussed the matter with Town Counsel Fuller
and it was his opinion that 400 feet is probably as far as we could go.

Mr. Parker: Do you have a recommendation as far as distance? It was recommended
that developers be required to. connect to existing sidewalks if with-
in 1,000 feet of the new subdivision.

Mr. Larkin: I can understand the builder's point of view. 1,000 feet might be
too much for a four-house subdivision. The program would be a
benefit for the citizens.

Mr. McCullough: The remoﬁal of the 34-foot foadway is a good idea.
Mr. Larkin: The less pavement, the more water will get back into the earth.

Mrs. Bancroft: There is no reference to retention and detention basins in our
Subdivision Rules. We have decided to continue withour old re-
quirement; that is, the catchbasin/manhole system. We will be
able to waive our requirements, but detention and retention
basins will not be in our regulations.
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Mr., Fritzsche: Where does the water go?
Mrs. Bancroft: To the nearest wéter course.

Mr. Fritzsche: The water will not be controlled. Detention basins serve to slow
down the release of water in a heavy rainstorm. Will the drainage
go into the stream full force or is there another way to slow it down?

Mr. Parker: We have asked Whitman & Howard about the long-term effects of retention
basins., There is no history. It is a little premature to put that
type of drainage in our Subdivision Rules. We think this type of systenm
has served us well.

Mr. Fritzsche: The dentention basins which have been constructed - is it reasonable
for us to think that they came through the Conservation Commission
review? It is really a conservation issue.

Mr. Parker: 1In refusing a detention basin recently, we were able to negotiate with
the developer to fix a long-term drainage problem in the town. By not
allowing the basin, a drainage pipe was installed by a developer in ac-
cordanceiwith the master plan. It is a good idea to continue what we
are doing in the Subdivision Rules at this time.

Mr., McCullough: It would be helpful to include the time within which the Planning
Board must act. There is a different time period for subdivisions
and special permits. It is a gray area for the applicants.
Planning Boards seem to stretch the process out and I think it is
encumbent on the Board to make decisions on plans as soon as
possible.

Mr. Brennan: It is the Board's responsibility that the Town's welfare be upheld
and proper consideration be given to each submission.

Mr. Parker: Perhaps we should make reference to the law in the Subdivision Rules.

It was suggested that reference be made to Section 4.1 and Section 4.2 to the
State Law.

Mr. McCullough: I think the tree idea is good. I think that they should be
planted closer than 40 feet.

Mrs. Bancroft: A new requirement is that the developer show where high ground
water is on the plan relative to the street. We thought there
might be problems with the streets as the high water was never
shown and streets are now being built in low areas.

Mr. Parker: We have reviewed our fees. One of the things that we hope will be
effective re changes on the plans is the increased resubmission fee.
In charging a higher fee for resubmission, we hope the engineers will
be asked to submit the plan correctly the first time. Obviously this
will have some effect. What we are seeing now is land that is more
difficult to develop.

Mr. Fritzsche: In the review process, was any thought given to looking at the
requirements for reconstruction of existing streets? The re-
quirements for underground electricity and telephone lines where _
it is important for the town to do likewise, would it be worthwhile
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to have this more specific? Can this be waived by the Planning Board?

Mrs. Bancroft: We are still as committed to having underground utilities as
ever. We would like to have all streets with underground
utilities. There is a special law regarding relocation of
utilities, Subdivision laws don't apply. This is under the
Seleetmen., When we were discussing the sidewalk continuation
today, Mike Sullivan asked the Board to consider giving a

-height limitation on retaining walls to avoid the town being
responsible for high walls in the townway in the future.

Mr. Brennan: Maintenance in terms of graffiti and vandalism is a concern.

Mr. Parker: What is the life of a wall?

Mr. Brennan: Usually 50 years of life to a structure.

Mr. Parker: Our subdivision rules call for fieldstone walls only.

Mrs. Bancroft: Are there reasons to consider a height limitation?

Mr. McCullough: What height are you talking about?

Mr. Brennan: Four feet for a wall in a subdivision.

Mr. McCullough: Regarding the sidewalk issue, if the town wants to implement
this, the developer could give the town so much per foot for the
town or another contractor to build the sidewalk. If iyou are

building on your property, it is part of doing business. Build-
ing on someone else's property is a problem.

Mr. Parker: After changes suggested are incorporated, we will file the document
with the Town Clerk, Registry of Deeds and Land Court.

Mr. Parker thanked everyone for coming.

The hearing was adjourned at 10:00 p.m.

REGULAR PLANNING BOARD MEETING:

SCHOOL STREET -~ PLAN UNDER SUBDIVISION CONTROL NOT REQUIRED:

The Board is in receipt of a Plan of Land in Medfield, Massachusetts, owned by
Paul Nyren and Ronald Kerr, dated November 10, 1986, drawn by Millis Engineering
Associates, showing Lots A and B on School Street.

VOTED: To sign the above described plan.

The plan was signed.

PRITONI LETTER:

The Board is in receipt of a letter dated October 27, 1986, from Mr. Pritoni.
The Board will take this under advisement. Mrs. Bancroft will check this matter
with Town Counsel Fuller. This will be on next week's agenda.

SIGN ADVISORY BOARD:

Mr. Codispoti, the Board's representative on the Sign Adivisory Board, said
he had talked with Helen Weinert, Chairman of the Sign Advisory Board. She
requested that the Sigh Advisory Board be made smaller. She said that com-—
plaints have been referred to the Building Inspector for action. There was
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no pressing need for the Board to meet at this time.

CASTLE HILL ESTATES I:

The Board is in receipt of a letter dated November 6, 1986, from Michael Marholin
requesting an explanation of the surety held on Deerfield Drive.

VOTED: To send Mr. Marholin a letter showing work to be done and explaining
that the item must be signed off in order to obtain credit.

The Board is in receipt of Mr. Marholin's letter of November 7, 1986, containing
deposit slips. The Board will wait until the assignment is received before re-
leasing surety.

INVOICES:

VOTED: To pay American Planning Association §70.
Suburban World 121.28
Zip Print 29.92

The meeting was adjurned at 11:00 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

John K. Gagliani, Secretary







MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
November 17, 1986

Present: Bancroft, Brennan, Codispoti, Gagliani and Parker.
Others attending: David Nilsen re Village Farm Estates; Spruce Way neighbors.

The meeting was called to order at 8:00 p.m. by Chairman Parker and the following
business was transacted:

VILLAGE FARM ESTATES:

Mr. Nilsen met with the Board to discuss progress on the roads and drainage for
Village Farm Estates. The Board noted that compaction on the construction card
had not been signed off. Mr. Nilsen said that a ten-ton tandom roller had been
used for compaction of the street. Mr. Nilsen said that the dention basin should
be constructed within ten days.

Mr. Nilsen asked if he could obtain a release of Lot #4. He said that the
foundation had been dug. Mr. Parker said that it was Planning Board policy

on a subdivision of the size of Village Farm Estates to have all lots released
at the same time.

Mr. Nilsen will meet with the Board on December 1, 1986, at which time he believes
the detention basin will be complete and he will ask that surety be set.

SPRUCE WAY RESIDENTS - BLASTING:

A group of eight residents of Spruce Way met with the Board to air complaints
that according to them had fallen on "deaf ears" before the Selectmen, Zoning
Board and Planning Board. Their concern was that Mr. Marholin has received
permission to extend Deerfield Drive and additional blasting would be required.

Mr.lSylvia suggested that in the future the Planning Board could include as part
of its Subdivision Rules that a geologic survey should be a part of a subdivision
submission.

Mr. Harney asked if the Board would hold the surety on Deerfield Drive until the
neighbors were satisfied that damage to their property was rectified. The

Board said that they hold surety for the completion of the roads and drainage

and could not hold funds for insurance that damage from the blasting would be fixed.

FISCAL 1988 BUDGET:

The Board will submit a $11,500 budget, $10,000 for consulting services, and $1,500
for other expenses. This budget is more realistic than using "0" budgeting as for
the past several years the Planning Board has had to have a sizeable transfer of
funds.

Mr. Brenman suggested that when the Ledgewood Subdivision is underway that the
Town should have a Clerk of the Works on site. He will obtain additional in-
formation on this matter for the Board.

Another article that the Board would like to have considered is a technical

drainage study which would include engineering updates on current drainage
practices as they might be applied to Medfield.

CONDUIT FOR ELECTRIC WIRES:

In accordance with request of the Wiring Inspector the Planning Board recommends
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that the Selectmen add to the Town Bylaws the provision that electric wires
shall be put into conduit from the edge of the street to the house. The
Planning Board is requiring same in the street.

SIDEWALK EXTENSTION:

VOTED: To send a letter to Daniel Nye thanking him for his input into the
Subdivision Rules & Regulations, and requesting that when this matter
us discussed that he will be invited to the meeting.

WATER TOWER:

It was noted that there should be a meeting soon of the Planning Board, Water

& Sewerage Board, Mike Sullivan and Ken Feeney regarding water tower in the

North/Pine Street area.

MINUTES: VOTED: To accept the minutes of September 29th and October 20, 1986.

The meeting was adjourned at 11:00 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

John K. Gagliani
Secretary
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MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
November 24, 1986

PUBLIC HEARING - LEDGEWOOD ACRES:

Board Members present: Bancroft, Codispoti, Gagliani and Parker.
Others attending: George Pyne, Gary Baxter, Gerald Lindsey, Stephen Beyer and
others interested in the Ledgewood Acres public hearing.

The hearing was called to order at 8:00 p.m. by Chairman Parker and Secretary'
Gagliani read the notice which appeared in the SUBURBAN PRESS. Mr. Parker
introduced the Board members.

Mr. Parker said that the authority for this hearing is found in Chapter 41 of the
General Laws and the Planning Board Land Subdivision Rules & Regulations. Copies
of the documents are at Town Hall and are available for review there.

Mr. Parker said that the procedure to be followed will be first we will ask the
applicant to present his plan. After he has finished his presentation, letters
from other Town Boards which the Planning Board has received will be read. The
next item will be the reading of the Planning Board's engineering report. We
will read the three-page report item by item and ask the applicant to respond to
the items and -~ Planning Board members to ask questions on the topics. After
we have gone through Whitman & Howard's letter, we will ask for information from
other Town Boards who have representatives here tonight. Then we will ask for
questions from abutters and residents. I will ask you to give your name and
address so that we can keep an accurate record of people speaking. The Planning
Board decision is due on December 19, 1986, This decision date can be extended
by request of the applicant. If you are interested in further meetings of the
Planning Board, Mrs. Willis will be able to tell you what is on the agenda.

Then the Planning Board makes its decision it will be registered with the Town

4

. Clerk and direct abutters will receive a-copy. There is a 20-day appeal period.
***The appeal would be to the General Court.

Mr. George Pyne, the applicant, asked that Millis Engineering start the presentation.

Mr. Gary Baxter gave the Board copies of Millis Engineering's response to the
Whitman & Howard Report. Also given to the Board were copies of Ledgewood Acres
meetings with the Water & Sewer Board, Board of Health, and the Conservation
Commission.

Mr. Gary Baxter said that they are designing a subdivision on a 62-acre parcel
off Pine Street in Medfield. The plan shows 54 house lots. The roads according
to the plan submitted are at the grades required by the Land Subdivision Rules &

Regulations. He said that they were going to request waivers for the grades on
certain roads. He said that the maximum grade allowed is 6% and that has caused
deep in the parcel. Some of the cuts are 30 feet or more. In order to reduce the
cuts Mr. Baxter showed the Board some plans which would change the proposed grades
and the plan which was shown also changes the length of the vertical curves. Two
entrances to the site were proposed, one on Emerson from Tamarack and the other
Emerson to PineA plan reducing cuts has been submitted to the Board just a minute
ago and we have extended Bronte to the lot line and have comnected Doyle to
Emerson. Mr. Baxter said that waivers are being requested for the side slopes on
Emerson, where there is a 40-foot right of way. The site will be sewered. At
this time we think it will be connected to the sewer at Green and Summer Streets,
but that has not been definitely determined as yet. They have met with the Water
& Sewer Board Regarding water. They had originally proposed a large booster
station, however, the Water Board would like us to put in individual booster
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pumps. They are looking for a possible location for a standpipe. It could
be located at the top of the hill between Thirber and Doyle, the highest
point on the site. This will be reviewed with Walter Amory, the Water Board's
consultant. For drainage the site is exited in three spots. We go down Pine
Street and tie into an existing brook. Then we come down an easement and
runoff into a brook towards the Dover line. The third exit is down Bronte Way
which drainage will be sheeted towards ‘Rocky Woods (this is actually Kennedy

property).

Mr. Parker then read lwtters from Water & Sewer Board and Board of Health. There
is also a letter from the Fire Chief to the Water Department requesting 12"
water pipes.

Mr. Baxter said that the size if the mains will be taken up with Walter Amory.
Mr. Baxter explained that there will be a suction hydrant and a domestic
hydrant. It would be possible to take water from one hydrant to another.

Mr. Parker said that that would be handled by the Water & SeweriBoard.

Mr. Parker next read Whitman & Howard's report and the items were ahswered one
by one, as follows:

1. 3-6 The proposed subdivision has massive cuts up to 24 feet deep. No
information has been provided about soils and ledge. There is no
apparent area that can receive this amount of soil material. Therefore,
an earth removal permit may be required from the Board of Selectmen.

1. The proposed subdivision was designed according to the rules and reg-
ulations. We have all seen that the best way to develop a piece of
property with very steep natural grades is best accomplished with
grades in excess of six percent. We have requested that waivers be
granted as attached. If an Earth Removal Permit is required, we woll obtain
one.

Mr. Parker asked if calculations had been made as to how many yards would have
to be removed?

Mr. Pyne said that they wouldn't know until the sloping has been done.
Mrs. Bancroft asked what the deepest cuts were.

Mr. Baxter said that the deepest cuts would be 22 feet if the requested waivers
were granted, '

2. 5-28 Many of the natural features of the area will be lost because of
the proposed cuts and fills.

2. The. cuts and fills do disturb the natural features and we have requested
waivers to alleviate this.

3. 3-54 The proposed drainage outfall at Bronte Way does not show a
connection with a natural water course. A topographic plan is
required and an easement from the Rocky Woods Reservation to
allow the runoff to cross their land. Items of concern would be
erosion and sedimentation control of the work area.

3. The proposed drainage outfall does not show a connection to a natural
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watercourse. The post development flow in this area is less than the
pre development. ' We do now have a point source that can be altered to
a sheet flow if the Board desires,

Mr. Boxter said that the water going toward Rocky Woods would be diminished be-
cause some of the flow would be diverted. The flow from Thurber Way would be
heading down Pine Street. The cul de sac is about 182 feet from the end of the
property. The water course is on Rocky Woods Reservation. The flow would be
widened out so that there would not be any erosion problem. There would be
riprap at the end of the pipe. :

Mr. Gagliani asked about the rate of flow.

Mr. Baxter said it would be down by the riprap where the rate of flow will be
reduced. The rate of flow in this area would be increased but in total water going
‘over there would be reduced.

Mr. Gagliani asked if calculations had been made as to how much flow would be
coming out.

Mrs. Bancroft said that there is only one point where the subdivision would
abut Rocky Woods: A resident of the town owns the land, not Rocky Woods.

Mr., Lindsey: .All the record plans show Rocky Woods as the abutter. It is
easy to document. We have backup plans.

Mr. Gagliani asked if an easement has been acquired by Rocky Woods.

Mr. Lindsey: Basically on advice of our legal counsel the flow has been decreased.
We are changing the characteristics to the better as there is no definite point
where the water would be coming into the property.

Mr. Gagliani asked how big the fan was.

Mr. Lindsey said the fan would be just as large as the Town asks. In the Board's
Rules & Regulations you require that subdivision should tie into a natural water
course., Faced with the fact that the Town does not wish to maintain detention
basins, how are we going to do this without detention basins.

Mr, Parker said that our engineers have reviewed this and you have to be within
400 feet of a natural water course or into a Town drainage system.

Mr. Lindsey said it was his underétanding that George Basile was allowed to use
detention basins in his industrial subdivision. It is accepted engineering practice.

Mr. Kennedy said that he thought the proposed area for drainage is on land owned
by he and his wife.

Mr. Lindsey said that he would be glad to sit down with the Kennedy's and
discuss the ownership. ’

Mr. Parker said that Planning Board will not take effective action until the
ownership question is straightened out.

4, 4-321J3 The Environmental Impact Statement is incomplete and unacceptable.
‘ Particular questions of concern, because of the proposed massive cuts,
are noise, groundwater, and design considerations of natural ‘
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vegetation and contours. Alernatives should be proposed to
decrease the massive cuts. The anticipated amount of ledge
removal is not indicated.

Other engineering concerns are Public Facilities (1) Water
supply, flow, pressure and distribution, (2) Sanitary sewerage
connection, distribution and facilities, (4) Disposition of
storm water, (5) Traffic facilities. A K

4. We take exception to this statement, all pertinent information was pro-
vided., If they are implying the blasting could have a deleterious effect
then they fail to recognize the authority of the Fire Chief in this area.
The proposed new grades may alleviate the fears expressed so well in this
remark.

Mr. Baxter said that comments have been made about blasting and cuts. We are
here tonight making a request for waivers to alleviate the amount of cuts.

Mr. Parker said that what our engineer is responsing to is that the EIS doesn't
addres what the Subdivision Rules asked them to address. Your Environmental
Impact Statement has drawn conclusions that are your opinions but are not backed

up with factual information. How much disturbing are you going to do to the
land?

Mr. Baxter: The amount of land being disturbed is shown on the grading sheets.
Mr. Parker said that yoy don't talk about the severity or lack of severity.

Mr. Codispoti said that for the size of the property being developed and the
marginality of the land, that the EIS was clearly inadequate. Mr. Codispoti
read the items to be covered in the EIS.

Mr. Gagliani said that the developer has to give us some information on what he
wishes to do. We need to know the difference between your original proposal and
the new proposal that you are suggesting. Mr. Gagliani said he would like to
see how the cuts are changed and how that will affect the road. Your re-
sponsibility is to show us that the subdivision will be to the Town's benefit

as well as your own. : ‘

Mr. Baxter said that they will come up with further information on this point.

Mr. Pyne said he wanted to talk about impact. He wants to clarify a couple

of things. We didn't tell you how much material we are going to take out.

You have to take every site — site by site by site. Nobody wants to foul it

up less than I do. We want waivers so that we don't have to take out so much.

I can't tell you how much is going to be done. As far as housing is concerned,
every house has two cars. That will be an additional 100 cars. I know that can
be handled. As far as perople are concerned, people who are buying $400,000

to $500,000 houses have children in school or college. It won't be a big
impact. The biggest thing is the deep cuts unless we have waivers.

Mr. Parker said that there are basic design problems. The specifics have to
come after the design of the subdivision. For everybody's information the
maximum slope we allow in town is 4 to 1. There is a darker line on either
side of the road depicting that cut. What he is showing is the 4 to 1
sloping. The Planning Board has allowed steeper slopes.
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5. A portion of the existing Pine Street gravel road does not follow the right
of way as indicated on the plans. Therefore, the proposed drain pipes should
be located within the right of way, or easements obtained for those areas out-
side the right of way.

The Town of Medfield is still the owner of the existing Pine Street. No ease-
ments are necessary.

Mr. Lindsey said that the Norfolk County has a taking and a design for new Pine
Street. We were trying to put the drain pipes in the public right of way.

6. Pine Street is approximately 20 feet wide and unpaved for at least * mile
before the project. This road has areas that do not provide adequate sight
distance. We believe this road should be upgraded to subdivision standards.

What yvour consultant recommends on upgrading Pine Street has merit. However,
the Board must look at all the considerations brought before them, not the
least of which is the desires of the residents of this area. Furthermore,
inadequacy of adjacent public ways is not legal grounds for denial.

Mr. Parker asked if any measurements had been made of where Emerson comes out
onto Pine Street.

Mr. Baxter said that their hands are tied because they don't own the land on both
sides of the adjacent streets.

 Mr. Parker said that the Planning Board could not approve a road with an unsafe
entry. It is a matter which needs to be addressed so that we can begin to judge
whether it is a safe place to enter. '

7. Profile and topographic plans of Emerson, Tamarack, and Pine Street
should be provided to verify the intersection sight distance.

Our hands are tied by tge location of the road openings, we cannot
be expected to rebuild all the adjacent streets.

8. 3.1 Has the applicant included with his application a certificate that
arrangements have been made with the Medfield Water and Sewererage
Board for supplying water? More information is needed regarding the
extension of the Pine Street and Emerson Road sewer system.

8. The Medfield Water and Sewerage Board does not issue a certificate to
this effect. They have assured us of the availability of water. We have
done testing in the area to determine adequacy and these findings are being
reviewed by the Town's consultant. See our memo to “your Board dated today.

Mr. Baxter said that Medfield Water & Sewer Board does not issue such a certificate
at this time. We should submit plans and iron out how water and sewer can be
brought to the site. We have done testing regarding the adequacy of these. It
will be discussed with Walter Amory.

Mr. Parker said that the Planning Board has a letter from Water & Sewer stating
that you must submit to them. ’

A question was asked about water pressure. Mr. Baxter said that water pressure
would be 15# at the top of the hill and about 50# at the low spot on Emerson. In
the event of a fire, the Fire Department should have a plan on how to attack a
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fire in this area. One truck would be assigned to come to Emerson. Their job
would be to tie into the suction hydrant. Another truck could go up to the fire.

9. 3.431 Taking the halfway point of the Doyle-Thurber loop, a 1850 ft. dead
end road is proposed.

This is being addressed conceptually tonight for your approval.

Mr. Baxter said a new road had been shown. This will change the number of lots
to 52.

10. 3.51 There is no information provided on how the deep cits will affect
the subsurface water.

Refer to comment #1.

Mr. Lindsey said that some testing had been done and they hit ledge anywhere
from 7 feet below ground to three feet above the top of the ground. We haven't
done test borings like the Town does. If the Board wishes we could do borings.

11. 4.321G The drainage calculations are incomplete because they do not provide
the grainage areas that were used for the calculations. A red pencil
drawing should be submitted showing the drainage areas for each
catth basin. The lengths of each pipe should also be shown on the
plans and in’ the calculations. We did not complete the drainage re-
view for these reasons.

The drainage calculations are not incomplete., The areas were
specifically called out in the table and topographic maps were
supplied. The lack of a red lined set of drawings is no excuse
for not having reviewed them. Furthermore, the lengths of all
pipes are clearly evident on the plan and profiles. These entire
comments puzzles us.

Mr. Parker asked if he could be shown where the drainage areas are located.
Mr. Baxter showed a plan of the drainage areas.

Mr. Lindsey said if you look at the grading sheet, it is evident the way it is
graded we have stations on all the catchbasins. Any trained person could read this.
We have supplied this information with a topograhic map. In addition we have a
copy to give you tonight. The Conservation Commission will also be looking at

such matters in their hearing. We will have additional information for the
engineers. The one minor thing that might come up if the Board would like us to
locate the roads, it would be good to know if you would give us a waiver for 97
grades., It would be helpful to your engineers for reviewing the two sets of
calculations.

M. Gagliani said that this is a definitive plan and that the Board prefers to see
a preliminary. Then we could work out the problems before the definitive is
submitted.

Mr. Baxter said that they had submitted a plan with 6% cuts. The Board members
requested this change.

Mr. Lindsey said that the change in the roadways will make a change in the cal-
culations. We could have requested this originally with a 9% grade.
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Mr. Parker said that the Subdivision Control Taw allows for submitting a pre-
Timinary plan which is a discussion plan. The preliminary plan is discussed and
worked out and these kinds of changes can be made and then you could come in with
a plan which would be acceptable. We haven't had a chance to discuss this but we
are doing our best to go through the right procedure. The drainage calculations
are important but incomplete.

12. 4.323FE Existing and proposed house numbers are not shown.
12. Street numbers are being added.

13. 4.323F The widths of streets bounding the proposed subdivision are not given.

13. Widths of adjoining streets are being added.
(a graphic scale is provided)

14. 4.323L The size and location of existing storm drains are not shown.
The proposed connection of the drainage to the Emerson Drive
existing drainage system requires an analysis of the existing
drains to determine if they have adequate capacity.

14. The location and invert of the existing drain manhole is provided.
Mr. Ken Feeney informed us that he would review this connection and
make recommendations for possible pipe changes. If we are suppose
to do this study, please clarify.

Mrs. Bancroft said that Superintendent Feeney said he would not be able to be
here tonight but would like it known that he made no commitments. It is. im-

portant that you provide this information as to the adequacy of the downstream
drainage to the Board.

Mr. Pyne said that he would be happy to provide the information requested.

Mr. Parker said for general information the Selectmen have the authority to

approve a connection of this type. It is up to the developer to show that
there is existing space. ' ‘

15. 4.323D Existing homes near access roads should be shown on plans.

15. Section 4.323D refers to Zoning District Boundaries, which are shown.
If you would like to see the houses on adjacent parcels please inform
us of this.

16. 4.323T Details for the retaining walls are not given. Alternatives to
the proposed retaining wall at the Emerson Road extension at
Tamarack Road should be discussed.

16. The proposed retaining walls are in excess. of 8 feet in height and
require the Building Inspector's design review. They were designed

by a Registered Structural Engineer and permits will be pulled for
them if required. B ‘

Mr. Baxter said that at the first part of Emerson where we are coming off
Tamarack, we have a 40~foot wide right of way. When we put in a road, we
will have to put retaining walls on each side of the street. What we are
proposing tonight is a gradual change which will change the height of the
walls. We were to have l2-foot high walls. With a change in grades the
walls will be 8 to 10 feet high.
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Mr. Lindsey said that the design of the walls is a "boiler plate" type thing.
A detail of this would be provided to our consultant.
Mr. Pyne is required to have a certified stguctural engineer design these walls.

Mr. Parker said that all the Town allows is a masonry stone wall. You will be
seeking a waiver on this. The type of footing that would be structural.

Mrs. Bancroft asked if a construction easement on private property would be
required, and what does the plan do to it in the layout.

Mr. Baxter said all the requirements could be met within the 40-foot way.

Mr. Lindsey said that as bad as it sounds, we would be in better shape if we
hit ledge at this point.

Mr. Parker asked if the road would have 28 feet of pavement.

Mr. Baxter said that what you propose tonight is the best we could do with the
limit of curves. We are looking for a waiver to allow 9.9% slopes.

17. 4.323U0 No provisions for the control of erosion and siltation are given.

17. This is provided for on the topographic sheets and is evident to
any observer of the plans.

18. 5.213 The vertical curve lengths for the proposed streets all fail to
provide the required 300 feet minimum sight distance.

18. The streets were designed using a traffic engineering design speed
of 35 mph and an eye height of 3.5 feet.

Mr. Lindsey said that a 300-foot sight distance allows a design speed of 35
miles per hour. We were trying to minimize the vertical curves. What we did
was use design speed of 35 miles per hour by using a standard height of 3.5
feet. There was a reason we were going to ask for a waiver.

Mr. Parker said that it is a safety issue. You could lower the speed.

19. 6.11 A detail should be provided for vertical grate protection for all
open-ended pipes.

19. A detail will be provided.

20. The proposed drainage outfalls to the brooks on Pine Street should have
an analysis to check the downstream impacts.

20. This is provided to you, the Board of Health and the Conservation
Commission tonight.

21l. ©No Rip-Rap details are shown for outfall pipes.
21, A detail will be provided.

Mr. Parker noted that in Section 5.2.1.1 it requires that access be provided
for adjoining property which has not been subdivided. There is some adjoin-
ing property which has not been subdivided. It is developable. How do you
propose to address this issue?
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Mr. Baxter said that the cul de sac could come out to the property boundary.

Mr. Parker said that we would require that the street be built to the edge of
the applicant's property and that all services be installed to the edge of the
property so that in the future if someone wished to continue development this
would be consistent with previous subdivisions in the town.

Mr. Parker asked if the developer saw any reason to redesign the streets.

Mr. Lindsey said that they would like to sit down with the Kennedys to determine
how they could get maximum use. Any menber of the Board have any questions of
the applicant?

Mrs. Bancroft said she would like to make one observation. This is a highly
difficult area to develop. There are steep grades up and steep grades down.

We have seen a plan. He tells us that the modification would require waivers

to reduce the extent of the cuts. The most logical alternative is to design a
street system where the streets are designed to follow the contours that already
exist rather than asking that the street go straight through the hill. I have a
basic problem with the whole concept of designing a street system as if it were
on flat land. I would like to see a plan that uses the contours. Instead of a
street that is flat, locating a street system that will not destroy the land
using the contours would do far less damage.

Mr. Robert Kinsman: I would like to ask a couple of questions. How many pounds
of explosives will you use in this development?

Mr. Baxter: That would be according to the amount of ledge.

Mr. Kinsman: What will happen to the wild 1life in the area? What about the
wetlands? '

Mr. Baxter: There are no wetlands on the site. The hay bales and erosion
control is to keep the area as is during construction.

Mr. Kinsman: You are asking for a waiver above 6%. We have school buses going
into the area. We don't want big school buses to go onto Pine Street because
of the danger. You have Emerson going onto Pine Street with no turnaround.

Mr. Baxter: We have taken care of that with this addition piece of road. A bus
could come up Emerson and make a loop.

Mr. Parker: If you are asking for a change in the plan, it would be appropriate
for it to be reviewed by our engineers. The public hearing would have to be
continued. My personal opinion of this particular application is that the
changes required are so extensive as to require a new subdivision plan. I am
one of four votes. My vote would be not to accept waivers and changes. To

deny the plan. The Planning Board in subdivision plans will make minor changes.
If minor changes, they can be made between the hearing and approval. Something
of this magnitude needs a new hearing and a new plan.

Robert Stokes, 93 Pine Street: I am on a well. On the hill the water bubbles
up our of the ground. What assurances can we have that this will not ruin
the well.
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Mr. Baxter: For drainage of surface water, a large portion of the water drains
down to the beginning of the stream. We propose to take all water from the
streets and discharging on the opposite side of Pine Street. Once we put

the road in we will carry down Emerson and then down Pine Street. Emerson
will be below existing grade. The land will be sloping near Emerson. 1/3

of the lot will be sloping toward Emerson.

Mrs. Conlon, 15 Tamarack Road: We have a bad water problem. Water goes down
into the ground and then comes up again. I can't take any more water,

Bill Blair, Tamarack Road: I would like to address a question to the Planning
Board. Are you fully cognizant of the problem we have there? We have a
mountain. All the water goes down and then comes up.

Mr. Parker: It is true when he puts in a road that will cause new problems.
Mr. Blair: The street now floods on Emerson.

Mr. Parker: He cannot increase the runoff onto your property. He has to make
it less or keep it the same.

Mr. Blair: Hundreds of gallons come out of the ground.

Ray Dellaselva, 2 Cedar Lane: This property needs a sanitary sewer system and
the closest tie-in is approximately 3/4 of a mile. Who is bearing thé cost of
the line? :

Mr. Baxter: The developer.

Mr. Lindsey: The entire area us Contract #7. We will be proposing to install
the main collector line which ties into a main on Summer and Green Streets. It
will come up Green and we woll go down Emerson to the intersector at the inter-
section of Green and Summer. There will be a line that will go to Tamarack,
down Pine Street and Tamarack and Pine Street to the extent of Contract #7. We
are currently working out a design for that with Weston and Sampson. Mr. Pyne
said that he would be making the financial arrangements.

Mr. Dellaselva: This is not going to take grant money from the State?

Barbara Murphy, 120 Pine Street: How will this affect my front yard? Will I
have a swimming pool?

Mr. Lindsey: I would like to make a sﬁggestion to the Board. I will be here with -
a pad of paper. If they would give us their name and address and telephone number,
we would like to meet on the site.

Mr. Suojanen, 59 Pine Street: I live on Pine Street, which is a narrow street.
There are small children in the neighborhood. There are large earth-moving vehicles
totally disregarding any speed limits weighing 40,000 pounds. People usually drive
on my front lawn to miss the trucks. With this development they will move

100,000 yards of earth. This is a lot of earth to be moved. Children play in

the street everywhere. 1 am concerned not only with earth removal trucks but

the workers who speed up and down the street. There is terrible danger to the
citizens. There will be a liability to the town and the developer if something
unfortunate happens.

Mr. Parker: The Planning Board agrees with you.
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Douglas Ouhanian, 24 Emerson Road: I see there is a 40-foot right of way.
Does that require a variance in itself?

Mr. Parker: It was O0.K. for its time. Presently we require a 50-foot right of way.
40 feet is a problem.

Mr. Ouhanian: Tt appears that it is a 28-foot roadway and there is a sidewalk with
a fence on the wall.

Mr. Fitzpatrick, 97 Pine Street: The stream which you are talking about is on the
property of my neighbor's. One of the neighbors did not get notification of this
meeting. Since they weren't notified that should be explored with them. There

are 78 of us who would like to be put on Mr. Pyne's list. This is a concern by the
Selectmen because they just challenged the State regarding Spruce Way. We are set
on the same piece of ledge. We need assurance that we will be protected.

Mr. Pyne: What we do before we do anything at all is we take a survey of all houses
in the neighborhood. Someone goes through your house and takes pictures to verify
cracks. That is how we protect ourselves and you also.

Mr. Dunlea, 42 Flint Locke Lane: If you take pictureées and if there is then structural
damage what will you do for me?

Mr. Pyne: My blaster will take care of this. He is required to carry $5,000,000.
of insurance.

Mr. Dunlea: Do you go just to abutters?

Mr. Pyne: We go down streets. We don't give you certified pictures of your houses.
You would have to sign the pictures.

Mr. Parker: The fire chief is responsible for carrying out the state law.

Mr. Froman, Carol Ann Drive: Two questions on blasting. Do I have to use legal
means in order to get my house back to the way it was before the blasting was started.

Mr. Pyne: ©No way. If a rock went through your window or roof, it would be fixed
up right away. o ' : ; ;

Mr. Froman: We ar 300 feet from the street. What kind of a plan does the blaster ..
develop? How do you know he has a plan to do: the work? ‘ :

Mr. Lindsey: If the Board wants to stipulate when we get to the approval stage a
plan be worked up with the Fire Chief. He can tell us we can only use 500# a day.
He could tell us how he wants to do this.: . y o o

Mr. Froman: Is the Fire Chief qualified for that?

Mr. Pyne: I hope we don't have a problem. We don't want problems. We want to be

free of problems. I don't want to increase his liability as it increases his insurance
rates and mine. You have to have faith. -There:is insurance and the blaster has to

be bonded.

Lorraine Paul, 135 Pine Street: Relative to the other places where you blasted, what
has your experience been with blasting? To what degree do you have to blast?




November 24, 1986
Page 12

Mr. Pyne: We have done blasting 16 feet deep in some places. Some 20 and 25. There
are $500,000 houses about 300 or 400 feet away and we haven't had a problem.

Charles Ferrulo, Carol Ann Drive: Quoted %rom the paper regarding Fire Chief's
authority. Mr. Ferrulo said that there is nothing the fire chief can do in regard
to blasting re breaking out windows, etc. The cuts must be 31 feet - but the under-
ground utilities make it 39 feet. I have a question on water pressure. Some people
have water pressure problems now. If you have individual booster stations, what will
that have to do with this?

Mr. Baxter: The peak flow for that site might lose about 1# of pressure on Tamarack.
That is a small amount of water relative to the mains.

Mrs. Galante, 117 Green Street: How long would you blast? Could the blasting make
hairline cracks bigger?

Mr. Pyne: I can't tell you that it wgon't happen. I know this town has had trouble
with blasting. You drill enough holes. Let us assume that we started May lst, it
would be over the course of a year for the roads. Some builders do it in sections.
We will do the whole development before we do anything else. The first six months
should complete the road.

Sue Fine, 19 Tamarack: I would like to know why the developer didn't tell us about
the other eight feet. Why did we have to depend on Mr. Ferullo to tell us that?

Mr. Baxter: We are talking about cuts from existing grade to proposed grade. You
are talking about eight feet below for water and other utilities.

Christopher Smick: The developer mentioned there are no easy sites left. Nobody
has mentioned the fact that part of the area was listed as "severe limitation for
home sites." These conditions might preclude this for house sites. Engineering and
site work costs which were prohibitive prevented the development of the land. It
has become economically feasible to develop marginal land. The burden of controlling
the development of land will be on the town. I think it is important that Rules &
Regulations provide for proper development of the land. There is no argument for
waivers on the ground of hardships. It depends on the town to maintain services.
There is no question but that this would be altered in additional to the deep cuts.
20% of the slopes would have a surface of severe rock. The EIS statement never
mentioned the Soil Conservation Maps. I think that this proposal calls for the town
to request partnership with him for the sewers. It seems to me that all these changes
and variances are required to develop it, perhaps it shouldn't be developed. The
reason why I think this proposal is important to the people who are planning to
develop difficult land if waivers are given.

Mr. Pyne: What book are you reading the soil information from, sir? I think you
are looking at the Soil Map for septic systems or wells. It was perhaps before
sewse system and water, You might not like this, but you all have your places. 1
am trying to develop the land so that someone else can have theirs. That first plan
meets the rules. We can make it fit.

Mr. Parker: The original plan was not within the rules. That is a matter that we
will decide.
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Mr. Pyne: We are here to develop the land. It is expensive to do. My point is
that it is a piece of land and if it designed properly it can be built.

Lois Harwood, Tamarack Road: How would you protect the houses near the 40-foot
cut if any blasting were needed on Emerson Road? : :

Mr. Pyne: Small charges is the way we go. We take time and do it right.

Mrs., Harwood: You mentioned that there would be a booster station on lot 1. Are
you still considering a booster station? Where would that be located?

Mr., Baxter: That is no longer the plan after meeting with the Water & Sewerage Board.

Bruce  Berry, Tamarack Road: What about the reprecussion on homes in other areas?
It was a.competent blaster who did the work going all day.

Mr. Payne, 7 Tamarack Road: Medfield is growing a such a rate. Are you doing
anything towards the expansion of the water system?

Mr. Parker: That is an important planning function. I can't give you more information
than that.

Mr. Baxter: There is sufficient capacity in the town wells.

Mr. Parker: Your.question is more to the future. I think Water & sewer are involved
in looking for aquifers.

John Harney, 7 Maplewood Road: T would hope that the Board would dismiss this plan.
If you do decide to go ahead and allow this project, I would advise you to require

a damages bond which would not be returned until all the people have been reimbursed
for damages.

Cornwall, Emerson Road: I am concerned with what happens on Emerson Road. He is
going to provide houses for new people.: Emerson:Road will have to take the brunt
of all the traffic. We also have small children playing in our streets. I am con-
cerned with the safety and amount of trafflc. We would like the Planning Board to
take that into consideration. e T , o

Mr. Parker said that our Subdivision Rules require that the owner of record be
supplied with that information. In looking over the various documents, it is unclear
who the owner is.: It is important that this be supplied.

Mr. ? The water going onto my land cannot be increased. engineering wise has this
been addressed?

Mr. Baxter: Mr. Feeney strongly recommended against detention basins. It will flow
off. There will be increased water. If it needs any improvements, Mr. Pyne would
address  that.

Mr. Parker: It is up to the Planning Board. to:approve that.the drainage could be
proper there. It must be proven to the Town that additional drainage will fit into
the public system. The other is the surface system. There has to be a stream. We
don't allow wverland flow for more than 400 feet.
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Mr. Steve Basset: What I see right now is very little drainage brought down to
Emerson Road., I would like them .to prove that changing the water and adding
riprapping won't cause a problem. Will the town take the drainage over?

Mr. Baxter: We will be looking at that.

Mr. Parker: We are embarking on a new drainage study in town. After this has been
completed the Town will have better information. Now we are lacking in that department.

Mrs. Kennedy asked if there is any sewer. in Emerson Road now.
(No.)

Mr. George Ferincik: . I would like:to-speak in opposition. . I have been impressed
particularly with the arrogance that the project will be developed legally whether
or not anyone sees it fit for the neighborhood.

Mr. Froman: How long does the developer have to .answer the issues?

Mr. Parker: We have 60 days to make a.decision. The hearing tonight is part of the
process we have to go through. The most important thing we have to decide first is
if we want to continue the hearing and allow the developer to come in and show us

a revised plan. If the Board votes not to continue the public hearing the Board will
be making a decision before December 19th. It seems to me the changes requested here
would require a new subdivision submittal. You would get notified. We would do this
again. Legally we can accept a request for an extension. We could accept new infor-
mation. We would be obligated to continue the hearing. We would set a new date for
continuation of the hearing. I believe I have the support of the Board in speaking
for them.

Mr. Fitzpatrick: If the sewer goes past your property, is there a requirement that
you have to tie in?

Mr. Parker: If you have an operation onsite system - no. You can continue that until
you have a failure. : : : :

Mr. Pyne: Someone asked a question about the sewer. We have to put the T's in for
connections. I would like to apologize for seeming arrogant, but there are things

that protect me. ' -

Mrs. Paul: Questions about the elevated sidewalk. What kind of fence? How tall?

Phil Bonnano, 65 Pine Street: Where would all the material go?

Mr. Parker: Mr. Pyne would have to go to the Selectmen for an earth removal permit.
It would have to be trucked ou of town.:

Mr. Bonanno: What length of time are we looking at for beginning of construction?

Mr. Pyne: The road network may be a year. The construction of all the houses would
be over a three-year period. : :

Mr. Parker: Do we have a motion to continue the hearing?
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Mr. Pyne: It would save me a little bit of expense if we extended it so that we
could have time to come in with a different plan.

Mr., Parker: Your plan needs radical changes. The trouble with extensions is that
they get complex. The public has a right to come to a hearing. I am not sure that
we are close to that. You would have to come back and show us a plan.

Mr. Pyne: If you would grant an extension I would be glad to pay the cost of sending
out letters.

Mr. Gagliani suggested that perhaps an option Mr. Pyne would like to withdraw his
application.

Mr. Pyne agreed to do so. He will withdraw and resubmit.
The hearing was adjourned at 11:00 P.M.

Respectfully submitted,

John K. Gagliani
Secretary
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Members present: Bancroft, Brennan, Codispoti, Gagliani and Parker.
Others attending: Nancy Wolcott, Syd Vaughan, George Pyne, Gary Baxter, William
Warwick and others re Ledgewood Acres.

The meeting was called to order at 8:00 P.M. by Chairman Parker and the following
business was transacted:

WOLCOTT. SUBDIVISION: Mrs. Wolcott met with the Board to present a definitive plan

of seven new lots off Pound Street. One lot will be the Laura Smith house on Main
Street, which lot will be in excess of 40,000 sq.ft. Two waivers are being requested
for the road; mnamely, a waiver to allow the road width to be 45 feet and a waiver
to allow a 606-foot long cul de sac.

Mr. Vaughan said that it would not be necessary to have an easement of five feet as
the new Subdivision Rules & Regulations have changed the location of underground

utilities.

Mrs. Bancroft asked if lots 6 and 7 on the plan met the Land Subdivision Rules &
Regulations,

A narrower entrance was suggested as a safety measure.’
Mrs. Wolcott said that the sewer would be extended. She said that the main house
had been recomstructed in 1815 by the Sanders family and she has named the sub-

division street "Sanders Way".

Mr. Vaughan said that the Environmental Impact Statement is being done by Dr. Carr
and will be in this office by December 15th.

A subdivision hearing will be set for January 5, 1987.

LAND SUBDIVISION RULES & REGULATIONS:

VOTED: To approve the Land Subdivision Rules & Regulations of the Planning Board
of the Town of Medfield as revised December 1, 1986.

LEDGEWOOD ACRES SUBDIVISION: Mr. George Pyne said he had planned to withdraw his

application, but after further consideration he would like to have an extension of
time within which the Planning Board must act. He said he would like to work with
the Board and have the plan approved to everyone's satisfaction. If the Board can't
agree, then it-denies and we will be back to square one.

Mr. Parker recommended that the plan be withdrawn because of the substantial changes
which would have to be made so that the plan would be acceptable to the Planning
Board. Mr. Parker said his concerns were safety, blasting and drainage.

Mr. Pyne said that there are no wetlands and no endangered species. There are plenty
of open lands that abut the lot which he plans to develop.

Mr. Baxter noted that if the Board would allow waivers for the road grade, the cuts
would not be so steep. The reserve capacity in the town's drainage will be studied.

Mr. Parker said that the subdivision would have to have stubs to the undeveloped
abutting land., Mr. Baxter said they would sit down and talk with the Kennedys re-
garding drainage easement and also where they would like to have the stubs located.
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Mrs. Bancroft said her objection to the plan was that it has so llttle regard for
existing contours. She is concerned wiht -the geography.

Mr. Pyne said there would have to be two ways into the subdivision; one from
Tamarack Road and the other from Pine Street.

Mr. Baxter showed the Board a plan demonstrating three grades for the streets; one
showing the allowed 65 grade, one 9.9% and the third in the middle, The steeper
grade allowed by the Board the less cutting would be required.

Mr. Brennan sald that the Board and the developer's plan are not even close to an
acceptable solution.

Mrs. Bancroft asked that the plan be withdrawn and that the developer come in with
a discussion plan showing less steep grades and less cuts.

Mr. Parker asked Mr. Pyne to send a letter to the Board if he decided to withdraw
or if he wished an' extension. :

DRAPER ROAD ~ DOVER: Mr. William Warwick met with the Board and asked that the Board
sign a Plan Under Subdivision Control Not Required for portions of six lots which

are in Medfield. The plan is called "Warwick Acres, Dover, Mass." owner and developer
is William W. Warwick, the engineer is Leon B. Turner, Jr., Cimmarron Drive, Seabrook
N.H., dated September 27, 1985 and revised to 10/28/86. The Planning Board signed
under Approval Not Required. ’ : »

VOTED: To sign the above-described plan.
The plan was signed.
The meeting was adjourned at 11:00 P.M.

Respectfully submitted,

John K. Gagliani
Secretary
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Members present: Bancroft, Brennan, Codispoti, Gagliani and Parker

The Planning Board meeting was called to order at 7:45 P.M. by Chairman Parker and
the following business was transacted:

MEETING WITH TOWN COUNSEL:

The Board invited Town Counsel to meet with them to discuss the Board's authority
regarding the acceptance of an extension of time wihtin which to make its decision
and the denial of a subdivision.

Town Counsel Fuller said the Board could extend the time within to act or deny a
plan., If the Board were to deny the plan, explicit reasons would have to be set forth
in such denial., When corrections were made to the plan, the subdivision could be built.

Town Counsel Fuller cited a case where the court overturned the Planning Board decision
to deny. a plan.

TOCCI - HICKORY DRIVE:

Messrs. Ronald Tocci and George Giunta met with the Board to discuss the possibility
of constructing a one-house subdivision with waivers which would make the road appear
to be a driveway. :

The Planning Board agreed that a subdivision is required to bulld a house on the
"street" between Lots 9 and 5 on Hickory Drive.

VILLAGE FARM ESTATES:
Mr. David Nilson met with the Board and reported that the detention basin is operational
and the additional manhole has been installed.

Mr. Gagliani asked about the standing water in the detention basin. -The Board's
concern is that there is so much water in the basin that it is working like a
retention area.

Mr. Parker said that when the basin is completed that the bottom of the detention
basin will be at the end of the pipe. . c :

Mr. Nilson said that the finished grade is 3" lower than the bottom of the pipe.
Mr. Nilson said he would like to install a temporary 6-foot high chain link fence
around the basin until it has been completed. o

VOTED: To set surety on Village Road at $30,000 for a two-year period.

CASTLE ESTATES II:

VOTED: To approve the Castle Estates II covenant and to sign the mylar as the 20-day
appeal period had expired.

The Board is in receipt of a letter from Joseph C. Donnelly, Jr., of North Street
regarding the bounds on the lots purchased from Mr. Marholin. Superintendent Feeney
will be asked to check the bound placement.

LEDGEWOOD ACRES:
The Board has received a letter from the Board of Health disapproving the Ledgewood

Acres subdivision because of the drainage.
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The Board is in receipt of a letter from George Pyne dated December 4, 1986, re-
questing at least a three-month extension of time within which the Planning Board
must take action.

Messrs. Smick, Froman, O'Halloran, Crouse and Harney gave the Board their opinions
on the matter.

VOTED: To extend the time within which a decision on the Ledgewood Acres Definitive
Subdivision Plan must be made to March 24, 1987

This extension will be sent to Mr. Pyne by certified mail and will be filed with the
Town Clerk.

CRANMORE ROAD - BOND ESTIMATE:

Before surety is set on Cranmore Road, the Board will invite Mr. Borrelli and the
abutters to Cranmore to the December 15th Planning Board meeting to discuss the
walls and sloping.

SHEPHERD'S WAY: .

Mrs. Bancroft will check with Town Counsel if the Board may require an easement over
a way which has been built to Town specifications but which will not be turned over
to the Town.

MICHAEL E. LUEDRERS:

The Board is in receipt of a request for a Special Permit for Site Plan Approval from
Michael E. Lueders, 27 Brook Street. Mr. Lueders Site Plan is insufficient and the
Board

VOTED: To return Mr. Lueders check and plan and to send him a copy of the Site
Plan Approval requirements.

ROCKY ACRES SUBDIVISION:

The Board is in receipt of a subdivision plan for Rocky Acres. As the 7-month period
since the preliminary has been submitted, the Board will inform Mr. DiGiacomo that
there have been changes in the Land Subdivision Rules & Regulations which must be
shown as part of the Definitive Plan.

VOTED: To send a letter to the subdivider regarding the change in the Subdivision
Rules & Regulations.

The meeting was adjourned at 11:00 P.M,

Respectfully submitted,

John K. Gagliani
Secretary
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Members present: Bancroft, Brennan, Codispoti, Gagliani and Parker. Others attend-
ing: David Nilson; Robert Borelli and John and Elaine Hegedus.

The meeting was calleéd to order at-8:00 P.M. by Chairman Parker and the following
business was transacted:

VILLAGE FARM ESTATES: : . :
The Board is in receipt of two bankooks totalllng $30,000 for the release of lots
1, 2, 3 and 4 on Village Road.

VOTED: To release lots 1, 2, 3 and 4 Village Road from the covenant.

The releases were signed and given to Mr. Nilson.

LAND SUBDIVISION RULES & REGULATIONS:

VOTED: To send letters of thanks to Roy Boudette and Kenneth Feeney for their
assistance working with the Board on the revision of the Land Subdivision
Rules and Regulations.

INFORMATION FOR RELEASE TO GENERAL PUBLIC:

Chairman Parker said he had talked with Town Counsel Fuller regarding release of
information to the general public and the Board is obligated to provide copies of
any paper in its possession at a reasonable cost to anyone who requests it. All
information in the office is available for perusal with the exception of information
regarding personnel.

PRIVATE WAYS:

Mrs. Bancroft reported she had talked with Town Counsel Fuller and he said that the
Town cannot require right-of-way easements over private ways. It is necessary to
maintain the sewer easement through the way.

MINUTES OF TRANSPORTATION HEARING:
Mr. Brennan provided the Board with copies of information regarding Impact Fees.

CRANMORAROAD:
Mr. Codispoti, as an abutter, excused himself fromthe Board on this matter. Mr. Robert

Borrelli has requested that surety be set on Cranmore Road so that the lots may be
released. Prior to release of lots, the Board requires that plans for the wall and
sloping be drawn by a registered professional engineer and approved by Whitman &
Howard, the Planning Board and Mr. & Mrs. Hegedus.

Mr. Borrelli said that the wall is to be a cement.stucco wall, the highest point of
which will be 7% feet. The Hegedus land would have to be sloped 15 to 20 feet from
the face of the wall. The wall will be one-foot wide.

Mr. Hegedus asked if the wall would be on Town property as he did not wish to have
the expense of the upkeep nor the responsibility for accidents that may occur as a
result of the wall. It was his understanding from the original meeting that the wall
would not be on his property. Mr. Brennan said that the wall would have to be on the
Hegedus property as it could not intrude into the 40-foot right of way.

Mr, Borrelli said he would install a three-foot high chainlink fence over the gravel
ledge into the gravel fill to prevent possible accidents. The bankings will be
hydroseeded.
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Mr. Parker asked what vegetation could fit in and replace a chainlink fence. Mr.
Parker wondered if there would be enough soil over the ledge for plantings.

Mrsﬁ Hegedus suggested that a fence be erected with plantings to hide it.

Mr. Hegedus said that Mr. Borrelli has been working on his land without his
permission. He requested to see a profile of the wall.

Mr. Parker informed Mr. Borrelli that in order to set surety the plan of the wall
must be signed by a registered professional engineer. It should be a final plan
showing where the walls are to be loecated, their height, where the chainlink fence
will be installed and where plantings will be set. The sloping and construction
easements should also be shown on the plan.

PONDVIEW ESTATES:
Mrs, Willis has been asked to check the status of the Pondv1ew Estates bond with
Town Counsel Fuller.

SHEPHERD LANE:

VOTED: To return surety in the amount of $34,000 to Terrence Shields upon
receipt of surety in the amount of $300 and cards signed showing that
electricity and telephone lines have been installed underground.

CASTLE ESTATES II:

Attorney Copeland cllled and requested that Lots 22 and N-5 be released from the
covenant so that they could be deeded to the Town by Michael Marholin.

VOTED: To release lots 22 and N-5 on Castle Hill Estates Subd1V131on Plan
dated August 28, 1986

The vote was recorded four in favor with Mr. Gagliani abstaining.

The release was signed and will be turned over. to Town Counsel to complete the
deeding of the lots from Michael Marholin to the Town.

MAIN STREET - PLANS UNDER SUBDIVISION CONTROL NOT REQUIRED:

The Board is in receipt of a Plan of Land in Medfield prepared for William J. Kelly,
drawn by Guerriere & Halnon, Franklin, dated October 29, 1986, showing one lot 4505is.f.

VOTED: To sign the above-described plan.
FEES: The Board is in receipt of a memorandum from the Selectmen regarding additional

fees which may be charged through the Subdivision Rules & Regulations. The Board will
take this matter under advisement.

INVOICES: VOTED: To pay inVoices totalling $983.69.
The meeting was édjdurned at 11:00 P.M.

Respectfully submitted,

John K. Gagliani, Secretary
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Members present: Bancroft, Brennan, Codispoti, Gagliani'and'Parkéf.
: Others attending: Nancy Wolcott, Sidney Vaughan and Jonathan Wye and abutters re
j Wolcott Subdivision; and Huna Rosenfeld, David MacCready and George Khoury.

PUBLIC HEARING ON WOLCOTT SUBDIVISION: Chairman Parker called the hearing to order
at 8:10 P.M. Secretary Gagliani read the notice which appeared in the SUBURBAN PRESS.
Certified cards were received from all direct abutters.

Chairman Parker explained how the meeting was to be conducted and called on Nancy
Wolcott, owner of. record and applicant for Wolcott Subdivien.

Nancy Wolcott said that four or five years ago the lots fronting on Pound Street were
sold and at that time sloping easements and drainage rights were maintained. The
plan before the Board shows the subdivision of six house lots from the main house.
There will be 40,923 s.f. with the house and each of the six lots is a conforming
20,000 s.f. lot. She said that they plan to build six colonials,

Mr. Vaughan said that although the street layout is five feet narrower than allowed
by the Planning Board, the paved way is 28 feet in width and all wutilities, sidewalks,
etc., will be installed in accordance with the cross-section. The drainage will be
connected to the Pound Street drainage. Subdrains ‘will be installed to disburse the
initial rainfall. \

| Mr. Parker and the Board rev1ewed Whltman & Howard's report dated December 11, 1986,
as follows." :

1. The applicant's name and address are not provided. (The applicant will provide.)

2. The proposed contours should be superimposed over the existing contours to aid
in the review process. (The applicant will provide.)

3. The proposed low area on Lot 7 may pond runoff onto the O'Connell property.
Additional contour information for the abutting property should be provided to
show that this will not happen, or measures made to prevent it.

(The 181-foot contour line will go across the property lines. That contour loops
about 10 feet into the property. Provisions will be made so that the drainage
will go into an underground system.)

1 Mr. Gagliani and Mr. Parker asked if an easement should be shown for the town
to have rights for drainage purposes?

Mr. Vaughan said when he obtains the contours of the O'Connell's lot that he
will get the location of the house.

4, According to the drainage calculations the existing 15" pipe from DMH-E to
DMH-F on Pound Street will handle for full-flow conditions a maximum of 5.4
c.f.s. The runoff from Pound Street contributes 4.4 c.f.s under design conditions .
The additional flow from the proposed subdivision drainage will exceed the
capacity of the 15" pipe.

(The chart was misread. This will be redone. The capacity is exceeded by
29 hundredths., These calculations will be redone and put in writing for review
by Dale MacKinnon and Kenneth Feeney.)
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Mr. Parker asked if there could be an altexnatiﬁe design. Mr. Gagliani asked
how far down stream the drainage calculate runs. '

5. According to the drainage calculations the 12" R.CP. carrying the 2.29 c.f.s.
from the proposed site is only capable.of handling 2.0 c.f.s. The minimum slope
to carry 2,29 c.f.s. for a 12-inch pipe is 0.4% However, we recommend a
minimum slope for a 12" pipe of 0.5%

Mr. Vaughan said that they are trying to limit the inflow to 2.0 so as not to put
too much water into the pipe below. After the peak flow, it would gradually go

down the pipe.

Mr. Parker asked if a larger pipe in Pound Street would make any difference.

Mr, Vaughan said that the pipe is able to carry 2% times as much as is there. There
is about a foot drop 1n the manhole. There is turbulence there from water going in
two directions.

Mr. PérkerJaéke&‘fbr additional information on the downhill effects.

Mrs. Bancroft asked that the removal of the existing catchbasin on Pound Street
be shown on the plan and that a catchbasin on the uphill side of Pound Street also
be shown.

6. The environmental impact statement has not been received at this time and will
be included in a later review. (Has been sent and will request report from
W & H on same.)

7. 4.2.3.0 proposed monuments are now shown on the. plans. (They will be shown.)

8., 4.2,3.P If there is an existing house on Lot 1, it should be shown on the plans.
(Will be shown.) :

9. The owner of lot 9 is not given. (Will be shown.)

Mr. Parker read the Planning Board decision. dated February 28, 1983, allowing a
45-foot wide layout with a five-foot utility easement.

Mr. Gagliani's understanding was that the 45-foot layout was just for the first part
of the road. It was also his understanding that there was no guarantee that that
would -continue into the subdivision.

Mr. Vaughan said that the 5-foot easement shows over lot 2; however, because of the
change in the Subdivision Rules, this easement is not needed because the cross
section shows the utilities further out than previously.

Mrs. Bancroft questioned the planting of trees too close to the paved way.

Mr. Vaughan said he would putvthe 5-foot easement on theplan so that the full 50-foot
layout could be utilized.

Mr. Parker asked if a waiver is being requested for the lenght of the street.

Mr. Vaughan is requesting a waiver for road length.
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12. Ken Feeney has asked that catchbasins not be located along the radius of the
curve because of problems with snow removal.

Mr. Vaughan said that the radius will be 25 feet and that the basins would be
placed in accordance with Mr. Feeney's requirements. Mr. Vaughan said that he would
be willing to show the radius at whatever the Board wishes.

Mr. Parker said that the Board recommends a 30-foot radius where Sanders Way abuts
Pound Street. :

Mr. Vaughan said that there would be cuts and fills in the road. The filling would
be the least amount possible. The £il1l in the streets will be practically all gravel
as required by the Superintendent of Streets.

Dr. Carr, commenting on the EIS, said that the new road will intercept drainage and
carry it out on the low side of the street. The drainage has not been altered and

a lot of water will be taken out of the system. The low area can be taken care of

by the subdrain which is proposed. The street drain solves the problem on both sides
of the street. The rest has to do with capacity of drainage in Pound Street. Whitman
& Howard pointed out that this problem exists. The water level in the manhole is just
over the top of thepipe. The pipe will flow full, When you raise the water level
inside the manhole for a short period of time, the added pressure increases and the
velocity increases the amount of water which can be taken care of by thepipe. That

is why we said the pipe is adequate in Pound Street.

Mr. Codispoti asked where the drainage goes from Pound Street.

Mr. Vaubhan said’ that it flows within Pound Street drainage for about 300 feet to an
18" pipe to an open brook where a new subdivision is being built at the present time.

Mr. Brenhan said that the contouring shows’ that the road is’'building a dike and creating
a pond on the property. That needs to be addressed in a drainage plan. The drainage
calculations should work and should work and should be stamped by a registered pro-
fessional engineer,

Mr. Parker said that the issue of flooding adjacent to the 0'Connell property should
be solved. The Board will need additional input on the matter.

Mrs, Bancroft asked what the depth of the ground water was.

Dr. Carr said that they did not do any work regarding ground water because the houses
will be tied into the sanitary sewer. There is no wetland as shown under the Corps
of Engineers definition nor the Conservation Commission.

Mr. Gagliani asked how deep the drainage system is. Mr. Vaughan said he would be
coming in the four-foot depth with a subdrain. The invert of the 12" would also be
four feet deep.

Mr. Vaughan said that the purpose of the subdrains is to take care of the wet area.
During periods of heavy rainfall this absorbs the water by percolation and it is
carried away. ‘ ’

:
i
{
i
{
i
i
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Dr., Carr said that if a subdrain is installed, it will lower the water table and
increase the storage capacity. That is one of the advantages to a subdrain system.

Mr. Gagliani asked if it was anticipated that any ledge be removed or any blasting
done.

Mr. Vaughan did not think it would be required for the street or drainage. He said

he would like to put in six test holes to obtain an accurate reading regarding the
water table. If there were inconsistencies from hole to hole we would have to do more.
This is sometimes limited to March or April.

Mrs. Bancroft noted that granite is shown all around the cul de sac and that it is
not required. The granite can be installed, but is not required.

Mr. Gagliani asked why the plan shows the road with a 45-foot layout instead of the
50-foot layout.

Mr. Vaughan said that the lots will not fit on both sides of the street with a 50-foot
layout.

Mr. Gagliani asked why we should give easements instead of what the Subdivision Rules
& Regulations. say.

Mrs. Bancroft asked about the effect of bringing in fill, Normally, the Selectmen
have control over Earth Removal projects. We would have to be sure that trucks are
not coming in all hours of the night and day and that caution is exercised.

Mr. Gagliani asked if the existing houses on Pound Street meet the requirements for
corner lots.,

Dr. Legge, Pound Street, said he has been pumping for years and when the storm drains
were installed in Pound Street the problem was alleviated somewhat. The water table
is up to the surface of the cellar floor right now. When he purchased the land on
Pound Street, the selectmen allowed me to tie into the storm drain in the street.

Dr. Legge said he is concerned that there is ledge in the area as there was an out-
cropping of ledge on his property. Dr. Legge also said that Mrs. Callachan pumps
continuously. '

Mr. O'Toole asked if the figures for drainage included the drainage from the Housing
for the Elderly.

Mr. V@ughan said that it was included.
Mr. Parker asked what the observation of the street drainage has been.
Mr. O'Toole said he thought it was adequate the way it is now.

Edith O'Toole said that the real problem is not the surface water, but the ground
water.

Mr. Codispoti asked about the depth of Mrs. 0'Toole's cellar.

She said it was probably 5% feet below grade. She saidAthat,the problem im not the
surface water, but the water from underneath.
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Richard Rogers said he lived nect door to Edith and he ran into water at 4} feet.
Mr. Parker noted that Mr. Rogers' lot would not be affected by the proposed grading.

Louise Mulock said that her land is the lowest in the area and they have a great deal
of surface water when it rains heavily. She asked to see the complete contour plan,
which would include her property. '

Mr. Vaughan said that the new street will intercept a great deal of the water which
now comes onto the Mulock property. The only water that will not be going into the
street drain is in & low triangular area.

Mr. Mulock said that the "town gave us a discount on our taxes" because of standing
water. (He received a 20% topography adjustment.) Mr. Mulock said he was concerned
with the water.

Mr. Parker said that we need contours showing the effects of the drainage on Mr.
Mulock's property.

Mr. Vaughan said that "we can't do much about his property." He also said that they

will contour the property if required to do so.
Mr. Mulock said he did not understand about the sloping easement.
Mr. Gagliani asked that the sloping easements be shown on the plan.

Mr. Vaughan said that the owner retained an easement over the property when the lots
were sold and the restrictions show on two deeds, .the five-foot easement is shown
on lot No. 2. '

Mr. Parker said that the steepest slope allowed without a waiver is four-to-one.
The easement will allow the developer to go on the Mulock and Rogers property to do
the required sloping. .

Mrs. Bancroft said that if there was a compelling reason the Board could allow a
steeper slope.

Irene 0'Toole said that the houses in this area have water in their cellars except
her house because they were aware of the problem and stayed above the groundwater
there. Precautions should be taken so that the new houses do not have water in
their cellars.

Mr. Rogers asked to have the curb cut explained.

Mr. Parker said that a 50-foot radius is required; however, it is inappropriate
to have such a wide opening. Mr. Parker said that the site distance is adequate.

" The hearing will be continued on February 9th at 8:00 P.M.
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V//TANNERY FARMS SUBDIVISION PROPOSAL:

Messrs. Rosenfeld, Khoury and MacCready met Wlth the Board to dlscuss a pre-preliminary ~

plan for the subdivision of Tannery Farms. 85,670 s.f. of land will be with the
~ large house and the other lots would be 20,000 s.f. or more.

Mr. Parker asked what the sight distance would be where the proposed street would

come out onto Main

Mr. Rosenfeld said

Street.

that the sight distance would meet requirements, but they would

like a waiver for the. length of thecul de sac. - The area will be provided with town

water and sewer.

The Board will check the plan to be sure that the street is at least 30 feet from

the abutting house.

Mr. Parker asked how much land would have to be dlsturbed for this street and the
placement of the homes.

Mr. Rosenfeld said
from the rear lot

Mr. Gagliani asked
Mr. MacCready said

Mr. Rosenfeld said

that there would be cutting and filling to approximately ten feet
line.

if they would be removing gravel from the site.
that there is a hill which they would like to take down.

that they have eight acres and would be willing to deed three acres

of that to the cemetery in exchange for having the land rezoned for multi-family units.
They. could build five buildings, and convert Tannery Farm. Mr. Rosenfeld said it

could be beautiful

and there are no abutters and it is on Main Street. Mr. Rosenfeld

said that they were looking for the Board's personal opinions on this.

The Board sﬁggested that Mr. Rosenfeld go to the Cemetery Commissioners with his

proposal.

PRICE OF ZONING MAPS: :The Zoning Maps will be sold at $5.00 each.

Respectfully submitted,

John Gagliani
Secretary
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Members present: Bancroft, Codispoti and Gagliani. Others attending: Richard
Merrikin, engineer representing Rocky Acres, and abutters and other interested
citizens; Paul Leuders; Robert Borrelli and Mr. & Mrs. Hegedus.

ROCKY ACRES SUBDIVISION PLAN: Acting Chairman Bancroft called the hearing to order
at 8:05 P.M. John Gagliani read the public hearing notice.

Mrs. Bancroft said that the hearing is being held in accordance with Chapter 41

of the General Laws of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts and the Land Subdivision
Rules & Regulations of the Town of Medfield. She explained the procedure to be
followed. First the applicant or his engineer will present the plan. The Planning
Board members will ask questions. Other town boards present may ask questions.

The meeting would then be open for questions for others present.

Mr. Richard F, Merrikin of R.F. Merrikin & Associates, representing Rocky Acres:

The subdivision is an 8-acre parcel at the end of Vine Brook Road, which is a public
way located off Route 109. Mr., Merrikin pointed out the area on the map and said that
it has been subdivided in accordance with the Zoning Bylaw and the Land Subdivision
Rules & Regulations of the Town of Medfield. It contains ten house lots, each one
with a minimum of 20,000 sq. ft. The roadway is shown in yellow. It consists of Vine
Brook extension and a cul de sac which will end in a dead end. The property currently
is undeveloped. "It is a vacant peilce of property and is characterized by an upland
area in the middle of the property. The wetland on the property is outlined in green.
It is easily identifiable at both ends of the property. It is a swampy area. What

we have done is take advantage of the upland available, follow the Rules & Regulations
and have suitable building sites, The road is an extension of Vine Brook., The new
road is a 50-foot wide road. The pavement width is the same. The transition from
40-foot to a 50-foot road is not difficult. Mr. Merrikin asked for a waiver to

allow a radius of 350 feet instead of 400 feet in accordance with the Subdivision
Rules & Regulations. The road is a 50-foot layout with one sidewalk and grass

strip on the left and the grass strip on the right. Bituminous pavement on the
straight strip and rounded on the curve as required. All of the lots conform to the
Zoning Bylaw. One question was the drainage. Medfield presents a problem designing
subdivisions becuase the town highway department doesn't like detention basins that
they have to maintain. It is usually a requirement to slow down water over paving
areas. We have fairly significant areas which may be drained into an 18" pipe

down Vine Brook. to Cheney Pond Road and out to a stream. In the rear there is a

large wetland which connects in lower Vine Brook and goes down. We have attempted
to make the drainage work so that there would be no problem in any particular area.

We also have Vine Brook Road which has a drainage area. What we did was place the
catchbasin toward the end of the cul de sac, making less water flow into this area.
The wetland area is higher than the houses here. It goes into an open-end pipe.

We saw potential problems. What we have done is reduce the amount of water which

runs directly here. We have increased the runoff down in this area. It will

be dissipated in the wetland area itself. The increase in flow will be absorbed in
the wet area. It is flooded a good portion of the year. By collecting into catch-
basins directly into the pipe it will discharge rather quickly into the system. The
drainage system here works very well. We have a question with your engineering report
and we will give them figures to address the issue. When we did our plan we took

into effedt that all the houses were there in terms of the amount of runoff. We have
done perc tests throughout the area and find that the area is 0.,K. for septic

systems. We will go to the Board of Health. I have a copy of a letter of waivers

we are requesting. I believe that is everything that we will need.
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Mrs. Bancroft: The Planning Board has an engineering report from their technical
consultant. We will go item by item and ask for your response.

1. 4.2.3p No indication of depth to normal high ground water within the street
layout has been given.

Mr. Merrikin: In the EIS report was a full list of test pits. Some in the area

of the.roadway. .The ground water in the area where Roadway A and Vine Brook test
hole 11 - ground water tests at 6% feet below the 231 elevation (225). The road-
way is 228, The water is about three feet below the surface. Drainage: one of
the problems draining from the road to the swamp is because it is difficult to get
drain lines with suitable depth. We could put in an underdrain which is much lower
and it would drain positively. The elevation to the swampy area near the road is
228 and 224, The contour for the vegetated wetlands is at 226, Pre-development
would be no more than 226. We haven't computed it. The watershed is shown at 218.
The high water mark is quite a bit below that elevation.

2. 4.2.3r Show tree line or note as wooded vegetation. It is a completely wooded
site. There is no tree line.

3. 4.2.3t Norfolk County Conservation Commission District map entitled "Soil Limi-
tations for Septic Tank Sewage Disposal" in the Town of Medfield has not been
shown. - (This will be supplied. That might be of interest on the wet sites as
well as the dry sites.)

Mr. Gagliani asked if there is clay underneath.

Mr. Merrikin said that it is a perched system. We didn't find any clay. The perched
system keeps the ground up. Also the muck in the wetland area keeps the water up.
The ground water will follow the slope. It could come out in this area as a result.

4, 4.2.3wAdd the statement required of this regulation to the plans. (They will do.)

5. 5.2.2 The applicant is requesting a waiver to reduce the minimum center line
radius from 400 feet to 350 feet. (The Board will consider this request.)

6. 5.2.1.3 The radius at the street interscetion can be reduced from 50 feet to
40 feet.

Mr. Merrikin said that the roundings can be changed. Mrs. Bancroft said the Board
prefers to see them smaller.

7.25.2.14b The radius of the paving surface on the cul de sac can be reduced from
50 feet to 45 feet.

Mr. Merrikin said that less pavement on the cul de sac would be all right with him.
He would make the change. Mrs. Bancroft said that bituminous only is required not
granite,

8. 5.2.l.4c A temporary cul de sac is required at the end of Vine Brook Road.

5.2.1.c: Mr. Merrikin said that they are asking for a waiver from Section 5.2.lc
because at the end the land goes up 15 to 20 feet on one side. On the other side N
it would fall into wetlands.
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Mr. Gagliani asked how long the cul de sac is proposed to be.
Mr. Merrikin said it is 354 feet. It is about 500 feet from Cheney Pond Road. The
other one is 415 feet. We talked about it in the preliminary plan. Access is

being provided to the Kennedy land.

Mrs. Bancroft asked if they intended to construct the road over the way to the
property line. It does not appear to meet the property line.

Mr. Merrikin said he had shown the road as far as he could as on one side the road
is at grade, but at the other side it is about 20 feet higher. 1In order to bring
the road to the lot line, he would have to have an easement from Mr. Kennedy to
work on his land.

Mrs. Bancroft said that the Board has had a lot of problems in the past because if
leaves a piece of land in limbo. The Board will have to look at this seriously.

9. 5.2.1.4d The typical cross section does not conform with Plate 3. We recommend
that the typical cross section of Plate 3 be modified so that the sidewalk and
drainage are shown on the same side of the road as shown on the plan view of
Sheet 3 of 9.

Mr. Merrikin said he would make the changes.

10. 5.2.1.5 Vine Brook Road is required to have granite curbing because it has
less than a 400-foot center line radius.

Mr. Merrikin asked for a waiver to allow bituminous where the center line radius is
350.

11, 5.2.1.6 ‘We suggest:ithat this regulation be placed on sheeﬁs 2, 3 and 4 because
the driveway opening at the catchbasin is one of the most abused items by the
house builders. Having it on the plans may bring it to their attention.

Mr. Merrikin will do this.

12, 5.2.11 Tree plantings are required.

Mr. Merrikin said it is not a problem. The plan shows significant cuts and the trees
will be cleared on both sides of the road.

13. 5.2.3.2 Calculations should be presented that demonstrate that the existing
drainage system on Vine Brook Road can handle the proposed additional flow.

Mr. Merrikin said he will prepare calculations for the engineer.
14, 5.2.6.4 'Cable television lines should be shown on the typidai.cross section.
This will be shown.

15. Correct the invert shown as 221.65 to 211.65 in the riprap detail sheet 3 of 9.

This is an error and will be changed.



January 12, 1987
Page 4

16. The proposed drainage system will increase the flow to the large wetlands to
. the North of the site. We ask that the board check with the Street Super-
intendent to:see if there is any known flooding problems along the perimeter
of this wetland area. If there are none, then the proposed drainage design
is acceptable.

Mr. Merrikin said he would check with Mr. Feeney regarding flooding in the area.
If there is none, the street is acceptable. Mr. Feeney is against detention basins
on small lots with septic systems.

17. This project should be reviewed by the Conservation Commission and Zoning
‘Board: of Appeals for Wetlands and Water Protection District. issues. .

Mr. Merrikin said that they plan to go before the Conservation Commission and the
Appeals Board as the watershed line encompasses a small portion of the road.

18. With the possibility of a further extension of Vine Brook Road, it is necessary
to have adequate sight distance east and west on Vine Brook Road from the A
Road intersection. We request that profile sketches be made to show 300-
foot sight distance from a point to 15 feet back from the intersection. Also,
additional vegetation restriction easements should be placed on lots 1 and 7
to maintain these lines of sight.

We will check the sloping. It should be 4 to 1. It may be 2‘to 1.

Mr. Codispoti asked if Mr. Merrikin could walk the Board through the low points on
the property which currently exist.

Mr. Merrikin said that on the left is a good size hill., If you walk along the
path you are going where the road is going. The land rises to a high point to the
right. This is about 20 feet higher than the edge of the wetland. Continue up
lower elevation near wetland elevation. A flat path runs down the property.

Mr. Codispoti asked if the terrain is ledgy.

Mr. Merrikin said that they have taken 20 test holes. They have run into good
size rocks, but no ledge.

Mr. Codispoti asked if it required blasting.
Mr. Merrikin said it does not.

Mr. Merrikin said that the driveway crossings are mot within the perview of the
Planning Board. Lot lines will be changed slightly to f£it in septic systems.

Mr. Gagliani asked what the distance between the wetland and the backline is? He
asked if a house would be able to be placed on the lot and meet the rear lot

requirement,
Mr. Merrikin said it could happen.

Mr. Codispoti asked if the EIS shows contamination of thé wetlands due to salt.
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Mr. Merrikin said he couldn't remember if it was addressed. If this were deemed

a sensitive area for salt, it would be designated as a limited volume area. I
don't think this particular location would be because it is in the headwaters of
the stream and the road is going into the drainage system. We will go into the
wetlands another 400 or 500 feet. If it were significant, the Town could designate
it as a "no salt'" area. The plan shows six test pits to be observed.

Mr. Gagliani asked when you are regrading the lots, how much gravel will be taken
out? .

Mr. Merrikin: I haven't done a quantity analysis. Most of what is coming out of
here will be coming off the site. Maybe 6000 yards will be taken off. This is a
Board of Appeals issue.

Mr. Gagliani questioned what would happen to the gravel to be removed.

Mr, Merrikin said it is not a marketable type of gravel.. It is not good gravel
material.

Mrs. Bancroft said that there is a zoning restriction that not more than 75% of a

lot shall be located within a wetland. Also, on a somewhat related issue, we have
a requirement in the zoning that usable frontage has to be provided to a lot. It

is a gray area to us and it is our requirement.

Mr. Merrikin: It is a question with watershed protection. There is limited
review requirements and standards for filling that don't apply. They create
a special case for a situation where you do have to go across wetlands., I
think we have a right to these cr0531ngs.

Mrs., Bancroft sald that the problem this creates planning-wise is that the street.
is meant to provide access to the lot. In this case it is a.common driveway.,

Mr. Merrikin said that there are two separate driveways shown. There will be
two crossings. If you would prefer we could make three.

Mrs. Bancroft-said that any action that the Planning Board takes on this plan would
be subject to Board of Appeals action.

Mr. Gaglianh asked for a review of the size of the drainage pipe.

Mr. Merrikin said that there is an 18" pipe that exists. We will put two catch-
basins in with tow 12" pipes to an 18" pipe. There will be no direct drainage into
the area serviced by the 18" pipe.

Mr. Gagliani asked if in the future Mr. Kennedy's land is ever developed, what will
happen Wlth that land for dralnage?

Mr. Merrlkln sa1d that he has the Wetlands to drain into.

Mrs. Bancroft asked to see the profile plan as she would like to get a better semnse
of the depth of the cut. :



January 12, 1987
Page 6

Mr. Merrikin said that Vine Brook has a left-side cut of about 12 feet. The —
centerline cut is about five feet, just beyond the end of Vine Brook now. The
street is elevation 231.6 on the -left side, Tt is a 15 foot cut. Road A had to

meet certain curve requirements so we were . pretty well resolved to this. Middle

portion has a cut of 14 feet. :

Mrs. Bancroft said that sometimes we have allowed a combination of a wall and a
slope.. . .. . L R ‘

Mr. Merrikin said he would have to talk with the applicant about that. We will
have to design house and lot to see what is needed. We would have to go to 4 to 1
Slope. ; . . . .. . . . .

Mrs. Bancroft said that we have no input from other town boards.

Mr. Richard Heavey, 31 Cheney Pond Road: I live on the corner. Is there going to
be another Planning Board meeting on this matter. _

Mrs. Bancroft said that it is my sense that there are enough changes to be made in
the plan that it will be a good idea to continue this hearing until a later time.

Mr. Heavey asked if the abutters would have access to final plans.

Mrs. Bancroft said that any plan submitted to the office is public information.
This is.a. definitive subdividion plan but it is subject to review.

Mr. Heavey said that with respect to the drainage problem as it exists now, I have

a drainage problem. The catchbasin at the corner of Vine Brook and Cheney Pond Roads
overflows. You will be getting more water flow from the continued road. The
gentleman. said it is a significant wetland and it is a high wetland. I am concerned
with additional water and the runoff. What I am suggesting is the area which pres-
ently exists doesn't have adequate runoff. I don't think it is advisable. If you
ever have any timime, I will take you up where the project is proposed. I don't
like the term "siting a house and septic system" on a lot.  Setting three houses
with septic tanks near a very significant watershed would not be beneficial from :
a wetlands or conservation commission view. Other neighbors wished to be here tonight.
They don't want the development.

Mrs. Bancroft said that the Planning Board engineers give a particularly good look
at drainage issues. We will tell you tonight when the continuation is scheduled.

Mr. Codispoti asked Mr. Heavey to explain'the condition of the water problem on
his property.

Mr. Heavey: I am on Cheney Pond Road. Water comes under the stone wall.

Mr. Merrikin said that he didn't do a topo for land off the site as it is very high.
Those lots pitch down to Cheney Pond Road.

Mr. Ronald Gates, 30 Cheney Pond: I am concerned with the drainage situation.

Our cellar floor is the lowest in the area. In the rainy time of year those basins

don't handle water now. When they don't I get water in my basement. I get really
concerned with dumping more water in there which can't be handled now. Supposedly o
there is a pipe that cuts directly from where it comes through the back of Mr. Heavey's
property straight across the road and through my side yard. 1T can see the top of the
pipe in my side yard. My two concerns are drainage and I think we are crowding in

too much.
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Mr. Merrikin questioned the problem with the capacity of the pipe.

Helen Lynch, 41 Hatters Hill Road: We are getting very heavy water encroaching

on our property. About two years ago the town dumped earth at the end of the street
that would go into Vine Brook which has a small river. If you get the drainage

from there, we will be completely inundated with water. There used to be water in
the spring and then dry up. Now more than half of the trees are in water. It would
be helpful if the road could drain across the end of the street.

David Meader said that the area is a wildlife haven. He asked Mr. Kennedy when was the
Tast time he saw a deer.

Mr. Kennedy said he saw one right in front of Doc Sullivan's house. Roger Hardy says
he sees them coming out of my back yard.

Mr. Meader: 1 am totally against this subdivision and any future subdivision in the
town. They are changing the culture of the town. Forcing wild 1ife out. The town
should work toward no future subdivisions.

Mary Lynch, 41 Hatters Hill Road: You mentioned that there is not a ledge formation.
Would there be any blasting?

Mr. Merrikin: I see no need for blasting.
Mary Lynch: We always wondered why the town blocked up the flow of water,
Mrs. Willis will find the answer to the question and relay it to Mrs. Lynch.

Jim Sullivan: I am on the other side of the development. I am on a well unlike

most people in Medfield. I am concerned about developing very marginal pieces of
property where there is predominant wetlands and ultimately the septic system will
seep into the wells in the Town of Medfield and individual wells and developing a
parcel Tike this is setting a bad precedent. If we run out of water we could probably
tie into the MDC.

Neal Curran, 13 Hatters Hill Road: Is there going to be a sidewalk on one or both
sides of the road?

Mr. Merrikin: On one side.

Mrs. Bancroft: That is because there would be less maintenance. That is why two
sidewalks are no longer required.

Richard Hopewell, 37 Hatters Hill Rbad: Currently you don't envision blasting in
the area. If blasting is required, when will that be known? Who authorizes that
and who meters the blasting in the area?

Mr. Merrikin: There is a whole set of rules. When they blast usually there is
notification. As far as the road goes, we see no need for blasting. If there was
need you would be notified.

Mr. Hopewell: Can it be definately decided that there will be no blasting?

Mr. Merrikin: We dug ten feet in with small back hoes. My feeling 1is that there
is probably not ledge.

Mr. Heavey : On the property on the righthand side of your chart, the land continues
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to rise. As far as the natural drainage of the septic system, won't they tend
toward the wetlands? *’“

Mr. Merrikin: There is a requirement that a septic system has to be 75 feet

from the wetlands. It will be 75 feet for the effluent to flow through before

it gets to the wetlands. The function of the ground is to cleanse the septic
system., It is cleansed through the soil. This is nature's filter system. The
wetlands serve a useful function. That would be one of the functions of the
wetland area. The other thing is that the material in the area is such that there
will be a fair amount of cleansing going on. The septic system will be reviewed
by the Board of Health.

Mr. Hopewell:__Parts_of _the_town_-have been hooked up to the sewer system. I know
our area of town is below what is required under current Timitations. Will there
be sewer coming to our area?

Linda Kimball, Cheney Pond Road: Are there any kind of regulations that would re-
quire another outlet to Hatters Hill Road? There 1is only one road to 109.

Mr. Merrikin: There is a requirement by the Planning Board about a deadend street.
This is such a small piece of road, we don't fall into any significant development
further on.

Mr. Sullivan: You were talking about the septic system. I understand how a septic
system filters and works. o '

Eleanor Flynn, 29 Hatters Hill Road: Is there any idea about the size of the
houses?

Mr. Merrikin: The Planning Board has no control over the houses. I would say
probably the houses would be similar to the houses in the area now. Mostly four
bedroom houses.

Mr. Curran: Asked for an overview of dead-end roads.
Mr. Merrikin: The Planning Board has the right to waive any regulations.

Neal Curran: What about density of houses? Is there any density requirement for
dead-end streets? (Answer: no.)

Helen Lynch: Is one developer going to build all the houses, or will it be the
DiGiacomo family?

Mr. Merrikin: We anticipate that all would be by one developer. It is true there
may be some lots for the family.

Helen Lynch: Would they all be built at one time?

Mrs. Bancroft: Once the plan is approved they have basically eight years to com-
plete the work. Once he begins construction then there are stronger constraints.
No time for construction of houses, but there is a time 1imit for the con-
struction of the street.

Mr. Merrikin: In all probability most of the houses will be built at the same -

time.
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Mary Flynn: What is the footage to the southern border?

Mr.. Merrikin: The border 1ine is 140 feet.

Mary Flynn: Will some of the trees be left?

Mr. Merrikin: It depends on the developer.

Mary F]ynn: It is important to the drainage to absorb water.

Mr. Gagliani asked about sub drains.

Mr. Heavey: Have any plans with this much water ever come before the Board before?
Mrs. Bancroft: Off of Hickory Drive. It was not approved. In the Colonial Park
Subdivision houses were built in wet lands. The town ruled against it. The state
let them go ahead. The town is conservative. We have tight regulations.

The hearing is continued to February 23rd at 8:00 p.m.

PAUL LEUDERS - BROOK STREET: Mr. Leuders met with the Board to discuss how to proceed

with the construction of a garage for the storage of his trucks and equipment. Mr.
Leuders said he is in the Tandscaping business.

Mrs. Bancroft said that this appears to be a second principal building and two
principal buildings are not allowed on a Tot in a B-I Zone. She suggested that

the two buildings be tied together so that it could be considered one lot. Mr. Leuders
said that the addition to the building would be 35x50.

Mrs. Bancroft said that this would require site plan approval process and all the items
Tisted in the Zoning Bylaw for this would have to be shown on the plan.

Mr. Leuders said he had met with the Conservation Commission and what he plans to do
meets with their approval.

Mrs. Bancroft said that 1ighting of the parking Tot was not required, but if Tighting
were to be provided, the Board prefers low lights on poles with the Tight shining
towards the building.

Mr. Leuders said he would submit a site plan in the near future.
Mr. Codispoti removed himself from the Board for this discussion.

CRANMORE ROAD RETAINING WALL: ' Mr. Borrelli:submitted a revised plan to the Board
and said that the sloping would go three feet into the Hegedus property. The wall
will be 7'2" at its highest point.

Mr. Brennan's comments suggested that the wall be stone in accordance with the Land
Subdivision Rules & Regulations. Mr. Borelli said he wished to put in a stucco wall.

The major questions was where does the wall go? Mr. Borrelli requested that the
wall be allowed to be put into the Tayout. :

Mr. Hegedus said that he is reluctant to have the wall on his property as he did
not wish to have the responsibility that goes along with a wall of this type.
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The consensus of the Board was not to have stucco, but to allow a plain concrete a
wall and require that vines be planted to cover it.

Mrs. Bancroft said she did not see any need for the fence at the beginning of the
wall and that practically speaking heavy shrubbing would be preferable.

Mr. Borelli agreed with this.

Mrs. Bancroft said the Board will need a detail for the shrubbery which will be
planted in place of the fence. Mrs. Bancroft said that the Board needs one more
member in order to vote regarding the placement of the wall - inside or outside
of the layout.

Mrs. Hegedus said that they would like to have somethin in writing that this wall
is not our Tiability. '

Mrs. Bancroft read Whitman & Howard's letter regarding the wall.
Mr. Borelli will meet with the Board on january 26th at 10:30 p.m.
ZONING ARTICLES:

VOTED: To submit the following articles for the 1987 Annual Town Meeting:
ARTICLES FOR APRIL 1987 ANNUAL TOWN MEETING

At the Planning Board meeting held on January 12, 1987, the Board voted to submit
the following zoning changes for consideration at the 1987 Annual Town Meeting:

1. 8.3 Parking and Loading Space Standards should be changed as follows:

8.3.1 A1l parking or loading area (see definition 2.1) are subject to the
following:

8.3.1.a) There shall be no vehicle parking or loading spaced within
5 feet of any front, side or rear lot Tine.

8.3.1.b) There shall be no vehicle repair facilities within
parking areas.

8.3.1.c) There shall be no storage of material or equipment
within parking areas.

8.3.1.d) Parking shall not be Tocated within the required front
yard area in any "R" district, however, access driveways
may be Tocated within the required front yard area.

8.3.1.e) Parking and loading spaces shall be so arranged as not
to permit backing ofiautomobiles onto any street.'

8.3.1.f) The area and access driveways in any "B", "B-I" and "I-E"
zoning districts and "R-U" Tots containing 'three or more-
units shall be surfaced with bituminous asphalt, concrete,
brick, cobblestones or pavers and shall be constructed so S
that there shall be no puddling or surface water.
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8.3.2 AT1 parking or Toading areas containing over five spaces, including
automobile service and drive-in establishments, shall be
contained within structures, or subject to the following
additional requirements.

8.2.3.a) The area shall be effectively screened on each side which adjoins
or faces the side or rear lot 1ine of a lot situated in any "R"
District. The Screening shall consist of that required for
buffers as specified in Section 6, paragraphs 6.2.9 and 6.2.10.
The screening shall be set back from each street no more than the
main building wall minimum setback.

8.2.3.b) A substantial bumper of masonry, steel heavy timber or concrete
curb stop shall be placed at the edge of surfaced areas except
driveways in order to protect abutting structures, properties
and sidewalks.

8.2.3.c) Any fixture used to illuminate an area shall be so arranged as to
direct the light away from the street and away from adjoining
premises used for residential purposes.

8.2.3.d) Any repair or service facility for use by vehicles such as gas,
0il or water shall be at least 25 feet from any lot Tine.

8.2.3.e) No portion of any entrance or exit driveway to the area shall
be closer than 150 feet to the centerline of an intersecting
street. No more than two driveways shall serve any one area.

8.2.3.f) For any site having one means of access or egress, the width
of the driveway shall not be less than 24 feet. For any site
having a separate entrance or exit, the driveway shall not
exceed 20 feet in width, except for a suitable curvature at
the entrance.

8.2.3.g) Each Parking space shall be marked with a three-inch (3") wide
(minimum) solid painted Tine on each side and along the full
depth. Paint shall be white or yellow Traffic Paint as specified
for pavement markings in Standard Specifications for Highways
and Bridges for the Commonwealth of Massachusetts Department of
Public Works.

2. Under SECTION 6.3 TABLE OF HEIGHT AND BULK REGULATIONS under "D]Str1ct" add
“A" and under remaining headings add (See Section 5.5).

3. Under SECTION 6.2 TABLE OF AREA REGULATION NOTES - change from- “3 feet on
centers'“to "6 feet on centers.'

4, Under SECTION 6.3 TABLE OF HEIGHT AND BULK REGULATIONS change RU to Maximum
Height (ft.) to 35 feet; Permitted Height (Stories) to 2%; Maximum Floor Area
Ratio Incl. Access. Bu11d1ngs to 0.35; Minimum Usable Open Space, 20; Multifamily
Dwelling Minimum Unit - Floor Area (sq ft.) 500 except Public Hous1ng for Elderly
450 sq. ft. Remove Note 6.3.4 and remove Section 6.3.4 from Bylaw.

The meeting was adjourned at 12:00 PM.
Respectfully submitted,

John K. Gagliani, Secretary







MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
January 26, 1987

Members present: Bancroft, Brennan, Codispoti, Gagliani and
Parker.

Others present: George Pyne, Gary Baxter and Don Leighton
and Pine Street area residents; Steven

Cohen, Richard Bryant, Robert Borrelli -and-

Elaine Hegedus.

The meeting was called to order at 8:00 p.m. by Chairman
.Parker. and ~the following business was transacted:. .

LEDGEWOOD ACRES SUBDIVISION:

Chairman Parker opened the meeting by setting forth the
guidelines; mnamely, Mr. Pyne and his engineers will have an
opportunity to explain the modified plan of his subdivision;
the Planning Board will ask questions of the developer. A
public meeting will be held in the future which will be open
for questions from the residents.

Mr. Pyne introduced,Don,.Leighton, landscape. architect, and

Gary Baxter, engineer, to the Board. He said that the road
had been reengineered and the amount of spoil that would have
to be removed and the amount of blasting will be reduced. A
road to the Kennedy land has been shown. The maximum grade
is now 6%. Mr. Baxter showed the Board plans of street
elevations and noted that after the redesign the number of
lots has been reduced from 52 to 49 lots. The cutting,
blasting and filling has been reduced.

Mr. Parker asked if this is a fully engineered plan or a
conceptual plan.

Mr. Pyne said that it is a fully engineered plan.
Mrs. Bancroft asked if there were profiles.

Mr. Leighton said he had walked the site and has developed a
site analysis. He stated that the roads have been changed so
that +they follow the contours of the 1land as much as
possible, allowing a minimum of cutting and filling. The
biggest problem was working with the grades and keeping
within the 6% grade requirement. The site now has fewer lots
and the layout is more respectful of the property. The road
now goes around the hill, which was difficult with the road
entering from Tamarack.

Mr. Baxter showed the Board profiles of. the roads.  He said
that Millis Engineering took the layout and put in the road

~




Page 2
January 26, 1987

grades. He said +that Road A in the original plan had a
30-foot cut and the deepest cut now will be 18 1/2 feet.
With the new road configuration it may be that no earth will
have to be removed from the site. Mr. Baxter said that side

slopes still need to be addressed.

Mrs. Bancroft- asked'what the effect of a large fill:would

be.

Mr. Baxter said there would be a 4-to-1 slope going into the
lots.

Mr. Gagliani asked if sideslopes along the property lines
have been addressed along the lots at the intersection of
Emerson and Tamarack Roads.
Mr. Parker said that where access is an important issue, the
accesses should be properly placed.
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Mr. Baxter said that Millis Engineering has more research to
do.

Mr. Gagliani asked if. there should be one or two accesses to
the Kennedy property.

Mr. Pyne said that two accesses would be no problem.

Mrs. Bancroft said that all streets must be constructed. The
accegs roads cannot be left as paper streets. There is a
question regarding the depth of lot 4.

Mr. Baxter said that the depth of lot 4 is 150- feet. If it
does not meet the bylaw, the configuration of lot 3 could be
changed so that lot 4 could be fine-tuned to -meet the bylaw.

Mrs. Bancroft asked if the foundations will be as much of a
problem with the new plan which will minimize blasting.

Mr. Leighton said that the extra fill will be wused around
foundations and they will try to minimize the impact of the
road in a fill situation. Our next presentation will have
large scale drawings demonstrating those concerns and the
concerns of the sideslope issue.

Mr. Codispoti asked what waiver will be required for the
plan. PR PRSI, IO B ~ [N A . ARSI

Mr. Leighton said that they are trying to keep to the radius
requirements and the grade requirements within the confines
of Medfield's Rules & Regulations.

Mr. Parker noted that someone mentioned the possibility of
waiving sloping requirements.
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Mr. Pyne said that presently they were not requesting
waivers. Everything shown to the Board tonight meets the
Town's Regulations.

Mr. Parker asked if the capacity of +the +town's drainage
system to handle +the drainage from +the site had Dbeen
reviewed.

Mr. Baxter said that some calculations which have been made
will add about 1/2" +to the Pine Street brook. The existing
pipe in Emerson Road is 15" and we might have to replace some
of the pipeline in Emerson. This will be fully addressed at
our next meeting. '
Mr. Parker said that Superintendent Feeney does not wish to
have detention basins.

Mr. Gagliani said he is concerned about a stream being raised
1/2" by development. It will have to be demonstrated that
there will be no adverse problems from this.

Mr. Parker asked if Mr. Pyne and his engineer had met with
the Water & Sewer Board.

Mr. Pyne said they will meet with the Water: & Sewer Board
when the plan has been completed.

Mrs. Bancroft asked if Mr. Pyne would consider doing a
combination of walls and slopes.

Mr. Pyne said that if a wall is needed it will be
constructed. :

Mr. Leighton said they have done a lot of wall/sloping
combinations.

Mr. Gagliani said that tree planting is reduired along the
roads under the Town's new Subdivision Regulations.

Mr. Pyne said he did not have a problem with that as they do
that now. . Co i . , o

Mr. Pyne will come back to the Board with a more complete
plan in five or six weeks. He will request an extension from
the Board to May 12, 1987, within which the Board must make
its decision on the Ledgewood Acres Subdivision.

COHEN, 137 HARDING STREET:

Mr. Stephen Cohen said that he owns a 6~acre parcel at 137
Harding Street. He would like to divide the land into two
lots, -a two-acre ;parcel with the house and a lot for a new
home on the 4-acre lot. Mr. Cohen said that frontage was his
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problem. The Board said he would have to provide frontage on
a public way. It could be done with a 90-foot diameter
circle. However, the Board cautioned Mr. Cohen that he might
have the same problem as the Toccis; mnamely, drainage in
Pheasant - Lane is overtaxed now. The Board could give no
guarantee to Mr.. - Cohen that a one-house subdivision could be
approved. The drainage calculations for this proposed
one-~house subdivision would be carefully scrutinized.

McCULLOUGH/BRYANT, 139 HARDING STREET:

Messrs. McCullough and Bryant met with the Board to discuss a
7-acre parcel of 1land owned by Richard Bryant. NMr.
McCullough said he would like to develop five lots on an
800-foot cul de sac and asked the Board if they thought this
was feasible.

Mr. Parker said it would be impossible for the Board to give
an answer on this proposal until drainage information has
been provided.

Mr. McCullough asked about detention basins.

Mr. Parker said that detention basins are not allowed in our
Subdivision Rules and Superintendent Feeney does not like the
town to be responsible for their upkeep.

Mr. McCullough said that he would need two waivers; ome for
the length of the cul de sac and the use of detention basins.
The question of how the drainage is to be handled would also
have to be solved.

CALL, HOSPITAL ROAD:

The Board is in receipt of a letter from Town Administrator
Sullivan with a copy of a letter from Sandra Call on Hospital
Road stating that since the Hutson Pines Subdivision has been
started she has had excess water on her lot and the water
table has risen between three and five feet.

VOTED: To request that the Zoning Enforcing Officer review
the site and report back to the Board on his
findings as to what is causing the excess water on
the Call lot.

CRANMORE, ROAD:.,

Mr. Borrelli and Mrs. Hegedus met with the Board to discuss
again the Cranmore Road wall. The question of the placement
of the wall still remains. Mr. Borrelli would 1like +to
construct the wall in the 40-foot right of way as he does not
have permission from the Hegedus's to work on their property.
Mrs. Bancroft said she had talked with Superintendent of
Streets Feeney and he has no problem with the wall in the
public way.

e
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Mr. Brennan does not think the 40-foot right of way should be
reduced to 39 feet as this reduces snow storage area and
could cause a safety problem.

It was suggested that Mr. Borrelli purchase a one-foot strip
of the Hegedus 1land so that the wall would not be the
Hegedus' responsibility.

Mrs. Hegedus asked what protection from liability would they
have.

MOVED: To approve Mr. Borrelli's plan for a cement wall
within the public way.

The vote was recorded, MNrs. Bancroft and Mr. Gagliani in
favor of +the motion and Mr. Parker and Mr. Brennan in
opposition, with Mr. Codispoti, abstaining as an abutter.
The motion did not carry.

Mr. Parker said that when all the agreements and easements
are submitted and the issues discussed, the Board will vote

again.

Messrs. Fuller and Feeney will be invited to attend the
Planning Board's February 2nd meeting.

TOWN REPORT:

The Planning Board Town Report was approved and will be
submitted to the Selectmen.

REQUESTS FOR TRANSFER OF FUNDS:

VOTED: To request $2,592.00 for Aerial Photographs of the
town.
To request $6,000.00 for consulting fees.

LOWELL MASON ROAD:

The Board is in receipt of a Plan under Subdivision Control
Not Required, drawn by Millis Engineering, dated January 15,
1987, showing four lots, with Lot 3B noted as "not a building
lot."

VOTED: To sign the plan as above-described.
The plan was signed.

The meeting was adjourned at 11:45 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

John K. Gagliani, Secretary
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MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
February 2, 1987

Members present: Bancroft, Brennan, Codispoti, Gagliani and
Parker.

Others attending: Malcolm Gibson, Tree Warden; Town Counsel
Charles Fuller, Jr., and Superintendent of
Streets Kenneth Feeney.

PUBLIC HEARING ~ SCENIC WAY REMOVAL OF TREES;

Chairman Parker called the hearing to order at 7:45 p.m. and
requested that the reading of the notice which -appeared in
the newspaper be waived. Mr. Parker then called on the Tree
Warden.

Tree Warden Gibson said that all the trees to be removed have
been marked and are within the Town layout on Foundry and
Nebo Streets. Foundry Street is a "Scenic Way." Mr. Gibson
said that the trees to be removed are dead or almost dead and
are dangerous to have at the road side.
S ) . . . [

Mrs. Bancroft said that as a resident of Foundry Street she
doesn't object to the removal of the trees currently marked
for removal.

VOTED: To allow +the removal of +the following +trees on
Foundry Street:

7 ash opposite pole 3-5; 2 ash pole 5-6; 1 maple
pole 8-9 and 1 ash on Nebo Street opposite pole 20.

The hearing was closed at 8:00 p.m.

REGULAR MEETING:

Chairman Parker called the Planning Board meeting to order at
8:00 p.m. and the following business was transacted:

CRANMORE ROAD:

The 3Board invited Town Counsel Fuller and Superintendent
Feeney to attend the meeting to discuss liability and safety
regarding the construction of a wall eight feet in height and
85 feet in length on Cranmore Road.

Regarding 1liability Town Counsel said that walls and fences
are like any other possession; that is, if someone is hurt
due to negligence, the owner is liable.

Mr. Parker said +that the question to be resolved is the
location of the wall.
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Superintendent Feeney said that the wall is necessary and
suggested that it be placed within the town layout.

Town Counsel Fuller stated that there is a series of cases
under municipal law which would allow a wall within a street
layout if it doesn't impede traffic.

Mr. Brennan said that this would be a precedent and is not an
isolated case. He was also concerned with the problem of
snow storage if the layout were reduced to 39 feet.

Town Counsel 'said that a construction easement  would be
necessary to construct the wall and that the town would
acquire the responsibility of maintaining the wall when the
street is accepted by the Town Meeting.

Mr. Brennan said that the wall should be the responsibility
of the town but maintained that it should be on the back of
the property line, with the face of the wall at the layout
line.

Chairman Parker asked if, prior to the Planning Board
approving this plan, it should be satisfied that the proper
easements on private property have been obtained by the
developer to build the wall.

Town Counsel reminded the Board that, until such time as the
town takes the road, none of it is the town's - including the
wall. If the town does not acquire title to the easements
and the property is sold, the purchaser could ask that the
foundation of the wall be removed and then there would be
trouble.

Mr. Brennan said that the problem and solution is between Mr.
Borrelli and Mr. Hegedus.

Mrs. Bancroft said that the Hegedus' want to be protected and
they want their property to be protected.

Mr. Parker reiterated that the problem is Dbetween the
Hegedus' and Mr. Borrelli and asked that Mr. Borrelli come
back to the Board with his solution to the placement of the
wall. '

Town Counsel Fuller asked if there is a consensus regarding
the concept of having a wall.

The Board is in agreement that a wall should be constructed.
Mr. Borrelli will discuss the purchase of a one-foot wide

piece of land at least 85 feet in length with the Hegedus's
and report back to the Board.

N—
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PONDVIEW ESTATES:

Town Counsel Fuller reported that the bank wants to make an
ingpection of Pondview and determine what is necessary to
complete the roads.

A quéstidn was raised as to whether the road should be
completed at this time as all the houses are not constructed
and there will be additional wear and tear on the roads.

Town Counsel Fuller said when this matter was referred to
him, it was to have the construction of the ways and
municipal services completed.

Mr. Parker recommended that the bank proceed with the
completion of +the work as soon as. possible. There was a
consensus of the Board that this be done.

HICKORY DRIVE -~ SNOW REMOVAL:

As a result of a problem with Hickory Drive, Superintendent
Feeney asked if the Board could require that a feasible snow
removal program be approved for a subdivision before lots are
released for building.

Town Counsel Fuller said that the requirement would have to
be in the Land Subdivision Rules & Regulations in order to be
enforceable and would not apply to subdivisions already
submitted or approved.

The Board will consider this when revising +the Subdivision
Rules.

GEQRGETOWN ESTATES - EARTH REMOVAL:

Superintendent Feeney asked if the Board could recommend
changing the Earth Removal Bylaw to disallow removal of spoil
below the current grade of the area. He said that Mr. Basile
had received an earth removal permit and dug a pit so deep
that his equipment got stuck and he buried stumps and other
types of debris in the pit.

The Board will consider this suggestion when revising the
Zoninb Bylaw.

DESIGNATION OF ZONING LINE:

Chairman Parker asked Mr. Fuller if there was any "legal" way
to determine a description on the zoning map. Mr. Fuller
said that in general districts follow property lines or it is
indicated on the map how many feet back from the street the
change in zone is.
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Mrs. Willis was asked to research the property at the corner
of Brook and Main Streets where the BI and RU zones abut to
determine how far from Main Street the gzone change 1is
indicated.

MINUTES: VOTED: To accept the minutes of November 3, 10, 17
24; December 1, 8, 15; January 5, 12, and
26th.

CURVE STREET - PLAN UNDER SUBDIVISION CONTROL NOT REQUIRED:

The Board reviewed Plan of Land in Medfield, owned by Dorothy
Donahue, dated January 27, 1987, drawn by Guerriere & Halnon,
Inc., Franklin.

VOTED: To sign the plan.

The vote was recorded four in favor with Mr. Brennan
abstaining.

The plan was signed.

VILLAGE ROAD:

The Board is in receipt of a request from Ruth Bridge to
change Village Road to Village Drive. As it is such a short
street, the Board suggested that "Village Way" would be more
suitable.

Mrs. Willis will contact Miss Bridge regarding this matter.

INDIAN ACRES:

The Board questioned whether the culvert under North Street
had been constructed. If not, this would make a difference
in the surety to be set. This matter will be checked with
Kenneth Feeney. o R

DEERFIELD DRIVE SURETY REDUCTION:

The Board is in receipt of Mr. Marholin's December 23, 1986
letter requesting a reduction in surety. Since the receipt
of the letter, cards have been signed for the completion of
work.

VOTED: To release surety in the amount of $93,000 in
exchange for a bank book and assignment in the
amount of $50,000. :

The meeting was adjourned at 11:30 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,
John K. Gagliani, Secretary

N




MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
February 19, 1987

Members present: = Bancroft, Parker, Codispoti, Gagliani, and
Brennan.
Others  attending: Gary  MacDonald and Joseph  Avis,
representing HOP; Edward Beard and Richard
Merrikin.

The meeting was called to order be Chairman Parker at 8:00
p.-m. and the following business was transacted:

HOP COMMITTEE RE REZONING:

Messrs. Gary MacDonald and Joseph Avis met with the Board to
obtain support for the article in the Town Meeting Warrant to
rezone ‘lotg’ 141 'and 142 on Mdp 42 so  that both lots,
totalling 3 1/2 acres, will be entirely within the RU Zoning
District.

Gary MacDonald, Chairman of the HOP Committee, said that the
committee is recommending 20 units of moderate income housing
be constructed on combined lots 141 and 142.

Mrs. Bancroft suggested that the site could be designed +to
have " a street with six single-family houses on 12,000 s.f.
lots and seven town houses on one lot in the rear.

Mr. Codispoti asked what the process is assuming the zoning
is changed. ‘ : ’

Mr. MacDonald said that after the zoning is changed the
committee - will come in with concrete plans for  the
development of the area. They did not wish to +turn the
project over to developers. The details of the process are
not yet known.

Mr. Codispoti asked if any other towns had this +type of
program.

Mr. MacDonald said that the town of Concord was doing an area
of 145 wunits divided among market, moderate and low cost
housing. Lincoln is doing something similar.

Mr. Parker asked who will ultimately decide on the guidelines
for this project.

Mr. MacDonald said he felt that the Selectmen will follow the
recommendations of the committee.

Mr. Parker asked if this housing will permanently be in the
so-called "moderate range."
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have to be resold at 70%. The units are for first +time
buyers only. :

Mrs. Bancroft asked if they had had any comments from people
who live on Dale Street.

Mr. MacDonald said they had not.
Mr. MacDonald said that the reason for changing zoning is not
for a specific development, but for the basic concept and

asked for Planning Board support on the zoning change.

MARK LORETT - NORTH STREET:

A preliminary site plan and a check in the amount of $200
were . filed with, the Planning - Board and an application was
filed with the Town Clerk.

MOVED AND SECONDED:

That Mark Lorett's application for Site Plan approval which
was received on February 18, 1987, not be accepted by the
Planning Board as it does not comply with Section 14.13.3 of
the Zoning Bylaw and that we so notify the Town Clerk and Mr.
Lorett.

A question was raised as to whether the Board could reject an
application or if they would have to hold a hearing and
review the plan.

VOTED: To discuss the matter with Town Counsel and to
the above motion until after any information is
received from Town Counsel.

Town Counsel will be invited to meet with +the Board to
discuss this matter on Monday, February 23rd, at 7:30 p.m.

SOUTH STREET - 55-ACRE SUBDIVISION:

Messrs. Edward Beard and Richard Merrikin met with the Board
to discuss a Sketch Plan on a 55-acre parcel of land off
South Street and Westview Road.

The reason for the pre-preliminary phase discussion is to
answer some of Messrs. Beard and Merrikin's questions. Mr.
Beard said that the problem with the subdivision is getting
to the flat land on top. Mr. MNerrikin said that the road is
a loop system and asked the Board's opinion on its
configuration. He said that the deepest cuts will be 15
feet. Mr. Beard will bring the sewer from Route 27 to this
subdivision. TForty-three house lots are proposed.

~—
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The Board felt that there should be two points of access for
this subdivision.

Mr. Merrikin said +that there was no satisfactory second
access and asked if an "emergency-type" access would be
permitted as a second access.

The Board asked Mr. Merrikin to investigate the connection to
Westview Road.

Mr. Brennan asked where the drainage would go.

Mr. Merrikin said the drainage would go into street drainage
pipes which would go under South Street and overland to the
Charles River. The Board would like to walk the land with
Messrs. Beard and Merrikin.

Mrs. Bancroft asked that consideration be given +to put a
curve in the straight section of road at the top of the hill.

Mr. Codispoti asked if blasting would be a big issue and
asked what +type of removal of earth or  excavation is
anticipated.

Mr. Merrikin said that as an alternative to deep cuts, they
may be looking for a walver for street slopes.

OLDE MEDFIELD SQUARE:

The Board brought to Mr. Beard's attention that the Police
Chief thought that "0Olde Medfield Square" was a confusing
name. Mr. Beard said that he had registered the name and it
was part of the condominium company name and it is impossible
for him to change

it.

HIGH STREET - PLAN UNDER SUBDIVISION CONTROL NOT REQUIRED:

The Board is in receipt of a Plan of Land in Medfield dated
September 29, 1987, drawn by Norwood Engineering Company, on
land owned by Peter Fickeisen.

VOTED: To sign the above described plan.

The plan was signed.

GREEN STREET - PLAN UNDER SUBDIVISION CONTROL NOT REQUIRED:

The Board is in receipt of a Plan of Land in Medfield, dated
February 2, 1987, drawn by George N. Giunta, Needham, owned
by Howard A. Mills et ux. .
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VOTED: To sign the above-described plan with  the
addition of the phrase "No determination has
been made as to the compliance of this plan with
local Zoning Bylaws."

The plan was signed.

DONNELLY DRIVE - PLAN UNDER SUBDIVISION CONTROL NOT RECEIVED:

The Board is in receipt of a Plan of Land in Medfield &
Dover, dated January 29, 1987, by George N. Giunta, Needham
MA, owned by Robert Crowell.

VOTED: To sign the above-~described plan with  the
addition of the phrase "No determination has
been made as to the compliance of this plan with
local Zoning Bylaws."

The plan was signed.

INDIAN ACRES:

The Board is in receipt of a report from Whitman & Howard
regarding the Indian Acres subdivision, including the culvert
to be constructed under North Street.

VOTED: To set surety at $220,000 to release lots 1
through 16 on Wheelwright Road.

The meeting was adjourned at 11:30 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

John K. Gagliani,
Secretary




MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
February 23, 1987

Members present: Bancroft, Brennan, Codispoti, Gagliani and
Parker.

Others attending: Nancy Wolcott, Ralph Good, and others for
Wolcott hearing David MacCready, Robert
Borrelli.

The meeting was called to order at 7:30 p.m. by Chairman
Parker and the following business was transacted:

LORETT APPLICATION:

Mr. Parker reported he had talked with Town Counsel Fuller
regarding the Board's concern about accepting the Lorett
Special Permit application. Mr. Fuller said that there is no
provision in the State Law that allows the application to be
rejected. .

On the application it says "Site Plan Approvals,"” but the fee
submitted was for a preliminary plan. In the subdivision
process Town Counsel Fuller has recently had a Court Case
that ruled an incomplete application was not sufficient
ground on which to reject a plan.

The next major question was interpreting Section 6 of the
Zoning Act to determine whether or not the site would be
grandfathered if the Town Meeting voted a zoning change. The
Board agreed with the interpretation that the special permit
must be ISSUED prior to the first publication of the intended
zoning change, or the plan would not be sufficient.

Mr. Lorett is scheduled to meet with the Board on March 2nd
and the Board will explain the procedure and his options
regarding this submission.

SNOW REMOVAL PROBLEMS:

The Board is in receipt of a letter from the Selectmen dated
February 4, 1987, requesting that a safeguard be made a part
of the Land Subdivision Rules & Regulations which would
require a developer to make the roads passable from the time
they are required for access to lots, and to consider that
occupancy permits be withheld until the roads are complete to
protect future residents.

The Board will consult with Town Counsel as to where this
requirement should be in the Subdivision Rules.

Mr. Brennan will check the DPW standards and the suggestion
was made that the Board should consider including DPW
standards for passable roads during construction.
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VILLAGE FARM ESTATES:

At the request of the Bridges, the Board:

VOTED To allow the change of the name "Village Road" to
"Village Way" and to so inform the Bridges.

ROCKY ACRES:

Chairman Parker called the continuation of the Rocky Acres
Subdivision hearing to order at 8:00 p.m.

VOTED: To continue the hearing to March 23’,1987'

PUBLIC HEARING - WOLCOTT SUBDIVISION:

Chairman Parker called the hearing to order at 8:05 p.m. and
requested the applicant to explain the changes made on his
plan.

Attorney Ralph Good introduced himself as attorney for Mrs.
Wolcott.

It was Attorney Good's understanding that the applicant,
through her engineer, has endeavored to answer all concerns
resulting from the Whitman & Howard review and abutters
questions.

Mr. Gagliani noted that notices of the continued hearing were
sent to all direct abutters.

Sidney Vaughan explained that this was a six-lot subdivision
with sewers, drains and water. The only question remaining
is the depth dimension of Lot 7. The method used by Mrs.
Wolcott's engineer was the "normal to the street line
method." Using this method, this lot has approximately 126+
average depth. Mr. Vaughan felt that the definition for the
determination of lot depth in the Zoning Bylaw should be
clarified.

Mr. Vaughan said he had read in the newspaper that Mr.
0'Connell felt that his sewerage disposal system would suffer
somewhat from possible drainage from the proposed
subdivision. Mr. Vaughan recommended that his client pur-
chase a piece of land from Mr. O'Connell and in return he
could be allowed a sewer connection. This would give the
subdivision a lot with 125 feet in depth and give MNr.
0'Connell a sewer comnection. Mr. Vaughan went on to say
that the drainage has been balanced so that no more drainage
will go into the Pound Street drain than it was designed to
hold. Dr. Carr said the drainage as proposed was sufficient
to handle the subdivision and it was the best possible way to
drain the subdivision. Mr. Vaughan said that they had taken
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8ix deep test pits to determine the water table, which are
shown on the plan.

Mr. Brennan said the logical way to interpret the depth of a
lot is to measure the shortest distance from the front to
back of the lot. That is the indication of how deep the lot
is.

Mrs. Bancroft asked Mr. Vaughan to show how the drainage
would be changed on the 0'Connell's property. Mr. Vaughan
pointed out that the low point was on Mrs. Wolcott's land.

He said that the pipe had been extended on the plan. It
would be placed in crushed stone. There is no maintenance
for an underdrain.

If the underdrain is constructed correctly, the velocity of
the incoming water is: slowed to where no fine sand can be
brought into the stone.

Mr. Parker asked how sensitive this drainage area would be to
any changes being made by a property owner ten days from now.

Mr. Vaughan agreed that the only guarantee to keep the drain
for the future is to require an easement. A person could
come in and put a lot of clay material on the slope and move
the low point to the property line.

Mr. Parker read the Whitman & Howard Report dated January
29th, which stated that the drainage as designed is adequate
and meets Planning Board standards.

Mr. Gagliani asked how far onto the Rogers' and Mullock's
property a 4-to-1 slope would go. Mr. Vaughan said that
there will be a little truncation of a slope back about eight
feet on the Rogers' property.

However, on the Mullock property it will be necessary to go
back approximately 21 feet to conform to the 4-to-1 sloping
standards.

Mrs. Bancroft asked what the total difference in elevation
will be,

Mr. Vaughan said there will be a four-foot drop, which at a
4-to-1 slope will :.go back about 20 feet onto the Mullock lot.

Mr. Gagliani asked how the five-foot easement on the west
side of the road would be used.

Mr. Vaughan said it would be a utility easement for the
purpose of putting in trees, however, the utilities will be
under the sidewalk.
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Under the new regulations only 45 feet of layout are needed,
with the exception of the tree planting.

Mr. Gagliani asked what right the town would have in the
future over that easement. '

Mr. Vaughan said they could not pave it, but they could bring
a curb line right to it.

Attorney Good said the problem on lot 7 is in the methodology
of measuring depth. Section 5.26 of the Zoning Bylaw
discusses frontage, width and area but does not mention
depth. The abutters allude to the historical action of the
Planning Board in approving a 45-foot wide layout in 1983 and
to suggest that this Board require a 50-foot street instead
of a 45-foot street is inconsistent.

Mr. Good said that Mrs. Wolcott's subdivision would not prove
detrimental to Mr. 0'Connell's situation. Ultimately the
drainage would be improved. Mrs. Wolcott would be willing to
give an easement so the 0'Connell's could have a sewer
connection.

Mr. Vaughan said if lot 7 does not have the average depth by
eliminating the property line between lots 7 and 8 there
still would not be proper depth.

Mr. Gagliani said there was no guarantee in 198% that the
45-foot wide road could be continued.

Mr. Good agreed that there was no explicit guarantee,
however, he felt the matter left everyone with the opinion
that there was going to be a 45~foot wide street to service
lot 3.

Mr. Parker said the Board's job now is to act on the
application before us.

Letters from the 0'Tooles, Lamberts and O'Connells were read.

Mrs. 0'Connell said her position is that she does not wish to
have a 45-foot wide roadway or a 500-foot cul de sac as she
felt it would be precedent-setting.

Mrs. Bancroft said she had done an analysis of the size of
the lots in the area and there is a mixture of lot sizes;
however, the zoning is for 20,000 s.f. lots.

Mrs. 0'Connell said she had done an analysis of the lot sizes
and the average lot is 35,000 s.f.

Mr. Parker noted that, this area is gzoned for 20,000 s.f.
lots. The applicant is seeking waivers for the width of
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layout and the length of cul de sac, which the Planning Board
is allowed to grant under the law.

Mrs. 0'Connell felt that this would have a detrimental effect
on the area.

Mr. Mullock, 37 Pound Street, was concerned about the effect
of the proposed sloping of his land and the possibility of
additional flooding as a result.

Mr. Vaughan said that no more water would go oﬁto the
Mullock's property.

Mrs. Mullock said she would prefer a stonewall instead of the
4-to-1 slope.

Mr. Parker noted that if there were an alternative design
that was more satisfactory to the Mullocks, the Board would
be glad to review it and suggested that this matter be
discussed between Mr. Mullock and Mrs. Wolcott.

Mr. Parker said the drainage issue has been discussed and has
been reviewed by the town's engineer and the Board's
obligation to the abutters is that the problem be made no
worse. It has been demonstrated by this plan that there will
be no more water at any greater rate than is currently
flowing onto abutting properties.

Mr. Vaughan said Mr. Domey, agent for the Board of Health,
has told him that the water now is as high as he has seen it.

Edith 0'Toole, John and Irene 0'Toole, Richard Rogers, Mrs.
0'Connell, Mr. & Mrs. Mullock, and Mr. Ferullo asked to be
recorded as opposed to the 45-foot road. Mr. Smick of Pine
Street said he would prefer to see fewer waivers granted.

Mrs. 0'Connell asked how the change in the plans is going to
alleviate her concerns about her basement, septic system and
puddling on her property.

Mr. Vaughan said the Board had asked him to complete the
181-foot contour line. He said he had gone onto the
0'Connell property approximately 50 feet and obtained an
elevation of 186.6 at the top of the foundation. This would
make the cellar floor at approximately elevation 180. The
drainage pipe is 179.4. If the sewer were to be extended to
the property, the sewer connection would come in at about

177,

Mr. Parker explained that the Board's responsibility is to
assure that no more water at any faster rate will come from
Mrs. Wolcott's property.
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Mrs. Wolcott felt that six lots could be made to conform to
the zoning but the configuration would not be as satisfactory
as the plan presented.

Mr. Brennan felt that everything is being pushed just a
little to make the maximum density fit. Mrs. Bancroft
agreed.

Mrs. Wolcott presented the Board with a written request to
extend the time within Wthh the Board must make its decision
to April 7, 1987. ‘ :

VOTED: To grant the requested extension to April 7, 1987.
The hearing was continued to March 23, 1987 at 9:30 p.m.

INDTAN ACRES:

The Board is in receipt of Home National Bank of Milford
Certificate No. 04894-8 in the amount of $220,000 and
assignment for release of lots 1-16 in the Indian Acres
Subdivision.

VOTED: To accept: the above-described surety and release
lots 1-16 in Indian Acres.

CRANMORE ROAD WALL:

Mr. Codispoti removed himself from the Board on this
discussion.

Mr. Borrelli met with the Board but he did not have with him
a signed contract with the Hegedus' regarding working on
their property. The Board requested that he obtain
permission in writing and return to the Board with that
document.

EQUESTRIAN PARK:

Mr. Borrelli met with the Board to discuss the Equestrian
Park subdivision which has not been built because of problems
with drainage to the Mine Brook well field.

Mr. Borrelli asked if a detention basin would be approved by
the Board. The Board did not assure him that it would. The
Board requested that Mr. Borrelli submit the plan and then
the Board would take action.
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DEERFIELD DRIVE:

The Board is in receipt of a letter from Michael Marholin
requesting that a detailed breakdown of how the surety was
computed be forwarded to him.

VOTED: To send a letter containing a detailed breakdown
as requested.

WOODEND LANE:

In accordance with a request from the owner of lot 122
Woodend Lane, it was:

VOTED: To sign a release from the covenant for lot 122
Woodend Lane.

CALL - HOSPITAL ROAD:

The Board has received a request from the Selectmen to engage
the Board's engineer to review a drainage problem for the
property at 12 Hospital Road.

VOTED: To send a letter to the Selectmen stating that
the Board has asked the building inspector to
review this situation and if he doesn't have the
wherewithal to do it, he could engage Whitman
& Howard. The Planning Board has no funds in
its budget to settle a dispute between two
individuals.

The meeting was adjourned at 11:30 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

John K. Gagliani,
Secretary
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MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
March 2, 1987

Members present: Bancroft, Brennan, Codispoti, Gagliani and
Parker. ’

Others attending: Messrs. Borrelli and Hegedus; lMrs.
Wolcott, Attorney Good and others regarding
the Wolcott Subdivision.

The meeting was called to order at 8:00 p.m. by Chairman
Parker and the following business was transacted:

LORETT - SPECIAL PERMIT APPLICATION:

Mark Lorett had called earlier in the day and requested that
he meet with the Planning Board at a later date regarding his
application for a special permit to construct additional
multi-family units on his lot as shown on Assessors Map 49,
Lot 77.

LEDGETREE ROAD LAYOUT:

The Planning Board is in receipt of a public hearing notice
regarding the layout of Ledgetree Road from Station 0+20 to
11+23.04.

VOTED: That the Board recommend that Ledgetree Road
from Station 0+20 to 11+2%.04 be laid out and
noted that an easement for the detention basin on
lots 9 and 10 should be included.

VOTED: To release Bay Bank Acct. No. 900%261 in the amount
of $60,000 in exchange for surety in the amount of
$6,500.

SIGN ADVISORY BOARD:

VOTED: To appoint Newton Thompson to the Sign Advisory Board
for the term ending January 15, 1990.

VOTED: To send a letter of thanks to Helen Weinert who has
served on the Sign Advisory Board since its inception
in 1977.

MASTER PLAN IMPLEMENTATION COMMITTEE:

Mrs. Bancroft reported that the MPIC had met and will create
a data base file on the computer for all categories of open
space for each parcel as information to assist with the Open
Space report.
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Mrs. Bancroft will ask the MPIC Chairman, Connie JoneS, for
the name of a candidate to fill the one opening on that

committee.

DEERFIELD DRIVE SURETY:

The Board responded to Mr. Marholin's letter of February 5,
1987, and:

VOTED: To send a letter to Michael Marholin itemizing the
costs for the completion of Deerfield Drive as of
January 5th with additional work signed off on
Construction Cards on January 9 and 16, 1987.

COHEN - HARDING STREET:

The Planning Board is in receipt of a letter from Steven
Cohen requesting the Board's support for his application to
the Board of Appeals for a variance from the Town's frontage
requirement. N

VOTED: To send a letter to the Board of Appeals stating that
serious drainage problem in the Pheasant Lane area
and additional paved surfaces adjacent to that
subdivision will aggravate the existing problem.
There has recently been a subdivision plan submitted
and denied because of the existing drainage problem
downstream.

AERIAL PHOTOS OF MEDFIELD:

VOTED: To authorize John Wagner to purchase for the Town of
Medfield a set of aerial photos at 100' = 1" scale,
in sheets 40"x45", flown in the spring of 1986, at a
cost not-to-exceed $2,593%.

SUBDIVISION RULES & REGULATIONS:

The Board will be discussing additional changes to the
Subdivision Rules & Regulations at their March 16th meeting.
One of the items to be included is-a plan for removing snow
to allow reasonable access to properties during construction.

Dan Nye's suggestion for the continuation of sidewalks will
also be a topic for discussion.

Dan Nye, Roy Boudette and Kenneth Feeney will be invited to
the meeting.

PHILIP STREET LAYQUT:

Before an answer is.given to the Selectmen, the Planning
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Board will check into the history of the Philip Street
layout.

CRANMORE ROAD WALL:

Megsrs. Hegedus and Borrelli met with the Board; however, no
agreement had been reached between the two regarding the
wall.

Mr. Hegedus would like assurance from the Board that he would
not have any legal or maintenance expenses as a result of the
wall that Mr. Borrelli must build.

Mr. Parker said that the Board cannot give any such
agsurance, as the wall is being built by Mr. Borrelli. It is
required that the wall be built to town specifications so
that the town may be able to accept the wall if it is so
voted by Town Meeting.

Mr. Hegedus asked for something in writing from the Board
that the construction and design of the wall is satisfactory.

Mr. Brennan stated that the Board has a plan which has been
signed by a Registered Engineer, which means that it is
structurally adequate.

Mr. Parker said that ultimately the easement on the property
will revert to the town and in the interim Mr. Hegedus should
accept an agreement with Mr. Borrelli so that Mr. Borrelli
should accept all responsibility for the wall. He said that
the Board checked with Town Counsel and he said that
liability is connected with ownership.

Mr. Hegedus asked why the town doesn't permit Mr. Borrelli to
put the wall in the town layout, making the 40-foot layout 39
feet. '

Mr. Brennan said that this would take away a portion of the
layout that is needed for snow storage among other things.

Mr. Hegedus said he will discuss this matter with his
attorney in light of information received tonight. He said
that current and continuing liability is his hangup.

EQUESTRIAN PARK ESTATES:

Mr. Borrelli presented the Board with a preliminary plan of
Bquestrian Park Estates. The Board will send the plan to
Whitman & Howard for their comments.
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WOLCOTT SUBDIVISION:

Mrs. Wolcott and Attorney Good met with the Board to discuss
her plan which has been re-engineered for five lots. The
extra land will be attached to the Main Street house. She
said that the length of the gtreet had been reduced as s
result of changing from a six-lot to a five-lot subdivision.

Mrs. Wolcott suggested that a waiver on the diameter of the
cul de sac be allowed. The pavement will be the same, but
the layout would be less. !

Mr. Brennan asked what the advantage of change the layout
would be. Mrs. Wolcott said she was trying. to reduce the
length of the road.

Attorney Good said that the abutters were opposed to the
45-foot wide layout and the length of the cul de sac.
Nothing can be done about the layout width and it is felt
that the density issue has been answered.

Mr. Parker said that the previous Planning Board has granted
the design of the beginning of this subdivision and to
continue it is only a logical conclusion.

The hearing on this plan is continued to March 23rd.
VOUCHERS :

VOTED: To sign vouchers totalling $2,280.39.

The meeting was adjourned at 11:30 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

John K. Gagliani
Secretary

T
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MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
March 9, 1987

Members present: Bancroft, Brennan, Codispoti, Gagliani,
and Parker.

Others attending: Mr. Rhoads; residents interested in zoning
hearings.

REZONING FROM RS TO RU FOR HOP PROGRAM:

The public hearing was called to order at 8:00 p.m. by
Chairman Parker. Secretary Gagliani read the notice as it
appeared in the SUBURBAN PRESS on February 19 and 26, 1987.

Mr. Parker said that the purpose of this meeting is to hear
testimony on a zoning change. This is a required public
hearing under Chapter 40A. The Board will listen to views in
favor or in opposition to the change.

" The Planning Board will ask questions of the petitioner. If

there are other letters from Town Boards they will be heard
or read. Questions and comments will be heard. from all who
wish to comment.

Gary MacDonald is Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee which has
been formed to see if Medfield should participate in the HOP
program. The group has given a letter to the Selectmen
stating that the Town should participate in the HOP program,
using Lots 141 and 142 on Assessors Map 42 located on Dale
Street. The "group has recommended that not more than 20
units be constructed there. A rezoning is needed for a
portion of lot 142 and all of lot 141 from RS to RU.

John Gagliani is a member of the HOP committee and wished +to
remove himself from the Planning Board on this matter.

Mr. Codispoti  asked what other areas in town were
investigated by the committee. '

Mr. MacDonald said the land across from the State Hospital
was looked at. There were deed restrictions which could not
be overcome using that land. There were several lots looked
at and this one was probably the land of least resistance to
the town. It is an ideal location.

Mr. Parker asked if any gathering of facts on the impacts at
this development was .done..the density of housing..the
roadway..the traffic.
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Yr. MacDonald said that it abuts and part of it is in the RU
zZone now. I+ backs up to the town garage. There would be
little or mno impact there. Water and sewer are vreadily
available. One concern is the relocation of ~the victory
gardens which are presently there. The group is looking for
new locations for the gardens.

Mrs. Bancroft asked how he would envisage the impact,
assuming maximum development of the site? How he would see
that kind of dense residential use with the town garage use
which is immediately adjacent.

Mr. MacDonald felt that the closeness to the town garage
would not pose any serious problems. A natural barrier of
trees could be planted or a fence could be erected. The town
garage 1is accessed from Route 27. The HOP area would be
accessed from Dale Street.

Mrs. Bancroft brought attention to the fact +that in the
winter there is a lot of activity through the night.
Currently there is no one to complain. If you had a
regidential development right there, suddenly you find
something that was an accepted presence before, might become
a nuisance issue. It is one element to consider.

Mr. MacDonald said he felt that most of the people who will
participate in this program will willingly put up with the
noise.

Mr. Brennan asked if Mr. MacDonald could tell us a little bit
about the program. If the town agrees to rezone, would the
town then offer the land for sale to the participants?

Mr. MacDonald said after the land is rezoned, we would
develop a plan that would fully utiligze the area. Whether or
not the town would act as a general contractor or a separate
entity would be established to act as the temporary owner of
the land, we aren't sure yet. We have to sit down with Town
Counsel and see how that will be done. None of the land will
be so0ld until the plan is complete. Some kind of lottery
will be devised. How we use the local preference option has
not yet been decided.

Mrs. Bancroft asked if all multi-family were anticipated and
brought to the meeting's attention that RU could have single
family houses on 12,000 s.f. lots. It seems that the area
has been developed as a single-family area.

Mr. MacDonald said he thought it would be one of two ways -~
either all +town houses which would maximize the number of
units that - could be put into the area - or a mix of town
houses and single family houses.
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Mrs. Bancroft asked who makes the ultimate decision if +this
is accepted by the town.: '

Mr. MacDonald said he believed the Selectmen have . the
ultimate decision. :

Mrs. Thompson, Board of Selectmen, said it would be necessary
to get proposals from various developers. We have decided
not to go higher than 20 units.

Mr. MacDonald said they wish to maximize use of the land but
don't want to create an eyesore or anything out of character
with the immediate neighborhood.

Mr. Parker asked if this zoning change is passed at Town
Meeting and the town puts in the program, will 100% of the
lots be in the program or will some of it be on a market
bas1s.

Mr. MacDonald said he would hope that all the units would be
for moderate income housing.

Mr. Parker said no requirement that you have a portion at
market value... it can all be moderate if you can work out
the economics.

Mr. Parker asked if any Town Boards were heré tonight and
asked for their input.

Robert Larkin, 19 Eric Road, Chairman of Board of Selectmen;
The Commonwealth has $100,000,000 set aside for housing. We
will have 20 units. The change in zoning would be consistent
with the other houses in the area and we do not +think this
will be an impact on the area. There is already water, sewer
and sidewalks. We think it would be a good place for
affordable housing. Will it be available for some of the
citizens of Medfield? Will it be available for some of the
Town employees such as flremen, police and highway?

Mr. MacDonald said obv1ously all the partlclpants would have
a very strong tie to Medfield. We don't have the power: in
deciding who the target groups will be. I believe that a
portion will be designated for firemen, EMT's and police. I
am not sure vwhat the criteria will be yet. There is a
minority requirement. The percentage will be between 8% and
10% of the units dedicated to minorities.

Mr. Larkin said he thought the housing program is a good
start for the Town of Medfield. He felt that 20 units in the
area will be good. The Board of Selectmen voted unanimously
to approve the zoning change from RS to RU.

Mrs. Ann Thompson, Board of Selectmen and Member of HOP: One
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of the reasons we felt strongly about Dale Street is because
of 1its easy access to town. The families. that 1live in
moderate housing will not be two- or three-car families. The
wives will be walking. It is easy access to the library, the
bus, emergency services, etc., and that is why targetting of
the town center is of prime importance.

Mr. Brennan asked if any sites for the relocation of the
gardens had been discussed.

Mrs. Thompson said that the ground around Wheelock, Dale and
Memorial Schools could be used. The community gardens are
popular and we would not like to drop them.

Mr. Gagliani: As good planning for the town we need an area
for +this program which would have sewer and water available
and be in the proximity of the schools. The rezoning of this
land is a town-sponsored project. The Town has more control
over how the site is developed and surely the Planning Board
would support rezoning for this program.

Mr. Parker asked if anyone in the progfam looked into whether
there are any problems with the land because of its previous
use., The Board of Health should be contacted for this.

Mr. MacDonald said he had spoken with +the Massachusetts
Department ofi Health. They did not think there would be any
problem.

Mr. Parker suggested that by Town Meeting it would be good to
research the question and, if you have a Board of Health
problem, it could ' be unfortunate. We tried .to <find out
today, but it was too short a time. i

Mr. MacDonald said that the area was never used as a dump.
Edith Beale said that if people could eat vegetables and
other produce it must be safe. ‘

Mr. Parker noted that as a basic question perhaps this area
eventually would be enlarged back towards the town garage and
the dump. I would like to know how suitable that entire site
is. It seems it is an ideal place to develop this +type of
houses. T . o

Richard Denton, 14 Arnold Drive: I would like to address the
question on mnulti-family dwellings in the area. I am an
abutter +to a multi-family complex in my area. I have high
praise for it..

Mrs. Beale: There are state funds available. How are they
available to this program? ‘
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Mr. Larkin: The governor has established a fund of
$100,000,000 and the legislature has provided $15,000,000.
The state will come out and oversee and loan money
accordingly. They will loan money to the developer. The
main reason the legislaturé hasn't provided more funds is
that they have not been requested to do so.

Mr. MacDonald: There was $200,000,000 to subsidize the
interest. This would allow anybody within a certain income
level the 5 1/2% interest and the rest to 8 1/2% - 9% or 2 -
2 1/2% below local market rates. There is another $5,000,000
for developmental costs.

Mr. Gagliani: I would like to speak in favor of the zoning
change. There would not be a large impact on the town but
would serve a grand purpose. :

Hearing was adjourned at 8:28 p.m.

PUBLIC HEARING - ZONING CHANGE:

Chairman Parker called the hearing to order at 8:30 p.m.
Secretary Gagliani read the notice. Chairman Parker then
called on the petitioner to make his presentation.

Mr. Albert Menard and his wife Terry:- We have lived in town
for 30 years.- We are against Dbuilding multi-family
dwellings. The town has been overdeveloped over the past 40
years. We. also believe that all new  development would
increase the traffic in our area. Also, 'from the standpoint
of accessibility,it will be harder to get to these fires. A
lot of this area doesn't have sidewalks. At some time in the
near future they will have to stop building in this area. It
seems to me if you are going to build multi-family units,
they should be in the RS Zone where there is more room.

Mr. Richard DeSorgher: A couple of things on the reason that
this came about:: There are two articles: One tonight, the
other next Monday. The first of the articles covers a very
large area. I have some problems myself with the way the
article 1is written because you take such a very large area.
I have one general question to ask the Planning Board. My
own property is less than 20,000 s.f. If this were to pass
we would be OK as grandfathered. Every time I wished to do
anything, would I have to go to the Board of Appeals?

Mr. Parker: We have taken Chapter 40A and consulted with
Town Counsel and we have an opinion for you. =~ Mrs. Bancroft
will tell you a little bit about what’'she has found out.

Mrs. Bancroft: The state Zoning Law protects any existing
lot from zoning change forever for all dimensional
requirements. If the zoning change is from RU to RS, the lot
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will be under the RU dimensional rules forever. This would
be for frontage, depth, width, etc.. Parking, etc., which is
not a dimensional category,  would be subject to the new
regulations of the district. Basically all the existing lots
would be protected - single and two-family only.

Mr. DeSorgher: There would be no problem even though the lot
is less than 20,000 s.f.

Mrs. Bancroft: That is correct. There are approximately 200
parcels of land and of those 200 parcels, 14 would comply
with +the zoning if it were changed. All the red marks
indicate lots which are at present two-family or multi-family
units. There are 29 multi- or two-family units.

Mr. DeSorgher: .Because of the nature of the property,  the
petitioner does not want to infringe on someone's rights.
They are not trying to be difficult. Certainly if I had a
piece of land, I would want to use it. In looking at one
piece of property for multi-family use, all the yards which
surround it are small capes and ranches which have been there
since 1949 and 1951. It would change the entire nature of
the mneighborhood. This is a residential area similar to
other neighborhoods in the town. The house lots and houses
are small. People have lived there 30 and 40 years and have
raigsed their families there. They have concerns because of
the distance between their homes and the lot line.. To put in
12 condominiums would change the area. That is how . this
zoning proposal came about. This isn't a neighborhood in
relation to the RU. Along North Street there are much larger
homes. This was built as the first subdivision in town and
it was as single family homes. The area is surrounded by RS
from Pine Street to Summer Street and across the street on
North Street. A couple of problems which +the petitioners
face: one is that they had a concern that lots be 20,000
s.f. The lot next to them was subdivided into two lots - one
12,000 and the other 8,000 to add onto the adjacent land.
When +this hearing took place in January, am I correct that
there was no need to notify abutters on that?

Mr. Parker: Anyone who owns a property if they have proper
lot area and frontage may request the Planning Board to sign
such a plan. The State Law specifies this very clearly.

Mr. DeSorgher:: Is it the Planning Board's job to notify
abutters? If not, could they notify abutters?

Mr. Parker: It is not required and we only have two weeks to
sign the plan or reject it or it is automatically approved.
It is difficult to meet the two-week deadline.
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¥rs. Bancroft:. It is not a discretionary matter.

Mr. DeSorgher: We are beginning to see around town
objections being raised to build on marginal land. There has
to be some way to avoid this. My own preference is the
article coming up next week. There has to be some way +to
protect residents. There has to be a happy medium. No one
is trying to deny someone from building. The spirit of the
law has to be looked at as well. I have trouble spesgking
wholeheartedly in favor. My main intent was to go to the
Planning Board for some help.

Mrs. Bancroft: I have a couple of basic comments, looking at
it from our point of view. Your concerns about the grand
scale of their measure are our concerns also. Zoning is a
serious matter. Zoning for this town was done in 193%8. It
was a deliberate process carefully done. The map on the wall
has changed only in minor ways in the last 50 years. There
are reasons for the zoning lines being where they are. The
town was designed to grow around the center like a +typical
old New England model. We wanted to see this grow into a
traditional New England town with a village in the center.

It is almost completely developed in the RU area according to
the original guidelines. People preferred to build small
houses on single-family lots. We all love it the way it is.
To change the goning in that part of town is like. changing
the blueprint when the house is almost built. There are only
two or +three parcels which have a potential for more
buildings on them now. There may be a couple more - on the
edges which could get two or three more units. Basically the
whole area is mature. That is where I have a problem with
the spirit of the law. It would spoil the spirit. It would
be a ploy to prevent the development of one piece of land.
That is. my concern. We haven't decided on this yet. Those
are my thoughts. '

Mr. Gagliani: One of the articles that was passed last year
was that within the RU District this Board can determine the
number, size and placement of multi-family units. It doesn't
take away the right of a developer, but if he wanted more
than one building on a lot, it gives this Board the option of
deciding the appropriateness of the number of buildings on a
particular lot. I think this Board has been very sensitive
to neighborhoods and will continue to do so. The other
problem I see with regoning is the individuals' rights when
it is put into RU. You have an equity which is higher for an
RU piece of land than an RS piece of land. Once  this is
rezoned, you have taken away an equity that people have had
on their properties. That is an important thing to consider.
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John Ganley, 15 Lowell Mason Roard: This was developed as a .
single family area. The houses that have turned over have
been so0ld to growing: families. In the hearing before this
you were discussing low cost housing. You can't get any
better low cost housing than here. The streets are in but
there are no sidewalks. It is my concern that a hook and
ladder could go into this area. I would like to have RS go
into effect and leave the homes the way they are.

Ed Callow: My family owned a piece of property here for 65
to 68 years. If this goes into effect I wouldn't be in an RU
zone. In the meantime, can I take out a permit?

Mr. Parker: If no special permit is required and all you
need 1is a building permit, you have a right to take out a
permit. If you require a special permit, you must have the
special permit prior to the first notice of the hearing.

Norman Hall, 18 Lowell Mason Road: I am in support of the
rezoning. I appreciate that most of us are not driving cars
over 50 years old. I think Medfield has to go forward and
protect the homeowners that are out there. This change would
be very beneficial. I am a new parent. There are a lot of
new children in the area. Six or seven families have
children under one year old. Twelve condominium units will
change the spirit of 50 years ago. .

Edward Beard: I have been asked to represent Mark Lorett and
Paul Nyren who would like to build condominiums on this site.
They oppose the rezoning. All I can say is that if you would
like to discuss this with us - Mark, Paul and I - we would
like - to meet with you and our engineers. Something may be
done. :We would like the opportunity to meet with you. Sit
down and talk with us. He has spent over a year to develop
the plan. If you would call Mark or Paul or me, we could
discuss the matter with you.

Mr. Parker: The situation here tonight is the proposed
rezoning. ‘

Keith Mozer, 39 Dale Street: I am opposed to the rezoning
going through. I think the people were singling out Mr.
Lorett and were not thinking of other people in the area.

As no one further wished to speak, the public hearing was
closed at 9:00 p.m.

PUBLIC HEARING ON CHANGES IN ZONING BYLAW:

Chairman Parker called the hearing to order at 9:05 p.m.
Secretary Gagliani read the notice which appeared in the
SUBURBAN PRESS.
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The Board reviewed the propdsed Gthanges. :~Regarding':the: :i-
change in multi-family height, +the change to 35-foot maximum
will be in better scale to the towni 2uldunma Temod  alouzi9 08 o4
Hearing was adjourned at 9:25 p.m.

ZONING CHANGES TO BE CONSIDERED 1988 TOWN MEETING:

Standards for safety traffic markings within a site should be
considered. Also a requirement for entrance and exit signs
for an entrance where "in" and "out" are separated.

LORETT SPECIAL PERMIT APPLICATION:

The Board is in receipt of a letter from R. Edward Beard; o
attorney for Mark Lorett, requesting that the Board ~atcept:n v
the withdrawal of Mr. Lorett's Application for Special Permit

for Site Plan Approval dated February 18, 1987 without
prejudiee;:iasi permitted by Generél Lais Chapterf4OA SectiontitiCw
16, and other law. , SENCE BT I opoe oo oo

VOTED: To allow the application.d¢o :be :withdrawn,swithowts sal
prejudice and return the application and check to
Mr. Lorettiwvdos wilr dowr o

PHILIP STREET LAYOUT ABANDONMENT:

The DBoard is in receipt of a letter from Board of Selectmen
Chairman  Larkin regarding a petition for partial
discontinuance of the Philip Streét:relocation.

Following discussion of the matter, it was:

VOTED: To send the following memorandum to the Selectmen
regarding this matter:

"The Planning Board recommends that the Town retain
the existing county-owned layout on Philip Street.

"Philip Street as it now exists is a narrow
substandard street with a hazardous horizontal and
vertical curve. There is no practical solution for
reconstruction of +the street according to town
standards in its current location. The County
layout, taken many years ago, gives the Town the
flexibility +to reconstruct the street to a safe
standard in the future, should increased traffic in
the area eventually require such an improvement.

"There appears to be no benefit to the Town in
relinquishing the layout, but considerable future
advantage in retaining it. Hence, our
recommendation against abandonment of the layout."
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MASTER:PLAN IMPLEMENTATION: COMMITTER 0w wns 0 wold bivo~  aas

I Pl QR IV A C R S BEA S R MR 15 R W0 - W ORI € 1) M & SONNIES LSS e
At the Planning Board meeting it was:

VOTED: To appoint Joseph C. Donnelly, Jr., to the MPIC for
the term ending June 30, 1988.

SIGN ADVISORY BOARD:

It was suggested that either Jerry Lake or George Basile be
invited to join the Sign Advisory Board.

MATN STREET - PLAN UNDER SUBDIVISION CONTROL NOT REQUIRED:

The Board is in receipt of a Plan of Land, Medfield, MA,
prepared for Sheldon W. Buck, drawn by Schofield Brothersy o
Inc., dated February 26, 1987. IR I

e
VOTED4c: To sign:sthe plan and ask:that therwordy:'Middlesex” «x:
be changed to "Norfolk" County. ool oLon o o g

The meeting was adjourned at 10:45 p.m.’
L1 3 CESIN ST A e B

Respectfﬁily sﬁbﬁitted,
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coF w0z :1ndohngK. Gaglianiy Goau orti et
Secretary
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MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
March 16, 1987

Members present: Bancroft, Codispoti, Gagliani and Parker.
Others attending: Richard DeSorgher and Mr. & Mrs. Menard;
Residents re Zoning Bylaw change hearing.

Chairman Parker called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m. and
the following business was transacted:

LOWELL MASON ROAD QUESTIONS:

Mr. DeSorgher and Mr. & Mrs. Menard requested an appointment
with the Board to discuss questions regarding the possibility
of multi-family units in the area.

Mr. Menard asked how many units may be constructed on the
Lorett lot.

Mr. Parker said that the lot has 1.7 acres (74,052 s.f.) and
the Board has "heard" that 8,000 s.f. more was to be added
for a total of 82,052 s.f. That would allow 12 units.

Mr. Menard asked how tall the building could be.

Mr. Parker said it could be %5 feet in height, as there is an
article in the Town Meeting Warrant regarding building
height. If +this article does not pass at Town Meeting,
buildings in the RU zone could be 45 feet in height.

Mr. Menard asked how close to an abutter's property may a
multi-family building be constructed.

Mr. Parker said that it can be 30 feet from the front 1lot
line, 12 feet from the side and 50 feet from the rear.

Mr. Menard asked how close the driveway could be to adjoining
property.. o ' '

Mr. Parker said that it would have to be ten feet from the
lot line to allow for the required planted buffer.

Mr. Menard askedif the Board knows how wide ~Lowell  Mason
Road is. It has béen noted that it is’'a 40~foot layout and
there is room for sidewalks to be constructed..

Mr. Menard asked what the difference was between multi-family
and cluster.

Mr. Parker said that cluster is a different concept.

Mr. DeSorger asked if either one or both of the articles
before Town Meeting on this subject pass, would that impact
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the plan that has not been presented or is it grandfathered?

Mr. Parker: The Special Permit must be obtained prior to the
first notice of +the change 1in zoning. It is not
grandfathered and any change in the zoning as set forth would
affect the site. The only way that this could Dbe
grandfathered would be +to apply for a Subdivision wunder
Chapter 41. The Zoning Act says that any application for a
subdivision is protected until the vote is taken at  Town
Meeting.

Mr. DeSorgher asked if someone could build a duplex if this
article passed.

Mr. Parker said that a person would be able to build a duplex
if he could before. DPassage of this would not change that.

Mr. Hall: What criteria does the Planning Board reacf on in
the plan? What is the criteria that you use?

Mr. Parkef: vThé aning‘Bylaw,kTown of Medfield.

ZONING HEARING:

The hearing was called to order at 8:10 p.m. by Chairman
Parker and Secretary Gagliani read the article which appeared
in the Suburban Press.

Chairman Parker requested the petitioners to explain the
article.

Mr. Menard: We brought up the article to rezone from RU to
RS. We have brought up a second article to change the
Bylaws. We would like to have the PB deleted and put the
Site Plan Approval for Multi-family Dwellings in the hands of
the Appeals Board. That would answer questions brought up
last week. They would need a Special Permit to do so right
now; changing from RU to RS they won't be able to build.
That would be the second part of our proposal. Also, I am
still in favor of the zoning change.

Mr. Parker: The Zoning Board of Appeals has a different set
of guidelines for giving a special permit - such as impact on
property values. . Are. there other reasons- that - you have
specifically that would let the Zoning Béard of Appeals hear
this type of permit?

Mr. Menard: The multi-family housing is as far as it can go.
The roads are much narrower and there are no sidewalks. Once
they build all these condos and multi-family housing, there
will be other petitions to the town to build sidewalks, etc.
I think we should hold the line now.
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Mr. Parker: What this should address this evening is the
difference Dbetween the Zoning Board of Appeals and the
Planning Board hearings. What would it do for the town and
for your area to change? ~

Mr. Menard: To change from RU to RS people couldn't put on
family room or garage. - Some people have 10,000 to 12,000
s.f. lots. " With a special permit they could come to the town
and get permission. : »

Mr. DeSorgher:  Did you read both sections? Currently under
the Planning Board what we are talking about first of all is
the area. The reason the article came about is that the area
from Lowell Mason Read; Meade Avenue, etc., has been single
family since thé late 1940"s arnd early 1950's. Small capes
and ranches. It was reported in the paper +that only 14
single family houses are in the area. That 1is incorrect.
One house on Lowell Mason Road the garage: was made into an
apartment. It is a single family area. It is to save
the character of the neighborhood. '« What the petitioner felt
is that when the Zoning Board looks at the possibility of the
Lorett property being developed for 10 to 12 condominiums, it
would change the character of the neighborhood. It is unique
because it would put a horseshoe behind all the houses.
People would step out of their back door and +there the
condominiums ~would  be. In an attempt to try to save the
neighborhood from condominiums and lowering the property
value of the homes, they came up with two proposals. The one
presented now, it is our understanding +that the Planning
Board looks at the specs. The abutters and petitioners felt
if it was under the Zoning Board, a different set of rules
are looked at. 'If I want to add something to my house, they
take a look at the abutters as well. Does it fit in? = Does
it work under the zoning? Is it ‘aesthetically consistent
with the neighborhood, etc. Does it have an adverse effect
on the property values in the neighborhood? If you add 25 or
30 cars, they are not going to go through North Street. They
will go up to Main Street through Brook Street.

Mrs. Bancroft: We have fairly technical criteria to review a
plan on. The general purpose of the site plan is stated that
it shall make sure that the plan complies with ‘the overall
goning. - The intention  of zoning is 'to promote safety,
health, convenience and welfare of +the inhabitants of
Medfield by lessening congestion in the streets; securing
safety from fires, panic, or other danger; providing adequate
light and air; preventing the overcrowding of land; etc. The
Planning Board has a general responsibility to look at those
areas too. :

Mr. DeSorgher: Currently under the Planning Board, this
neighborhood could change drastically. It could change in
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more ways than putting condominiums on Lowell Mason Road.
The Menards own a piece of property on Lowell Mason Road. It
is the first house on the right. If the area were developed,
the Menards would be a peninsula. They would have condos and
parking lots. It is tearing the neighborhood apart. It has
become a hardship on the neighbors. This is why this article
has come about. I had a problem with the .article last week.
This is not an RU neighborhood. Who's rights should be
congsidered? Certainly the owner of the property can develop
it if he can legally do so. The homeowners have families and
young children. They see the character of a mneighborhood
being destroyed, the neighborhood being changed and being
surrounded by condos. The lots are less than 1/4-acre lots.
We see this all over Medfield. This has to be addressed
throughout town. People should be able to build, but not -
spoil neighborhoods. [ ‘ ‘ '

I strongly support this article because it says you can build
on your property. No one denied you. Not-a set of rules and
the single family owners are out of the ball game. That 1is
why I strongly support this article. o :

Mr. Parker: One of my major concerns on this article is the
Zoning Board of Appeals is being looked at as someone who can
stop development. This is not the case. Both the Planning
Board and +the Zoning Board of Appeals work under the same
rules. If you come down to having just those two items in
your corner, . you would have a very poor chance in Court in
having a project turned down. Architectural compatibility is
very difficult. It is very subjective. I have not :read
court cases or other articles that we see coming through from
the Massachusetts Federation of Planning Boards allowing that
as a basis of decisions. Basically we see little difference
in the two procedures. I don't think you should be misled to
believe that the Board of Appeals has all power to change the
zoning to what the neighbors want.

Mrs. Bancroft: Practically speaking, there will be some
other considerations of this change which people should be
aware of. Right now the Planning Board has a fee structure.
established so that when we do our site plan reviews we take
in a fee and that fee allows us at no cost to the - town to
have the plan reviewed by our consultants. ' It costs ~about
$1,200 to have it reviewed. We have our engineering -people
look at traffic impacts, lighting, - drainage ‘and other
technical aspects of the plans The Board of Appeals has no
equivalent service for which they could charge a fee. If the
site plan were handed to them, if a technical review were
done by an engineering firm, it would be at +the town's
expense because the Board of Appeals does not have a fee
structure. To get the quality of review we do now, we don't
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have any mechanism to have the Board of Appeals collect
fees. A special permit issued by the Board of Appeals for a
use =~ 1if it were for 12 condominiums or four, the special
permit goes to the owner of the property. That means for
each owner of each condo unit every time the property changes
hands, they would have to go back to the Board of Appeals to
obtain a special permit. It would be an inconvenience to the
future use of the property. That would be a real problem.
The person has no right to live in the property until they go
to the Board of Appeals for the use. If we approve a
project, that project has its approval indefinitely. The
Board of Appeals Special Permits go with the owner and: not
the property. ' EA ' ’ T

Mr. Parker: The two items which you are talking about could
be given to the Planning Board at Town Meeting.

Mrs. Bancroft: Condos in town have 'been done on a small
scale. It has been our experience that it is not as cut and
dry as it may seem. The process takes several months. There
is lots of discussion in the process about architecture and
about suitability of the building to the site. Plans usually
change several times in the course of reviews.

Mr. Gagliani: The discussion seems to be just Lowell Mason
Road area. This bylaw changes the whole downtown area.
There are private home owners. The process affects them too.
It just doesn't affect one neighborhood.

Mr. Codispoti: We are in a period where developers are
looking at every piece of land, every lot, every 1/4 mile of
roadway ‘that could be built in the town. We have a set of
rules. The same set that the Board of Appeals uses. Their
charge says clearly that their decisions must be based on
fact not on hearsay. There is probably no need to have this
recommended change. The rules are clear and seem to be fair
for everyone.

Mrs. Beal: If this change in bylaw were to occur, this would
affect all RU. Would the technital considerations still be a
criteria if the Board of Appeals reviewed the Special Permit?

Mr. Parker: The Board of Appeals has the same set of rules.

Mrs. Bancroft: How do we know whether the site is good?:: We
rely on our consulting engineers. We get an independent
analysis on every project from them. This is invaluable for
the town.

Mr. Parker: We are lay people. In order for the town to get
engineering review analysis on items such as drainage, it is
imperative to have the consultant's report.
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Mrs. Beal: DBesides having the developer pay, how could this
be done?

Mr. Gagliani: .You may want to note by changing the bylaw to
the Appeals Board does not affect the use of a property. If
a property can get 12 units, the use is still 12 units. The
two conditions - architecturally- comnsistent with the
neighborhood, and assuring property values would be difficult
to prove as a court case.

Alex Smith, 17 Lowell Mason Road: My concern is that if
neither one of these articles pass our recourse would not
come ‘about again until a specific site plan would be
submitted for the development of the condos.

Mr. Parker: This hearing tonight is strictly on a gzoning
change. The Lowell Mason Road application is not before the
Board at this time. If it were before us there would be
another ‘hearing. All the facts would be brought up.

Mr. DeSorgher: Could we have addressed a specific area to be
rezoned? You can make an amendment at Town Meeting to reduce
the area of the zoning, but you couldn't add to it. You
could reduce the area if you wanted to make the amendment.

Norman Hall, 18 Lowell Mason Road:: The Planning Board has
talked about the same criteria as the Zoning Board, but at
least we could get to the Zoning Board and those purely
gubjective things. Right now the Planning Board works on
very technical things.

Mr. Parker: I would disagree that the Zoning Board does not
have criteria on which to base their decisions.

Bruno -Palumbo, 11 Lowell Mason Road: What determines who
puts in the article?

Mr. Parker: This was petitioned to the Selectmen. The
Planning Board practically does the same thing. The reason
this hearing is being held tonight is that we omitted an
advertisement . from - the paper. The zoning hearing tonight
failed to advertise® on time.” The RU to RS and PB to SP were
both petitioned.

Mr. Pélumbo- The builder can't do what he wants to do. He
has to conform to town standards.

Mr. DeSorgher: Would it be at all pdssible for the Zoning
Board to take over the fees for this?

Mr. Parker: It might be better to .add something +to the
Planning Board charge which wouldn't encumber +the property
owners. We can put in what the Planning Board wishes.
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Mr. DeSorgher: If you added an article to this and had less
of area, wouldn't this be frowned upon? Wouldn't be spot
zoning? : ! ‘

Mrs. Bancroft: Spot goning would be for the financial gain
of an individual. ‘ '

Alexander Smith, 17 Lowell Mason Road: As far as the spot
zoning thing is concerned, it is spot zoning if it is
benefiting 'a person in another area. If we reduced it, we
would be adding to the RS and taking away from the RU.

Mrs. Bancroft: We could establish a single~family zone with
small lots. That kind of zone would be a better fit in the
area. The Attorney General looks askance on an area that was
already built being rezoned.

Mr. Hall: Question regarding spot zoning. Wéasn't the sewer
beds spot zoning?

The proposed rezoning for HOP program is not spot zoning.
The hearing was closed at 8:55 p.m.

PROPOSED CHANGES - LAND SUBDIVISION RULES & REGULATIONS:

Messrs. Daniel Nye and Roy Boudette met with the Board to
exchange ideas on this matter.

The Board discussed a requirement which would necessitate the
developer to connect sidewalks if a‘ new subdivision was

proposed within 1,000 feet of the existing sidewalk.

SUBDIVISION RULES & REGULATION PROPOSED CHANGES:

Following discussions regarding changes in the Land
Subdivision Rules & Regulations, it was the consensus of the
Board that the following changes should be made:

1. A requirement should be added for extension of +town
sidewalks when they are within a specified (1,000 ft.
has been recommended) distance from the nearest
sidewalk. A distance of 100 feet of sidewalk to be
built for each subdivision lot.

2. A requirement that $25.00 be charged for the filing of
Form A Plans.

e A requirement for a form to be filed at the time of
filing a subdivision which would state that reasonable
access must be maintained when roads are under
construction.
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4. The Board will include Section 3%.2.3 wording as
-recommended by Town Counsel on accessibility of streets.

5 The Board will eliminate from the Fee Schedule all fees
and all references to "preliminary site plans". It is
suggested that a note be put on Fee Schedule stating
"See Planning Board Administrator for Details regarding
discussion plans."

6. The Board will - request +that Representative Barbara
Gardner take steps to change the state law to allow
preliminary site plan approval.

T The Board:® recommends that discussion site plans be.
reviewed before definitive site plans are filed.

8. The Board recommends that a Clerk of the Works and a fee
therefore be required when subdivisions are a size to be
determined ' after discussion with the Superintendent of
Streets. ' )

9. The Board will investigate to determine if
"extraordinary expenses" may be charged to developers
which they generate.

BROOX STREET - PLAN UNDER SUBDIVISION CONTROL NOT REQUIRED:

The Planning Board is in receipt of a Plan of Land on Brook
Street, dated January 30, 1987, drawn by Cheney Engineering
Co., Needham, MA.

VOTED: To sign the plan as above-described.

The meeting was adjourned at 11:%0 p.m.

Respectfully submitted

John K. Gagliani,
Secretary




MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
March 23, 1987

Member Present: Bancroft, Brennan, Codispoti, Gagliani,
and Parker. »

Others attending: People interested in Rocky Acres and
Wolcott Estates continuation hearings.

PUBLIC HEARING - CONTINUATION OF ROCKY ACRES:

Chairman Parker called the hearing to order at 8:07 p.m. and
requested the applicant to explain the revised plan that was
presented.

Mr. Richard Merrikin, engineer for the applicant, said that
an agreement had Dbeen reached with the Kennedy's that a
sloping easement could be obtained at the end of the new
proposed section of Rocky Acres. The lot line which has been
established has been agreeable to all parties. The change in
lot 1line has allowed the street to be moved 20 feet so that
more upland area would be a part of lot 5. This plan also
reflects new property lines for lots 8, 9 and 10. Notes
regarding driveway openings have been added to the plan.

The requested waivers have been put on the plans. The waiver
on the center line radius has been put on the plan. The
granting of this waiver would allow the roadway to be built
outside of the watershed protection district. A request has
been made to waive the requirement for a cul de sac at the
end of Vine Brook Road, Also a waiver is requested for the
placement of the utilities within the layout.

The following additional information has also been included:

1. 4.2.3.p Ground water depth at the intersection has been
indicated.

2. 4.2.3.r The area is 100% wooded.

3. 4.2.3.t A copy of "Soil Limitations for Septic Tank
Sewage Disposal" has been included.

4. 4.2.3.w The note regarding driveways has been included.

5e 5.2.2 A walver has been requested to reduce minimum
center line radius from 400 feet to 350 feet.

6. 5.2.1.3 The radius has been reduced to 40 feet at the
. 8street intersection.

T 5.2.1.4.b The new regulations will be adhered %o
regarding the paving surface on the cul de sac.
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8, 5.2.1.4.c A waiver is requested from the temporary cul
de sac requirement at the end of Vine Brook Road.

9. 5.2.1.4.d A waiver is requested to allow the cross
section as shown on the plan submitted.

10. A waiver from the granite curbing requirement where the
radius is less than 400-foot center line on Vine Brook
Road.

11. 5.2.1.6 Note regarding driveways has been placed on the

plan.
12. 5.2.1.11 Tree plantings have been shown on the profile
sheets. Where +trees are already growing it is

anticipated trees will not have to be planted.
13. 5.2.3.2 Not answered. Design criteria for drainage.
14. 5.2.6.4 Cable has been shown.

15. Invert will be changed in the riprap detail sheet 3 of 9
to read 211.65.

16. Superintendent of Streets said there were no known
flooding problems along the perimeter of the wetland.

17« The project will be before the Board of Appeals.

18. Sight distance east and west on Vine Brook Road has been
accomplished.

Mr. Merrikin said that his calculations show that the amount
of water flowing from Vine Brook Road to the street drainage
has Dbeen decreased but the water flowing to the wetland has
been increased.

According to Mr. Merrikin the Vine Brook Road drainage system
is able to handle a seven-year storm. Today's requirement is
ten. All the water flowing toward Vine Brook Road is put
into a pipe system with catchbasins at the beginning of the
new roadway. It is difficult to put this information into
numbers which would show how it affects an area. The best
way to have a drainage system work is to get into a pipe
system. :

The capacity of the pipe will be changed from a 7 1/2-year
storm to a S5-year storm.

Mr. Merrikin said that Mr. Domey has asked that the drainage
be recalculated using outlet control vs. inlet control, as he
feels there will be surging in between.
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Mr. Parker read Whitman & Howard's March 19, 1987, letter.

Mr. Parker asked if lots 8, 9 and 10 weren't developed would
that remove the problem of water going into the system?

Mr. Merrikin said that the driveways from lots 8, 9 and 10
would make detention basins which would hold back the water.
If we didn't develop it, it would be status quo.

Mr. Parker said that the Board can't approve a subdivision
unless all our questions are answered. You would have to
obtain Board of Appeals approval to work in the watershed
protection district.

Mrs. Bancroft said that with this plan you are aggravating
the problem basically because existing drainage capacity is
already inadequate.

Mr. Merrikin said he did not think this additional drainage
would cause any difference that could be seen in the system,
but there would be less capacity. Mr. Merrikin said that the
developer could construct 300 feet of 24" pipe in Vine Brook
Road where there is 18" pipe now. :

Mr. Parker said that one of our problems is that areas are
being developed further and further away from +the center.
The town has a problem down stream.

Mr. Merrikin said +that to address +the problems the new
subdivision would have +to be at the beginning. If you
approve in the middle, the neighbors complain about puddling
and ponding, that is why you don't get ~any real serious
problems somewhere. You have little problems all the way
along. Unless you are planning on a major revision in a
system, you have to look at each one. :

Mr. Parker read some notes regarding the subdivision by
Superintendent Feeney. The first thing he suggested is
rebuilding Vine Brook Road. He sees no problem with the
pipes in the road. If they are gurgling, according to Mr.
Feeney, they may need to be cleaned. There is a problem with
the placement of catch basin on Road A.

Mr. Merrikin said that when the grading is done and there are
trees which are growing, will it be possible to wuse those
trees instead of planting others?

Mr. Parker said that the tree warden will approve trees. If
there is a tree where one is to be planted, that will be his
decision.
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Mr. Gagliani asked if there is 300 feet of sight distance.
Mr. Merrikin said that if there is a tree in the layout, it
will bhave to be trimned. He said that you can see around
trunks, but it is the branches which could be a problem.

Mrs. Bancroft asked about the street name. Mr. Merrikin said
that Mr. DiGiacomo will suggest a street name.

Mary  Lynch asked the Board if they have taken into
consideration additional water.

Mr. Merrikin said that had been taken into adcount.

Mary Lynch said that since last summer water has encroached
on our house about five feet. It has been running more and
in the middle of the winter the water was running and did not
freege.

Mr. Merrikin said that it is entirely possible that the area
is spring fed. He also noted that there may be a blockage in
the system which is not allowing water to go through.
Somewhere maybe a narrow channel has been plugged.

Mrs. Lynch felt that the perking of the lots may have caused
the problem. \

Mr. Parker said that the Board can allow no more water at any
greater rate than is currently flowing. This is a major
concern of this Board. :

Mr. Richard Heavey said that he lives at the weakest link in
the system. He says that the system overflows at the corner
of Vine Brook and he cleans the catchbasin himself. He said
he put in a new driveway in 1985 and rocks are coming up
through the driveway. It is his presumption it is from the
pressure of water.

Mr. Heavey asked how much of the total parcel is wetlands.
Mr. Merrikin said about 30% of the parcel is wetlands.

Mr. Parker said that zoning addresses this - you can have up
to 75% wetlands.

Mr. Parker said, in conclusion, he has a great deal of
reservation about this plan because of the drainage on the
easterly portion. Our problem is we are asked to approve a
plan without the drainage. Mr. Parker asked when they plan
to submit additional information on the drainage.

Mr. Merrikin said after his Conservation Commission hearing

next week, they will submit a plan. Nothing physically will
be changed except maybe the pipe siges.
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Mr. DiGiacomo presented the Board with a letter requesting an
extension to May 19, 1987, within which the Board must make
its decision on the Rocky Acres Subdivision.

VOTED: To accept an extension to May 19, 1987, as above
requested and to send a certified letter to the
DiGiacomos and notify the Town Clerk.
The hearing will be continued to May 11th at 8:00 p.m.

The meeting was adjourned at 9:25 p.m.

PUBLIC HEARING - WOLCOTT SUBDIVISION:

Members present: Bancroft, Brennan, Codispoti, Gagliani and
Parker.

Chairman Parker called the continuation hearing to order at
9:30 9p.m. and called on the petitioner to explain changes
made in the plan.

Mr. Vaughan said that Sanders Way was changed from six to
five lots. The cul de sac has been turned 180 degrees.
Instead of going to the right it will go to the left. The
lot configuration has been changed to satisfy the depth
requirement. The utilities have been shortened somewhat, but
the street has been lengthened by two feet to 608 feet. Two
waivers are required; one for the length of the street and
one for the 45-foot street layout. The five-foot utility
easement has been put on the plan.

Mr. Gagliani said that frontage for lot 5 is on Main Street.
Lot 5 still has frontage on the cul de sac and could be taken
off. ' People should know that even though it is not shown as
a separate building lot that it could be.

Mrs. Bancroft asked how the problem regarding the edge of the
street along the Mulock's property was resolved. '

Mr. Vaughan said that our proposal is to slope it. The
maximum depth of the slope into the Mulock property would be
less than 20 feet.

Mrs. Bancroft asked if the Mulock's would prefer a wall to a
slope.

Mrs. Wolcott said she would discuss this matter with the
Mulock's.
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Mrs. Mulock asked how many feet would the road be raised?

Mr. Vaughan said that "worse case" the existing elevation
from the rear of the house will be a three-foot rise from 179

to 182.

Mr. Mulock said there is a low spot in the front which might
pond.

Mr. Vaughan said that the developer will take care of ponding
of any nature.

Mr. Mulock said he didn't understand why this won't add to
the drainage.

Mr. Vaughan said that if you are collecting surface runoff,
by putting a wall up all you are doing is altering 20 feet of
your property to a steeper slope so that we are only
considering the water on the 20 feet.

Mrs. Mulock said that she is concerned about her back yard.

Mr. Vaughan said that the Planning Board's - engineers have
been satisfied and what we have done is to be sure that there
is not additional water flowing on the Mulock property than
happens now.

Mr. Parker said that the Planning Board's charge is that no
more water at any additional rate flows onto abutting
property. Whitman & Howard has reviewed the plan and it
tells us that it won't cause any additional amount of run
off. The Mulocks will still have water; however, it is not
the Board's or the developer's charge to alleviate a problem.
We just can't make it any worse.

Mrs. Mulock is concerned that the water will be worse.

Mr. Codispoti asked why the Board should allow a waiver on
the 45-foot street in view of several other marginal pieces
of land that will be before us over the next 3 or 4 years.

Mr. Good said one of the reasons is that there is a cut of 45
feet there. There is a requirement that this road should be
wider than Pound Street.

Mr. Brennan said that the reason was to permit two lots <o
front on Pound Street.

Mr. Vaughan said that 3.3 feet are lacking to put a 50-foot
wide street with houses on both sides.

Maryanne O'Connell said she would like to go on record again,
although there are five lots instead of six, as opposed. Her
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concern is the overcrowding plus the road width. She opposes
for her husband also who couldn't be here for medical
reasons. Mrs. 0'Connell asked that the Planning Board grant
no waivers for this subdivision.

Mr. Parker said that just for the record this subdivision
meets all density zoning requirements. The Board cannot be
arbitrary. If these plans are rejected it must be based on
the law.

Mr. Parker said the Board's job is to review the plan as a
whole, consider the rights of the developer as well as the
rights of people who live in the area. The Board would like
to balance a solution that will work for everyone.

Mr. Lamb said he saw this plan as a substantive change from
the original plan. He questioned if the allowing of the
45-foot road with the five-foot easement would set a
precedent.

Mr. Parker said that it does not. Waivers are gfanted often.
Waivers are not precedent-setting.

Mr. Lamb said that if this would not be a condition that
would weaken the bylaws that now exist, at great risk of
offending friends and other abutters, I ~would personally
approve and express my satisfaction with the plan.

Mr. Gagliani said that Mr. Codispoti's question hasn't been
answered.

Mr. Vaughan said that they would end up with lots on one side
of the road because of the lack of 3.3 feet.

Mr. Parker said that an alternative would be to go to the
Board of Appeals.

Mr. Vaughan said the town will end up with the use of - the
50-foot width and everything else will be in the street and
the street will be much wider than Pound Street.

Edith 0'Toole and John O'Toole opposed the waivers for the
length of the street and for its width.

Mr. Mulock asked if he has some rights regarding replanting
where the grading will be.

Mr. Parker said that Mrs. Wolcott has shown a willingness to
work with you on this matter.

Mr. Mulock asked if there was some type of bonding for the
grading to be done on her property.
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Mr. Parker explained the Dbonding for Sanders Way and
suggested that anyone who feels they may have a problem that
they seek legal or engineering counsel, ‘or both = as
preconstruction information is important.

The hearing was closed at 10:45 p.m.

VOTED: To approve "Plan of Sanders Way - Wolcott
Subdivision" dated November 26, 1986, .and
revised to March 6, 1987, drawn by Cheney
Engineering Company, owned by Nancy Wolcott,
subject to the following conditions:

1. "Utility easement” on plan should be
relabelled "Easement to the Town of
Medfield"

The following waivers have been granted from the
Land Subdivision Rules & Regulations of the Town
of Medfield:

1. Waiver from Section 5.2.1.4a to allow a cul
de sac 608 feet in length.

2. Waiver from Section 5.2.1.1 to allow a
© 45~foot layout width from approximately
Station 1490 to approximately Station
4+70 and to require a five-foot easement

to the Town of Medfield along the west

gide of Sanders Way, between . the
above-mentioned stations as shown on the
plan. ! ! ’ ' ’

This decision is also subject to approval of any
other Town Boards as required.

The vote was recorded three in favor with John Gagliani and
Joseph Codispoti voting in opposition as they were opposed to
the waiver to allow a 45-foot wide layout with a five-foot
easement to the Town of Medfield.

PLANNING BOARD POSITION ON TOWN MEETING ARTICLES:

ARTICLE 28: Changing from RS to RU all of lot 141 and that
portion of lot 142 presently in the RS District
for HOP program.

VOTED: To recommend passage.
ARTICLE 29: Changing from RU to RS a portion of land bounded

by Summer, Green, North, Frairy and Dale
Streets.
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VOTED: To recommend dismissal.

ARTICLE 30: Amend Zoning Bylaw by having the Board of
Appeals grant special permits for site plans
rather than the Planning Board. )

VOTED: To recommend dismissal.

ARTICLES 40, 41, 42, 43, and 44.

VOTED: To recommend passage.

PLAN UNDER SUBDIVISION CONTROL NOT REQUIRED - WHEELWRIGHT

ROAD:

As +this plan did not have the proper information, it was
returned to the applicant to be updated.

BLASTING:

In accordance with a request from the Selectmen to impose
controls on ledge control in the Land Subdivision Rules &

Regulations, the Board:

VOTED: To send the following memorandum to the Selectmen:

Some time ago your Board asked +that +the Planning
Board consider imposing control on ledge removal in
subdivisions through new subdivision control
regulations.

Because the authority to regulate blasting appears to
rest with the State Fire Marshall's Office - and
through it, with the local Fire Chief - we doubt that
controls via +the Subdivision Control Law would be
permitted. However, we are very aware of the
problems which inadequate control of blasting has
already caused in the Town, and of the growing
potential for even more serious problems in the
future, as development cuts into areas of severe
ledge. Therefore, we believe it is important for the
Town to take steps now to protect its residents
against future damage.

During a discussion of this issue at our meeting of
March 16th, it was suggested that the Town should
work with Representative Barbara Gardner +to draft
legislation to address the blasting problem, possibly
by establishing no-fault insurance for claims up to a
given level; by requiring pre-surveys; and/or by
raising permit fees +to cover the local cost of
monitoring blasting.
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Qur Board would welcome your ideas as to how
proceed on this matter and would be glad to serve
sponsors or co-sponsors of such legislation.
The meeting was adjourned at 11:30 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

John K. Gagliani
Secretary :

to
as




MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
Lpril 6, 1987

Members present: Bancroft, Codispoti, Gagliani, Parker and
Rhoads.

Others attending: Selectmen Thompson, Larkin and Nourse and
others re ILibrary Driveway rehearing;
Richard DeSorgher, Mobile Excavating
hearing, Orchard Park hearing.

HEARING RE LIBRARY DRIVEWAY REAPPLICATION:

Chairman Parker called the hearing to order at 7:30 p.m.
which purpose was to present specific and material changes in
the driveway plan which was a part of Board of Appeals
Decision No. 497 in order that the variance may be reheard by
the Board of Appeals before two years have elapsed.

Selectman Chajrman Nourse said that the Appeals Board has
granted the special permit requests but denied the driveway
entrance because of its width going onto a narrow street.
Mr. Nourse said that the Selectmen and the Planning Board
agree that the driveway should be wide enough for two cars to
pags or a minimum of 20 feet. Mr. DNourse asked that the
Planning Board recommend that the driveway matter be allowed
to be repetitioned for variance before the Appeals Board
within the two-year period.

Mr. Parker said that under Chapter 40A, Section 16, what we
need to be informed of are specific and material changes upon

" which the previous unfavorable action was based. He asked

that someone explain what is going to be done to address the
denial on which the decision was based.

Town Administrator Sullivan said that the Board of Appeals is
concerned about the proposed driveway width. The driveway
which was turned down was within 150 feet of an intersection.
The changing conditions that will be made in line with the
suggestion of the Board of Appeals is that we will come in
with a recommendation for a narrower driveway width. The
Zoning Bylaw calls for a minimum driveway width of 24 feet.
Por safety they felt the driveway should be  narrower. We
8ti1)l will have to apply for a driveway from 24 to 20 feet in
width. Any narrower would not be safe.

Mr. Gagliani said that a driveway narrower than 24 feet would
need a variance from the Board of Appeals. He sees an
alternative to remove the historical building from the site.

Town Administrator Sullivan said that they were concerned
with a one-way driveway out onto the street as there could be
stacking on the roadway. He felt it is Dbetter to have
stacking within the parking lot rather than on the 16-foot
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wide street. The Appeals Board also expressed concern about
the driveway being shown so close to the building.

Mr. Rhoads asked why the driveway couldn't be moved over two
or three feet from the historical building. - Mr. Sullivan
said that they would still need to have a variance because
the driveway 1is mnot 150 feet from the centerline of +the
intersection.

Mr. Rhoads suggested that the driveway éhould be the required
24-foot width. -

Mr. ©Nourse said +that the only realistic change 1is the
reduction in the driveway width.

Mr. Parker asked if an engineer had looked at this driveway
plan and made any recommendations for a minimum safe ingress
and egress.

Mr. Sullivan said it had been discussed as a committee and
they felt that the 18-foot width would be the minimum safe
width.

Mr. Parker said that all the Planning Board needs to do is to
be convinced that there are specific and material changes
proposed. Four out of five affirmative votes are needed to
recommend that the petition be reheard.

June Doucette, 15 Pleasant Street, said that the Board of
Appeals were concerned about safety and the aesthetics of a
parking area in view of the residential abutters when they
turned down the 24-foot wide driveway.

Mr. Parker asked if Mrs. Doucette was opposed to a further
hearing on the matter.

Mrs. .Doucette said that the neighbors were opposed to the
driveway, however, if it is necessary to have a driveway, it
should not be wider than the street upon which it enters and
it should be shrubbed. The narrower the driveway the better.

The Planning Board will send the plan to Whitman & Howard for
their recommendation on safe driveway width.

VOTED: To allow the reapplication for the variance from
the minimum distance of the driveway from an
intersection because of the changes proposed in
the plan.

PROPOSED REZONING FROM RU TO RS:

Mr. Richard DeSorgher met with the Board to ask the Board's
interpretation of Section 6 of Chapter 40A as it pertains to
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the proposed rezoning of a large portion of the RU szoning
district.

Mr. Parker said that he had discussed the matter with Town
Counsel Fuller and suggested that the Board meet with Mr.
Fuller before giving a final interpretation. Mr. Parker said
he would be glad to give his translation of what Mr. Fuller
said.. If the zoning is changed, a lot that is not currently
conforming to RU will change to RS, which requires 20,000
s.f., then lots with less than anyone wishing to alter or
extend their home to go to the Board of Appeals regardless of
the sige of the alteration.

Mrs. Bancroft did not agree with this interpretation.
Mr. DeSorgher asked that before this matter comes to the Town
Meeting floor that a decision be made as to how 1t will

affect the homes in the area.

HISTORICAL STREET NAMES:

In another matter, Mr. DeSorgher requested that the Planning
Board put an article into the 1988 Town Meeting to do the
following:

1. To reinforce Historical Commission to do what they can
to urge that historical names be used when naming new
streets.

2. To present an article to town meeting that would require
future developers to'use historical names for streets.

Mrs. Bancroft explained that the Land Subdivision Rules &
Regulations 1in its appendix has a Street Name Guideline for
developers to follow.

MOBILE EXCAVATING PUBLIC HEARING:

Chairman Parker called the Mobile Excavating hearing to order
at 8:20 p.m. Secretary Gagliani read +the notice which
appeared in the Suburban Press. :

Attorney Debra Nelson introduced the trustees of 30 Realty
Trust, William D'Innocenzo, Robert D'Innocenzo and Ronald
D'Innocenzo and their engineer, William Snow. They are
seeking a special permit to build a 5,250 s.f. addition to
the property at 25 West Mill Street. Ms. Nelson explained
the history of the project. In 198% a purchase and sale
agreement was signed pursuant to the granting of all permits.
Due +to title defects the land had to go through Land Court.
As this was a long process, +the building permit and other
permits had expired by 1985. At that time the plan was not
accepted by this Board as it required a Special Permit from
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the Board of Appeals. Heritage Associates had been hired to
formulate a plan using the recommendations of the Whitman &
Howard letter of September 1985. If there are any legal
questions Ms. -Nelson will answer them. Mr. Snow will answer
engineering questions. »

Mr. BSnow said that the plan has been revised +to meet the
recommendations of Whitman & Howard's March 30, 1987, letter.
The eight points in that letter could be addressed in short
order. :

1. Site drainage is not designed using the manhole system.

The drainage system in the parking lot will have gas ‘traps
before it enters Turtle Brook. Mr. Snow did not feel +that
the grading and topography required a .manhole systen. He
explained how .the system works and said it was a standard
system.

2. A minimum pipe size of 12" is required.
That change has been made on the plan.

3. Drainage information provided with the plans proposes to -
place outlet pipe inverts one foot higher than inlet
pipe . inverts. The drainage system will not function
properly under this design. A minimum cover of 2. 1/2
feet over drain pipes as it is anticipated that the site
will contain heavy loadings.

Mr. Snow said that the cover is 12" and the manufacturer
guarantees the pipe with the 12" cover.

4. It is recommended that a detention basin be required to
the rear of the property. :

Mr. Snow said that they will be "more than happy" to put
drainage into the swamp. This would allow a slower flow
under West Mill Street. : '

5. Minimum of 12" of gravel should be wused under the
pavement.

Mr. Snow said that the plan has been changed and 12" of
gravel has been shown on the plan. ,

6. Suggest a note be added to the plans that explains how
the owner will know when the holding tank needs to . be
pumped out.

A dipstick arrangement will be provided.

Te The height of the building is shown as incorrect.
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The height has been changed to 22.5 feet.
8. The proposed 36-foot wide driveway does not meet zoning.

This will be discussed. It appears a variance may be
required.

Mr. Parker said it was his observation that this will be a
truck repair facility. According ‘%o the Board's
requirements, there should be nine 9 1/2' x 18' parking
spaces.

Mr. Parker asked about the existence of the guardrail shown
on the plans as exiting.

Attorney Nelson said that the garage would be an
overflow-type facility. Most of the trucks would be on
construction sites and would come +to this facility for
servicing or repair. Medfield would have the overflow of
trucks from Natick. '

The Board of Appeals decision was read into the proceedings.

Mr. Parker said that there are items required under Section
14.1% of Medfield's Zoning Bylaw which have been omitted.

Attorney Nelson said that water is already on' the property
and is not shown. She asked for other specifics.

Mr. Parker said that no contours were shown to the rear of
the site or for the adjoining land as required. Mr. Parker
noted that the plan had been changed to show 12" of gravel
under the driveway and parking lot and also mentioned that a
2" baje coat of pavement is required plus a finished course
of 1 1/2".

Mr. Snow pointed out where the lights would be placed. Mrs.
Bancroft said that the Board prefers to have the lighting on
a pole facing towards the building.

Mr. Parker noted +that the plan shows Cape Cod berm and
brought to Mr. Snow's attention that a vertical curb is
required. Mrs. Bancroft said she did not think it would
matter for a parking lot. ;

Mr. Snow said he would be glad to provide a vertical curb if
the Board would prefer. Mr. Snow also said that red oak
trees with a 6" caliper would be planted.

Mr. Parker said he was concerned with the standing water and
asked Mr. Snow what he thought the water would do.

Mr. Snow said that the gravel will allow subsurface drainage.
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It 1is possible that the parking lot will have some standing
water during a 50-year storm. It is at elevation 1%9.5.

Mrs. Bancroft asked how much the grade of the site will be
raised.

Mr. Snow said 18" - 12" of which is the required gravel.

Mr. Parker said +that +the Board does not 1like to give
conditional approvals. He said that the drainage is the
issue which has not been solved. It is the most important
issue regarding this site.

Mrs. Bancroft said she would like to have an additional
determination of the drainage by the Board's engineer.

Mr. Gagliani said he would like to see everything shown on
the plan before a vote is taken. .

Mr. Parker said our next step is to comsult with our
engineer. If we gather more information, we will contact the
applicants. If additional information is requested, we will
set up another appointment.

Mr. Yered: I own the land next door. My only concern is the
runoff. There is a lot of water there. He asked if Mobile
would be required to keep haybales on the site. He wanted to
be sure that there is enough retention area as his building
is three +times the size of the building being proposed at
this hearing. ‘

Mr. Parker asked Mr. Yered what the elevation of his lot is.
Mr. Yered said it goes from 147 to 143.

Mr. Snow said the elevafioh 147 cbuld not hold water because
when it reaches 140 it will flow over West Mill Street.

The meeting was adjourned at 9:30 p.m.

ORCHARD PARK DEFINITIVE SUBDIVISION PUBLIC HEARING:

Chairman Parker called the hearing to order at 9:35 p.m.

Secretary Gagliani read the notice which appeared in the
newspaper.

Chairman Parker explained the procedure to be followed.

Bruce Kirkland, ©Norwood BEngineering, represented Orchard
Park. He said that the plan showed one roadway 950 feet in
length, with nine single-family lots. It is located within
an RT Zoning District. All the lots have 40,000 sg.f. or
more. They have a minimum of 142 feet on the roadway and 175
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at the 40-foot setback line. The site is wooded and goes
from elevation 216 to a high point of 253 at the rear of the
property. Bach lot will be tested for septic system design.
The ground water is down 5 1/2 to 7 feet in the area of the
roadway. There is a 50~-foot right of way with a five-foot
wide sidewalk on the easterly side of the street. The grades
go from 1% to 3%. The discharge from the pipe flows into a
pond and thence into a larger wetland. 8" ductile iron water
main is proposed with a hydrant at each end of the
cul-de-sac. Mr. Kirkland is working with the Conservation
Commission on the vegetated wetland.

The Whitman & Howard report of March 19, 1987, was discussed.
The Board will check with Superintendent Feeney to determine
if there is any known flooding over Granite Street where the
24" pipe goes into the swamp.

The catchbasin situation needs to be discussed with the
Superintendent of Streets. There must be no icing at the
intersection.

Mr. Gagliani asked where the existing drainage was 1in the
street now.

Mr. Kirkland said that there isn't any. There is an 18"
metal corregated pipe that goes under High Street, which is
not in a zoned wet area.

The intersection has been designed with a set of basins which
will take all -flow coming from this proposed subdivision.
Whitman & Howard suggested that the new basin be located 40
feet from the existing basin.

Mr. Gagliani said that there will be icing in the winter at
the intersection if there is sheeting across the road. The
water should not flow in this manner.

Mr. Kirkland said that the intersection would have to Dbe
regraded. The gutter is the edge of the pavement. He said
he would meet with the Superintendent of Streets and design
the intersection to his satisfaction, including catchbasins,
etc. We will be requesting a waiver for the 950-foot long
street.

Mr. Kirkland said they would be glad to cooperate with the
Planning Board regarding a street name. (Since that time he
has reviewed the list of historic names and has recommended
Rockwood as a street name for Orchard Park.)

Mr. Gagliani asked about the configuration of the “cul de
sac". The way it is shown in the plan is not satisfactory.

Mr. Kirkland said that there are three lots with an area of
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over one acre each and at the recommendation of the Planning
Board we provided access. Presently Orchard Park Realty
Trust is talking with the owners of these lots. All three of
the land owners would have to work together. There is also
some question regarding the ledge in the back. As it stands
now the turnaround is part of the right of way. That is
necessary to get width for lots 4 and 5.

Mr. Gagliani asked if we would end up with a "big bump" if
the road were extended to include the three lots not now
owned by Orchard Park.

Mr., Kirkland said the right of way would have two "bumps".

Mr. Parker said that the Land Subdivision Rules & Regulations
call for a turnaround at the end of a cul de sac. Mr. Parker
was also concerned that the frontage of Lot 5 was measured
along the street part of the stub.

Mr. Kirkland said that the cul de sac could be moved to the
end but there is a big knoll of ledge which would be in the
layout.

Mr. Parker asked if Lot 4 would have the proper frontage if
the temporary turnaround was put at the property line?

Mr. Kirkland said that either lot 4 or 5 would lose its
frontage.

Mr. Parker said that the turnaround must be built.
Mr. Kirkland said he understood that it would be necessary so
that school busses and emergency vehicles could have proper

access.

Mrs. Bancroft said +that the Board is concerned that the
street meet the Town's standards for streets. ’

The Board brought Mr. Kirkland's attention to Section 5.2.1.4
of the Land Subdivision Rules & Regulations which states that

"Rotary circles or cul-de-sacs shall be constructed at  the

terminus of nonthrough streets."
Mr. Kirkland said he will go back and redesign the "bump."

Mr. Parker asked if the amount of water running from this
site would be increased or would be kept the same.

Mr. Kirkland said, "There is a large drainage area. We are
changing some of the upper reaches. We have multiple points
to consider. We will be increasing the discharge at the end
of the first lot. There will be a small increase.”




Page 9 .
April 6, 1987

Mr. Parker asked about the sight distance coming out on Route
27. . Mr. Kirkland said it was adequate. On the left it is
850 and the sight distance on the right is 885.

Mr. Parker noted that all the water from the street will come
down to the front. Mr. Kirkland agreed that is what happens.

Brian Henderson, abutter on west side: My concern is that
they will increase the water flow and flood my land. I am
lower and so is Camelot Lane. My concern is that the wet
area isn't extended.

Mr. Kirkland said he was trying to get the drainage into the
large swamp area. We will be adding 11 c.f.s. during a
five-year storm.

Mr. Parker asked how would the drainage be treated if you
were required not to put any water off the site than is going
now naturally.

Mr. Kirkland said that there are no wetlands on the site. In
answer to your inquiry we could look at narrower pavement,
leaching catchbasins in the roadway. This is a relatively
impervious area because of the ledge. There is a 1lot of
runoff currently.

Mr. Parker said that you must provide for a ten-year storm.
We want to be sure that this doesn't add to any problems that
exist. Please provide some information that would show what
the increase would be of downstream calculations.

Mr. Kirkland said that they will show the impact of
development at that point for a:ten-year and 100-year storm.
If it is equal, the impact downstream is negligible.

Mr. Gagliani asked that topos be supplied to the Board on MNr.
Henderson's pond to show that the pond will not be overtopped
and any further information on abutters along the swamp area
to prove that the water doesn't become a problem.

Mrs. Bancroft asked if it would be necessary to do any
blasting in conjunction with street construction.

Mr. Kirkland suspected that there may be some blasting in the
area of the cul de sac.

Mrs. Bancroft asked if blasting would have to be done for
cellar holes.

Mr. Kirkland said he did not know yet.

Linda Kushner asked if you have to be a certain distance away
from a house in order to blast.
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Mr, Parker said that the blasting would be under the guidance
of the Fire Chief. Presently there is no minimum distance.
We hope to have some legislation on this matter in the
future, but it will not be in force in time for this.

Mr. Parker said that if there is to be additional information
we will continue the public hearing.

Mr. Parker noted that a decision is due on April 27th and a
request for an extension is required if you wish to keep the
process going.

James Rohnstock said he could see a swale coming down towards
High Street. He was concerned where the highest point of the
lots is as a lot of water is coming down the street. Mr.
Rohnstock also asked if there is a chance that there will be
a road which would loop down to Forest Street.

Mr. Parker said that the grade cannot exceed 6%. Mr.
Kirkland said that the drainage is divided.

The hearing will be continued to May 11 at 9:00 p.m.

CRANMORE ROAD:

The Board reviewed the Cramnmore Road plan dated March 4,
1987. It has been noted that there is an agreement between
Borrelli and Hegedus for the construction of the wall on the
Hegedus property.

NEEDHAM BUILDERS - LOT 13:

VOTED: To release lot 13 formerly owned by Needham
Builders from the covenant.

The release was signed.

CASTLE HILL ESTATES:

The Board is in receipt of a letter from Ralph C. Good Jr.,
for Castle Hill Estates, requesting that more surety be
released because of work completed on Deerfield Drive.

VOTED: To release $93,000 in surety in exchange for new
surety in the amount of $38,000.

HOMMAGE AU VIN:

The Board is in receipt of a letter from Hommage au Vin dated
April 2, 1987, containing a parking plan for the premises at
72 North Street.
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VOTED: ‘To accept the parking plan as submitted, but
alerting the applicant that the parking spaces
must be painted in accordance with the Zoning
Bylaw, Section 8.%.6.h.

The meeting was adjourned at 11:55 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

John K. Gagliani
Secretary







MEDFIELp PLANNING BOARD
April 13, 1987

Members present: Bancroft, Codispoti, Gagliani, Parker and
Rhoads. N ‘
Others present: MacCready, Merrikin, Fox, Miller, Devine.
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TANNERY FARMS:

The Board is in receipt of Tannery Farms Prellmlnary Plan.
Nine new lots are being created, one’bf #hich™wi11 hate 'tHe
existing house. Mr. MacCready said that the land is hilly.
There is a big slope to a flatter area on top. ! The proposed
road ""fs 558 Pe8Y in'length 87 tHE cedter -of ' tHE" Sul-de-sac
and will require a waiver. The grading is shown on the
preliminary plan to demonstrate it will work. The highest
point is in the back. A stone retaining wall is ©being

Licag
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considered to assist with meetlng the sloplng requlrements.h“\,
Utilities will bé undergrotnd. *“They' proposé to"tie into’ an’’

existing sewer. There - is drainage in the street. The
roadway grade requirements of 6% maximum will be met.

Mr. Parker asked about ‘'sight distance.” Mr) MdcCready said ‘it
met requirements.

Drainagé '‘from this subdivision will'go into Vine Brook.  No
structures will be built in the wetlands.

Mrs. Bancroft asked if they propose to put a buffer between
the new lots and the cemetery. Mr. MacCready said it was
heavily tread in the rear and he did not think a buffer would
be planted.

-
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Mr. MacCready said that they had met with water and sewer.

The sidewalk will be on the town side. The face of Wall;‘

should be at the layout line.

VINE “BROOK - ESTATES - PUBLIcfHEARINGf'"”’ uroooo e Gty
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Chalrman Parker called the public hearlng to order at 8:45
p.m. O The “purpdse of “fhe ‘hearing is “for 'a Special Permit "for
Site Plan Approval. Secretary Gagliani read the notice which
appeared in the Suburban World.

Chairman Parker said that Town Meeting will be starting on
April 27th. There are three articles Wthh could affect this -
site plad., “UI'fArticle 30, © whidh gives tHe permit-granting
authority for multi-family sites to the Board of Appeals,
passes, this hearlng tonlght and the procedure the Board has
taken %i'11° bé ‘modifiéd.” IMrs. Wlllls notlfled the appllcant
of this fact. Article” 44 ‘changés = the ~ maximum helght
allowable to 35 feet. Article 43 changes the spacing of the

ot
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plantings in the buffer zone. For the record, the applicant
is aware these articles are before Town Meeting. i mr e

1 [P T v

Chairman Parker said that this hearlng 1s c?nducged under the
authority Yof ¥He Medfield” Zoning Bylaw’ and the”procedure to
be followed is first to have the applicant explain his
project, followed by questions by Planning Board members,
then questions by other Board members and finally questions

by abutters and others present.

Allen Fox, Vice President’of Fox Properties: ~ On the  thrge "
items you are asklng for at Towp Meetlng, (we spoke to our. ..
counsel and bécause we have had a prellmlnary plan before you

he feels they are all grandfathered.

Chairman Parker: Accordlng to Char}es Euller,” Jr., Town
Counsel, a special permit must be issued prior to the flrst
notice of any zoning change. Mere application is not
sufficient to grandfather your application..

Mr. Fox said that they had Jjust received a copy of Whitman &
Howard's report. He said the original plan had 32 units.
They received a copy of the Board's letter from Whitman &
Howard and, after going through the plan, ,they.could not do
what Whitman & Howard wanted them to do.  They have scaled,
down to 23 units. They are in a flood plain and there are
more wetlands than originally thought. Through a combination
of town hous%s anq spllt -level ranches, .there are 14 town
houses, seven spllt 1evel ranches and two flats. They have
met all the gzoning criteria. They are currently at
Conservation Commission. They have been heard by the Zoning
Board of Appss%s.

Sl
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Emil Miller, 17 Oakland Street, Wellesley Hills: .. Starting
with +the over-all property, this is the landscaping plan.
The orange line is the property line, the gray line 1is
problem area. We have several easements for wetlands, sewer,
ete. We oput din 2% units of town houses and split level
ranches. _ The scalejshown is 1/8 - to.a foot agtual building
area. Ten town‘houses whlch are attached s1ngle famlly units
have their own garages. Unit A.

o
LG

Unit B 1s a two story bulldlng Wthh has a two beq;oom flat} -
on the ground floor and on the second floor. Eleven units
have the identical floor plan. All +the wunits have an
uninterupted = view to natural land. We are not.damaging any.
of the surroundlng adJacent area which is 1dent1cally marked
by haybales. As far ag parking goes, we are trying to
mitigate it. We have a total of nine parking spaces exposed
to the street. We have a large, landscaped area in the
middle. Architecturally we tried to design a building which
has a residential character and is compatible with buildings
in the area. (Showed picture of proposed buildings as they
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will be seen from North Meadows Road.) The highest building
is 35 feet in height; other buildings are 31:or 32 feet  in
height. The south elevation is 154 feet.

Mr. Parker read Whitman & Howard's March 26, 1987, letter.

' Mr. Fox said that the plan was designed to meet the National
Fire Prevention Association standards. :

Mr. Parker said that a new plan is needed. The driveway as
shownitiis nia minimum .of 20 feetl.i..u Twenty«four ».feet is -the
required : minimum for a two-way driveway. There is two-way
traffic throughout the site. The parking spaces should be 9
1/2 x 18",

SRS Ir TSI IVl ST ¢ PRNNES BUNCI SRV IR € BV M VS T
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Mr. Gagliani asked about the trafflc flow and suggested that

the traffic pattern be one-way and suggested diagonal
parking.

)

Mr. Parker asked how many usable square feet is.: this < plan:

based on.

P IR ¢ PR WP T S LN S »o Co Do
Mr. Mlller said 199,764 total. He said the bulldlngs are 32
feet long and the parking as submitted is the only way it can
fit. .
Mr. Fox: We can concelvably go four feet. During the storms
last week, we took many plctures. That was a 50-year storm.

Mr. Mlller' If we had a one-~way pattern, we would relocate
the dumpster. .

Mr. Gagliani: will thls dr1v1ng pattern be a problem with
emergency vehicles? .

Mr. Fox: » i Twenty. feet isiadequate :for: a~ hook <and. ‘ladder
truck.

Mr. Parker was concerned with snow storage.

Mr. [Fox pointed:out -two areas on the :siteifor «storagei’ He

said that snow would be removed with a front-end loader, not: '

a plow.

UGl almn 0 Lo T0 W m3 0n o0 LIy ¢ o D L
Mr. Codispoti asked how many parking spaces would be
constructed. ' :
A SR S . eI SN

Mr. Miller: 46 - 10x20;

Mr. Fox saild that a.landscaping: plan and al lighting plan .= -

would be submitted.

Mr. Parker read the requirements for plantings  where 'a
multi-family development abuts residential lots.
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Mr. Fox said there is a natural buffer of plantlngs which he
does not wish to disturb.s S |

Mr. Parker said that the Board has to go by the Zoning Bylaw,
Section  6.2.10. He asked what Fox proposes to do in the
20-foot easement.

Mr. Fox said he plans to landscape the easement.

Mr. Parker said that the entire site must be landscaped.
Untilidve have & plan :showingia buffer,. ‘we cannot’ act :on the

plan favorably. If you do not wish to show the required: .

buffer you must go to the Board of Appeals for relief.
Mr. Parker - said +that he would like to have photometrics
provided on the lighting and landscaping plan.

fene o D4 ERET ¥ RS JOT DEAIVARE SIS A L oy Taer RN
Mr. Miller: We want to keep the residential character of the
area. Three lights on poles should be adequate for llghtlng
of the parking lot. spocrlun FLlcu o viwo oyo o otEm T

Chairman Parker read from the Whitman & Howard report that a
plan showing. the proposed watershed has not been submitted to
us. He asked what happens to the roof drainage?

Mr. Fox said that they have filed with +the Conservation

Commission.

Chairman Parker said that the Board must review the drainage
under  Section 14.13.3.k. = The site plan cannot be acted. on
until we have more information. This is a more complicated
and sensitive area because of what is around it. Our concern
is that the water collected on this site is going to be put
in a pipe and dumped into a drainage easement. &

Mr. Miller said that: everything will ber drained off the site
in catchbasins.

Mr. Parker said that the Board has asked for information:

required . in the Zoning Bylaw. Another concern is what
happens imy-the cwinter when yow :isalt  ¢he rdriveways and
parking. YeL80L OfF S0 Gl T PFL NS LN 6o biuou wios o nob

Mr. Fox said that there will be no salt or other chemicals on
the parking lot or driveways. The drainage is a sheet flow
systenm. It flows out into a very large area. We would not
be creating more than 1/2" of water in a 100-year storm. We
will not be affecting the area any differently than it is
now. It sisinfairly Impervious -material.: i::We “are not
concentrating the flow out. There is a series of catchbasins
with o0il and grease traps so that no oil/gas or grease will
be in. the wetlands area: - AR T B A IV B Tl

[ I AR U S T ¢ B I IR DU G RS B 1
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Mr. Parker asked about the roof runoff.

Mr. PFox said that the front will be sheeted off to +the
wetlands.

Mr. Gagliani asked how the basins are interconnected and
during a storm how deep will the water be in the swale?

Mr., Fox explained the interconnected basins. He said that
each basin would overflow into the next basin. He felt that
there would be very little water sheeting out of the swale.

Mr. Parker said that the Board needs legible contours for
Whitman & Howard. We cannot apply drainage calculations
unless we have a plan from which it is derived. The last
item you said you have taken care of is the drainage into the
vegetated wetlands.

Mr. Parker said he would like to ask a question regarding the
proposed trash collection system. Would one dumpster be
sufficient for 23 units?

Mr. Miller said that the dumpster will be 1located at the
front. of +the site and will be screened by a . fence with
planting so that it will not be seen from inside or outside
of the development. :

Mr. Parker said the problem he sees from a buffer standpoint
is to the rear. If you walk down to that site you can see
that vehicles are using the sewer easement as a road which
goes out to the cemetery land.  His concern is that the
development 1is so close to the town cemetery so that if
someone in the rear unit wanted to obtain access they could
do so through the cemetery and could drive up to their Dback
door. It would be necessary to put in a gate to prevent
driving from one area to the other.

Mr. Gagliani noted that it is proposed to pave on top of the
town's drainage easement and asked if permission had been

obtained from the Selectmen.

Mr. Fox wsaid that he thought that the easement had Dbeen
abandoned and is serving no purpose.

Mr. Gagliani suggested that Mr. Fox speak with the Selectmen
on this matter.

Mrs. Bancroft said that a sidewalk connecting the shopping
center to the residential development would be desirable.

Mr. Fox said that it was é possibility that he would look at.

Mr. Gagliani noted that there were no internal walkways




Page 6
April 13, 1987

within the development.

Mr. Miller said that there is an independent entry +to each
unit so no sidewalk system is required. :

Mr. Parker said that the Superintendent of Public Works has
some concerns. Mr. Feeney is concerned with the tie-in of
this driveway onto a high speed highway.

Mr. Fox said that as. large an entrance as possible could be
designed. The preliminary plan recommendation was to screen
the area from North Meadows Road. For +that reason, we
decided to go with a smaller opening.

Mr. Parker said that a new catchbasin should be on the high
side of the driveway.

Mel Procaccini, 54 Frairy Street: Having an open brook is a
sore sight, I would like to see it piped. In the summertime
it is dry and unsightly.

Mr. Parker said that the Zoning Board of Appeals and
Conservation Commission would have to rule on that.

Mr. Gagliani said he would like to0 see some information
showing that fire apparatus can maneuver the parking lot. It
is a general safety concern under Section 14.13.%3.g of +the
Zoning Bylaw. He wants to be sure if there is a fire, a hook
and ladder can get in there quickly and safely.

Mr. Parker asked for a plan giving the turning radius which
we require. He asked what the net -floor area of the 2% units
will be. : ‘

Mr., Miller said he thought it was 23 640 s.f. The units go
from 740 s.f. to 1,250 s.f.

Mr. Parker said that we need +the following additional
information:

1. Turﬁing radius for fire apparatus.
2. Drainaige calculations.

3. Buffer to be shown, including at SE.
4. Topo lines should be legible.

5. Hydrants should be shown.

6. Design a safe ingress and egress.

Mr. Parker suggested that this hearing be continued to some
future date so that the applicant would have an opportunity
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to make the proposed changes on his plan.

Mr. Parker suggested the applicant discuss with
Superintendent Feeney what should or should not be done on
the 20-foot easement.

Mr. Parker asked that the sidewalk which would connect the
abutting shopping center should be considered. This is a
safety issue. It is a good location to walk to shops. How
are people with strollers or small children going to get to
the shops? If you could provide access to the shops it would
be in the best interest of safety.

The hearing will be continued to 8:30 p.m., May 18th at the
Town House.

ROCKY ACRES:

Mr. Merrikin met with the Board to discuss the detailed
drainage analysis to try to assess the situation as it exists
and what we can do about it. This report is 99%
calculations. The summary sheet is on the second page. In a
10-year storm the runoff will be 7.6 c.f.s. and in a 100-year
storm, it will be 9.4 c.f.s. The 100-year flood elevation is
22%.2. We anticipate putting in two driveways for three
lots. We felt that the driveways could be used as dams and
this should benefit the system. Two 12" culverts provide for
ten- and 100-year flows through the property. It vreduces
greatly the amount of water getting to this point. We have
reduced the flow now to 4.5 c.f.s. for a ten-year storm and
to 7.0 for a 100-year storm. We feel that that would address
the issue that the Board was concerned about. It provides
for some temporary measures. It does not create a serious
situation or a hazard to anyone involved. It will not change
the character of the area because it is temporary ponding and
actually this 'is pretty wet now and these areas are being
used to control the flow of drainage.

It is difficult to assess what is going to happen. The best
thing we can do is look at it as a single entity. In a
ten-year storm you would raise the level of the swamp 1 1/2";
and 2.3" in a 100-year storm. There will be no significant
impact on this as in a very severe case it would rise 1 1/2
to 2" with no outfall. In accordance with  these
calculations, we will include +the driveways that were
proposed. They are subject to review by other Boards,
however, we are within the status quo of the drainage system.

Mr. Parker asked if Mr. Merrikin knew where the pipe goes
which takes the water from a portion of the lots. '

Mr. Merrikin: There is a drain in Cheney Pond Road. It
intersects with Cheney Pond Road and Vine Brook Road. There
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is no problem with the pipe. I was out there on Sunday and
there was no water ponding in the area. At that particular
time everything seemed to be working.

Mr. Parker: I think the important thing is to send these
calculations +to Mr. MacKinnon. I would like to0 reserve
questions and comments on this until that time. We cannot
comment on the merits of this until we have an engineering
report.

Mrs. Bancroft: A particular concern of the abutters on the
west side is that you should be able to demonstrate that the
water level affecting their properties will not be
significantly changed.

Mr. Merrikin: We can carve out more wetlands here. It won't
accomplish much. It would add more area which would be able
to be flooded. I don't think it would do alot.

Mr. Parker noted +that compensatory water storage would
require Conservation Commission and Zoning Board of Appeals
approval. : ‘

Mr. Merrikin: We will do it where required. Where it is not
necessary it is overkill.

Mrs. Bancroft: Somehow you need to show that the effect on
abutting property is negligible.

Mr. Parker: There are people here this evening who need some
demonstration that we can all understand. Maybe you can give
some thought to how you can explain it +to us. It is
noticeably different now from previous years. Why is this
occurring? What effect will your development have on +this
entire area? -

CRANMORE ROAD - BORRELLI:

Mr. Codispoti removed himself from the Planning Board on the
Cranmore Road matter. Mr. Robert Borrelli and his attorney
Richard Jensen met with the Board to discuss the status of
the release of lots on Cranmore Road. Attorney Jensen said
that the easement has been signed by the Hegedus' and upon
the Board's signing the plan the Hegedus' would sign the
grant of easement. Attorney Jensen said on Town Counsel's
advice that the Selectmen will sign the easements.

BOW STREET - PLAN UNDER SUBDIVISION CONTROL NOT REQUIRED:

Attorney Jensen presented a Plan of Land under Subdivision
Control drawn by Cheneéey Engineering Company, dated February
10, 1987, showing a retaining wall easement on Lot 50, Land
Court Plan 42462.
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VOTED: To sign the above~described plan.

The plan was signed.

The Board has reviewed Plan of Retaining Wall on Cranmore
Road dated March 4, 1987, regarding the Cranmore Road wall.
VOTED: To sign the plan.

VOTED: To accept copies of the easement as accepted by the

Medfield Board of Selectmen between +two private parties
regarding the easement for the construction of the wall.

EQUESTRIAN PARK:

The Board brought to Mr. Borrelli's attention that its
posture is not to accept retention or detention basins.

The Board reviewed the Equestrian Park Preliminary Plan dated
January 3, 1985, and received on March 2, 1987. The Bosard
also reviewed Whitman & Howard's March 23, 1987, report.

It was Dbrought to Mr. Borrelli's attention that the
Subdivision Rules & Regulations require a road to be Dbrought
to the property line to provide access to abutting property.

Another concern is that there is no place to put the water
because the wells for both Medfield and Walpole are in this
area. The Subdivision Rules do mnot allow retention or
detention basins. To allow such water retention in the well
area would require very precise environmental information.

The 1200-foot long cul-de-sac would require a waiver. The
drainage system as shown would require a waiver. It will be
necessary to bring a stub to the Palson's land. The Board
will act on this plan on April 14, 1987.

A revised plan was shown to the Board, however, it was too
late to be included in this preliminary review.

COSTELLO SUBDIVISION - OFF CURVE STREET:

Mr. Ralph Costello met with +the Board to discuss his
preliminary subdivision plan. He said it is a five-lot
subdivision encompassing land where there is an existing
house.

Whitman & Howard's March 23rd report was reviewed.

1. Preliminary plan does not conform to Subdivision Rules &
Regulations which are currently in effect.

Mr. Costello said that the turnaround has been modified in
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accordance with Rules & Regulations. He said +that the
sloping from +the proposed road to the house is 4 to 1 and
they were trying to meet the existing grade at the end of the
cul de sac. There will be a little fill at the entrance.

Mr. Parker asked if any trees would be removed.

Mr. Costello said they would have to clear the roadway and
the sloping.

Mr. Costello said that the house to be constructed on Curve
Street would be a duplex - colonial in style « and each unit
would have 1,650 square feet of area.

Mr. Parker asked how this would relate to the other houses to
be built in the area.

Mr. Costello said that once the street is in the elevation
might change 20 feet or so. . A wall might make sense here.

Mr. ©Nelson said that the drainage from this area would be
about 1 or 2 c.f.s. This subdivision would drain quickly.

Mr. Parker said that Lot 5 is a strange lot.

Mr. Nelson said that sewer will serve the lots. The front of
the lots would need fill at the transition between the lots
and the sewer. There will be three or four feet of fill in
this area.

Mr. Parker noted that the total street length is 393 feet.
He suggested that the sidewalk be constructed on the Pleasant
Street side of the street.

Two hydrants will be required.

SIGN ADVISORY BOARD;

VOTED; To appoint Deanna Egelson to the Sign Advisory Board.

BLASTING LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE:

VOTED; To appoint Joseph D. Codispoti as the Planning Board
member on this committee.

GRANITE STREET - PLAN UNDER SUBDIVISION CONTROL NOT REQUIRED:

The Board is in receipt of a Plan showing lot changes on
Granite Street and Oriole Road. This plan has been drawn by

- Norwood Engineering Company showing Lot 1, Parcel "A" and Lot

28-A. The plan is dated March 4, 1987.

VOTED: To sign plan.
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The plan was signed.

CRANMORE ROAD:

A copy of a letter was received from an abutter at 42
Hillcrest Road regarding building foundations being
constructed on Cranmore Road on unreleased lots. This is
being done by John Rosata.

ORCHARD PARK:

VOTED: To accept an extension to May 19, 1987.
The meeting was adjourned at 12:00 midnight.

Respectfully submitted,

John K. Gagliani
Secretary







MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
April 14, 1987

Members present: Bancroft, Codispoti, Gagliani, Parker and
Rhoads.

Chairman Parker called the meeting to order at 8:00 p.m. and -
the following business was transacted:

BQUESTRIAN PARK PRELIMINARY PLAN - DATED JANUARY 3, 1985:

VOTED: To deny the above-described preliminary plan received
on March 2, 1987, based on the following:

1. In order to evaluate a plan showing a retention basin,
which the Medfield Land Subdivision Rules & Regulations
do mnot allow, the Board would have to have extensive
engineering information demonstrating that the system
would be satisfactory, especially considering its
proximity to Medfield's and Walpole's water supply.

2. The Subdivision "Rules, Section 5.1.1, require that
provision for access to adjoining property which is not
yet subdivided should be shown, which in this case would
require that Citation Road be designed to provide access
to the undeveloped land at the western boundary.

3. Secretariat Drive does not meet the minimum horizontal
alignment with centerline requirements of 400 feet.

The revised plan, vreceived on April 13th, was received too
late to be 1included in the engineering review for this
subdivision.

The issues raised in Whitman & Howard's March 23, 1987,
letter, as follows, are considered to be part of this
decision:

1. The plans are adequate for preliminary plan review, but
many changes are required in these plans before
definitive plan submission, in order for them to conform
to the December 1, 1986, amended subdivision regulations.

2. Secretariat Drive does not meet the minimum horizontal
alignment with centerline requirements of 400 feet.

3. Secretariat Drive and Citation Road are in effect a
deadend street, exceeding the maximum allowed length of
500 feet.

4. An intermittent stream may cross the site from Lot 5
toward Lot 11. It should be determined if there is any
wetland vegetation bordering on this area. If there is,
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the scope of the project may be changed.

5. Storm water is required to be directed to the nearest
natural water course. The proposed retention basin would
require a waiver from the Board.

6. The drainage calculations provided are not sufficient to
determine if the proposed retention basin is adequate +to
handle the proposed drainage conditions.

7. The proximity of the Town wells will require a thorough
Environmental Impact Statement for a definitive plan
submission.

Mr. Borrelli was requested to make an appointment to discuss
this matter with the Board before proceeding with a further
plan.

NONCONFORMING, PRE-EXISTING - SECTION 6, CHAPTER 40A:

Town Counsel Fuller and Richard DeSorgher met with the Board
to discuss what the procedure would be to change properties
which would be made nonconforming by a proposed zoning
change. :

Town Counsel Fuller said that there have been no Court cases
on this subject, however, it is his opinion that in order to
change a structure on a nonconforming lot it would be
necessary for the Board of Appeals to make a finding. This
would require a public hearing with notices published and
sent. The finding would be in the form of a spe01al permit
and filed with the Registry of Deeds.

MOBILE EXCAVATING:

Dale MacKinnon of Whitman & Howard met with the Board to
discuss the MNMobile Excavating site plan. The Board is
concerned with the drainage issue and feels that a downstream
study to include the stream and drainage structures to Adams
Street is required. The Board would like to know what will
happen with the 30" pipes and the 18" pipes.

Mr. MacKinnon suggested an upstream detention basin which
would allow the water to drain off more slowly. It was noted
that only 5,000 feet can be filled because of the vegetated
wetlands. Mr. MacKinnon recommended that at least two feet
of dirt should cover the culvert as the vehicles using this
area will be very heavy.

The Board is concerned with putting a tank underground in the
wetlands.

The Board will check with the Conservation Commission on this
matter.
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A summary of inadequacies of the plan will be drawn up for
discussion with the applicant on May 18th.

WHEELWRIGHT ROAD -~ ANR PLAN:

The Board is in receipt of a Plan Under Subdivision Coentrol
Not Required dated March 23, 1987. This plan shows changed
lots 1A, 2A, 3A, 12A, 16A and Parcel A. The plan was
prepared for MN Development, 2 Milliston Road, Millis, by
Davna Engineering Company, Millis.

VOTED; To sign the above-described plan.
The plan was signed.

COSTELLO SUBDIVISION - PRELIMINARY PLAN:

The Planning Board reviewed the Costello Subdivision Plan,
drawn by Guerriere & Halnon, Inc., dated February 24, 1987.
A revised plan was presented on Apfil 13th, however, that
plan was received too late to review.

VOTED: To approve the above-described preliminary
subdivision plan, dated February 24, 1987, with
the following changes:

1. Remove planting island.

2. Add catchbasin on the upstream side of the
proposed street to keep water out of the
intersection.

3. Change water main to 8".

4. Discuss placement of fire hydrants with Charles
Evans and the Fire Chief.

5. Driveways on the cul-de-sac must allow for snow
storage.

6. Calculations should be submitted to show that the
existing 15" drain pipe at the intersection of
Pleasant and Curve Streets has sufficient
capacity +to handle the additional flow from +the
proposed subdivision.

The meeting was adjourned at 11:30 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

John K. Gagliani,
Secretary







MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
May 6, 1987

Members present: Bancroft, Codispoti, Gagliani, Parker and
Rhoads.

The meeting was called to order at 8:00 p.m. by Chairman
Parker and the following business was transacted:

ROCKY ACRES AND ORCHARD PARK CONTINUED HEARINGS:

The hearings will be rescheduled for Tuesday, May 12, 1987,
as the Town Meeting has been adjourned to May 11th. The
meeting will be posted for 7:45 p.m. on May 12th, and Ralph
Copeland will be scheduled for the T7:45 appointment.

MINUTES: VOTED: To approve the minutes of February 2, 9,

19, 2%, March 2, 9, 16, 2%, April 6, 13
and 14.

CRANMORE ROAD:

The Board has surety in the amount of $65,000 and an easement
from the Hegedus' to allow a wall to be built on their
property, including the footings.

VOTED: To release lots 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56 and 57
Cranmore Road.

The release was signed.

OFFICE AND ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES:

VOTED: To authorize Mildred E. Willis, Planning Board
Administrator, +to sign invoices for payment of
ordinary office and administrative expenses of the
Board.

SIGN ADVISORY BOARD:

Mr. Codispoti reported that the Sign Advisory Board met and
disapproved an application for second sign for Medfield
Gardens.

BLASTING COMMITTEE:

Mr. Codispoti reported +that the Committee on Blasting
Legislation will meet after Town Meeting.

VINE BROOK CONDOMINIUMS:

The Board will request the Selectmen's opinion on the 20-foot
easement along the front of the Vine Brook lot.
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PARKING PLAN FOR DISABLED VET BUILDING:

The Board had sent the plan back to have the plan changed so
that it met the Board's criteria. It has not been returned.

The meeting was adjourned at 11:00 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

John K. Gagliani
Secretary

N




MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
MAY 12, 1987

Members present: Bancroft, Gagliani, Parker and Rhoads.

Others attending: Ralph Copeland, Rocky Acres developer and
abutters, Orchard Park developer and
abutters.

The meeting was called to order at 7:45 P.M. by Chairman
Parker and the following business was transacted:

WAMPATUCK SUBDIVISION:

Mr. Copeland met with the Board to determine the fee to
petition the Board for the modification of a subdivision plan
under Chapter 41 Section 81-W and approval of a plan under
Section 81-U on the grounds that there has been approval
and/or a petition for approval if it is considered that there
was no prior approval.

Mr. Copeland said he would like +to submit +the petition
because he did not feel that the condition which has not been
met will ever be resolved; namely, the connection between Gun
Hill Park and Wampatuck. He said that the abutters would not
give sloping rights.

The Planning Board brought to Mr. Copeland's attention
Section 5.1.1 for extension of streets to adjoining property.

The Board will require a fee of $750 plus $25 for each lot
over 15 or a total of $1,250.

ROCKY ACRES CONTINUED HEARING:

Mr. Richard Merrikin, engineer for Rocky Acres, said that he
did a detailed engineering study on the project. He said he
looked at the drainage two ways. He looked at it with the
proposed catchbasins 1in place. As an existing condition,
there is a brook and a swamp going into an 18" pipe. There
is some backup on the 18" pipe in a 10/20 year storm. This
was treated as if the lots were built on and put drainage
into street drains as well as in the swamp. In the 10~ or
20~year storm there is no increase in flow in the Vine Brook
system. 18" pipe provides some control even in the proposed
condition. There is a slight increase in runoff. It is our
intention to build on three lots on the extension. Ponding
would be allowed at two points. Compensatory storage would
significantly reduce the amount of flow in the 100-year
event. The addition of the driveways with the 12" pipe will
be a plus to the entire system. Compensatory storage is
shown on the plan.
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Mr. Parker read the Whitman & Howard report dated May 6,
1987, on the Rocky Acres drainage.

Mr. Rhoads asked about detention basins and asked if there
would be any absorption of water into the ground.

Mr. Merrikin said that in this case we are getting our ground
water flow rather than the opposite.

Mr. Parker asked if we are to assume that the drainage from
the three lots crossing the wet area is included 1in this
review. You do not have approval from either the Zoning
Board of Appeals or the Conservation Commission. Could you
explain to us how your drainage calculations will work if the
driveway hasn't been constructed?

Mr. Merrikin: We made the assumption that if you didn't
build the driveway, you couldn't build the house. We took
the scenario that we would build seven houses and found that
the drainage is slightly increased. If you do mnot have
driveways, you couldn't have the house.

Mr. Parker: Our concern is for the public good.

Mrs. Bancroft: In what areas does the water get two or three
feet deep?

Mr. ‘Merrikin: The wetland near the houses gets lower in the
100~year storm. The other gets higher.

Mr. Gagliani: Would the driveways be lower than the street?

Mrs. Bancroft: You say there will be no effect from the
drainage? :

Mr. Merrikin: We looked at the proposed volume of the water
increases in a 100-year storm. 2" does not take into
consideration that this is two acres which is a portion of a
10/12/15-acre ponding area, because of this we would not see
any significant increase.

Mrs. Bancroft: What idis your definition of significant
increase?

Mr. Merrikin: You have to put it in prospective. The flow
regulates the water level. If we added significantly to the
grade, that will cause significantly more water to come down.
If this is most of the wetland area, we would have to go look
at those properties to see if a 1" or 2" rise will be a
significant amount of water. It was not necessary. Our
computations showed that 2" will dissolve to nothing. It is
a moving system. The water is constantly flowing.
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Mrs. Bancroft asked if the closest abutters have been keeping
track of the water level from a particular point.

Mr. Merrikin pointed to the Lynches property. They have
recently seen an increase in the water level. They thought a
spring had opened. To answer the question, as a result of
the subdivision they would see no change in the water level.

Mr. Parker asked if the drainage of the site could be
explained again.

Mr. Merrikin said that the problem is the very 'steep Dbank.
The district is at elevation 218. The water level is 211.
There is a big difference in elevation.

Mr. Parker said that the drainage structure will be in the
watershed and not in the wetlands.

Mr. Parker: Are there any other Board considerations on
drainage? Have you talked with the Highway Department?  How
will you +tie into Vine Brook Road? The existing stub
pavement will be wider and there will be only one sidewalk.
Superintendent Feeney requested that the stub from Cheney
Pond Road be rebuilt. Further extensions of the road may be
made as the stub will be built to the lot line.

Mr. Merrikin: I might balk at bringing the road all the way
from the intersection with Cheney Pond Road. We have to put
in a drain. Would the Board be interested in waiving the
underground requirements in lieu of some considerations for
the construction of the road? ' :

Mr. Gagliani: My personal opinion is that all utilities
should be underground.

Mr. Parker: I don't think we would ever waive underground
utilities.

Mr. Merrikin: We would work with Mr. Feeney on the matter.

Mr. Heavey: Is the drainage proposed for a five-year storm
rather than ten?

Mr. Merrikin: Ten-year storm.

Mr. Heavey: He is asking for a variance to put the road up
to the Kennedy property. Is that accurate?

Mr. Parker: How long is the stub?
Mr. Merrikin: 150 feet from centerline to the end.

Mr. Heavey: He wants a variance from the 175-foot frontage
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requirement.

Mr. ©Parker: As far as this Board is concerned the three
lots on the -right require access through the frontage.

Mr. Merrikin: This Board doesn't approve the lots as
buildable. This Board only sets up the dimensional
requirements of the lot.

Mr. Heavey: You are going to decrease the drainage even
though you are putting in three houses and two driveways?
Where are the holding areas as compared to my property? What
is the +terminology of the holding areas which will be +two
feet deep? There will not be any water retention areas
beside me?

Mr. Merrikin: Water level drops now from existing?

Mr. Heavey: Where does the flow of water come from or where
does it go?

Mr. Merrikin: There is a stream which comes from the Kennedy
property. It is the headwaters of Vine Brook. It ends being
a definable flow here. It goes through the wetland and backs
up here. B

Mr. Heavey: Are there any other streams to your knowledge?
Mr. Merrikin: It could flow over the bank to the ditch.

Mr. Heavey: Is the Planning Board taking into account the
distinct possibility that if you do not require a turnaround
but a road is connected to the Kennedy property at sometime
in the future there could be substantial Dbuilding on the
Kennedy land? ‘

Mr. Parker: That is the reason why the road is built to the
property line.

Mr. Heavey: Water is flowing into the 18" pipe next to my
property. That wouldn't have any effect on houses in the
neighborhood? It would have no effect on the- condition of
the pavement within the subdivisions?

Mrs. TFlynn, 29 Hatters Hill Road: We understood that there
is a pipe underneath our property.

Mr. Parker: The brook under Mr. Heavey's house goes straight
down. If there are additional pipes, they are somewhere
else.

Mr. Heavey: The Board determines whether they are proper
lots or not? ‘ ‘
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Mr. Parker: If they meet the frontage, area, width and depth
requirements, our responsibility has been met.

Mr. Heavey: They were doing some digging today. Does it
pertain to this matter?

Mr. Merrikin: We were doing perk tests with the 3Board of
Health.

Mr. Merrikin asked for an extension to May 20th for the
Planning Board to make its decision.

VOTED: Upon a written request, the Board will approve an
extension to May 20th.

The hearing was adjourned at 8:50 p.m.

ORCHARD PARK-DEFINITIVE SUBDIVISION PLAN:

This hearing is a continuation of the Orchard Park
Subdivision hearing.

Mr. Parker explained the process.

Bruce Kirkland, engineer with Norwood Engineering,
representing Orchard Park Realty Trust.

Mr. Xirkland said a plan has been submitted for the Board's
review. We have relocated the existing right of way so that
the turnaround is to the LaPointe's property. As part of
this change, we have reduced the size of the subdivision from
9 to 8 lots. We have talked with Mr. TFeeney regarding the
drainage at the end of High Street. After discussions with
Mr. Feeney, we have agreed to add catchbasins on the upstream
gide of the intersection and construct a new manhole along
the line of the existing basin. That will address freezing
or flooding problems within that intersection. We have added
the name of "Rockwood Drive." We have also filed a notice of
intent with the Conservation Commission for work adjacent to
the wetland area on Mr. Manganiello's property. This was
also given to the Planning Board and sent to Whitman & Howard
for .review. We are increasing the volume of flow going
through the area. The larger area will drain through a
closed drainage gystem. The volume will increase
approximately 8 to 9% in a 100-year storm and 6% in a 10-year
storm. We have done topography in the back yards. We shot
basement and sill elevations of +the houses. During a
ten~year storm, the maximum height that this will rise to is
elevation 203. The water will be approximately 4" above the
top of that pipe. The green line is the edge of the flooding
which is 203, 204, 206 1/2 and 207 1/2. Most of the shots in
the backyards are 203, 204, 205 and 203 1/2. Basically, what
is happening is that the flow from the subdivision will be
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continued in the wetland area. It will not impact on the
homes., This plan will also be submitted to the Conservation
Commission, which meeting I believe is scheduled for May 21.

Mr. Gagliani: What is considered the sill?
Mr. Kirkland: The sill is where the wood meets the cement.

Mr. Parker: I believe you have a copy of a letter from
Whitman & Howard dated May 5th. The memorandum from
Supertintendent of Public Works Feeney was read.

Mr. Kirkland: We used the rational method on the pipes and
the SCS method on the manholes.

Mr. Parker: Our Rules & Regulations call for the rational
method.

Mr. Xirkland: The rational method is a very conservative
design. SCS is a much more computerized method. There is a
manual of 100 pages on that. SCS stand for Soil Conservation
Service. It looks at the time element of the flow in much
more detail. It allows hydrological relief at peak flows.
The rational method doesn't let you know when the peak flows
will |Dbe. S.Cs3. 1is the accepted method to .answer that
questions that was presented.

Mr. Gagliani: Quick question on the cul de sac at the end.
You are showing that as a temporary cul de sac.

Mr, Kirkland: Yes. The pavements ends approximately 10 feet
from the property line.

Mr. Parker: The slope will be up hill?

Mr. Kirkland: The projection of this would allow the
continuation for +the three lots in the back. The roadway
would have to be extended 100 to 150 feet.

Mr. Parker: All utilities are shown to the property line.

Mr. Kirkland: Water is shown beyond the end of the pavement.

Mr. Gagliani: The shape of lot 4. Is that for setting up a
septic system? '

Mr. Kirkland: Yes. It is a large lot.

Mrs. Bancroft: What is the configuration of the pavement in
the cul de sac? :

Mr. Kirkland: It is offset to the right with a 15-foot
planting strip on this side.
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Mr. Parker: I want to be sure about your connection with
Route 27w There ishould be no water :instheintersectiond i3

Mr. Kirkland: The street is sloping into 27 so that there

will Dbe some water. There will be a small amount for the
last 60 feet. There is a vertical curb at Route 27.

Mr. Parker: The water is coming from your street onto 27. It
would go down the vertical curb to the gutter. What is the
radius there?

Mr. Kirkland: = It is & 40-foot radius. The right of way is
50'

Mr. Parker: What kind of grading on that town property do
you envision on both sides?

Mr. Kirkland: Very little disturbance.

Mr. Parker: Do you have to clear any trees for a  short
distance?

Mr. Kirkland: When you get up to the pavement there would
not be any problem.

Mrs. Bancroft: What is the radius of the curve in the
street? ad o tertao 0 as oo ot AR

Mr. Kirkland: The 400-foot centerline is based on a tangent

e L
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{

of 75> feet long »arnd .btheret is:.another 4@0=foot: padius ., :

following thati- ~vinu @ R YO TR AN T & S N

Mr. Parker: Have you shown on your plans and will you review
with us again any waivers you are asking the Board to grant?

Mr. Kirkland: The length of the cul de sac is the only one.

Mr. Paul Cassidy, %1 Granite Street: Before the manhole was
put into Granite Street we had no problem. If he gathers all
this water and they clean out the pipe under Granite Street,
I am afraid we could get more water.

Mr. Parker: The developer is not allowed to put any more
water at any greater rate than currently is there. It has
been determined that the water can go through the pipe at
Granite Street. How far downstream can we have this
developer be responsible? We can't allow him to put more
water on it at a greater rate. He 1is meeting that
requirement. Our ~ Board can only be concerned with +this
subdivision application and what Chapter 41 allows us to be
concerned with.

2
SN
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Mr. Cassidy: This may be a problem to me.

Mr. Kirklandso Thie watewwill tbe srunnimg 1/2 chour instead of .:f
1 hour. ‘ :

P T SR SN B S R = SR AN= LAt cirgLy Dy ook
Mr. Parker: Do you think your water comes from ground water?
What is your guess?

Mr. Cassidy: ©No trouble with the 8" pipe. I guess the water -
table should be looked at at the brook. o

Mr. Parkef: I think it would be interesting to talk to Mr.
Feeney to see what the town's responsibility would be.

Maria Gruzinov: I am concerned with flooding in my driveway.

Mr. Kirkland explained that the water which floods her
driveway comes from another watershed.

Mr. Parker: The applicant had to demonstrate that there
wouldn't be any flooding problems by this increased volume.

Mrs. Wilson: I don't see how this has been demonstrated. I
am not an engineer and I don't understand what you have done.

Mr. Kirkland: We have shot your basement and sill. We
calculated how high the water will rise when it goes through.
this pipe to the brook and knowing that we can demonstrate:i.:n
that 203 is 2. 7 feet below your basement.

TOnr B cooonllyodn o Coreuw 9 chraslierd M
Mr. aBarker: Weuneed bo explaln velume, The 100syeavsstorm iv
is a 1lot more than we have here, We only . require: thel.u!
ten-year storm for this. In the 50-year storm which we had
recently, the water would come up higher. We need to know
what volume means.

Mrs. Wilson: Our septic field is in the rear yard and
obviously that will be impacted if there is flooding in that

area. e - !

Mr. Kirkland: If your septic is in the back yard, it won't
make it flood. It will be there for one hour instead of
one-half hour. For 23 or 24 hours when the storm is
occurring, the pipe can take all the flow.

Mary Wilson: Do you know +the land adjacent to the
Manganiello Drive is always flooded when it rains?

Mr. Ron Kushner: Do you have any idea what the proposed
location of the house is on the lot?

Mr. Kirkland: Presumably the septic field would be in the
front and the tank in the rear.
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Mr. Kushner: We have a water ‘problem. ~d lam/‘c¢urious to know
what effect leaching systems and systems in the back have on
the water tdblel. v How tfar down the ‘end of - the*street do. = the
stormdraing go® o1 Lo Lo @ owa Ty miow JUoux o o '
FRA RS

Mr. Kirkland: It ends about 50 feet from the end of +the

street.

Mr. Parker: Will there be water from the underground flow1ng
over the vertical curb at this end?

Mr. Kirkland: Yes. There is a rainfall runoff plan that
shows it.

Mr. Parker: The Planning Board is bound by a set of laws.
Our job is to prove Mr. Fickeisen's development will not have
an adverse impact on the area.

Mr. Fickeisen: This is the fourth project we have done in
town. We have gone out of our way to work with =~ the town.
For us to do something that would be detrimental would be
foolish. We will do everything we can to do a good job. We
will do nothing to hurt any abutters.

Linda Kushner: I have one question ~ the ledge is right
behind our house will you have to blast?

Mr. Kirkland: If the ledge is less than 4 feet down, we will
have to blast.

Mr. <Parker. :explained that . it «sy the firel .chief's
responsibility- to see thiat the: blasting is ‘dione dn accordancei
with requirements.

Helen Rohnstock: Will there be any more blasting in the back

of the lot? How close would you be bringing a  house or
septic tank? T

Mr. Kirkland: ©No blasting for septic system. Not allowed.

The abutters would. 1like to be notified when blasting is
taking place. ‘

Robin Beadwell: We abut lot 5. Where does the new street
come out? :

Mr. Kirkland: We are showing a new driveway for lot 5 and a
relocated driveway for the Beadwell's. The new driveway will
go between the two big trees.

Mr. Gagliani: Would it be safer to relocate the Beadwell
driveway into the new street?
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Mr. Kirkland: It would be impossible. aed oo

Mary Wilson: . If .there s any work .done:.in the wetlands, - it

would have to be done with the approval of the Consegxvation - :.

Commission.

Mr. VFickeisen asked for an extension for the Board to make
its decision to May 20th.

VOTED: If the extension request is received in writiﬁg the
extension to May 20th will be granted.

The heéfing was closed at 10:00 pem.

Mr. MacKinnon will be requested to review the drainage plan
submitted this evening. '

MEETINGS:

The Board will hold a meeting on May 19th. Mobile
Excavating, Robert Borrelli and George Pyne will be
rescheduled to this meeting. The TFox Properties Public
Hearing will be held on June 1st.

MINUTES:
VOTED: To accept the minutes of May 6, 1987.

{ 0 “{A\.‘

BUILDING-CORNER OF MAIN AND PARK STREETS:

As ther use intended for this building requiresr- only,. five

parking spaces, :it midl not .be necessary ta have (parking plan: = '

approval.

ROCKY ACRES:

The Board discussed the approval of Rocky Acres but ‘ﬁbficed
that the cross section for the streets was incorrect.

LIBRARY DRIVEWAY:

VOTED: To send a letter to the Board of Appeals  stating
that the Planning Board recommends that the Whitman
& Howard proposal be used for the design of +the
library driveway.

The meeting was adjourned at 12:00 midnight.
Respectfully submitted

John K. Gagliani
Secretary




VMEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD

May 19, 1987

Members present: Codispoti, Gagliani, Rhoads and Parker.

Others attending: Residents interested in Ledgewood Acres;
Mobile Excavating, Attorney Debra Nelson
and Engineer William Snow and Conservation
Commission member, Lee Howell.

Chairman Parker called the meeting to order at 8:00 p.m. and
the following business was transacted:

MOBILE EXCAVATING:

Attorney Debra Nelson and Engineer William Snow met with the
Board to discuss the Board's questions and concerns regarding
the Mobile Excavating Site Plan. Mr. Rhoads removed himself
from the Board for this matter.

The Board reviewed 14.13%.2 with the applloant s attorney and
engineer as follows:

(a) Name and address of applicant. That is 0.K.
(b) Name and address of applicant. That is 0.K.
(c) Nature of applicant's interest. That is 0.K.
(d) and (e) of Section 14.13.2 is 0.K.

The Board next reviewed Section 14.13.3 as follows:

(a) Locus is shown.

(b) Bearings and distances of all lines is shown.

(¢) Watershed protection district is shown.

(d) Topography -for the entire site and adjacent land
when appropriate of two-foot: intervals with
contours and principal elevations.

Mr. Parker said that there 1is no topography noted
on the back piece of property and asked that the
topography be put on the plan.

Mr. OSnow said 1t 1is pointless +to survey the water
as it dis flat. We could wait wuntil <the - mlddle of
summer for the actual topography. :
Mr.....Parker said he. would -like adjacent = topography™

0.:bg.. shown as..well, .as .the Board - mist determine-’
whether the water is leaving the lot or coming onto
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(e)

(£)

(g)

(n)

it and the amount.

Mr. Snow said he would take +the general contours
off the USGS and superimpose it over the site.

Regarding location of all existing and proposed
buildings. That has been accomplished. According
to Mr. ©Snow the ‘building height is on a separate
plan. The Board would like the height on the site
plan if it has not already been done. - : ,

The 25-foot front, side and rear setbacks have been
shown.

The driveway is 17 feet wide and +the parking spaces

are 9 1/2' x 18'.

A landscaping plan has been included.

All facilities for water supply and distribution,
fire protection, lighting and facilities for the
prevention of air pollution have been shown. The
type, height wattage and foot-candle output of the
lighting has been shown.

The dumpster will be shown on the plan. It will Dbe
fenced in. Not proposing any toilet or  wash-up
facilities within  the proposed building. Truck

washing water will be. ‘collected .in -a: holding: tank:

and removed from the area by a licensed carrier.

It was brought to Mr. .Snow's attention that  the

town has passed a bylaw on underground tanks at the
Town  Meeting in May. The tank will be a
double~wall tank and must meet Fire Chief approval.

Mr. ©Snow stated +that there was an increase of 5.01
c.fes. off the site.. A drainage issue: is the depth
of the pipe. Our engineer recommends a cover of
from 2 to 2 1/2 feet. The cover shown on the plan
is 12", Mr. Snow said that is all that  the
manufacturer of +the pipe requires. It is an H-20
highway load in the pipe design. Mr. Snow said it
would be impossible to have 2 '1/2 feet of cover
over the pipe based wupon the outflow of the
grading. One of the reasons Mr. MacKinnon
suggested the 2 1/2 feet of cover was the
fluctuation in frost heaves and ground water could
cause the pipe to break. Mr. Snow said it would
have to be at a depth of 4 feet in order to
preclude frost heaves. Mr. Snow said that the
maximum threshold for the pipe is 12". Mr. Parker
said that his Ybiggest concern is that the system
work. Mr. Snow said that the water table doesn't
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rise higher +than +the inlet to the systen, which
would be the rim of the catchbasins. The answer
would be not +to have any underground piping but to
allow a surface drainage system.

Mrs. Howell asked if a surface drainage system would
eliminate the grease traps.  Mr. Snow said that is "likely."
Mr. Parker said this would be a disadvantage. (Mr. MacKinnon
said that this drainage system would allow for puddling.)
Mr. Parker said his concern would be if the water was going
to flood out onto West Mill Street.

(1) Mr. Parker said that there could be a problem downstream.
He showed a small handdrawn map with all the pipe sizes
noted. The pipe under Adams Street is the problem. As
far as we can determine downstream from that there are
no major problems. If Mr. Snow's argument is that the
extra five cubic feet per second is not harmful
downstream, then he would have to demonstrate that it ‘is
not a problem. Mr. Snow said he would study - the
alternatives. - one is to contain all of the runoff from
the site until such time as it can be safely  released
into the existing system: - two is to consider some
offsite improvement.to.help mitigate. existing .problems
to which we would be adding. Mr. Parker said that the
detainment of water is going to be dependent upon design
ingenuity and the Conservation Commission's view of the
situation. He suggested that the Conservation
Commission would be a good place to start.

Mr. Gagliani suggested that a study of the system and what
the extra 5 c.f.s. would do. He suggested that Mr. Snow
review the Town's master drainage plan which shows both
existing and proposed culvert sizes for the town. :

The DBoard is in agreement that it is the increase in water
both in rate and volume that is the problem.

It should be noted that the way the parking plan is designed,
the center of the lot will flood during a sizeable storm as
the center of the parking lot is depressed for this purpose.

Mr. Parker suggested that the applicant first find out if -
Conservation is going to approve some water storage scheme
and then, -if there is no other option open to you, a
downstream study to the outfall of Adams Street culvert would
be required. You would have to convince this Board that it
would do no harm to the Town's drainage system. Co

Mr. Snow said that they w1ll llmlt offs1te dlscharge to the
present..discharge. O , . G
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(m) A plan for the control of erosion and siltation has
been shown.

Mr. Parker said the Board would rather see a wider driveway
to make it safe. He stated that our Subdivision Rules &
Regulations do not recognize Cape Cod berms. It was his

concern to enable the water to be contained on site. Mr..

Snow said that Cape Cod berm could be 7" and is becoming
standard in most other towns. -

Mr. Parker asked the Board's view on the berm. Should it be
vertical or Cape Cod? Mr. Snow felt that Cape Cod berm will
last 1longer and is not as susceptible to being ruined by a
plow or tractor.

It was noted that it said "guardrail” on the plan. The Board
asked if Mr. Snow was planning to install a guardrail.. Mr.
Snow said he would remove the guardrail from the plan. Mr.
Snow will change the major configuration of drainage and get
some indication of what Conservation Commission will allow
them to do. The Planning Board cannot approve th drainage
scheme as proposed. . o :

Mr. Snow.summarized what he intends to do.as follows:. ... ¢
J [OERYA R s ik

cbntoufé.at fhé rear of the lot.

i

1. Superimpose USGS
2. Check to make sure pipe data has been forwarded.

3. Determine if a study of the downstream area is
required.

4. Remove the guardrail from the plan and rename the
brook. : e

Mr. Snow said that Board of Appeals approval has- been
obtained. ' ‘

Mrs. Willis will send to Attorney Debra Nelson a copy of the

Drainage Master Plan as it pertains to culverts and also a
copy of the underground storage bylaw. .

LEDGEWOOD ACRES:

George Pyne and his engineer, Gary Baxter, met with the Board
to discuss a newly engineered plan.

Chairman Parker said that this is an appointment among Mr.
Pyne, Mr. Baxter and the Planning Board and it is not a
public hearing. The Board is happy to have everyone in
attendance; however, as we are limited to one hour .for .this
appointment, we will not be asking for questions or comments
from the audience.
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Mr. Pyne said that he has gone from a 50-lot subdivision to a
12-1ot subdivision. The new plan will require no sewer or no
blasting. He said he is looking for one waiver for the
length of the cul de sac.

Mr. Parker said that the Board will not make any commitments
on a plan until it is reviewed by the Town's engineer. He
also said that anything that is said tonight, the Board could
change their view after an engineering report. The general
reaction on this plan is favorable for a hearing.

Mr. Baxter explained the new plan as follows: :

12-1lot subdivision. Access off Pine Street. Length of cul
de sac 1170 plus 50. Lot size will be from two to eleven
acres each. - Grades will be 6% or less and will be at 3% for

100 feet before intersecting with Pine Street. A profile of

existing grade with proposed grade superimposed was shown.
Drastic reduction in the amount of road. Cuts and fills
balance out. All drainage will flow down the road.
Detention basin proposed to reduce rate of runoff. Drainage
will run down Pine Street to an existing stream. There will
be onsite septic systems. A water booster station will be
required. The land area is the orlglnal 62 acres.

Mr. Gagluanl asked about the connection to the back land

Mr. Baxter said that Kennedy's land has access to an existing
road in two separate places. He thought the connections were
for landlocked land.

Mr. Pyne said he would like only one entrance to this area to
keep 1t as private as possible.

Mr. Parker said that the safety issue is primary and our next
concern is the flow of traffic throughout the town. The
Board's concern is not just for today but for the future as
well. : * ' '

Mr. Parker said that Medfield's Land Subdivision Rules &
Regulations do not recognize detention basins. He asked if
there was a problem putting water off the site.

Mr. Baxter asked if there has been a development in town
using detention basins.

Mr. Parker said that the Indian Acres Subdivision requested a
detention basin. They went to the Board of Appeals who did
not allow. the basin and they were requlred to - complete a
master plan drainage improvement.

Mr. Baxter said that the question of drainage could be worked
out.
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Mr. Pyne asked what if the Board of Health recommends a
detention area. It was his thought that the Board of Health
approves drainage.

Mr. Parker said that the Board of Health reviews drainage.
The Planning Board approves drainage.

Mrs. Willis will check this matter with Town Counsel.

Mr. Pyne said that they were trying to leave some type of way
into Rocky Woods because there is a lot of interest for
people to install stables.

Mr. Parker said that there are two points which need to be
reviewed; namely, the Board has been pretty consistent in
their requirement for access to undeveloped land and the
Board must approve the basic drainage scheme. We will review
whatever you present to us.

Mr. DPyne said he would like this piece of land to bé on its
own. . The real issue is that the backland has adequate access
and it is not landlocked.

Mr. Gagliani said he would feel better looking at a plan with

a connection to the abutting land, Mr. Parker said that what.

is being proposed will not connect in any logical way to what
might be built later. If you want to submit the plan as it
is, we will act on it.

Mr. Pyne said if a connection to abutting land was required,
the cul de sac would have to be 1500 feet.

Mr. Parker said the important issues are (1) drainage without
detention basis; (2) street to abutting property; and (3)

full engineering review.

Mr. Codispoti said he feels this plan appears to be a‘ more
regponsible use of the land.

Mr. Pyne said he wanted to work with the Board. He will
upgrade the plan and have the Board review it.

ROCKY ACRES SUBDIVISION:

VOTED: To approve the Rocky Acres Definitive Subdivision
Plan drawn by R. F. Merrikin Associates, Bast
Walpole, dated November 20, 1986, and revised to
March 5, 1987, owned by Horace R. DiGiacomo, 584
Main Street, Medfield concerning property located

at the end of Vine Brook Road, showing ten proposed

lots, with the following modifications:.
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1« A street name shall be added to the plan after
approval by the Planning Board, Fire Chief and
Police Chief.

2. Vine Brook Road shall be rebuilt under the approval
of the Superintendent of Public Works from its
intersection with Cheney Pond BRoad to the first
pair of catchbasins at Station O+O.

The following waivers have been approved:

1. Waiver to allow Vine Brook Road Extension to have a
centerline radius of 350 feet.

2. Waiver of requirement for granite curb on Vine
Brook Road section with %350-foot centerline radius.

3. Waiver of requirement for a temporary turnaround on
Vine Brook Road extension.

4, Waiver to allow roadway section as shown on plans.

All requirements of other Town Boards must be met.

ORCHARD PARK SUBDIVISION:

VOTED: To approve Orchard Park Definitive Subdivision Plan
drawn by Norwood Engineering Co., Inc., dated
February 12, 1987, and revised April 23, 1987,
owned by Orchard Park Realty Trust, 2 West Mill
Street, Medfield, showing eight 1lots, with the
following modifications:

1. A street mname shall be added to +the plan after
approval by the Planning Board, Fire Chief and
Police Chief.

2. Note 5 should be added to Sheet 5 of 6, as follows:
"Construction of the proposed drainage improvements
will not increase the flood elevation of the
wetland area east of Granite Street.”

3. The proposed relocation of the Smith driveway is
subject to the approval of +the Superintendent of
Streets.

The following waiver has been approved:

1. Waiver to allow a cul de sac 959.67 feet in length.

All requirements of other Town Boards must be met.
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WEST STREET/HARDING STREET ANR PLAN:

The Board is in receipt of a Plan of Land in Medfield, drawn:
by R.F. Merrikin Associates, 46 East Street, East Walpole,
Massachusetts, dated February 24, 1987, owned by Vincent A.
Palumbo. ‘

VOTED: To sign the above~described plan with the addition
of a note reading: "No determination has been made
as to compliance of lots on this plan with Medfield’
Zoning Bylaws."

The meeting was adjourned at 12:15 a.m.
Respectfully sﬁbmitted,

John XK. Gagliani,
Secretary




MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
June 1, 1987

Present: Bancroft, Gagliani, Parker and Rhoads. Others present: Fox

Properties; Bernard J. Monbouguette; Frank Shugrue; Walter Renear;
Robert Borrelli's engineer.

The meeting was called to order at 8:00 p.m. by Chairman ?arker and the
following business was transacted:
MINUTES: VOTED: To accept the minutes of May 12 and 18, 1987,

Chairman Parker thanked the Board and Mrs. Willis for their assistance
and support over the past year.

Mr. Rhoads saluted Chairman Parker on behalf of the Board members for

the excellent Job he has done ag Planning Board Chalrman for the past
year. Mr. Rhoads then nominated the following slate of officers:

Chairman, Margaret E. Bancroft
Vice Chairman, John K. Gagliani
Secretary, Joseph D, Codispoti

The above slate was voted,
FOX PROPERTIES -~ VINE BROOK ESTATES CONTINUED HEARING: Chairman

Bancroft called the continued hearing to order at 8:15 p.m. and called
on the applicant to explain the changes in the plan.

Mr. Alan Fox introduced his architect, Emile Miller, and hls engineer,
Azu Etorniru to answer questions. ‘

Mr. Miller said that the plan that will be discussed this evening has
been slightly changed since belng reviewed by Whitman & Howard as

the Conservation Commission has required that no buildings be set
within the flood plain. This has reduced the number of units from

23 to 22 and has reduced the number of parking spaces to U4, Changes
have been made to the plan in accordance with Whitman & Howard's

March 26th letter. The plan was redesigned in accordance with Whitman &
Howard's March 26th letter was further reviewed by Whitman & Howard.
The May 27th Whitman & Howard report stated that the problem ol maneu-
vering, parking and the like have still not been addressed, Whitman &
Howard was also concerned because one unit is shown constructed over a
portion of the sewer easement. The Landscaping Plan showed a 24-foot
wide double entrance and a curb radiil that differs from the Briggs
plan,

Mr, Miller sald that he had gone over the plan with the Fire Chief and
he could maneuver fire trucks in the complex as long as the driveways
were a minimum of 20 feet in width and no parking was allowed along the
sides of the driveway. ‘

The Board expressed concern over the parking for the first unit on the
"Enter" side of the area. The driveway itself is. shown only seven feet
in length and a car backing out would have to be in the line of traffic
before turning. The Board felt that this was a safety issue.
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Mr. Fox sald that they had reviewéd many designs and had the number
of units reduced from 36 to 22 and he felt that the design was adequate.

Mr. Fox's engineer suggested that a sign could be installed saying
"Caution - Blind Driveway."

Mr. Parker said that he was concerned with the one~way traffic and
the people who will enter driveways incorrectly and who will park in
the driveway while "running in to see a friend." IF only the usable
land were counted for development, the density would be less. Mr,
Parker asked what the Fox experience has been with a restricted
traffic flow.

Mr. Fox saild that they train "their people" to use the roads correctly,

Mrs. Bancroft asked about the signhage for controlling traffic on the
sife.

Mr. Fox said that signage would be provided.

Mr. Miller suggested that mirrors be used for safety. That 1s the way
the problem of backing out into traffic is solved in Back Bay.

Mrs. Bancroft asked if there is anything different from this site plan
which has not been commented on by Whitman & Howard,

Mr. Fox said that the only difference is one unit and two parking
spaces have been removed and more open area has been shown,

The Board asked that the entrances be revised to 20 feet in width
instead of the 24 feet shown.

Mr, Miller agreed to reduce the two entrances to 20 feet and move
the parking space about which the Board is concerned.

Superintendent of Streets Feeney's letter was read into the meeting.

Mr. Parker asked 1f one dumpster would be sufficient for a complex of
this size. Mr. Fox said that they would have private pickup and the
pickup would be made as often as necessary.

Mr. Parker saild that the buffer is shown along the entlire front of the
property and the Jones' property. Since a portion of this is wilithin

the wetlands, you will have to obin a special permit from the Board

of Appeals to work in the wetlands. If you feel you.do not wish to put
in the buffer, you would need a variance from the Board of Appeals,

Mrs. Bancroft noted that the buffer was not shown between the complex
and the cemetery. This should be shown and a special permit received

to work in the wetlands or a variance from the Zoning Bylaw be requested
to eliminate the buffer. Which ever avenue is chosen, the matter will
have to go back to the Board of Appeals.
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Mr. Parker asked the following questions:

1. Number of units Mr. Fox said 22.

2. Gross usable area of Mr. Fox will obtain thig information.
land on which the
buildings are
proposed.

3. Net floor area of units. Mr. Miller said that f{loor area

ratio would be .14,

Mrs. Bancroft noted that another issue is connecting to the Country
Village Plaza with a foot path.

Mr. Fox said it couldn't be done because there is a culvert and the
path would be too narrow.

Mrs. Bancroft said she had walked the area and a gravel footpath
could be shown on the inside of the guardrail. An 18" gravel path
would be a nice amenity.

Mr. Gagliani asked about the photometrics. Mr. Miller said that the
light poles will be ten feet in helight. The actual photometrics are
shown on the plan.

Mr. Fox said the only thing left to do is to have the Zoning Board of
Appeals rule on the buffer and change the parking on the righthand
corner of the plan. If was suggested that the dimensions be shown

on the parking spaces so that the Board can be sure that they are
correct. '

Mr . Fox said he would resubmit the plan for Board review.

The hearing was adjourned at 9:30 p.m.

PHILIP STREET LAYOUT: Mr., Bernard Monbougucectte met with the Planning
Board to ask the status of the Philip Street layout. Mr. Cebrowskl
would like to construct a house on a lot which abuts the layout. Mr.
Monbougquette said he would check with the County Commissioners to

see what they will do. The County Commissioners informally said

that they had allowed someone to use the unconstructed taking as

an access way to the existing public way.

The Board suggested that there are two options which would allow

~building on the Cebrowski lot; namely: (1) obtaining a variance

from the Board of Appeals; or (2) apply to the Planning Board for
a subdivision. Both of these procedures would require the County
to allow work to be done within the layout.

FARM STREET - ANR PLAN: Mr. Frank Shugrue presented a Plan of
Land in Medfield drawn by Guerriere & Halnon, Franklin, dated
June 1, 1987, showing three lots,




Page 4
June 1, 1987

VOTED: To sign the above-described plan.
The plan was signed.

ERIK ROAD - 8.3 ACRES: Mr. Walter Renear met with the Board to discuss
a plan showing ten lots on an 8.3-acre site at the end of Erik Road.
There is a brook which meanders through the lot. The Board suggested
designing a development scheme which would insure the least possible
intrusion into the brook area. Concern for preserving natural features
of the sife was also expressed.

EQUESTRIAN PARK - PRELIMINARY SUBDIVISION PLAN: The Board reviewed the
plan and as 1t was incomplete it was returned to the engineer. He will
submit a complete plan on Tuesday, June 2nd.

TANNERY FARM -~ PRELIMINARY PLAN:

VOTED: To disapprove Tannery Farm Preliminary Subdivision Plan of Land
in Medfileld, Massachusetts, drawn by R. F. Merrikin Associates,
dated March 10, 1987, and submitted by Davna Corporation for the
following reasons:

1, Proposed lots 4 through 6 have one foot less than the
required frontage.

2. It remains to be demonstrated to the Board's satisfaction
that sight conditions at the intersection of Main Street and
the proposed road are adequate, and taken into conslderation
the location of the Mattison house on the adjacent lot.

(The location of this building should be shown on any sub-
sequent plan.)

The Board also will inform the developer that the location of the existing
sewer line should be shown on the drain profile of the outfall pipe.

The Board viewed favofably the concept of the proposed nonthrough
street of 600 feet.

The project should be reviewed by the Conservation Commission since the
proposed drainage willl outlet within the buffer zone of a wetland.

The deciéion will be given to the Town Clerk and sent certified mail to
Davna Corporation.

PRENTISS PLACE PRELIMINARY PLAN: The Board is in receipt of a letter
from Paul Nyren requesting the withdrawal of the Prentiss Place Pre-

liminary Plan.

VOTED: To allow the withdrawal of the plan without prejudice and to
return their check in the amount of $300,
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SUMMER SCHEDULE: The Board will meet as follows:

June 8 July 27

15 August 10

29 August 24
July 13 September 14

It willl be necessary to have members Bancroft, Codlspotl, Gagliani and
Parker present to vote on Mobile Excavating. Four members will also
be required to vote on the Vine Brook Plan. These two decisions are
anticipated to be made on June 29th.

LEDGEWOOD ACRES:

VOTED: If the Board does not receive a request for extension
within which the decision on Ledgewood Acres is to be
made, the Board will contact Whitman & Howard and Town
Counsel to assist the Board in writing a decision.

RELEASE OF LOTS PREVIOUSLY RELEASED: As the release of lot 36
Penobscot Street could not be found in the Registry of Deeds by
a bank attorney, the Board

VOTED: To sign a new release for lot 36 Penobscot Street and the
other lots whieh were released at the same time; namely,
lots 27, 28, 29 and 30 on Mohawk Street and lots 34, 35, 36,
37, 44 and 45 on Penobscot Street,

VOTED: To sign a new release for lot 26 Indian Hill Road.

The meeting was adjourned at 12:00 M,

Respectfully submitted,

John D, Gagliani
Secretary ProTem
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VOTED s To siogn bthe plan.
The plan was signed.
s i ovecelipt of & plan o

1RE7 cliawr by Chensy
e ow Bhowivg Fouwr Tobs ofT

MOFTH  STREE
land i

T oo AR FLAN

“ield  dabed
SECICR B« T O
by My o Vernl.

" |'~ ..l 5 .
ciivaum e - Ms

MOTED  To sign the plan.
Thie plav was sigred.

g The Board is L o f arr of  Lavd
in Walpols and M Loy cabed May Jobn R
fncerson & £ iabtes. Walpoles P ] ]

cwnsd by Michasl & Mary Vianos which is not & bollading

HEGH STREET -~ GNE FLaN

Lok,
VOTED:  To sign the plan.

The plan was sigred.

LIBERTY  BOAD: VOTET T approve updated ocovenant Fovr Libesrby
Foacd,  This is in place of & new subdivision.

ac jonrned at 11845 pam.

The meeti

HIGH AND GRANITE STREETS  ANR PLAN: The Board is in receipt of a plan of land
- entitled "Subdivision of Lot 2 shown on L.C, Plan No. 3589-B, Medfield" owned

by John D. & Beatrice B. Williams, dated August 25, 1986, drawn by GLM

Engineering Consultants, Holliston, showing two lots - Lot A - 112,827 s.f. more

or less and Lot B 77,245 s.f. more or less. ’

VOTED: To sign the above described plan.

The plan was signed.







MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
September 21, 1987

Members present: Bancroft, Codispoti, Parker and Rhoads.
Others present: James 0'Neil and John Thomss re Medfield
Shops.

MEDFIELD SHOPS SPECIAL PERMIT FOR SITE PLAN APPROVAL:

The hearing was called to order at 8:00 p.m. by Chairman
Bancroft. Secretary Codispoti read +the public hearing
notice.

Chairman Bancroft explained the procedure to be followed.

Messrs. John Thomas and James Goggan of Beals & Thomas and
James O0'Neil representing Flatley met with +the Board 1o
introduce the special permit request.

Mr. Thomas said that the proposed addition is.- 7,000 S.F.,
which would be in the rear of the existing 70,000 S.F.
building. There would be regrading and other work behind
the building. There would be no construction change for the
front of +the building except for the modification of the
facade. The tenant that has been secured for this facility
is Shaw™s Supermarket. Shaw's would occupy that portion of
the building currently occupied by the cleaner, hairdresser
and J. C. Penney's, plus the 7,000 S.F. addition. J. C.
Penney will be relocated within the mall. The hairdresser
and cleaner will go elsewhere. There would be increased
docking and loading facilities to allow fresh produce and
other products to be moved in and out on a daily basis.There
would be no dead storage in the supermarket itself. The
traffic circulation for trucks and emergency vehicles would
be improved. The drainage would be to the detention basin at
the western side of the site. The building will be connected
to the Medfield sewer system.

Secretary Codispoti read the Whitman & Howard report.

No. 1. Bearings of lot lines are not included. Mr. Thomas
sald the information could be provided on the plan.

No. 2. Drainage cutoff swale be installed above the
retaining wall or ledge face to direct the runoff.
Mr. Thomas said the same thing ¢ould be accomplished
by half-moon pipe which would require less site
disturbance and would accomplish the same goal.

No. 3. Inverts of the pipes in DMH1 and DMH2 should be
adjusted so that they have matched crown elevations
or a minimum of equal energy gradient. Mr. Thomas

i
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said that means match the crowns of the two pipes as
they come in. This adjustment could be made.

Mr. Thomas met with the Conservation Commission on Séptember
17. 1987, and it was their opinion that the change was not
significant enough for a notice of intent.

Mr. Rhoads said he noticed that there is a lot of vegetation
within the detention area and asked if the vegetation would
alter the capacity of the basin.

Mr. Thomas said that the only decrease is the volume of the
vegetation itself and is .not significant.

Mrs. Bancroft asked if the outlet had stayed unplugged.

Mr. Parker asked if the drainage under 109 was plugged would
the water from the site and from Route 109 cause sheeting and
asked for an explanation of this situation.

Mr. Thomas said that the system is designed to take care of
all the water. There will be no problem as far as the
upstream flow is concerned.

Mrs. Bancroft said that the wall is probably going to be the
issue of most concern and asked that the applicant explain
what he proposes for the embankment.

Mr, Thomas said that they have done additional soils
exploration and noted that there are some. rockcroppings on
the site. They would have to excavate the whole area to find
out where other rock is located. A structural plan of ' the
retaining wall will be submitted.

Mr. ‘Parker asked that the lighting in +the rear of the
building be explained.

Mr. Thomas said that the lighting would be on 30-foot high
utility poles and would be 400-watt hlgh pressure lights.
Photometrics will be supplied.

Mrs. Bancroft asked if all the construction would be on the
Flatley property and how far into the residential zone is the
construction proposed. The Board recommended that more poles
be installed and that the poles be 10 .feet or -12 : feet ' in
height.

Mr. Thomas said that it would go 10 to 15 feet into the
residential district.

Mrs. Bancroft noted that there is a buffer requirement for
screening between residential and business zones. Section
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6.2.10 on page %% of Medfield s Zoning Bylaw was read.
Mr. Codispoti asked a question regarding the wall.

Mr. Thomas said construction easements would not be required
on abutters' property. He also said that the landscaped
buffer is there in terms of width. In this case rosa rigosa
is proposed on one side of the fence and euonymous on the
other side.

Mr. Parker asked about parking requirements. It was
explained that as the addition does not exceed 154 of the
original building there would be mno change regquired in
parking. ‘ : ‘

Mr. Thomas said that if additional parking .were required that
there is space on the site.

Mr. Parker asked that the applicant support the statement
that the parking is 0.X.

Mrs. Bancroft said that she thought that there are other
agpects of the plan which need more effort and study than the
parking.

Mr. Codispoti asked how much additional cutting is proposed
in the rear of the property. :

Mr. Thomas said it would be 60 feet maximum on the east side
and 40 to 50 on the right. '

Roger Hicks, Cheney Pond Road, is concerned with additional
traffic on Route 109.

Mrs. Bancroft said ‘that the Board is concerned with safety
and noted that there had been discussion with the owner of
0ld Medfield Square to connect the two malls with a driveway.

Mr. James Moynihan, Crest Circle, asked how far  toward his
property is the construction proposed.

Mr. Thomas said it would be approximately 60 feet from the SE
corner of the existing building.

Gary Lehman, Hatters Hill Road, expressed concern for the
tenants which were not to be relocated.

John Willis, 14 Hearthstone Drive, expressed concern that the
blasting would cause damage to his inground cement swimming

pool.

Ben Iris, 24 Hearthstone Drive, also expressed concern
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regarding the blasting as he has a 3-sided glass porch.

McClure Ellsworth, 16 Hearthstone Drive, - is concerned that
blasting would cause problems with his house.

Mrs. Bancroft explained that the whole matter of blasting is
under the fire chief. -

Mr. Thomas said he would submit specifications for the
blasting work to the Board. He said that they would follow
the proper procedures for blasting.

Kenneth Backer, 18 Hearthstone Drive,  is.concerned that the
wall will encroach on his property. He felt that the
proposed wall and fence would be an "attractive nuisance"
and felt +that this matter had not been completely thought
through and wondered about both safety and aesthetics.

McClure Ellsworth, 16 Hearthstone Drive, voiced concern about
the +trucks entering and exiting the property. . He was
concerned with +the possibility of trucks idling for long
periods of time and causing fumes and noise.

Mr. Ellsworth asked if deliveries could be restricted to the
hours between 6:00 a.m. to 11:00 p.m. only.

Mrs. Bancroft said she thoﬁght this type of ordinance is
under the Selectmen.

Mr. Ellsworth asked if instead of a chain line fence é sound
barrier could be erected.

A question was asked regarding the maintenance of the fence.

Tony Cipriani noted that the new store will be twice as large
as before and suggested that a traffic survey should be done.

Kenneth Backer asked if consideration could be given to
allowing the addition to the front of the store.

Mr. Thomas said that this would cut into the parking which is
already in place.

Beverly Fowle, 22 Hearthstone Drive, expressed concern with
blasting. . :

Mrs. Bancroft said the Board will consider if a traffic study
should be done.

The hearing was closed at 9:45 p.m.
VOTED: To request a traffic impact study of the Medfield
Shops.
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VOTED: To send a letter to Flatley so stating.

PARKVIEW ESTATES DEFINITIVE PLAN

Chairman Bancroft called the hearing to order at 9:50 p.m.
VOTED: To continue the hearing to September 28th.

SPRING STREET - PLAN UNDER SUBDIVISION CONTROL NOT REQUIRED:

The Board is in receipt of a Plan of Land in Medfield, owned
by Estate of Blanche M. Kingsbury, dated June 19, 1987,
revised September 10, 1987, drawn by GLM Engineering
Consultants, Inc., Holliston, showing a new lot 2.38 acres.

VOTED: To sign the plan.

The plan was signed.

SPRING STREET - PLAN UNDER SUBDIVISION CONTROL NOT REQUIRED:

The Board is in receipt of a Plan of Land in Medfield, owned
by Estate of Blanche M. Kingsbury, dated June 19, 1987, and
revised August 19, 1987, drawn by GLM Engineering
Consultants, Holliston, showing lot line changes on the pond
side of Spring Street.-

VOTED: To sign the plan.
The plan was signed.

VINE. BROOK ESTATES - NORTH MEADOWS ROAD:

The Board will hold a public hearing at 9:00 p.m., Monday,
October 19, 1987, +to determine if changes have been made to
the plan so that it can go before the Board of Appeals before
two years have elapsed. ’

LEDGEWOOD ACRES:

The Board is in receipt of a request from George Pyne to have
the time within which a decision is due on Ledgewood Acres
changed to October 27, 1987.

VOTED: To extend the date within which the Board will make a
decision on the plan to October 27, 1987.

LTATSONS::
Margaret E. Bancroft

Selectmen, Warrant Committee, MPIC, Park & Recreation
Committee.
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John K. Gagliani
Central Business District, School Committee, Board of Health.

Joseph D. Codispoti
Historical Commission, Sign  Advisory  Board, Housing
Authority.

E. Lawrie Rhoads
Hazardous : Waste Committee, Highway Department, Water &
Sewerage Board, Industrial Authority.

Joseph R. Parker, Jr
Conservation Commission, Board of Appeals, Board of
Assessors.

DOVER FARM ROAD:

VOTED: To sign release of Lot 1 Dover Farm Road/Farm Street.
The release was signed.

OCTOBER 13, 1987 will be set aside for a review of the
Subdivision Rules & Zoning Bylaw in preparation for possible
changes.

The meeting was adjourned at 11:35 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Joseph D. Codispoti,
Secretary




MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
October 5, 1987

Members present: Bancroft, Codispoti and Parker. Mr.
Gagliani at 9:30 p.m.
Others present: John Rhoads, Lou Ann and James Nickerson;

Messrs. Sylvia, Ferullo and Smick for
' Citizens for Responsible Growth; Messrs.

Ralph Costello and Donald Neilsen; Xen

Backer and others re Medfield Shops.

Chairman Bancroft called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m.
and the following business was transacted:

NEBO STREET - PROPOSED SUBDIVISION: John Rhoads of Norwood
Engineering and Lou Ann and James Nickerson, owners, met with
the Board to discuss a 4-lot subdivision proposed off Nebo
Street within an RT Zoning District. Mr. Rhoads said that all
Subdivision Rules would be met, with the exception of a
detention basin to slow down drainage as it leaves the site.
As an 8-foot wide seasonal brook runs through the property,
the project would need Conservation Commission approval Mr.
Rhoads - told the’Board: he ‘would like ‘to present d° definitive
subdivision plan instead of first submitting a preliminary.

Mr. Parker said he would prefer to have a preliMinary plan
submitted as then the concept would ' be reviewed by the
Board™s consulting engineers.

Mr. Rhoads said that if the Board felt uncomfortable, he
would present the plan to the Conservation Commission for
their opinion. Mr. Rhoads said +the Chairman of +the
Conservation Commission s phllosophy is "we 1like detention
basins."

LEDGEWOOD ACRES: Attorney Robert Sylvia, representing the
Citizens for Responsible Growth, submitted a legal brief to
the Board with a Court Case which gave the Planning Board the
right to condition a subdivision because a waiver was
allowed.

Attorney Sylvia also said that the Board should not require
the developer to extend his proposed street all the way to
the lot line because an eventual road through to Main Street
would change the character of upper Pine Street and the funds
would have to be appropriated by the Town for the improvement
of Pine Street if it were more heavily travelled.

Mr. Ferullo asked that the Board put a restriction on the
subdivision that no mére than 12 house be'built.

Mrs. Bancroft said that +the number of house lots is
controlled by the zoning.




Page 2
October 5, 1987

Mr. Smick said he does not wish to have the road extended to
the Kennedy land.

Mr. Xennedy requested that the Board follow Land Subdivision
Rules & Regulations rules and, requested that he be allowed to

submit a memorandum to the Board within the next seven days.

PARKVIEW ESTATES;, . Chairman“Banéroft called the continuation

hearing to order at 9:30 p.m. and asked that the changes in
the plan be explained.

Mr. Donald Neilsen, engineer, explained that the subsurface
detention area has been redesigned to replace the galleys
with septic tanks. Since the tanks have solid wall
construction, there will be no impact on the groundwater. A
6-inch sump will be provided for the collection of silts and
fines. A note has been added stating that any overflow from
the system will flow into Curve Street.

[ :

Both the pre- and post-developmeht times of cbncentration are
less than six minutes so the minimum value was used.

A cover letter hgs been provided with the. .revised - drainage
analysis showing that it has been reviewed by a registered
engineer.

BExisting manholes and pipe work are now shown in déshed lines
on the profile.

The existing utilities for the 1-1/2 story house have been
shown and a note has been added to the plan regarding the new
tie-ins. :

The typical roadway profile and the"plan view" of the road
have been revised to show the two-foot grass strip adjacent
to the sidewalk.

The -electric, telephone and cable lines have been added to
the"plan view" of the plan.

The beginning and ending stations of the granite curb have
been added and the curbing has been shaded. Curb inlets have
been noted.

Whitman & Howard™s report recommended that the catchbasins
located at Station 0+20 be relocated to about Station 0+30 so
that curb inlets will be located in the tangent portion of
the granite curbing.

Mr. Neilsen said,it appears that no ledge has to be cut for
the road; however, some blasting will be necessary for the
sewer, which in places will be 12 feet down. Mr. Neilsen
said that six to seven feet of fill would be added in front

of Lot 4 and about four feet in front of Lot 5. There will
be a swale between the two houses.
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Mr. Parker asked about possible alternatives to the
underground detention system. Mr. Neilsen said that the
alternatives would be (1) to revamp the entire Curve Street
drainage system or (2)to put the drainage into Kingsbury's
pond. .

Mr. DNeilsen said that the galleys were for a ten-year storm
and that any surcharge would be ‘in-Curve Street. In order to
provide for a 50-year storm two tanks would have to be = added
to the galleys.

Mr. Neilsen said that the drainage from the proposed
subdivision would have no effect on the abutters.

Mr. Peksens, 123 South Street, asked if blasting is required
would standard procedures be followed. Mr. Costello said
that before any blasting takes place the abutters would be
notified and standard procedures would be followed.

Mr. Bernardo, 23 Curve Street, 1nqu1red about perc testing
and felt that the testing was belng done on his land.

The Board asked Mr. Costello to cheeck into this matter. Mr.
Neilsen 'said that the test pit is in the middle of Mr.
Costello™s property.

Mr. Bernardo was concerned with the additional traffic on
Curve Street.

Mrs. Leslie Weinstock, 25 Curve Street, is concerned as she
feels that Curve Street has a water problem and apparently
the Highway Department is not aware of it. She said that her
driveway had eroded because of water from Curve Street.

Mrs. Bancroft said that once the street is built that water
will flow into a catchbasin then into the galleys and then
into the street system and it should improve the situation.

Mr. Neilsen‘said that they would present a tree-planting plan
after it has been determined Whlch trees would be kept on the
site.

Mr. Fay asked if parking is allowed in the cul de sac.

Mrs. Bancroft said that two parking spaces must be provided
for a single~family home. She said that the 28-foot wide
street 1is to allow for temporary olrcumstances where people
~have to park on the street. v ’

Mrs. Weinstock asked if the two-family will be rented or be
owned. '
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Mr. Costello said he did not know yet. When asked about the
houses to be constructed, Mr. Costello said that they will be
traditional in style with 2200 feet of living space and a
garage.

_The hearing was closed at.9:45 p.m.

VOTED: To approve the Definitive Subdivision Plan entitled
"Parkview Estates" dated July 15, 1987, and revised September
18, 1987, owned by Ralph Costello, concerning property off
Curve Street showing five proposed lots with the following
conditions:

1. Approval by all other Town Boards as require.

2. Catchbasins 1located at Station 0+20 . be moved .back to
approximately 0+30 so that the curb inlets will be located in
the tangent portion of the granite curblng.

3. A tree plantlng plan be submltted to the Planning Board
with species approved. by the Tree Warden. after the road has
been roughed out and it has been determined which trees
already in place on the site may be used, in accordance with
Section 5.2.1.1)1 of the Land Subdivision Rules & Regulations
of the Planning Board. . .

4. Endorsement of +the approval is conditional wupon the
provision of a performance guarantee in the form of a
Covenant duly executed and approved to be noted on the plan
and recorded with the Norfolk County Registry of Deeds.

The following waivers have been allowed:
1. 25-foot radius for Parkview Drive.
2. Underground detention basin.

MEDFIELD SHOPS: Mr. Kenneth Backer met with the Board to
express his concern with the proposed 30-foot high wall
behind his house. Upon conferring with an engineer, MNr.
Backer said he felt that the wall appears to be technically
impossible to build as shown on the plan.

Mrs. Bancroft said that the Board: had walked +the site on
Saturday and are concerned with the safety issue and felt
that a planted buffer along the property line made a lot of
sense.
R T T ST : 1 N

Mr. Backer was also concerned that the new market would be
open longer and that there would be additional noise from the
trucks servicing the plaza.
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He asked if the Board had any control over hours of
operation. Mrs. Bancroft said that was a function of the
Selectmen.

Mr., Parker said that.the entryway into the . site could be
better designed.

Mr. McClure Ellsworth said he was concerned with the safety
of the wall, noise pollution and blasting.

Mrs. Bancroft said the wall would have to constructed
properly. Mrs. Bancroft said that the Board has requested
that the developer provide a traffic study for the project.

Mr. Backer will be notified when the traffic study has been
received.

DEERFIELD DRIVE: The Board is in receipt of a report from
Whitman & Howard, Inc., regarding surety for Deerfield Drive
II. )

VOTED: To set surety for the release of lots N1 & 18, N2 &
19, N3 & 20, and N4 & 21 at $3,000 for a one-year period.
This surety is for the curb Imlet which needs to be repaired
and the inlets which need to bg changed and for the bounds to
designate the right of way to tﬁe Town land.

GEORGETOWN ESTATES:

VOTED: To set surety on Copperfield Street and Bishop Lane
at $80,000 for completion in 1989.

BUTTERFIELD LANE:

VOTED: To set surety on Butterfield Lane at $43,000 for
release of lot.

VINE BROOK: The Board reviewed Site Plan of Land off North
Meadows Road dated July 9, 1987, and

VOTED: To approve the plan with the following condition:
That approval is subject to approval of other Town Boards
as required.
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The following change will be inscribed on the plan: "Twin
box culverts 12" high and 24" wide barrels of Class V
reinforced concrete, with a 6" gravel subbase, 4-1/2"
bituminous concrete base course and 1-1/2" bituminous
concrete top course." Co ;

The meeting was adjourned at 12:20 a.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Joseph D. Codispoti
Secretary




patd P rrm Ly Do g

pLp ELG D

SRR LU T D e T

» pra sy
¥ a4

L g1

3140

CEVISES T LR T BN
srwacio @y pTwﬁ
AU pawse @) ALT
T R A0 BRI
G LY
El

PEHEEADEED RO
0 EANL p{ﬂmm
B LW 0y

L RG]

guksmwehenbe 40
A aoclus B
LA g LA R
ki) T o ol
L0 L E wacicle rmu 5
LG @0 JE 0
BT CPELADAY LU ¢
DL T8
B uupd
Al LG PrE
: g

lﬂfnﬁiﬂ L
P EILLE
LT BT LA B

: " prEE
R RN
4qh14

&L
("T ﬁ]
By Braw,

[

R

LT UM @t ol @un pwsa 1
a0 Duraway &gy pe

Aldenife.l

DT AT

TWE BLOLBDRTE

proEyn
W

A

)
LT B

T4

uu4 L

%]

TLED G A0

r)nrwwpw;i;

bl per |
Jomue e S0 Ty T pLo
QELIG MIOLE
TLVE L0
scle s ey potasd

CLACHE ML LT L
ABLLAD G

4L Hﬂj.w SHLLOWE D
GV LS

A }
. Ve e O
BT E)

uUIﬁ
pLAED
ALY 4

TR T ALY il

praao.clcle
AL 1t

T

LA ELATTR I LB
3 BT TG
TOMTLE M HLA0M
A L0 PLAEROE &
na@pets @adem sTeacddy
@ols 1

oM 4t
CHETILL -

L EA e
@ it
R R I w T
AELLAEIY 0

L

@ W
syl
(RE-IHIRE 2% Ly

"A1IMUIIIW"H Aol LELGE SO0

HT STE

tLE

AoosmanTtw saodcohe

Arnp

LWL S

WIRRR:

BT H I
AW @LYy e

SEDLLD 0

BUAL "B
Ly

IR

LUT 5 5 LA E
;\lhj)’r““l ) 0
adoag 'ﬁuﬁpu"4¢
§pgnls T pon

LA R

WeET LM
LT BLAE LT
dEedgd Tt hen

CHUT

LR R

WMIA

Jscpunag e

L

ﬁHTMQIIG&

I

28T T (]

04
LB IR

Chdeiet

B LA

T

HH DTN

P O

A B
ARNTS 5

LONTI

LR4E

VRN
LB @ LT

@ug P

PLLE 408007
SET T VI
|nutﬂ BLLTA

pie

LBET AT

mNiHHWWd LA e g s

SEDID 0




SLADVE LA HE DTG L TM DT VL LD
WL rEEE 0 g Trie shurprong ey g clE TE TN
4o s aoodons Buryresos fsBurprimg ®edy) WTegunn
TTEM BT840 1@l AGEAT WT L EATA WTALEE, Dol
RO TRV SN PooAod pEuTen wasg pwy peaoddode

PELG
prews damabosd Sy A0l 308 TUDLE SUBMaT IrnD RAOELDTY " A

-

samauwnt el vET THeg
e AclEad OsMIRY @308

prE D)

PR WIMBELL ] LD P

P el @y wr gty ded
Gt TR S ABANE R SEDVOLN  Ae0ual paweog Durruns |

satudac petoeds w
L BAREA T W ¥ §: Y I LEFCHDEN [ O0y L.Hﬂ'f") CILAE DL @M @Byl
aAEIC] ) L L PR e t T (R T LIOY 3L W 1)
aoalagrns srty)y wo Burawsy Suyl 4wy} RIES 0 L0ADM0EE WEmLLE

LI

L)

"EHHMD NG
Taads TP A
[T 4L0400e

@y wt padeadoe goruym BDrg o sy
5 swel oot g 98 aepan og Burassy
ALY O 4]

FrErE .
aug i

.

o LR TR Y AR

rss o elo .l Lot LB Qi LUEL)
g Teanacdidy el B3 Ts A0

TTEM BTN "

AT ETIC UG D) pEppE s 0l
Baow HE pawos DUt Ty Su) S LE
AR ORE % R B o 0w A0l LT

"5 A

padtaben)  Burpasbea o meTAn Do euy 20 OTCETG Ty
PRSI B BTN A 2ubniod 2 @ Bty

PL o) . gl e quwtd TTIm SELE LU :
e @y wr Bupsas @BUg 3L 4 CEMAT T T D
BAOLES.L 0 0 LOTMSIULT BT S¥M 3T vyl pue Durpy T
LT 3R LA B 04 SDURTIRA W DBATSDSEL Pwy o 8y
pres o tesags Burads g A0y et o o B - W B v D )
frsvaciys @ T anp WE T T B A T B o 2 S P N

03oL

L0

et

cgre o ermogw peuanol pe s BUT sy sy

CEGTH WYL T WD
@iy g auswdinbs 4o sTeraslew 4o sieaogs ) ELATE) LG
Adwancs) W Opue A@ST TELL WOTIDNAEU0D W 4D 8 4 suwrwydl
Loy 4 1o LT .m0 ouwasod peros i Boomlwah
oMy @0l sTeedoy L0 paEoE Bu D) WOT3EDT e
AEWCMIE 04 WD LSS 4 gwent ooy sy gueabd

i 7w uLe ) S0
oeTy  RIEoD  sTyy gwyy pabueyn
WY pTes % [ ) LEILLAO ) 3

w

[ L

BT TEAL D @Ay oreaa s sbe i @ B
JLEELAE L LT Bt Al ELELD AT PEMBE BDWROLNM M

]
LEAT VAT A0




e fied T
A"

LD O Ad@gwm Al LT

sag e mrilwan pood
WO OEAEL GELG PRI ] TR “ma{quld O TM B
@y 40 g pae wr 0P prvoD Drilean Lt op :

T
L

"L

gy
LY
A

AT BHEM L0 B WY
BHVIEL SLD e :
BELD 1

. lwpunwmml mun
P4 ELEL ADL @ TE @

RN G R
IR RN TH

ST LA E T
Gp 0 90T W w0 paaoltw st Burprong peodrouwyad @
BLAELM antagsTe Buruor ATuo @y s Awp A
LI TR WAL T EARL PTTioHs e Tl Byl 38U

R IR AR
0 LUER LY E L O
2 Lt Buruns

@madngg W @ o sHuTpT TN
A opadsw BN INODE 4

@EAL  @ug Aol 9%
"

TETM LT
G0LL BEL)
JEL PT

VN LLBEL] BAWL

e TV 90N
@4 @
A1 ACPEE 7 L

HEUTT 207 @LU) WBUM P TWns
Teanschdy R E PTG L LIS
SABABMOL I RSDDE LB L)

THESUTT 0T
WD HEmie st R pue shurawses - ORCERTRT R TSETTIRT O T o

ey g clE

04 AEGBT RJOEMOM 5 LR LM B

5 L)

LR TR ﬁummqu

LUEEIL] WL B TS au}lmxw
ADPLLTE.AD BL ORUT PE
TreE awung o pepwsd si pur X
ATt pet By p;nnm 4l’uqn
» &} pE AE @@L 40 B L LA

0 ﬂﬂfnxd @y Wl aEeutbus fTBTA0RE BT OUE LY

®Ow AR
L ),
W)
BT E@T
L ML
BL) pEuTE s

P pbe AdBgonags Ag o pe
@ prem Burprong eyl MR R T T S A (37
Butsawed g4 O LVELLE Y A BLOU 0 TAT RS
@0 03 @.Ang LY hanug;w SEIUELILE BUTU @AWY TTIM
HIRR m T HLH mowds peragsnpur Awg yBry eoue e Bug pue
e I " AT L BT L 8 " ELATH) TGS
TrEM 37 AT
s e ochnagd Foadd
BB T AED L l)pun we o syy

g r g el LA LjLLER

5 32
LT gL
IR REY

TETM

TR B - T 111 I 4

HLO T OUML BDTALEE 10l Aws.l
s wr o e dnodb ogaoddns eDraln ey Burpring sy
L0 guody uwr Burdawd g o T1TM 24843 29Ul oL L - S W

m—




OOy fA)

e BT ]

- CLUMOILEE  GOW B
LT @y L0 TLLELE T U “s O

LML)
@ @R dPTM 00 deks ¥y pegsebbns cuerrhen oy

L AL DBUST T
LELEY T E DT ALELL AWM. DM
Bursn  Fa@ABMOL  EDUS B0
B3 A0 PuE HUD 3w PDejwlTwe e uﬁnq sl o
GELY PTEES TETACED A *DELARAY Homay Burpael

S EL LD
s B R s TR N
AL "HULpg»nq
LELL Ty
T R e 1Y

s B0 [TIM 8

CpEETTEIBLT S0 [TTM BRTE0ARM  CWETET BT it ap

saufiruog pawog eyl o8 pasgorwogns Dureo 81 el
Adnancy.aguon aistoduan eyl 1o wstd o T AR % LR PR |

CELT YR LD
SRR’ 3T 9 dopaaspadd pus
sy ButAsst a@gem 20 A Tauwenh

ATHUL WU PTES THTAORE 0 4

T ampad e Bupmous .
N R LI - T B G I T T B B IR
B0 WL PEMOLS SUOT3E TN

" "] Lig HN o EAspE .
S L8

f.} LS oo ) - S B R I M
@ TTTM O BLUOTRTNIDTED

I tHETET R tETON

WOkl pP@ELNPE.L BT
SR R T U W S
Cre LT LM B rusas
L WY T

@A OV S Guslle e oo
woour g oo pesmor iy e nod ey pres uBhorinron A

TSR R
ST RS D TELDD TR T DS gl A @aw B L% B4 N N A

W ABAD pPeol v BuTaondgsuon ur
AW LA T

LR 0 ow S 4 Do B A= g e EAOLELLTIADD ST T O
s A paae Al iy EAEL]

AN *pyE e o u~mq AL BT (AN

] |H.TM

wed /et W AW
TTEM  ABMEBAT.AD

@ fBupspaedd
RN

PpEpTADAcl Qo BAe SARMEATLD DL

AU BUOT Y DEE LAY EAT WSS L ohE T T

fENTH B
a1 »@edy el
o U @7 o
3L ;w;;uag:%at

Web g ARME ABIEM QBT
pOE e g acdto panaost
BoOOGWT SMOTE WY )

g woaal on

T WE WL
LSBT |
VLT LR DEL

LBEHET &7 43W”!’”




LG OE SO IP AT DEATHDE
lwqmunnm ADG WO TETAT RIS

Trwm g @)

L T
R ENIaTe

YR TWIONE LSS0 ADSB.LTE SR DT UM
Pl [ mwm” OB WG T LM WL L BL LUDBME
! LLTR @ vevibiE.d T EM L @y e 3T AL
@o 77U Bl dwel] svorasac BUN L0 HB0D . @ CLIGT D LT e
L A0 ] AR eI L gELe 8 i CL LA

Awmpioe .l
@A D
AEAT

et el L LmMous LI
UL AEATEM R DL LTSS HS PEdn o
y pocluEg W g ik 4L L Wl
2 1 Brit A

& LA

P T W

"EYY T P L)
Buareo BT JEATEM I
LT T A0 ELU
CHTILE BUNEE @) R R R
DAL 3 ' PHBAOU LB
" LY EE Feaeloly 40 pJFDﬁ PHAE L
LT LT MJHP!]HwWﬂ L T I 0 A LT
L0 LA TAL R w
qyum QL CHUO D )L SNSRI T-TH B - 0 £

LLE AT
pe 34 ) | FENDY S

Opd L

sl e g, gw pauanolpe sem Dot oe

st ol Wy pue Burpaog ey Burpawba
TESUTIT  WMMD L L TM HDEUD DTVOM BUS RTEE 4 L0ADues T E

CpRAEOE @y A ;
LTS EATROMNE JERUT WE T B PUE Depng .
s LTI T g xH

QOB IO
WTALEL @AW 0 A ALY BTG L WL Py

L LT GEBUWEDEG BT e
G DL

Wm0 ST TEER B, PAROE SUl Ryl pres

b

r' [t ] inW l,__, R N ]
o0 b A ) WL

Jeal . o
GELG DB swM o 4

Puiteg  @aw  seoecds Dugs B OB
Butsded  oyg Wt oS0 Troe HDhRA0sE MOous

U EAE LT
Bl @0 TTIM wqqﬁtT IRy "MU}pprnq “H% I T B TR R L )
wo patpeds st BurguyBry Burprong A0 HOVLAL @ ;
paEguTon eow L ans o aae saubry o seyg awel Buyg ug *EE T LT
@Ay mortdgawogoud  geun pue o guborp o egorh ow ygztm gubure
gomg prros serod sy geuyg pres yboopooong

4o E AT

mppg ol BipauBivy @uyn mMEBTABL ABU} WU pE

LBAT S&T  LBQ000N




Pi !l%m

ELIG
aubya
0

&Ly

T BT

=)

B LT Q@ LB e EUAL

LMD
B

@y Ao

0 BT

@1 T EM
EL) |

WoOO@E S04 TTIM TEADWES.L MOUS D
TTEM BTUL S " TWAOSE.L MOWUS JrO009 DEHEY BREOUN A

u4LM &;HmuJ TTEM PO Lan L LE LYY
OV PNBREE @O LT TM LIBWE S g
SR e W B IV LR T [ B T B | S
T e L

Nhumﬂkw HNU mHm'
DL BN TG HHL DL Oy

@O S : Z
@B pImous ABuyg S a@asmoy FAsM L0
pel @ PrToD oEeE unT3ess Aresentxoadds
147 UL @l @) L0 SVIBUSSUOD W BEM
Mt EAML NMIFLIM MMORS STTIWM OANTNTWLE 82 9N

@uLg ur o

ltﬁhﬁA @O OPTOOM YTEMBDTSE B JRUL BEM PO
b OIS @ AL wankEus T el
&uq M$J} d@ateM @ "L

-
i

s
~;
P
S.-
[

AT pnae puaniol @oss Burpe b o sugn e S0
AG 0Tt 20 ONTHNOLNTED N SMbeitdE T "o

LUTSWOLIDR R0 B HEM
ST SR LG
MBTASL D P
R B M LT L 0 K A L

L pLRg s Mo SuUD SU) WL
(3 40 a0k DARMOM % LW

H

11

cARTT o rsundss.l
: @At

LI SE TWOTE Huy L0 sJswd B osg TTIe
JETTWEEH WOT0EE W wig BT WEH T LA " A

pooLD LIMOLIE S ABAEA 1A

ARNE v TR
LI L 0T BU0D 8L R W R IR SR YO IR

awes Hurpaebal spou 8

4000 @Bedogs UBR.L) MOous o) paJdinbad eg oste [rim werd sy

@ P EET AT Twe )
4

L T

0

Lis L AR

SO ] Viom
@l A DEME T AR

Wil
a1 vueErol Eug WD UMD

51 WA 0T TR TSR i
TPV LLEEMY & 4mlgﬁq g ey ol
vriba . Ly = 5 LT T LA "
@ 40 T Ty +qunu\q ABHAEL

LLELAARN " A
Gomoowwpo ey el

I O N 10 QR o B
bR DL 324

Butygded aybra-Aglon
e AL LB ) "
jwey paure ok
artpel Buatuang
TAELL LB . DOEMWCIE ST 3T @&Jd0lsg
PLAE A ELLD DET D DG PO B} B0 LS00 DY
IR T D B R R I I NN ¥ M LR | ER Y R W R = N R

eho il
@ seh

[enss £3 LA R LT

AL L 1|un u

]

pILLE

@i
LB&T SAT 4800000




TEE LT RINEE
(1T @f1awls IRY

o { P DGLT UOTBUSHE v
A0 :

senfipmea gw epead Lo 3

(/4,04 LT prye
{ ER BTOLEE Tad woay sbuwuyn adoys
(F BT LUTNT S D VIOART WL
(F BT LT e s e EDoT o

£ oeeTd) GReE UDTieng o

oo
)

BRTEWOD B TTIM BJlastea Butmoy ol eu)

O PTO

1 AU paacaclchs

T LLE A

&
Gy pTR
371

@ﬁ
By

LTRI LY

PRE i ELLIDUEL ML LN

EAELL i i it

=Atalohe gou

S PLE U a9 B® TR WO TS TA LRI
PLIETT QEEgET @l ;

Lt BTLL TENTNEAT AUMIEATHMO TEd

@YV WOTHTATRONG puet eyl ur abueyn
SRR ¢

AR AR Rl S RV AT
@ o Aot acd pa

3
&

DOLWOTIE SEM WO THTATROTE STl ¢

"L

PHATYM 0T

@iy TTEM sTWL CHNYT EBHL 0L I EE AToHs

ELLGTD

FELT T
WBTM Q0L op
pLAwOg Bl I

AT BLG DG PEL TG YW I RN T I L - S T )
Y B LAEAEMD CAEATEM BTL} JSPTHLIOD T{IM
BT I T B A A0 HLENETT MO W3ATYM 6

2 EETMM WMOTHTATRONG  PuE

£
BAHTT PINOM DABOE @)

2 L LT LAMOLE

WO HED TS LB

v

BRE

RRSL

TOL LM 5L E

AEGEM L =)

G LU U B

1 S PR &

y L ETDE.L 3O T8 RJAEOE Sl o0l
TN S @O ETVINIT S ORI S L O
S PoskLL N AN TR (L
LY SETOMNY YLK E R

CET UL W
PUE OO/, MOT)
L& EHL A0 : J
MOTLWLE ONY O0rd NOTLGLES

Gy |

aal B0 AR S uEmE e
@fwisann  Bug 3wyl 0B 31 puvoaw din prong [Ttm Ay e
uMop paddoldp BOOTTTM BATDNALE BLUL JRLL PIRES JegMer v
"WHLBAS HEUNIYHO S0 SLNEWER TN 20UHEADD FOWINTK & 9N

CREEE B TTTM L TSE LD ELE) LA WML
@AY QW TOL5U0D WO0TRERTTE  CNOILORLOMA NOISOME & " On

£ b
LEST SAT 4200300




AL E DB
taocdsTpony o yodasop

Sl TwonEs AT TNy Dok an

e sy oW pauanolpe sesr Dot gasw oy
et {5 } b S
“LEAT a) wa Pyl

@y ooy Burgsew paeog DUtulE . S48 MBTARL 0L By
UL 3oy P peod Lo AdoD gaeap v godanng TTTM pason ey

Pyl
@Lg g
# AT
LS R

TukaLg A paaodciche Booog
STUY B0 BaEYys pue Butawey T Asgusg o
LACHT EULAO LT ALLE 3 UWmOE 00 pIR pue we :
@ 40 BAED DR Ty te ATdBd 20U RITD UG TESM 40 e

#4000 pooma b
I OB JEL) BNEU

BL 03 DETLLED B 30U
@ug awug degadd prrom Py

@ D
W S HLON

f b
AT S0 00




.

PLANNING  BUARLD
s 9 1ee?

Fles il

avcroft. Codi

Sagpliani, Favber

arncd Rhoads .

athendings
Tooois Toocois FPooles

Messrs. Fyoe and Facecber §

Yellovoal Jaa O Mepils Tim O'Neil.

Ting w Tled to o al 800 pam. by Chalvrmar
ancl the following business was bhransacts

wher met with the
whhovrme  FHoad  bo
1w & : 3 s
preamgs 1
For  con
1 The 2l

1 mg . Py and Ba
I : plam showing Hs
L0038, This plar lso
Tot for the propos
plan  showsd  sloping
ang retalning walls as ;
e dn Full compliance with By law of bth
of Medfield and with regquivemsnts all o i
wll  compliance  with  the Land  Subodivis]
qalations except for the Following wailvers which  have
allowsd by the Flaorming Bosavds

cal

g o

[

l.‘ oo o1 sore soo]

From Flatbe

Looate

locatiorn of dralinage stbruoburss
] Cosmbiowrr ove plan.

‘

Waiver  from  Flate 3 for location of  wall T om
abhion 040 to Gtation 2485,

et of
Ty b

B Walver from  Secbion 7.6 to allow  adjus
siclewall loocation ciracte at sdg o oin atio

o o

u

fabie 1 oto o allow  a  dead  end st
Lo .

Waiver Fvrom T @Eeefont radi i at

trbersectiorn of Flnes

fa Waiver From Section 7,380 vegarding granite owrbing.

The strest name is bo be changed from Tare Lane o
Hawthorme MHoad.

Favier moved that the subdivision be Limited to 12

fig it bhe pubali interests &8 any

leb dwncreass trafFic and problems  on
1 LAY .

[ e}

Fine Sbreat.




BUTT  AEEM 3 20 DUTBSs0.LD &gy Ao susistandcd  ascdoad
AW T tM AL " BOE L LD T AR AT 4O oL@ R
@ TTEM o e 4y swHg T wr pasinbeg seabuwgn gy

Lig 3

G UELOTTEMOD BUTsTHE Syl 0)
A0 Ewd BT W
@, 2 M

MU @) DETR DL LEAT L @

TEMbE LD WL SRS
0y 8 W oL sy
CRIBLLADI DL QITIDTLLTR

ST

@400 g g Burpssau Be DJABMOR 9 LR UMY AQ PeLBTT
@aEn maurod @y : Iy LN sppe il
EUD LD BLOTY T 3§ viamodadng BEM Uy B g0g N

pagg twens ey GELYL RTWE TDD0Y A

CRAEMORE G WBW T UM A MEBTABL UWGTHSIATHONG @194 WA0Dw $y)
WL s Tl : : @Lg WG tM Gaw
DI B PUE B0 8T R B P B N T B

Lo

Jd@ddoteasp
TR AN B S TR LY
k.

YRR

i e nodn

@ P pawog sl

Popat f91

O PR SZmAT S/ ATV 99§ A
~ aanacdoe oy T

DELED LR ATROE S840y poowab

0
Iy

RELLOT R UE-BADE Ul 03 pEIoa BELY ROEog
Pt @y L0 @904 A paaTem se jdenxs
TAPEL A0 0] @yl 4o suorgeinban w0 ss1ny
PR L ug T we o eyg a0 eouer Todwon T s

a1

SPGB0 LS TTR L0 siuswalinbad ygoe aouet pduon g

TRTET LREN L0 WMD) @)

Lo M Ag B @ watM o wetd syl o anusrrceon prng e

syl
pue m@cdors DT orAag B0
Buitdoys 40 WOTHTADL “gn

1

WD LMDLS s pem Dururs
Aooasocdangd a0l sguE

ATV LY BW BDJAEO0 WMD) L0
pue pawon Butuue . su) 09 Aldogoelstoes uorgwgs B dend
L3 EM 0L 30T @aeswedss 0 pus LAy )LD WOTHTADLY  H

"EGUERAET WOTIRLE 91 S0+T1T
Wyt WA s wook Yresep wepd 2o peaoadoe pawog Butouet.y "y

pwmpmo o) s Jadorassn eyl

@y wsamisg uoch pasabe sebawys auly yatw wepd
) FMOR G B TUM eyl aatnbed 0y puw
AT D PEBTABL DUY Somat 9T LN 0 REwn
saoddde oy BOEELOA

pLE P
TV L
CLEBAT
LA T o

43

FAC e e

LE&ET e




CETAEL BUY L0 BERTS uaog w0 sburguwto s prIm suasy)

slHUELD @) L0 BoA )
wathk sue i pagepcdn eayy p L DL @Y P
P T Twe B W0 BUTomr P Wl WEAp T Uy gusasad 0y [ rem
@ a0 oo ey qw L. rELn wasab SHCTEOW @)
T11mM EL g PABMBATAL L W TR G E W EE
£ Trwm w00 L. LT PSS ABL B D g o
L PR ORI U T

ELLEM AL e

JVICIE &L
@ BT Ty

A I 3 B 30 L BT b B L e | Y

g E

AEAET ST AEcws

WO EBLLELHE WE MOy T® 9l FOHLDA

"LEAT

09 uu{d RO Bt
AT TM LA

W pEg THICME Tnma) LA

LLCHE 88 T AL PO

IO PLIE |
O M TTTM O PUEBT C AE®.S @YY R4 0B BuTTo gu; ESIRE
0 PILLED M 2 & TV @ ey Ly

: u%
@prioacd sy wo Durgsine B
B OWAS  BL) WoLLL ABATEM @
Ao @y 40
w ¥

aubr.a puw

VEWMOW

At :11}L3 AT 1

LTEAL @
LU0 LAMIILES
O W

LLEHT 2 LA D)
PRE VIS e,

{yw 3L pﬁqmm

spEguw o B o0 e
EELAG B LD TM

R o - TR RO T .
ces By pua oo o AwMBa T AR
WJTNUMA CELE ﬂﬁlhﬂld

wmeldy ey Burpawbs
e B D T WL (M R W B N o - B R
wotg e ey Burpawbea i
ey eain uatgeinlieaag a0

; pel @ug wn psp A
AT T PR DWU WOTUSL R B
craawall mroaugg 4o lU)l]J[TJ Wl

L pavea @y ey padink
BTG 0 MO 1 Trim

T 3Tm

@D 9w 188,

SE LEATTEM

mq

A
g [ A ] E
LY UEATA
AELI D @l
Armbnal oop 0wy

LD W OO
1.4 0
LY LA

LAy @0 [Tt STy Cpedink ST BT e Uth
@aAEuM Mo e sue o Bugg wa By Ja o pue Buiru e s
Ak & W SR T MO LM BDUERDLODIE T B
abeurtwap  pesododd Sy A0l weTd B U0 UMOLE @0 TTIM
i weng s PEELEG MO TM WO THS TWWDTT WOT LEA LSBT
i ; Tl ABUg puw e T geM By Wl
SAOT WL DEGOL 4 WELT TG Wt AEDUN D, unh;m
LB BATAC ALDHDTM 3E SUTT JEMEBE SU3  Japun

7z

g

e @O a0

P 3 A (L MY 4 .“[d mun»




By L9E7

o Wi tman & Howard For #

plam will be
e

The veavi
fFinal revie

€ Tim

MOFRFOLE CONMMECTEION WITH 3
aneg  Jobvr OFNeil and Tim 8 mat with the Boacd  to
o s the possibility of & vroad i Mool
BT LT with Penobscoet Btrest. The Board felt that
the  covmmection as shown on the plan brought in by the
above-named gentlemen would make & very dangerous Curve.

VOTED 3 To send & letber bto Me. Tim O'Nells 8 MNepons
SBhrest,  Norwoods  stabing thet this cormection would be
craating a dangsrous ouwrvs o bobth towns amd s not in
complilance with owr minimal standacds.

ceipt of a letter  From
evgior within which o
ary bo

The Eoard is
Fawl Borvel 1l regquesting an et
make & o lovr o The Meadows  Prelisinary  F
Movembier 4. 1987,

THE MG

YOTED s To allow the sxtension of bime.

@

I acocordancs with Whitman & Howavod®s

port it owas

MOTED To set surety on Liberty Foad at $60,000 for a

two--yEar  pe

av il

CGRANMORE ROAD:s  The Flanming B

MOTED » Teoo veleass surelby in the  amooant
Molding $10,000 plus inte il 3

b for work bto

.l..

AT WA

Thie me acl jourmed &t 1218 a.m.

wesmpEac b Tul by submi tted.

ply . el

Seorebary




paET LW pliy B oguann

3 @] prvon ounss watpuwu i
ABGUES PITIOM 3T @LBUgM ) 8E sl By gu
D@ W 00T PLEIO.L ELInD R LI L
GeLn BT warogodd ATuo syy geus prws weybr
LN WL o Agdsddoand adAn sy prepss i
UuiulﬂfﬁﬂT SHEES T 0] PR Sl W TM o LD
uesre  pue @A pue weybrss vs 5] R I R B W

BT
BAN "

@y Ag pasaddde
£] 0 EEL LLELW L Lol FEDABT. AL
TOEHB R L |(l f@lli SR BTN 80T

LIS DEMETAB.L LI
LI LS B A R JLE]

"buclmﬂu

GLLELYT
Ay g

L

ETOOON B LA0L LIDTHB TWDTT WO T WAL
[ g gy pedodescdta

£ gy LS T I R N R 1 D B N
) 8 JEL L CEWELLE LLE BoEye
nd;d PooELAELIL WL DY
GO EWL O PNETaEM 0 BU) RUn

L1510 0 O MR I R 124
n"'

AL T

UL LB ELG
Al L g4 ruuMn Ap s

A0 BAT AR B PLE Ly
LEDLATILGD o @D oM &1 o v oy pUELy AuEw g
swi 91 g sBuryaed deDTpuey MBaTARL DINOM ABL)
OALE T B " TLPIAYILED @UD 40 GO B
£ THD L welm By e cheor sy Byl 2Ry |

CpEpTAnel B
ST Ly D] Aoy B J @ g S
@iy W LT EE] o P |n1»ahn AT ;..rJ LOMELL BLG PUE LDATIYD
Ly i P AL AT L, B @y wnbE e
WEL &40 B0 PRIToM DBLg 318k Ay Bt el
14T @praodd o @yow s ABU) WU @ A

qmm P YT

b EAEL

A TE VRS TVHE T

)

N

» @By T
pue Bursaec MEBTASL D) DL LDy AR R U 1 H R
wotsuwchs L THL) SENDS D 05 RAROE By qy:m GEW DLLLE T
B OPLE O BTURRTEA S HINLALE B.AHHal) SWOTLTAAY SOauduMds "L

s Dureot Tol Byl pus wedd
LG PETTED GANADEE LRWLA TR

BRE WSS B9M
aoss gw apdo oy Buraes

PLADLLADL L LB DU
YL P WL T e A
é * ot

.4 LI E

@AR e wegDries CHASHS 008 T ap
SRR LT IR B Y TR 1AL Al rElTpuBg R
pus o T Bws) frgaodstpory F g L0y HERWE:T:

WLER

: L O A DR
HN%HMUII CEVE Y A




cson @ 0

gl e

u L WL LU DEON B T TUM WD
A0 LBADD 00 GOO0YEE L0 GLMOWE @y T Ajsuans
UT LTHEOC-09 " ON

W L [ 20 T

ot oo Sog LD
sy w.

o

AR e b L gay oo
QUITYOHBE @)y Ly

FETE.L ) §

M LT
@ WD) PTEL WES0 BP0 UDTUM OO0 hE L0

Tdadd gy MLlEe @&ATd M RO UNELID

L)

FEETOTVIIH MO

“LAEIN THE T E
40 anuegdanoe @yl aog EWB L LB
16 GOLE BE T TEMm La o | @A
I e e P [ AT LEN

EEIRE) Aty @a@e.lgE
@ug puE eanpanoad euyg
AT O LO0AET A

CEADCE D@D TQLEE WSS BARL WITYM S ad

@i Bupu TEgunD SNnAUEsER AW DG JELEBT ¥ pUss o 8 CTE LI

CLELTM EHE T DELINDDG S
potds pude Dot pppnad gy e swe datl pposaE 0y B gy v
preod sty Buranp paypdoe goregodse Lo geon L
UL Sy WA B bl @han [T pawog @y cpascdeTe sel porisd
RN L W IR ; DR E NI O GO E R % Y v - T o T o SO o O B AR R L B
pEod L LETIRE L QLIELLEA DD B WL PEOW RAEOR @)

LTS TEADWE .

TOALIHDER 0L arnAET g LB @L LT T
sl gwnd Butades e@pod ATTian Sug U

a3 T ey LT LI il

BLGE T LAV v f
Jte v Boaspman Lo
DU AES ATTTTANT ALY
WELAQT AJDHDTM T SAT T

8
W BT ¥
AL pEALEBES 6§
EE TR BWL ¢

R T B
TAeLn
HTH

Agedrs sawl) of edanpoaooad ey Burasanies.d
Wous JSBggEt v o adreEnsd ur BT pawog eu) YEATNETUNEI

CEATTTLL WS @Y WY
wwro Adwuitwr e o Twons T M @&y geys pres aeybDmes g

cARTIRCED 0 PET T4 @48 B8.l38
WL SEM QT
pp e ofirne s

LW LT
et 6 AL

AP @

)
ELLT 5

Lt @by
"l LY PO B ST AT PO aefoael ey

Ao @BwuTwAD TWUOTLTPRRE BATHDNL DITOLs ¥ X L
UL 0 R e T w O I 19 A @l BAN ST 03D HaTo D LT

ST TM ey wodl eabeurwan g te peudsEnnn sesn ey Brss gy

CMET AL WL

G paawog @y

pad g rwepis e werd Adsutwrread v ogwuyn pagssd

ooaled

AEET S LS TPUEADE




AL
LRI T L

FpEg g Twins AT

s oot 3w pauanolpe ses Butg

REN B 3.4
ey ol

N

Lot
e 5]

LR DA N -+

WIMERLYD E2.A0

ALSELUTIT |

nams T ke asnbrg o sssmutw gdanne

FNOTSTATAENS

SERFAS:

By

BOA DLEOE 8L

ZEAT SE ASUWB AN

o~







MEDF

Neoveamibs

FLANNING BOARD
Beo 1987

avcl Rhosds . Others
Selectnan  Ohalvman
sy i Jobv RBh 5

Miokeraoms Sheve

Members pre Codispoti
abtending: Massrs. To
Mooy

M i
Johanmn

ool
e Lrvbendent of
1)L VIR S ; My &
i Mr. & Mrs. Rob

u un

Fonweay

Thes
Chairvrmarn §

Livig owas called bto orvdse at 800 pame by Aocting
Al ianil and the following business oo e g

fad £ G

Messrs., Toocol and Hasenfus met with the Hoard
completion of Mickory Drive. The Board wowlad
govoad oompleted before the voad conshruc [
srictedd anod noted that bthe gral B ared b
By plow,

HICEDY D TWE:
o discuss

(W

o

Mo Bagliani saicd that Me. Toool s

lebber of
that he hoped to have bthe o ]

Joovis 106R stbtated

Seap el 1787 .

Mw T dobe ballk with the Boacd abowt ducing his
Bl Wi bman & Howard s o bhe Harding Btreet
sactiorn  of Hickory Deive noted that the oubtlet pips  at  the
Meadwall  was  half under 2 Decause of  Flooding  in ;
wat langd to the south of B proper by . T A clers Lgm
b open gravity  Floows Wi bman & Mevwai
at the bordgd not be redoced anbil the developer
shiovs For This problesm.

b &

mey Te concern s thalt  this  may Cause

it bhe strest.

Mo Toool said that when the str the  dyainags

woulad vany ivite bhe Dasins.

gobion of

Mr.  H

B have sy e b e
afus BF bhe ubility pols atb
; il ision. Her malod that b

Lo move bhe ancd install
Hiokory Driwve.

i

ard  bhen a ol M.

hive :
avwl  owill  as
o b b e

7

of  BNovwoodd
Lo dis

o BUBDINIGTL s Jobir
ing and the Miokse towith the
iwmecd plan For the subdivisi

af &.7 acres of land with a 380-foolb

iivE

ol

The drainags A AR INTL
Lo & sioie bhe
Flow i

catohbasineg which would drain
with & sethling basi ard &




ALLELE AT

taodstpon T uﬂmami

el oEenT M)

A W e

TLEAET 7
N

it @y aandsdohe o)

RN S o R € R

@y Ao siesddy
LA L LA FELG pue v Lt

4EUL F Brs pudeon @)
" Prifilos  JuEaanD Yo
TVICED BYDAET BB METT T 207 ML BENDSTD
") * Al NN LT

b
g0

S0 paneog @yl
COOYO  WTE0D
sAgaadoad sy 11
Butwloiuon  @pew g R
0 PLROE B WG T Sl LREM

L]

AR AT

Bt g @y UBNoayg pEDTATPONES
B P a0 WY pan wsywaddy L0 p. B R
W08 CEmAGT M DR 3T SDTATE Ol WBUL PUuE S507 Syl ojurt o4t

EPRTATE 03 80T sTwaddy L0 pAROE B3 BA00B0 LES

R

HEL 0T BT

i e N - TN WY B
LB ey
* A

AL

647
(e
A0

e

sl @y ssnnsTp
ASGNNYHOLD HAZLLS

sauswadinbhad woou sem 3T 4EL) 400
crwonis Adwuitwr pead v opeadegedd ABUg WU DTEs pawor sy

WL

EEYIE LD

HHMHHT AOFEW OW @AW @@y wu) Taal ABUl W oueTd ®AT3 Ty e
vt o BETT O PINOM ABUG JRUS PTESE SRPOUM W0 A

w0

YL E T UMDY W T 4
ToEM DE wom L
T EWE e A EM @ 9w BOPUE T el A0 WEITELLT QUIGD
W@t pinom BTl LR S a3 [Tt L
w@.de TTT4 DUETIEBM S BINPSEL PITOM AEATEM BIUYL 40
L] U T @M BU BN0E D TUYM Belw 8
Putdors B WO a4 ;

B AL LI

)]

@) AR paatnbae.

) FETTI0M fHLLE

SO

ML T
i
A

4

Ty | B

i DL E PR
) * A

B M

MO TE g0
. O B T

LG wo

oy

1.-

ol
L8 V4 AECEA DN



@olnTs ey

"t ST
augg Burpaos

" LEST

W LW TR 40 gelvan

A P

s Burpeor &y A0 ALTTTogrs

e ey chyoro fanle O TEMEEL)

HE AP LSS iy Burpaebed bl LS00

“ R
sy B pael

1oEEL

do wbisan BuUl L0 AT T TOELS LEA& L

L

Tems @b

WLUTELAD L) pue wade T4 pasodoad
ol mung 05 DERDE LSS

WL @O W S WS

"R

SEE AR DE WSS B
e @y Burpaebad g wasDnuon

Ll ol
LI

E4 AEBOWRAORN DeswD sdouys prer,

 , FLAEMOR
@ WL OST O PAEOS @) 5 :

R T A

CERMEEM MY gHBU &y wry s Bt awd
@ADW PTYIOM @Y P | o ST TN

B 008 s WL BATAT ALDHD TR
@MU AgEANE  aoped 0y 5 TELLDA

SO0
s L4 O Burrmaler Aol o
L& | & a ]

CEATA AdDHDTM Wwo Burtawd o gwon yeur) o&ug gnd prnon ey

LG 05 PeATIG®.L ALBANE BABL 03 BXNTT PIroM Sy [

macdto Bug MOLES 30U 0P SUOTI8INDTED 8uUg 8L

L

gLl [RIRE )

smons uweTd auyg {

GITHL D ELLOTD HREHA G

30 BLITMOT L L@ eM DEMDLE ¢

TDINGL L

LI 0 o Bk B 3 4

T LI

soa@g g rwons wetd euyn yiim
WLTRARD  BUY Jwyg pres

g Butggrs
aolpel Py LgTo oMy BuUy 2EUG
[ AR By

(R Wt st 307 Atrp & L A0 @ WA

QWL BATEE B0 00 XTI RIieM pawog eyl geys prws et ben o vy

AR @y A pasodcde  pue pEg g Tuons we o Byl oo pe
Tolwon wusac ou . BwLY T Ing S
BLY WL O O GLLELE BL PR LMD B SWLEG LS
] L NE A E
DEOE EUY [pE3 0 o
@Lg T EE

S |

LA

frapuiaow

YL LD

[ Py ey

sAEg e LT BT g s

Ao og Bt

drnbiaa
TpempEaL @y LELATERTL B
AT [ Ak
Brp pey
EL)

HO " AL

AL AWLAED 03 WEHILE @y
fe oap csadrd oMy Buyy owr QT
LEELG pegoadBur pEly 8y pres

o ML

51 omMous o prp oedid syl Aol BUOTIEINDTED
auys omw oadrd prelano eul Uais watgoad sy B T
BUL WL M GEw poool 0 prewoy s SHATHE AN T

S BEM i Vo g pus rwedd
BLG et Ben wewateys Durgoy

n’

ol e tuer B

LEHT 9T
YO SN TING T T T AN




<.

s oreply bo the Whitman & Howard
Lo Whiltman & Howard For  a  Final

A copy  of Beals & Thomas'
wpoet will o e Forwa
T DLW,

LOM VOTED: to reducs swety held on the
HMiclkory Drive by $90,000, leaving $35, 000

DTV T
g of

DOE  ALE
Farm S5t
plus inbey

i ta
il

LILs YOTED: To rels oo Wi
epbad by bthe Towr of Medf

NON HTLL, :
Road as bthe street has bhesn &oo

W Too euwtend the time within which to I:
Lo Febhyuar L8E. in accordance wihth Me.
Léa 1987,

ALORN TR
on Acory Civole
Formald Toooi

s omivatbes of Ootober S5y 1987,
The Boaved is v vecsipt of lebtber From bhe

Board of Health regarding Ledgeweod Aores Subdivision Plan.

too dngpaive A bthe Bosrd  of  Heslth
phember 30, 1987, dralnage plan and

VOTED s T
hag reviev
10T

adjournecd &t 10830 pam.

)

The meeting we

Respectfully submitbed,
Jomeph 0. Dodispoti




@RTH LD LD :
ATEMBRTS YYD uut;znn i TEoeun o pabawTus
B PLE LR g U0R B O @L)  PE
guunu BELATA A0 g ow ,wu]

B e D DT LR EYTE L Ty HA A
g ey gwugm14m Ly : i
L) WAL G,
sarndtw a0 snpd ;
CEPILE T @M @ BLP BAOW O
WL T 8 A LLEBELLD BUG WL oL ue
B 3L pTes h4uwiilddw g Busgues

B

pULE p@EAcwEBL @ TTIM

frr L O
P TR
5 LU T S
@M ELG W
PR A M

WLE ) "R L
3T engn PyE AL

n
4

1L
LML)

Hmaq A Rl
SLAT AT

CEILELEEL B
AU pEMOTTTOL B0 03 BATpEaIodd Bu PeuTR o G 00D0eE WewATe YD

TENE @y Wt
S N R R TN R
Jn p.j,~m 5 LI TS T AT TS

l.Iqﬁd #LLL RO AMI

padwsclodes DTN BDTIOW BUYL PR
uwmttwqg Ay orweel o pErgmoaw
g Axoon &y Aoy B,

AT ey DAEOE BUg U rum H]IM
LT T LT @O e 0y PIVOWES BT WL} PBEDTDE

31 CTETAMG) BIELIETY A Wl aorglr. ool @
Pl sy IR 1000 A A e 2 ol A o b e

RSN ‘"ll l H\IN‘V‘ I =]

CLLTET DED W @HE 0
WSIT LM WL TM SEEAT FAT AWK O WOTHUBIHE UE MOTTR 0 8T

LA :
LT FAT AR DG LOTHLELHES U i ka1
@ T BT pawog @) s SR

WELTM L
TV . WO @ gy w40 gl

e 8o S gsniiveg pen

huthtﬁm

CSAEAOTATT W PEBTAS.
PTSTLREN W04 LOTRAODUEN  PLE DY umdnﬁ
gg i CLECOUn preTLpsn Aol B] B

Ce el TS T LREN A0 Sjuswaanacho
9 LY AU L 4 wom uerd pe
D0 LT QT PREE L Muylw 05 Mv1ﬁq Bt
;“@[ LLCHE 9 DG A@pun grwaad per guieai oo

SO

seeous PTe T L pEs
T ALE LEBMEBLY 00 DU Og
B VR W [ L

aus Burpadebesa su01g
A0 TREN

UL W T ST
yatm gaw Auwcwor A8

1 BRTMO T TS B P
3OLELATOBET LI TR

W)
sweo poiE 4w dEpao

(e

sl RS LREW
W WE
LB PAELDTR LS
R Wty B R W R LR R 2 5L

LN () BEwe
AT OSAELELD PR
el B L) " DI L
R O O YT T TN

A 4

L
sy B ’ ;
FHAY L@ hsuLtghww i op g

LBOT CEE ABQUBATN
HOENTNNG T (1 210

[




ot pEsadcdcs
— WMD) AL PEMBTASR.L  HEM Do ARJLECQTT) WD s30T Lo
Aod pEpracacd SEM UDTUM PUOD OO0 09e 8] P TN

LAY
L)%

117

A0 AT fs T8 i DLW LUT S
SR E TR LTI fr L ey Loax

SLLE g Cn D
LIOVT LS 0 @ M@ TAS.L 0 LOLLT

v Tel WT O TTE 30U SAEM WODTSTATDUNS B
DS @0 O SBEM LDTLM EME LY 3L PRI
i s1 Burpesas pue Burpeab z
DE BLY WU MUY U pIp

PO @ P
"L  pEd
HEM WTHE0 LT L

. LI
gaans BurpaeBad DIRMOR % WELLTUM
BT ] @) RO W ST T A

waw . @beryra ol pearvibha
wod g gaocdad e g0 gedeansa ur

mweed ogmng gw pasorn ses Duraesy ey

S LLEND QT @D i
oHp B lE e Bt a0l Jaacdor A Bug PReHUEYg DAY g

R R PR R Boo - T B W TR A O T o
QL OV E@L 04 BPBEL 50T @Ul L0 SPRATUg oMy ATaswwtsoddody
ET T g o o @ pnom 3Eul PITES WTH T B " A3

Y ENLE

LA™ A

LA v me A0 BEUg LT P

TELLE W ELL @0 PITIOM SE

© Ag el
Apsuiias  sug o uBT T IV B0 TTEM WO THUEHE DR HO004E BUTA

b EILLE
@A, peysabins AL ESWEL 3BT MO TE DO o
Ampiac s, pawog FELTM H.AT L BT B LR ETEALDT,
PRI 86035 BU] BAWL 03 Bd1T RINOM @Y RTeSE OWoDETET A

DEEOBR TND @)
P OLADLOEE A

And pasododd WBBg PR BWEL JHBALE ¥ LT pey

CEA 0L e

LTS TATRONIE  MEL BUG J8Dun ST o weTd T gwnt L pow

Ay pLiE ¥
P AME @)

LIS LLEBEC BAWL @A eyl wuyn st abusyn asuygo ey

S UPEE L B LMD
poegodd BTty ow sapiaodd 21 g0
o @BuELn 0oL BE0D 3] gl PME SR B30T
PRSI . WEBED BWL b 3007 W0 BUTTUTEAD @y

saocufran B d0g
LERLAD 0 o

A0 BUTYT 0T Byl o
/

b o

WA
;T UMD

WO DEE pueodn ey ur w

@y A goaouon wr pasaoddody ueeg s
Poumrupv ey @y SO LT WwEL TTTMm
Bripue | 1 COLLEIITLL L @@L W | w1n|
EAEU) Bw auws syl Aw Trem Burpead pue sheuredp Bug Unom
CogEE)  of AN DEUEL A0S WHB0 SPL pEo.l sy ATT : CATLLD

BAW  IUE T




AL G L DEE
taodstpon v

S LG TWOTE AT TILY s

el g g pauwanolpy sesr Duogssw sy

" A0 punmoune
TOALLT  prAEMOR g sy Tum Awd o 8 CTE L0

BLg LT man

WE W ouY pamol e gou s5toasocdoad] Asgyg
BrdtstAps JE08] 8 puUss 0

"L
BSTT @UL WL

o Bvamuas
T O gy - TN )

A N 1 B W T o I TR S ST i
ATETY B E R RN RS U IS ET
SRR AMUN TS QRYTTAYM

I R W R s W A T T
(RN RTINS R S RN R R R E
F O B W K S e TER W T

Teansdohe werd ayrs
TAM BT
.l LA

e e LM 3

gLy @

CEnTE OB LA0g D
Ol WL Lo G BmETU 9G [
AT Buirprengr o o aEaney

TR E B T 2R

ot ogrundsd peroeds B o4TIOURTM B3 TH )
s ST LOTLONJALBLIGED WL DT
oBmEL 4] EWNT e

E38 L6

L 8

wwpd eyne
L @
@y o3 pubrodg ue

I S v i d
EADR, g eD
LU e 1S g B 6 R 25

“ ALY BBM 8,
ETIDHAE AT PEUMO FmaT F0
precs AR AC WME AR Ty L e

el @

muwp WwTod Byl

v il FHER T AR E D AL 1L £ e ) SO LA

" A -
gl A paumMn S RaT F

OOMADE AC WMEBAR FDTE

LAl HREM

TP e
ST LR CME AR
L) T P







SEPANLL QO R e

:
AERA AT

W

LhR L) LG TR

pelwon oo

oy

#

VMO ]

guent poce  muys W3 TM o gaaocdEy DAEMADR 5 B TUM SLU3 PDeMBTABRL DLE0Y

I

A B TR W) e Dws a8

YIS @) Lo PGS BUG WO MOTL TTEM AERM B wL) BT )

T ELLD

vt AnuaBoasus we sy
W GOELG PYEEE MBS TR A

BT HMOT L @l

LT

LEDD LM prAaed Lot gL

LTWLAL @LG WL GohuATHARE A

0 BTOE &0 TTiM

GLABATTID W QEL
X 318

s " OLLEGLLY
SLAMaLE ARy

LG pE

BLIOER DWW ASLY WLl RTWES F L

BT GO @

VETT TS @
i

PUPTLLEWE 0 DaEmot e s sdors
1 I:_')

DB W nib o @dors ey se
Bopob yqooan gusdg twaepny o e
j oI UL . L 3o OENE AT L
B 0 B T B RN i LA TTTM P
TV @ T AdAER WOLL g
; » Tl
Wi Fu

e

BT @G L0
cwwtol ®uyg

@yppTw
i

HIREE

L0

LR,
71
Atao

ETHLE L0

ey ey 0T oned syl
LT BWAOLLT TTE LT

pEld T elE g poanue

[

WVEGCHENS #B9g WuE pa
Tandstpon AL
FEW T A

RATRRC W3

Bripeag | 7ot @U3 P ASpLo o) XTI IR LY
ik
L
] UE )

L i s dE LY
TEPFROLRE PWE LS A

s




el T T Agdsdoudd BUY D) PeITMAHLI0D @0 PIVoM 3T PTEE L] TELAy A

sadt T Agascdoad syl oog
PEO VLA BN B 3T TTTM O STIVH] BT PBOoL 8yl ueuym peyss tuetTbBen cau

g ST 3RBAGE BUg JA0L Pe)

ribad @ [TTM LBEATEM WO

CpETTTL B

cp mwl) wepod Buy e

BONL T TR AL LTI O e ELIY LS DEATIORUGDEL L

4 Foel @ LI Mt AL TT 1T WO TESTUIDMN W00 A JESBLLIT ) "

s ol @y PP EAS 0 LB
SE MELL ML UG ML TM LT BWD WD ED,
LR E G EELALD TS T M
D) EAEL RTYIOM LD
LG WG T

AEWOTTIM YDELUM §
O TTTM EABL = At olchns
B0 PIVIOM BWELSAS S 3]
gy Buuae g 8uyy 4o

puialew s v oapwen @0 pTroD STu)
AR SR Y L @

3G T U o
B WL PTES T TE.LL0E

@ )
T1tm

R X ok

w oot T Bws 0 A

SEC G

L R VOM

R R X T TR B

CET pEM LIMOL 8L EAD
Aol opnouns sryL tJasan @

31

EILAT BUETTT L L8
409y U B AR
0 EWEL) QTN LA
[TTM -
FEALBERLOD WL
ML EL PTEE

MPLLTE LA s
LG BUg ATTE
T T pnw e ol
L e ;

LAAEET) R LY

: LI
TUIGT) LI D8 AL

LT

v pEd LIMIDG ELUG L
TTEs st Toc Rl BAME S0 WED LMOG B Moy e ¥

LT
ALY \HULAJﬂHw1

RN
L el
LA,

1L ITIIE EIE G HAS

c‘M

L HA“H

CALLDNE LAE L“M Al BLUOR APNGS
Butawy sy HM”) @yl . LA B ELg A L
; BA 1) CATHUNE asywm g u»\m; ELPY DG AEEA) W
QUL T TR BT ,wq, G AT

B BLLOWEB D @] QBN 1x GELG BT

ERCANED
[ Ly @
Qent pYIM 4

A mtnﬂam
PEALLEE B TTEM B0 :

LMD ] LG D9 wdwy |
JH] G LY E: O GLEM @M B L WODTHETD
wag wedd gnou W@ TLTRM PIAE WNEBLY W, RN

"4 O s LEQEM BT WO PEUTEO @0 DT TOuUS

b2 ] ...l )

LEHT FOE




CHEBACHUELL BWM T TEM &) adaym o Burob gou st 97

Framusoo ey i
ITDOSEMOGT WL} WoTunodo Suyg Lo seMm LT ety

34065 BT oy s

woas ey Wt Buruedn sy

(8 LIS T "

t T e
g te smplocksslion peod pesododd @yl Lo pua eyl bt

cErrTpeoTl Saow Aue
4o@UL WU TeeL o PR

Trem Butgepduaiunn sy i
BLP WL RTWE T T TaLA0E T

E)) sErracls @y W BSPOo0T) PIet)

P s Bw BT Byl
L TR U Mos T @ woald sbeuteap suyg gnooge padgse puaer phen v

soAns Buyg apead ol guybra e
L WTOEBO0T B LD UEUBBEE
Trem 3% 7

L) UM ETOE B
frapooTs wiege.d
PR % e

TT UM L e
T A

" L

TEDTET L

Trém  @uyg o auanelpe Ble JeSL WS PETTTS &g TTTM UDTuUM S307 Sy

s T el ATEDGLIOD EL WD LUIMIOLS
E0) P0G 03 Fenfel woudd Burseud euyg ey pae LAEE A

CET TR )
FIC) DTYIOM BOAR HO0.A0 @Y) " gasl
Vi LML B

EYTVIM O LAEA LY 0 e
O 4o ygbusy e

WoODAE

prvicom ButirTis Byl ATiEl

LR T BM L
LA A

3au L By Moy D

daac Burob gnooge @

s pwg Duten sv w

.10

LAEOE UG e
L O ELG pe o

LD LEAD

" L)

g ol ey By

H

podE ot TTTem sedors Byl seds pasgusaen sgogsme g1 rngodiany
Erpvioe gl odee uy TELAELG T IV JEB.Ll8 W BAWL O3 W@

ILpg e A REM B BT 0T UREMOTTE WEYY ; S LIV
Wotue SadoTs [eolem BUL 80T TE 03 gubTuog p

LT LM D

4 :
yodad Burdors sy 41
TLET T

B OMT ODEMOTTE QWL WO LIS L LT
ey proos paweap Bunouy BL WO A@BATEM E LEYL PT

CEMLTEB0.AD EPUE T JEM S
gw ebuwgs eyy goerded of pabueyn ag oM sDumedn syl CaTTTED e

"I
ap rrn AdwaocwBl v SR PHTLTANERT ATAERTD B gsvw gr puw gubieags
Brugol wmous @0 2sni 3rods] 5HHAE S TLAGHT DS PEALND @Y WD goul
SATT  auPrwans  @uUg W0 PReUTWISISD @0 o) sw] s507 euys oy ebeguoay
ELYY P A BTG LT WYL DTes o AL




Fra
WY

ey B0, DWET

ey

feet from High Streeh

s proper by .
: a vital i : 54 " 4 B AW vk v
" rart sxisting. Any waltsr thalt deains into my il viow
towards the btown wella. e dsid not fesl that any of that
wetbol o inko haterntiorn pond.

My . that 1€

Thes

&

s

aois & good overview of the enbive

Mo Coddispobtil sald the Boseod o
L

boward the @

M . LAl loran s dobhat the lobts will be pitbob
oo bhat the vunoft will go iobo sty todirainag

»

4t

ancrott suggested that 1t may be ne
Bhe whole property.

ary bo have a  swale

cherol bhat Limid of the gramite cwbing be shown.

HE A e SR AN N Ore catohbasin has besn added at the snd of the
curbhing .

2. Mo recreational open space bas besn provided.
. 4,803,035 The house raober will be shown.

alled &t  the
Langg eveor.

1. 4.8.83.0 The monumsnbs bave nob Desn
ivbsraschion with High Street. This error ls a draf

2. 4. : The front seth ariel wicdth at
The  bwo lots  abuabbing thes

recssignsd.

wWill be shown.
T owWwill o b

13. Guidadep  The s wmhown oat 1Y

of bhe reguived LY

gepgal

ba

1. Gt E.v o d list of all waive

HLLg

et o bhe pla

aie Fard

sloping to the weblands.

have besn nentionsd

arngd the

Mra. Rancroft said that btwo walvers
mamelys the length of & [T h

A WL YRt &
e gk

5. Seial et Driveway Openings. D ivemways showls
that it can be ¢ sem e bhat hvdrants and catohb

2 Lo IvEways .,

B

4 to show bhree
S Myre  Covreallil
in his approval For

14, Heu2.1.1100 The plan has been chang
Moweave ER ]
Wi th

Etn)

o

s E
Boards

EERIES!

Fear

ot smadd TAVE T Wi
bt we will solicit them. Pt odie impor




4o owogedpy o WMILAR " 6

LEO.L L

LT

@700
W N

ELLLDE )

3T Ly o . ;
TI8 "4 00050 WELG @400 S8

SO [ EWE @ (Ot O LRSI K]

LEE e ey @l &5 T Gy 1T M TRl @@L}

[ARR:
A

T ERLEn)
cprEmn T Tod Bursn @

W GWL Aoy
ELy

BMET DT LLEAG BUYL WL PUE ALTTIC
L b } 1 3ELL pETEY

@ e chu g

L # ALE @80
BUT L0 BRTH DE DL LB AT
LG 3ELG 5 FITEIOM [ O

BRI {
LE

o

BAEL)

@uM T yael %1

AT &
Tasd LSS DWW DT LLEL] BUL LT PEHBE WA A

MELL @

L W] Syl FrE

e

LI

ol A0 pueTyoed eyl o3 Awvm 4o gubita eyl anoge pay

Cegp g
LR

[ERW I WYY e 2

s o o

LG WL TR SO @0 O By JwLlM D]

B WTELO0  TTIM AT0E faous ol prpsssutbus sty an

g OO PIVIOM TTIL A0 BRABA DTOND AUEW Moy

NI L| @0 TTeM O GTETA @R TE b

TR (TEd BE LRI
srviggelpay @ prrrom 31 GuBriougg G aonuneg C s

R TR

CRE L BT T

f

@ BT PTVIOM RO @YY T e

i

* A LR T LAY
@) spTAaDacl g T

Aol

LT

sprnf v U3 rM P

' i

SR TEESM L0 PJARoE eug pue pueod sBe saMeg puy JEEM U3 wouy

LEAT P OE AE




LY ELLE G M

e WA ELUTT A LB LIV VL Adeancy Y ANy AEA T R

A L

T [
R R R A B B B WA

ELLT T L@ L
AL LU

4

HOOLE BT A MO TR

S T LA LD w ALY CHDOLLOL SRLAER D

ATEM ]

Ctpaanados . us

@Ay saaaten Burmo] ol syl

SLLCHT B LIEN M

L I il RVt R Ve T o 0

Fre O

J0L UMOLS

4 BUTA

TTwis sae.ll

) TTTM PR T el faes ’] Lo I S R B R Ll ;ZIJ Ljs o

ey R LI 0 ReEpow @d 7T ll‘t “Er})l..’.l??'"'] :..J.Eé).f'\.'!.? EXELL

FLEET ShT
AT LUME
1AL

ia o em
EATL LT L

g WO @)

ks

ol RORLOA

A paamo S yBnOanopsEeM F o nug
AL] LMLy LTSN BAOR. | £, R FIOL L EBA T
LRE O ELTUBALD WD PUBT] L0 WeT. ® 40 0isn®a uy BT P i
dad LON IR LMEEY NOTS TATQRNS wHOND Nyl - Aul LG L TR MG

VL PLOET) RGO 00 @) OETE

L)L g
Erag mornps
A N 4 i

: f ;o
H R [

v T BUg WD WOTE T D
LISV DU LT L T M @ )
LA M RWLG . e
LGN PEVILLT ARG ML

IRl | 4
ow Durag Tl
QW Lt e

@ PR

CEREOLL L ELI LD BT @,
LI VRO AU A0 B WT BT R0l @Y 3Rl P

FRAE LT g

16 M5¥H &Jﬂ‘ﬁutﬁ

swmpm Bpeab gsed

BB @L) ELM P
: : ) S T S EER

CALLED T DD GEM @AEL LT BNEST WP B0 pInoD 110 pres v Ay

: ' DU ALELG LD MOT

BAEL TIDA
3 LT T LT

T P

LA

LLE L I R

W EARL,

cad b
Lt




@ TTTM O LDTLM e

rwvap Bre osuyn 4o

L

ol e

TTtm
xr

LA R 0 L JUUR o R 1 54 8
B N TR MG T

;’Lh"‘

ol
YL

TELAG LD
s

@,

YL LU )

s gehy

w3y
freep w
ATHADD P
L o
JLH{!UI

L
ELLY

Wi #
40 11w
BT AT

AATYE R P
Bt

)

L

ELy

pasaoscdods pasog s
QUL PR P
LU T LM Ry
A& T

ELLE LD

:{g

0 bE L

LRCARE)

B

s pooms B
Wt L A s

IR
a6

Lo pwan.a
""" AWy

i)

s

L
[l
L

116

1
Bty

: liilt

@i yBreragg

WL

L

CATLELAA g
IR

Ly

1

ERRTRY R R

RIRE-
PETIOM 31

Lipar
prws

£ pa e

BALTTLE " i

n|q|xm

) l']

LUTEW GTI00E DEYSE 5000

RN

BLE OW SEL0E s
p T PAE DL T M mq4
POl HBLTL P
VEM B ]
el s
v el
acdyol e
ERE R IRE L
A
A T O R ]
PrEs BT
pTﬁmm
03

AT By
Amogdnnys
HOOMG B
-1mmuq

L '].l L
T &d
[l P [oRN]

LYY

pnqu.mu)tudi:
wend o Bupwon
" LA
LT g

11t
0T VI0M
LI Ly

E

n 3ty = hR S
oL }} "t e

ELy ]

P““[
LB ]
B3 ULTM aw
@A L

I MBI N%ﬁ?@

[
A
iy R
LU T L

'] llj g HI’H“
sy ol ot o Bpe
; T TIORMOET LG
3M&¢Am@ py o
3 WAL LD
L)
.

EL
a4
ST
L T8
S T eyl
BOUELOA \

ﬁutpxwﬁﬁ4 7wl
# el WU

LA RIS |

che @yg

L)
LLLAL

AT
BT
Popeae

UL E

Ay
SR

"y
i) )
@i sy

E ET

maboodd

LGE BT
JLLTEfD
o ELn

WL}
Vo

LGN

Db ol

i

71w
sy

OO
=

By
i |

ML

§EILE P

Loy

(RRLY

4

SU U EELLE LTSI BN By

LA LA

LOTHRDEL W E

HEL]

Bydn gy oy
.

G R 20 Lt

s ['l['nl)”; R
L LAER D 6 Y EL)
TTem s

frEafati e g

()

W

[ L

o

8 g LT

u})]HWw)

R

@y oo
B OLN LS xn;xv1

GG T

" A oEATIE

Asclo] aamp fnfdtd o 1T A

{Le LS

5 *

LAY T AR PREOLL MO TE O3 AEATEM iy

SO B A O




AN LG T @DUERLLDD0E W OO0 s 03 000 0Re wol AT LTS BOMPEBL Ol 5 OTL0A

HEETIA

30 0

I RE Y]
BLTIOWE &0 :
pLe  pre

W AL

o RELLOA

O AL

" LE U P
o Amon &g e

Ay e

CPUET @ Lo
T osT o omy gRug P

&Ly

@Y 4T @HUTLg puw weTo @y uaTm

SLEMG L A
LI LM PAEMOR R LW TUE AL pabag
aug el Burpuegsa@pun eug Wrtk uerd p

P LR U R VA A - B A (e S B

@D T

a5 @

ET TR
b

T OOLLIEN 0
ALILLENDY B

we dgpadog wepo L0

swma@ATEM BLITMOT IOl Syl A0l

LR AR ) R T

=l el

AamEs @yg o o3 dund e WOLTLE "

TIDL AEAs LG

L [T FTO

ELp MO

EALLL LIE

w o

&)
LY

LAV

A

985G

g oMY EU 310

gl oy wmiogrssoll st

WLLTRAR W R prws

B @HT YH

3L Gy LULE T

a1 sy adid wTwdp LBy BUY) 3TO00E LLBDU0D Des




W LWL TUM

=

LU AL ] Ly ) EE

'lZ.‘.'I'

LUBHNL L LM

Frfiitd el ABCHINH

A MO LU IR T LM




N




LUE L) T LI

L

Rl el

MEARN I Ta R

sopwaaciohE iy

LU
¥

JLLED

e

S YO e

R o ]

L3




3

LI LD

ZIREY

B

LA

el o worany pad Lo

(AT

s R R ITAR)
AT

R T B I

L LLEA,

SESQIRE I R PN o b
L

LA LT L

LA T TG R RA NS N F (B L A R R

P

[

@ AT ATUD @

Chly o E LICHT 0




}owoan L

AUE Q0

[

VIR U

)BT VRO

AT

FE

B LIS AT T

B TR

n

RN

0T TN, L T
BT VIO LI T LY

G WL B, SEN SRR i




|
!




"

frar.n

TLLTY

(AR R RN R

1t

JHETIO

AL G

-}

R




B A O
LR WD LY

W LT

P Eameay o

WOOLVEIEL T UM B

%o ST B
L

@ @ TT o TTie Buyayl

B
(RR1Y
>

[E%

T TTmM
LI ADR L

VHRLLY
LipdE




Arnbie

LINN

A

1L
4L

i mATg L By

ST

A0 Ty

(D] ALbE

TiEd




L

FioA

BULLOETE SU pTR Asun

L 3L T
o ol o
Tt

[ B I

R,
PLIYT Y

S TLIYY ALLEW Moy

BUTEL B

MLUT LG ook

AL NI

HLEON L

" J LM

GULEID QR 4

TLRITMTOW "t

IR Pt 1

TLIMEILEE

LT EM ST

TS MOT LR DENT ST LHETT 31

wyol @y w0 Mo L ALY

Yellhded " 83

TRMOHES N

AR

EILL LA LML L

SR G TR L [T N

HIL) RRRE 3 Y

R

Lieng sy
L} BT

b,

IR U 8 v [R ]

CIRR EHNY




L BB LY

Al LWL MO

clov, el

TSR "L

3L

LG LU TM

N

[ LRy R N T

T W i v

(LT L

CEGCTHE ELG WO BT pariceaBomuyg o

LAt D E AR N O 8

G LM MO P

LR T A T A R R 1 0 T 00 S N

AL LT EE g L0

PR ]

LI NI
i

CREWT EINT

LHET




TV E L0

1 AMTLE 3, Lo

CRTLIT L

B pELLT v 4

BOP TR LUEHLL R

Burrspaaemel wan e Auww mop 5[

QAT O 0

el

PR Teea

[ TI0LE 3T E L

LT LLE

PLUE LA T W ERVIT MY [ VLS

Fryviom s
RES EENE R TRYeT

frivieea T T EMT

EC] O[T

LR

ELIY LLELG
LIS i

LU T L




5L

[

P T

Aoy By ey

30 Trw ob

,:;

oy

(R I

1

R

CTETOM T 0 T T

PR RS

&1

BELS TUIOM ELLD

o Uy o

P NI

AT LD T LM LT

UL LT RUHE EO TLTEM 3T




EOOPLLE

BT LAl

dwcen v L

AUy WMTLL M

ELPG WL

) L N IR RN S M MW DAY

L L) e

(i @

TR

Liwr

bl G Eo

BOOTTIM DT

BLLLT 40 Eu o

CELY RN Y

EL

o toog Bt

Tt
Ly

")

Ao

Trm "

AN TR RN

NP BN

fratum ou

CEELE L LT WOWLD TEH WMTATLLEL A




PR o

LA g0

) s
3110

LACYE

i Qn.v

Bad

fnax.

Torgdwd qou prp

T LAY WL

A A ] rwpl ool 3E LB

§E Tl

Ay B

RS T S O 16 I R W T




WL BT

oML LRV w HLIM
SHIMARLYE MIvdd &
oo peaborsgyn wes LT sy
R IS 2R ALTRRE S SLTWITT "4
spagsanihal dsarem o ow pule wsrd sy o VELTY L
HADTEY T Ay LW MMV BTN LB =S
SN VI 0E eDO0 T F AL LBATEM B ariliE L LT AL
FLLEINET "
CELLOD LGEBEC BWL B TL BRI PTEE OO TEL " W
Bl HHEL O HETT L P BN 13 18 R
! A 0 B
LIS ! LEg TR [T L) §OGLAELT L0
MAT A GO S DRHACDY RO WA "
"
£y proas [ A O wpoEBM OB WO JEET F BBL Doy
ETTEEM S oMMOL BRL LD
Chl SRR T i G EHL W BLNER
QU EWL O OSTL )
MIsw R14 B
DM T T
5 L AL CBBM 80 PR B e B WO R LS R L B
o P acds sy e AL ATHAD BT LS frario . a i
Asgwes paroallo oo BO]O0N) EBAWLL RTY e
el g T
CH)OEAEL PTTIOM EBDTE LIS B OLIOY BT OWUM O BUL pegou rgodsopon oo
MY B ATl AL LT o
TroEe pario b ey i ] G
BT LU GEOET L A 3OELG DTEE Lan)
o1




.

G

e e T

Bt

LA CILEE

HAELL NG NMORES LEORLLOTM Oy

L

@b @ TTIM tdaoudas Burg e

I
L HATTTHA

EIR L RETTLS

LR

HETH EHL LW Bl

spw el Eug W0 UMOLE W

1AL MILL BLLE T

"RMOME M

LU AW 8

TURLLEE LT il ALLELLD s

BECE TN L




EL GEL

pravier B o@gn @mane &
dvv ogoprveg Buteg sTo3% Mouwy 1 v L AW WL
o pue .

folvy gufrmo.dg

PR RN

noE

uiatem B

oy

AREI
LEe g

L8

a1l

T LAY

T TG
: £ LRI

1A

G L




A1e101009

L

NI N R R W SA T |

£

l!ll._

" sl
IR ST

potp BT MOoLE ey

Bl OYELG

(R N O ¥

TEATIEL BT YL

R e







oyl af ey T gy




TN




MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
July 10, 1989
EXECUTIVE SESSTION

Present: Members Bancroft, Codispoti, Nolan and Parker.
Town Counsel Fuller

OVERFIELD ESTATES -~ DINE STREET COVENANT : Mrs. Bancroft moved
that an executive session be held to discuss litigation. The
motion was seconded by Mr. Parker.

The Board was polled as follows: Mrs. Bancroft, ave; Mr. Parker,
ayes; and Mr. Codispoti, ave.

VOTED:  To hold an executive session to discuss litigation.

Chairman Codispoti said that the open session would be convened
after the executive session is completed.

Town Counsel reported that he and Joseph Codispoti met with

Messrs. Baver, Brazad and Burke to discuss the dollar amount for

the upgrading of Pine Street from Station O+0 to Station 39+20.

Town Counsel sald that a figure of $275,000 plus an enginsered

plan of Pine Street was agreed upon by the developer. TWo  areas
‘ which the developer would not pay for is the cost of retaining
| walls in the area of the curve in the wetlands. It was noted that
the filling would be within the B000 s.f. which could be approved
by the Conservation Commission. The developer would pay no
incremental costs.

Mr. Fuller will call the applicant regarding changes which would
be required in the covenant.

VOTED:  To reopen the public mesting.

Respectfully submitted,

Margaret E. Bancroft
Secretary
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Maedfield Planning Board
Executive Session aAugust 21, 1989

Members present: Rancroft, Codispoti, Gagliani, Nolan and
Parker . Others attending Executive Session ~ Town Counsel
Fuller .

EXECUTIVE SESSTON -~ DTNE STREET COVENANT @ My . Gagliani moved
that the Pine Street Covenant  business be discussed in
Executive Session. Chairman Codigpotl polled the Board as
follows: Bancroft, ave; Codispoti, ave:; Gagliani, ayve;
Nolan, ave; and Parker ave.

YOTED: To go into Executive Session to discuss litigation.

Following the Executive Sesgion, the public meeting will be
back in session.

Town Counsel sald that a covenant is a contract and only
applies to the people. He sald that anvbody could build Pine
Street so that it is reasonably safe for travel.

Concern was expressed that the construction easements are
still not on the plan.

another concern of the Board is the disposition of land where
Overfield Drive abuts the Dover line. The Roard wants action
to be taken so that Overfield Drive will not be connected to
Dover . The reason for this is that Pine Street is being
constructed as a substandard road and could not handle the
additional traffic.

Mr . Nolan brought the following points to the attention of
the Board: Page 6, Paragraph 8, should refer to pavagraph &.

He suggested that on page 7, Parvagraph 11, the following
should be added "and will also show on the Pine Street
Improvements Plan and grant to the Town appropriate
construction easements."

Town Counsel Fuller will discuss the following points with
the applicant’s attovney:

1. Slope easements during construction.

2. Why has a portion of paragraph 1 been changed?

3. The method of being sure that Overfield Drive
Wwill not be connected to Dover.
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4. Change reference on page 6 as above.
5. Paragraph 11 ~ can it include construction and
slope eassments?

My . Burke agreed that changes will be made to the Pine Street
Plan to incorporate the information contained in Mr. Burke’s
letter to Superintendent Feeney.

Tﬁé guestion was raised as to how to notify the Selectmen by
letter, with - copy of covenant, when the issues have been
ryesolved.

The Executive Session was concluded at 8:30 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Margaret E. Bancroft
Secretary




MEDFIELD PLANNING BOARD
August 6, 1990

Members present: Bancroft, Codispoti, Gagliani, Nolan and
Parker . Others attending: George Pyne, %r., George Pyne,
Jr .3 Charles Breen; John Copeland.

The meeting was called to order at 8:00 p.m. by Chalrman
Nolan and the following business was transacted:

EXECUTIVE SESSTON = LEDGEWOOD ACRES: My . Codispoti moved
that the Planning Board go into executive session to discuss
a legal issue With Geovrge Pyne and that the public meeting be
reconvened following the executive session.

The Chairman polled the Board and the voting was recorded
Nolan, Parker, Bancroft and Codispoti in the affirmative to
enter into executive session regarding George Pyne’s
financial/legal situation.

Mr . Pyne confided that he had gotten into a power struggle
between the outgoing and incoming presidents of the Milford

National Bank. They did not come through with the agreement
which had been worked out. This stemmed from the fact that
the Milford National Bank was in financial trouble and
couldn’t live up to its end of the bargain. The FDIC took
the bank over. A participant bank (the Chestnut Hill Bank)
was involved. My . Pyne sald that the bottom line was that

the people in the bank were not telling him the truth.

Me salid that today he has a tentative agreement from FDIC and
the Chestnut Hill Bank to develop Ledgewood Acres with Mr.
Pyne.

My . Nolan asked what bank will be involved?

My . Pyne said it will be the Chestnut HMill Bank.

Mr . Nolan asked if they will advance new funds.

My . Pyne said the Chestnut Hill BRank will advance
construction mortgages under P&S and funds for completion of

the site.

Mrs. Bancroft asked about the water pumping station.
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Mr. Pyne said that the pumping station is "all well and
fine." Half of it will be paid for by the Oxbow Corporation.
He said that he has already put 1600 feet of 12" water pipe
in Winter and Pine Streets which is fully alive and turned
on. He sald that the pumping station will be built. He
reminded the Board that the pumping station was introduced
for the 53~lot subdivision first proposed and not excluded
for the 12 lots approved.

My . Codispoti said that the Board would like to see the rvoad
completed and houses built.

My . Pyne sald that a verbal agreement had been made with 6.
Gruber of the Chestnut Hill Bank, B. adams of the FDIC and
himself. It is being put into writing and should be in
place and approved within a week. He said he would have to
put up a bond between the Town of Medfield and Chestnut Hill
Bank for $150,000.

Mrs. Bancroft sald that what is being suggested is that the
Board accept surety for a portion of the road -~ not the whole
road. '

My . Pyne said he would be willing to leave the $150,000 with
the Town until all the work is completed. He sald that he
had received a certificate of compliance from the
Conservation Commission.

Mr . Parker had a guestion regarding the walls. It looked to
him as though the rocks were stacked one on top of the other
and would like proof that it is structurally sound.

My . Pyne said that the wall was bullt by a team of Portuguese
stone masons wWho worked for him for ten years. He felt that
if he were to construct the wall in accordance with the
approved plan it would not be in the best interest of the
town. He noted that the wall is not for support. He further
sald that he wasn’t planming to discuss the wall tonight and
will come to another meeting if necessary Lo resolve the wall
construction.

Mr. Codispoti suggested that Superintendent Feeney and/or
Dale MacKinnon look at the wall to determine whether it would
work as well as the wall on the approved plan.

My . Nolan said that our engineer should review Hawthorne
Drive and estimate the cost of completion and if the surety
is more than the $150,000, a partial lot release could be
considered. Mr. Nolan asked that our engineer give an

S
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considered. Mr. Nolan asked that our engineer give an
indication of which lots could be released without the
pumping station being constructed. Superintendent Feeney
will also be asked.

Mrs. Rancroft asked that Whitman & Howard evaluate the wall

to determine whethery it is constructed adequately
engineeringwise.
YOTED » To close the Executive Session and reconvene the

regular Planning Board meeting.

Members Bancroft, Codispoti, Gagliani, Nolan and Parker were
polled and all voted in favor of reconvening the public
seasion.
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