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19 WASHINGTON STREET
SHERBORN, MASSACHUSETTS 01770

MINUTES
May 27, 2015 - Revised

Members Present: Eric Johnson, Marian Neutra, Chris Tullmann, Po Putnam, Associate Grace Shepard, and Town Planner Gino Carlucci

Members Absent: John Higley

Others Present: Peter Barbieri, Eliot Taylor, Carol Mitchell, Roy Mitchell, Peter Liffiton, Kelly McClintock, Bob Healey, Debbie DeMauro, Terry Geoghegan, Donald Crawshaw, Sanford Lane, Karen Lane, Andrew Wolf, Monica Dailey, Mostafa Elmaghraby, Carol McGarry, Bill Belinard, Linda Bogins, Connie Tighe, Peggy Novak, Sara Wragge, Gary Hawkins, Anna Geoghegan, Stephen Haswell, Michelle Haswell, Jim Geoghegan, Kitty Sturgis, Jon Dowse, Laurie Carter, Michael Grupposo, Ralph Joline, Shawn Flanagan, Susan Tyler, Jon Marshall, Richard Thompson, Pat Teti, Jack Knapp. 

Eric Johnson, acting as Chairman for tonight’s meeting, called the meeting to order at 7:02 p.m. in the Sherborn Town Hall, Room 204A. 

ADESA PUBLIC HEARING (Reference Documents #1, 2)
This is a public hearing regarding the renewal of a special permit for the operation of a commercial business, ADESA, abutting a residential district. As John Higley was absent and may be able to participate in the decision on this issue, this portion of tonight’s meeting was recorded for his consideration. 

Peter Barbieri, an attorney with Fletcher Tilton, was present to represent ADESA and offered a brief history of the special permit renewal for the site. Traditionally, the main issue with this site has been the use of Western Avenue by car-carrying vehicles, which is discouraged under the special permit conditions. To ameliorate this, the special permit for ADESA was issued with a condition to require the company to  pay for police details to monitor the street.  As the incidence of violations and complaints of violations became fewer, the special permit condition was changed to allow the Board of Selectmen the choice of either continuing the police details or accepting an annual payment equivalent to the cost of the police details with the intent that the money be used to improve the roadway and safety conditions impacted by ADESA. The attorney reported that ADESA is agreeable to continuing the terms of the special permit and they believe they are in full and continued compliance with its requirements. 

Some members of the Planning Board addressed some specific issues about the compliance with the special permit requirements. Chris Tullmann recalled that private security guards stationed at the exit of the site would inform and remind drivers not to travel via Western Avenue and, based on personal encounters with car carriers on that road, wondered if this practice was being upheld. The representative for ADESA responded that the policy is still in effect but was unsure if drivers had been reminded of the policy.  Additionally, Marian Neutra inquired about the maintenance of landscaping at the site, which is also a stipulation of the special permit. The representative indicated that landscaping is regularly maintained and he offered to provide proof in the form of landscape billing records, should they be requested. 

Donald Crawshaw, a resident of Western Avenue, is in support of renewing the special permit as long as its terms are upheld. He recognizes that the incidence of trucks using that street has decreased and credits efforts, such as providing drivers with informational pamphlets informing them not to use certain streets, for that decrease. Mr. Barbieri suggested that there could be an added condition to the special permit that says, on an annual basis, ADESA will provide drivers with a written reminder of the acceptable and unacceptable driving routes. Marian brought up the condition in the special permit that drivers who repeatedly violate the ban on utilizing Western Avenue as a truck route be suspended and/or revoked. Mr. Barbieri stated that while he is not personally in touch with the information on drivers’ violations, there are checks in place to monitor such violations. 

The Planning Board consensus was that it was positively inclined to accept renewal of the special permit. However, this was to gauge the opinion of the Board and for the sake of moving forward in order to draft a written decision. No official vote was taken and Eric Johnson recused himself from the discussion. The Board will continue the hearing on the special permit to the meeting on June 10, 2015 at 7:00 p.m., awaiting the writing of a draft decision by Gino Carlucci. Two modified conditions will be included in the decision: that the concrete barriers placed at the exit to deter drivers attempting to use Western Avenue shall be returned to position if they are hit by moving vehicles and pushed away, and that ADESA will be responsible for providing new drivers and on an annual basis all drivers, with information about appropriate driving routes in Town. 

SUDBURY AQUEDUCT (Reference Documents #3, 4, 5)
Tonight marks the first public forum to discuss the potential for the creation of an official walking trail on the Sudbury Aqueduct in Sherborn. The purpose of the forum is to meet with the public, present information, hear public comment, and eventually prepare a report to the Board of Selectmen regarding this potential project. Members of the Planning Board made it clear to the public that in no way is this project guaranteed to be completed, that the process will be as transparent as possible, that the public will be given the opportunity to share opinions on the matter, and that those opinions will be featured in the Board’s report to the Selectmen. While an 8(m) application has been submitted to the Massachusetts Water Resource Authority (MWRA), the owner of the aqueduct, tonight’s forum is the first step in the process of determining whether or not the public supports the project, what will be included in this Board’s report, and whether the project will move forward or not. After a brief description of that process, the forum was opened to comment from the public. 

Eliot Taylor expressed his opposition to the project, citing, in his view, the currently-unenforced “no trespassing” policy on the aqueduct and the likelihood that allowing people on the land will increase the presence of motorized vehicles on the trail. Several members of the public voiced opposition to the fact that the trail will be easily accessible to people from neighboring towns who may not respect the land and environment on and around the aqueduct to the standard that Sherborn residents would. Specifically, several land owners whose land abuts or is dissected by the aqueduct gave accounts of destruction of property by people who have accessed their land via the aqueduct in the past and expressed concern that theft and property destruction would increase with the introduction of an official trail. Members of the Geoghegan family, owners of Sunshine Farm on Kendall Street, report that the aqueduct goes through the middle of their crops and they have dealt with crop destruction in the past. 

Other residents, including Carol and Roy Mitchell, abutters, addressed the fact that the aqueduct provides visual access to their's and other properties with no visual screening. While Mr. Mitchell acknowledged that the views provided by the currently unofficial trail can be enjoyable, he feels that the safety and liability issues at the pump house pass-by are a concern. The matter of liability, should someone be hurt while on the trail, was raised several times. Susan Tyler, speaking as a member of the Traffic Safety Committee, said that the Committee could not support this project because of the many safety concerns involved, specifically around pedestrian safety at street crossings as well as the financial burden of potential bridges and safety rail construction. The Board reminded the public that the MWRA will continue to maintain the property, but the onus of liability and additional costs to make the trails safe to the Town’s standards were not known at this time. Sara Wragge offered her opinion that the Town direct funds that would be used for this project, instead, for the construction of sidewalks to improve safety in the Town. Taking that further, Grace Shepard stated that, perhaps, the Town should focus attention on fixing and maintaining the trails that are already in place rather than taking on a new project that is receiving so much public opposition. 

When he asked the public for any voices in favor of the potential for an official aqueduct trail, Eric Johnson received no responses. Several people, including Carol McGarry, Chairperson of the Historic District Commission, expressed her thoughts that, in theory, additional walking trails are good for the Town and the upholding of its image as a Town for people to enjoy the outdoors, this specific project presents far more potential problems than benefits. Po Putnam, in answering a question about why this project would even be considered in the face of overwhelming opposition, stated that it is important to hold public forums for the purpose of gauging opinion and that it is part of the due process. 

The Natick Director of Parks and Recreation, Jon Marshall, was present and detailed what his town is doing regarding the Sudbury Aqueduct project. Natick is opening some portions of the aqueduct, but will not be opening the entire length of it as it is not appropriate to do so, as determined by their town based on factors like safety and abutter concerns. He offered his opinion that the aqueduct through Sherborn seems far more intrusive than Natick’s as it abuts and dissects so many private properties. Mr. Marshall offered to email Gino Carlucci Natick’s trail information pertaining to their implementation of this project. Additionally, Pete Meagher, the manager of the Sassamon Trace Golf Course in Natick, through which the aqueduct directly passes, speaking as the Chairman of the Golf Course Oversight Committee, relayed his concerns of safety for golfers and users of the trail should it become a public throughway. He presented a letter of opposition detailing the opinions of his Committee. To this, Chris Tullmann asked whether redirecting the trail to the perimeter of the course would be an option for some of the property owners through whose land the aqueduct passes, and received opposition, especially from the Geoghegan family who stated that there are no alternative routes through the property as it is all in use for agricultural purposes. 

Several people, including Susan Tyler and Karen Lane, questioned the timeline and the process of the project thus far, specifically why the application was filed well in advance of any public forum on the topic. Mr. Tullmann described the steps of the process, starting with the filing of the application, the scheduling of a walk with MWRA on the property, which took a year, and then the public forum, and Eric Johnson reiterated that nothing has been formalized or decided. Marian Neutra informed the public that three of the members of the current Planning Board were not yet on the Board when the application to the MWRA was filed. She thanked the public for their involvement in this process and acknowledged their legitimate concerns. Any additional comments are to be directed to Gino via email or phone calls. No meeting is scheduled to continue the public forum as of yet. However, the abutters will be informed via email about the next time the issue will be discussed in a Planning Board meeting and are encouraged to check the agendas and schedules of public meetings for other boards should they discuss this plan as well. 

GENERAL PLAN UPDATE WORK GROUPS
Eric Johnson reported that the next meeting for the Fiscal and Economic work group will be held in the next few weeks. Also, though he is no longer on the Planning Board, John Stevens is continuing to provide assistance to this work group. The Built Environment work group has written an outline of their visions for Town Center and has been meeting with Town Center land owners for their input. The next meeting of this work group is scheduled for June 1, 2015. Marian Neutra informed the Board that the Land Use work group has included agriculture and the preservation of agricultural lands in Town in their outline. Their next meeting, to be held on May 28, 2015, will focus on walking trails, their maintenance, and plans for encouraging connectivity and accessibility. Po Putnam has not yet decided which work group to join. He will continue to investigate all three to determine which group has the most need and in which group his expertise will best fit. 

THE FIELDS AT SHERBORN
Gino informed the Board that the Zoning Board of Appeals selected BETA over Allen & Major as the firm that will conduct the peer review for the Fields at Sherborn. However, he noted that the selection comes with conditions, namely to reduce their quoted price to as close to $15,000 as possible and to edit out some tasks that can be performed by other boards in Town. 

Marian Neutra inquired about the meeting between the Board of Health and the developers of this project. Peggy Novak, who was in attendance of that meeting, said there was not much to report as they are still awaiting the completion of some studies, like the stormwater management plans. The next meeting of the Zoning Board of Appeals for this 40B project will be held on June 30, 2015 at 8:00 p.m. 

OTHER BUSINESS THAT MAY COME BEFORE THE BOARD
Solar Projects – Gino reports that several people have contacted him regarding the installation of solar projects in Town, but none have followed through. He has been contacted recently by an interested party. 

Sweet Meadow Farm – The compliance with Planning Board-approved requirements for the construction of an agricultural use building at Sweet Meadow Farm was questioned. Chris Tullmann believes that the approval for the new construction, with the condition that the land owners need not provide additional screening to neighbors, came with the agreement that the building would be no larger and no taller than one currently on the property. He noted, however, that the new building is indeed taller than the other building. Gino will consult the meeting minutes from that decision and the Board will proceed with investigating penalties against the property owners should they be found in violation of the Board’s permit requirements. 

Heritage of Sherborn – In reference to a conversation at the last Planning Board meeting regarding the new ownership of the Heritage of Sherborn and their exploration of the possibility of opening their restroom facilities to the public to encourage people to visit Town Center, the Built Environment work group will continue to look into the potential impacts that may have on the water and sewer systems. Additionally, Gino Carlucci reported that the Board of Health did limit the maximum seating capacity for the facility based on sewer and water systems and that the Heritage of Sherborn’s ownership’s potential intent to add café-style seating at the Beer, Wine, and Provisions portion of the property would be influenced by the seating limitations placed on the entire property. 

MINUTES
The minutes of the Board meeting on May 13, 2015 were not reviewed at tonight’s meeting.  

The meeting adjourned at 9:30 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,


Samantha Shepherd
Planning Board Clerk

DOCUMENTS REFERENCED DURING THE MEETING
1. A nine-page document titled “Memorandum in Support of Renewal of Special Permit,” written by Peter R. Barbieri, Esquire, for the application to renew the special permit for ADESA.
2. The Planning Board Special Permit Decision for ADESA, approved on June 13, 2012.
3. The 8(m) permit application to the Massachusetts Water Resources Authority filed by David Williams on May 11, 2014.
4. A map of Natick’s Sudbury Aqueduct trail segments.
5. A May 27, 2015 letter to the Planning Board from the Golf Course Oversight Committee regarding the Sudbury Aqueduct project. 
6. Letter from Carol and Roy Mitchell dated May 27, 2015 with attached photographs.  
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