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Acras Fublic Heasing

Detobeer 22, 1987

Flanming Board Membesrs in
Dwayne Woodsome, Larry J

endenoes Doug Foglio, Mike Hammond
=r,  Anna Jackson.

ki

Meeting called to Orcder at 7345 Fod

Original copy of the subdivision plan was displayved on bullebtin
board along with new re-alignment proposal of the remaining
undeveloped parcels. P Guy Raymond and Mrs. MoDowsll have
surveved oroparty and have found  the original survey Lo be
incorrect and inadeguate. The pﬁopewfv has been resurveysad and
the proposed re-alignment is as clos2 to the original as
possible. Does fh@ State law pEPmlt the re-alignmsnt?  The town
attorney and Mes., PMoclowell s attorney have been contacted. The
Flanning Board +@1t the ne=t step was to get input from the
public, therefores scheduling this Fublic Hearing.

Jobin TuFts, afFter reviewing the proposed changes question the
commants printed near his existing ot concerning & Buit claim
deed. Fawl Bureauw, Mr. Raymond's representative was not suwre and
mald he would have to ask the swvevor for this information. To
the best of Mr. Bureaw's ability he believed that Mr. Rossborough
could not fFind documsntation of the lob in gueshion. M. Tufbs
galdl that he bhad been to the couwrthouse and found the information
in guestion and wowld be willing to help out with further
earch on his lob.
Al fred has on record a 100 = 100 square lot behind Me. Tuft s
lot., Me. Bureaw stated that Ffrom the infoermation given them by
the surveyor the boundaries could be off by guite a bit. The
boundary of thse subdivision is right. It is the internal lots
that there is a discrepancy on. There is a definite possibility
that the existing owners could have more land than they were
AWRImE 0OF . The calocuwlations for the internal lots was totally
inaccurate however, the e amal line correct. Refersence o
letter on File conocerning & nobte that would be incorporated in
all deeds was mads. (Gee fFile For Further information? Therea
are Ffourteen remaining lots to be sold. M. Libby was concerned
wWwith his well being on another lot after re-alignment of lots.
Somathing couwld be worked oulb with the owners to insure that Me.
-ibby would be able to service his well. Concearn voiced by Mr.
Tufts with the maintanerncs of the road. M. Libby has plowed the
road for the last fFive yvears. Me. Foglic informed those present
that all roads have to mest town standards before reguesting that
the road be accepted by the Lown as a town road.
The new re-alignment of lots do not mest the recuiced 20, 000
fesl, The end 1ot has rFt. there is enough land available
iF aligrned propeecly all 5 would meet the regquiced 20,000 Fb.,
ALl zoning standards must bw met by the standards at the time of
the original subdivisions acceptance. Also noted that Lot 2 had
no acocass Lo the walkwav. Should have samse accesibility as obther
ITomt=. M. TMFtE lot must have documentation before guit claim
dxed Before sale of further lobts boundaries to
to
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by g !:Lm insure well is fFor M.

Ljhh, use mmlmly$ CwWner s 4l a solubtion to this problem.




When proposed houses go din the 7% Ft, stbhback requirements muast

be met. Arrangements should be inta for the maintenance
of ths road. The cuwrresnt right of way froad) doss nobt mest town
standards. A possibility of land owners abubtfting right of way
to allow arn sasemsnt of propeety of possibly 15 FL. sach sids of
road to allow road to meset Lown standards. The subdivision was
approved in 1971 and he laid dormant until recently. When the
new ownsr s tired bto swvey they realized thaet the pins had
gither been moved or lost they Ffound the bogus job dorne. The
Further they went with the suwrveying the mors compound the
problem got. Board could do nothing concerning the road other
than to voice the subdivisions concern. Suggest thalt bthe owners
look into this with the existing property ownsrs and try to coms
up with a solution. Hearing closed at 28134 .M.

Respectively submitte
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