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TOWN OF CARLISLE - Planning Board
Minutes of Meeting, 5/10/71 8100 P,M, Selectmen®s Office

Present were Messrs, Herdon, Hoemer, Macone and Evans.

Plan of land on Concord Street owned by the Dysons (Hussell St.) signed,
“Planning Board Approval Not Bequired”,

Dr, Peter Morey appesrmd with his attorney, Hobexrt Mcialter, Bequirs, re-
questing Board sigmatures on pstition to Board of Appesals for new hearing
on subject of operation of an animsl hospital in residentisl district.
Board of Appesls granted permit (1/6/71) within time freme not acceptable
for benk finaneing. GC.lL. Ch. #0A, Section 20 permits petitiomar to make
new applicaticnm within two ye&rs of an usfavorable Boaxd of Appesls .
decision only with comsent of &1l but one member of Flanning Board in a
Town which bas accepted appropriate permissive lagislation. After ecom-
sidersble discussion and telephone conference with Town Counsel for
opinion as to whether Boerd of Appeals decision of 1/6/71 was “unfavorable”
under the intent of the statute, (tc determine whether the matter was properly
before the Planning Boaxd) four members present signed granting Board's
consent to submit new petition. After objection to proposal of Atty.
Mclglter that he obtain consent of two more members, it was agreed that .
the Board Chairman would explain the facts to the thres absent members who
could determine their individual courses of action thereon.)

Clerk pxro iam herewith confirms his oral objection to manner in which peti-
tion was received end processed as followss

a. Board had no official information that Carlisle had ever nccepted
the cited permissive legislation

bs Board bad mo priocr opimion from Town Counsel that Board of Appesls
decision of 1/6/71 granting permit for operation of the animel
hospital (for period of 7ive ysars) was in fact an "unfavorable
decision . .

cs Delay of aetion in the petition evenm for twenty-four hours to
satisfy a, and b. objected to by counsel for the petitloner, -

do Opinion of Town Counsel had to be requested in less than an orderly
munner.

¢» DBoard members present put in position of signing to grant approvel
to sccommodate the petitioner or to delay aection pending proper
determination of facts under a. and b, in the face of implied allega-
téon that saything ogher than immediate signing would be thro
another obstacle in the path of the petitioner. :
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£. To grant petitioner’s attorney unqualified approval to obtain signa-
tures of abssnt members to meet the statutory requirements places
these absent members in the position of signing under pessible infex-
ence that majority action reflects decision which they are expected’

to support.

Repert from T, Hexdon that prospects for new aerial photos of the Town

depend on extent of good photography weather before Spring follage progress
sppreciably furthex,

Report frea M, Macone on "Operation house numbering - instructions to
ocoupants” received and bills inocurred on behalf thereof approved.

DeBonis subdivision - report of members inspecting same since neeting of
4/12/71,.6bsexrvations were as followss

&. Pipe under the pavement at ourve (on which telephone poles undexr
scrutiny are located) may not be functioning properiye

be Blocked satch basins may be causing temporsry flooding of roadway
and 8iwm of ocoupied houses.

Connelly dubdivision - report of Chairman

s. Developer and contrmetor that applied road surface objestt to
additional 3/4 inoh of material. Propose sealing process in liemw
thexsof, .

b. Perley to advise Board after receiving requested information as to
procedure to be followed in sealing operation. (Suggestion offered
to Chairman that armor coet of “turket grit" stone prefersble to sand

seal (alsoc more costly to developer and/or read contractor.)

ce Surface defects generally confined to about half the distance of the
roadvay (that half starting at ¥estford Street). However, Perley
advises that application {even of additional 3/4 inch of bituminous
material be for entire distance. (His reasons not clear to all four
members present). 4

Notes Clerk pzo iem i of the opinion that eurbing &t down grade through
*aajor cut® to construct roadwsy needed to protect road suxrface from.
infiltration of water under surface with potential break-up due to
alternats freezing and thawing. : :

Ogden subdivision = review

Questiont OCurbing broken appsrantly by Town plow during znow removale
Does develeper repair to qualify road for accepiance or does the Toun accept
damage to private way resuliing from anow plowing under dédsignation by
Selectmen in sccordance with permissive legislaiion accepted by the Towm
(GeLs Che 40, Sections 6D and 6C?)

Spell éubdivision - rules and regulations

Brief discussion; general agresmenti that philosophy in support of small sub-
divisions as applicable today as when adopted, Some abuse by developers.
How far is the Town expected to go to satisfy the purcheser of property on
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roadwsy in emell subdivisionz who expects Town capital ocutlay to meet
standards for scceptance even though legend on plan states “private way”? .
Digeussion of previously advanced suggestion that betterment assesament on
abutters might ecol the enthusiasm for Town acceptance or gtovide the machinery
for acceptance by petitioners who have made allowance for “private way" status

in their purchase agrangements and expect to pey for cost of bringing rcad up
s standaxds for acceptance, '

10, Discussion of updaied plan for Town Cemter and further report of "By-Pass Sub-
committase” to aweii meeting with full Board membership in attendance.

11, Tentative date for Special Town Meesting {6/14/71. Questiont Could Boaxd come
up with a propossd solution to preblem of parking schocl buses by that time.
Goneral agreement that the possibility is unlikely.

Suggestione offereds:

8. Besubmission of article in Ammuzl ZTown Meeting waxrant.

b, Beguirement that buses be stored under cover. (During present contract
Town te rent barn at Bates Farm - assuming this can be negotiated - and
sbsord the eost of overright and week-end siorage.)

¢e Town to previde sutaide siwrege with ares snclosed by chain link fence,
equipped with adsquate lighting sand offering reasonable protection against
vandalise, (Ares of pressmt Town dump suggested &3 a possible logation)

(Lso Collims of South Strest offersd several reasons which in his
opinien make authorizatioen to zbore buses in a& residential district
objectionable and unlikely to receive Town Heeting approval,)

12. Two meetings in HMay bscause of five Mondays. The 3ist objected to for cbvious
reasens, Tentative substitute date subject to further advice from Chairman is

Tuesday, Hay 25. ILescation io be asunovmced. , :

Charles B, Evans
Clerk, Pre ism




