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Minutes
1. Call to Order

The meeting was called to order at 7:05 pm with David Wiig, Douglas Barnes,
Veronica Florio, Helen White, and William Ayles Jr present.

2. Agenda Review
3. New Business
4. 0ld Business

5. Complaints
a. 95 Thomaston Rd

b. 120 Burgess Rd

Douglas Barnes made a motion to ask our Land Use Attorney for an opinion on the
following questions. The commission is considering a complaint concerning 120
Burgess Rd. The neighbors have numerous issues, but in particular are complaining
that the current owners are operating far more trucks and much larger trucks than
were previously operated.

There is evidence that there was a pre-existing use as an excavating company and a
gravel mine prior to 1979. However, the evidence submitted so far (tax records,
eyewitness) shows that prior to 1979, the excavation company operated a single
dump truck. Given that, what would constitute a permissible expansion or
intensification of that use? Would additional trucks and/or significantly larger
trucks constitute a permissible intensification? The neighbors also argue that the
number of trips on and off the property by heavy equipment have significantly
increased. There is evidence from the contemporary eyewitness that there were
relatively few vehicle trips on and off the property pre-zoning. Is the commission
able to make an inference from the expansion of the vehicle parking area that the



use has intensified. Also, there are complaints that the hours of operation start
much earlier than pre-zoning. Would a significant change to hours of operation be a
permissible intensification?

Also, the evidence suggests that the prior operation was a “mom and pop” operation,
while the current owner services much bigger jobs (based on contemporary
eyewitness, current company website, admission by party attorney). Does the use of
the property to support significantly larger jobs constitute a permissible
intensification?. Veronica Florio seconded the motion and the motion passed
unanimously.

¢. 15 North Street

ZEO directed to invite property to owner to next meeting.
d. 7 Benton Rd

ZEO directed to invite property owner to next meeting.

6. Other Business
a. May 3rd Meeting Minutes

b. May 17th Meeting Minutes

7. Communications and Bilis
a. ZEO Report

8. Adjourn

William Ayles Jr made a motion to adjourn at 9:13 pm. Douglas Barnes seconded the
motion and the motion passed unanimously.



