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The Planning Bonrd met for its regular meoting on wbdnesday. December 14, 1988
\

at 2:00 P. M. in ‘Room 209, City thl. Hombors proaont wero Chairman John F,

R 4

Keaney; Vice Chairman Frank ‘D, Dthloo; CIerk Joan G. Sadowsky, John 'T. Reynolds.'
“ _-- \
Also presant were Direotor Finnoia Je Donahno; Gode Gommisoioner Carl H. Koontz;

Aseistant Commissioner of Publio Works Gerhard P. Hnenchmoyer; ‘Assistant City
Solicitors David Moore and Miohaol,Traynor; Senior Planner Alexander A. Pridotkas’
and Planning Coordinator of the Office of Blanning and Community Development
Philip Hammond. | _' . _ ﬂ: U L . w

!
View

-

The Board viewed Chestnut Stxeot - abaodpn_poftion,,BOT_Main Street - site plan,

Stone Haven Way - remove portion from'official.map,.Holden and Brattle Streets -
site plan.

f
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Regular Meeting - Room 209 - Cit Hall , i on

Call to Order ¢ = .

Chairman Keaney called the meeting to ofdor at 33}0 P. M.

Hinutes of November 16, 1988

N

. Mr. DeFalco moved that the minutes of November 16, 1988 be approved. Mrs. Sadowsky

seconded the motion. The vote was unanimous. : =

y . i
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807 Main Street - site plan review

L]

Attorney Jonathan Finkolstein, représonting the potitioner, stated it is proposed
to oonstruot a four-story building oontaining 27 oingle oooupancy apartments and

two retail areas on the first floor on 10,930 aquaro feet of land. There will be

16 parking apaooa inoluding two ‘spaces for tho handioapped. The area is zoned

] LI
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RG-5 and BG-3.0. The zoning requires 66 spaces so @ epecisl permit and a variance
is required from the Board of Appeals. Wi ; ;_. i . .

'

Al Palazini,\ﬂeveloper, stated that each unit will have ita owh kitohen and bath.
There will be an in-house managcr and aecurity 1111 be provided. There will be
one entrance and an emergency exit. .’
Attorney Finkelstein stated that nﬁmeroue.ﬁropoaalq were,exflorod and instead |
of having & lodging house 1thas dotefminpd the bgﬁt“ﬁse woulé be -the single
‘occupancy apartments and some retail& Th§ lot Las_bqen vacant since 1974 when
the building on the aite waa domoliahed. The.prop;sed deéﬁloﬁmont will provide
much needed housing.l The roquirenent of.two parking spaoea per unit is exoessive

For this kind of development. The stores will mainly be |erviood by walk-in

residents of the aresa. _ ' i

Mr. DeFalco questioned what the rent will'be.

i

Mr. Palazini replied $125 per week.

Ann Gillespie of the Main South:Neighborhqod stated that this type of affordable
housing is needed in. the area because the rpht inoludes heat and furniture.
: .u. - _. i ,

k
_—

Mr. Keaney questioned if the right-of-ﬁay from the site leading to Oread Street °

will be used. ) i



3. - o | _
-? Fl (Y

Attorney Finkelstein replied negatively and that a wall or a fence will be

erscted to prevent vehicular traffioe.

/
1

Mr. Muenchmeyer stated that the Department of Public Works has reviewed the plans

and the following cowments are noted. . - gy . .

1. The proposed projeot is seérved by an exieting 24“ x 36" oombined sewer,
adequate in cepeoity to serve thie project.
2, A sewer extension permit mey be required.

3. The sanitary and surface sewer oonnpotione should be properly cored into the

existing sewex.

4. The size end'materia; of the proposed water service should be indicated.

4

5. Any granite ourbing. removed and not'reused eﬁould be delivered to the Department
of Public Worke yard at Ballard Street. | |

6. The plan ehonld have a legend and. clearly shoy exieting and prOpoeed contoure.

7. A siltetion and erosion oentrol plan, during oonekruction, should be submi tted.

8. All siltation and erosion contyol devices shall er in placé prior to start of

construotion, ' g E

Mr. Hammond stated that in-fill housing is needed and the Office of Planning and

Pl

v

Community Development recommends approval of the fee;dential deielepmento

¥

Mr. Reynolds. stated thet the area has eneugh'of this type of housing., Enough

‘parking spaces eheuLd be piovided beoaueeithe arga is already congested.
; : S PO

-

Mr. Hammond replied that the proposed development 1e on a bue route, close to

downtown and that all the tenants probebly Iould not owmn a oar,



Mr. Reynolds reitarated that tharo is no shortage of housing in the area but

there is shortage of imagination. i S S .;'?f

Attorney Finkelstein stqte& that the Office of Pleniing and Community Development
approves the prOpoa?d development and that.the developer has discussed the pro-

posal with the neighboras.

Mr. Reynolds questioned the cutcome of the\naighbqra'views.' R
. ', ( 5 ) ; \
:'l
y F .. +
Attorney Finkelstein replied that they had some concerns as mgntionad by
" Mr. Reynolds. St ' _ v

N
!

Mr. Donahue stated that the Board is only making a racomnendution to the! Board

of Appeals.

Mr. Reynolds moved that the Board recomnend denial of /the proposed development.

There was no aacond on the motion.

| ] ¥ t

Mrs. Sadowsky stated that the proposed d;velbpﬁent will be an improvement to the
area and moved that the Board reoommand to the Board of Appeals approval of the
site plan. Mr. DaFalco seconded the motion. Thé vote was three in favor with

Mr. Reynolds 1n opposition. o el L ”f:'

W\

Van and Moosh Streets - private gtreet opgnigg i C

i

Attorney Jonathan Finkelatein, representing the derIOper, etated that Chapter 7,
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Seotion 43 of the Revised Ordinances of.1966 requires the Planning Board to review
the gradiﬁg, surfaoing and drainage ﬁf'private stréets which are proposed to be
opén to publio use. The Publiec VWorks Commi ttee has already approved the in-

stallation of municipal servioed.in.thesé two afreeta'apbjsct to Planning Board
approval. I

!

] . . 4

Mr. Muenchméyer stated that the Department of Public Works has reviewed the plans

and the following oomments are noted. , B g

1. The developer proposes to install sanitary and :urfaoe sewers in both Van
Street and Moosh Street under a prior agreement with the city. The plana
‘submi tted for both sanitary and surface sewers, including ocatch basins, meet
with the requirements of this: partment.,

2. The surface of both Van Street and Moosh Street are to be graded to a uniform
cross-seotion, bermed and.tappod with gspﬁalt, in accordance with city standards.
Each street will be provided with a turn around for emergendy vehicles, fire ' °

'equipment and Department of Public Works services. The plans submitted meet
the requirements of the Department. : : - :

3; The developer proposed to install water maina in Van Street and Moosh Street.

The following oomnents are offered. . 4 ,

_Van _Street - The proposed 800 feet of 8 inch CLDI pipe should be 3 way gated

at Chester Street, with another 8 inch gate at midway point near hydrant #1.

An additional hydrant (hydrant No. 2) should be inatalled at the end of the

line, o ® : "o '

Moosh Streot - The proposed 540 feet of 8 inch CLDI pipe -should have one

8 inch gate rodded to the 12" x 8" cut-in-tee at Chester_St;eet, with one

hydrant at the end of the line. ' i i ; '

In general all materials and conatruotionlshall comply with Department of

., . Public Works specifiocations. LR g
4. The developer should provide details of eroaion oontrol prior to beginning

work.. All approved erosion control shall be in place at the_oonstruotlon
site prior to beginning oonstruotion' or olearing in the figld.

i



- Although the streéts will be paved they 1111 not beoome publioc streets because

the cul-de-sac at the end of Mbosh Street will not bo built to city standards.
. % R IIH I R . L \

Mr. Keaney questioned if the streets will denﬁua;lbipoome public streets.

/ - Chd ¥ ;

Mr. Muenchmeyer replied that that is poss;b}e.

-

R “yd ;
Attorney Moore stated that according to the law,;the Planning Board has to
; \, : ; ]
approve the request if the proposed construotion meets City of Worcester standards.
/ - : £ ; '
Mrs. Sadowsky moved that the Board-apprdvq~thalrequgst on the condition that
all Department of Public Works requirements are met. Mr. Reynolds seconped the

; S A
motion. The vote was unanimous. . ="

Mr. Donahue stated that these kind.of requests will be filed frequently and the
Board has not sbtlthe amount of the filing fee_or the kind of application to be

filed.

‘Mr. Muenchmeyer stated that the Depdrtmant of Puylic Worke charges an inspection

fee of $1.46 per foot. it S
Mr. DeFalco suggeated that the Buraau of Land Use Control look into this mattier

and make & récommendation to the Board for its next meoting. The Board agreed.

Nl

Holden and Brattle Streets - site plan review -

Steve Theohavides, rapreaenting the petitioner, stated that it is proposed to
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construct seven townhouse apartments bn 14,818 sguare feet of land located

between Brattle Street and Holden Street.

plan and the following comments hAre noted.

1.

2.

3

4.,

5.
-

Te
8.

9.
10.

1.
12.
130
14.

.15.

5 ]
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i Mr. Muenchmeyer stated that the Department of Public Works has reviewed the .

The existing sanitary and surfaoe aéwer:inlBrattle Street are adequate for

this projeot. N e R w s

Sewér connections should be a minimum of -6 1nohan in diasmeter.
Detailed hydraulio calculationa ahould be submitted for review.
Plan ahould be stamped by a regiatered olvil engineer.

All utilities should be 2 minimum of 10 feet from the propoaed building.

.Drainage should be deaigned to eliminate runoff to Brattle. Street.

| : :
The proposed 2 inch water service shall be copper type K.

The existing 14 inch high gervioce waterfmain'in Brattle Street'is adequate

~

for this project. o ' : (
On all water lines crossing a sewer main,'a'minimum of 18 inchgq of separation
must be maintained,, with water on the top.

Individual water servioes shall utilizé'a 2% x 1" tee at the main, with

appropriate ahut-off provided, at the main.
Individual services shall be 1" PE, not 3/4" PVG.

Catch basin oonnections shall be 8" VoCoy. at a8 minimum alope of 0,016,
N

Typical detsils for manholes and catch basins shquld be shown on the plans, -
The size, slope and material for all connedtions and mains should be shown.

- 1 E ;
on tha plana. -. ! : \'. W +

The plan ahould have a aite 1dent1fieation number issued by the Department

of Public Works. : ;nf'

4
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16. The plans should show the lboation'pf Holden StFeet,_inolpding the existing

Ay

stone wall. T .."}f

17+ All roof and foundation drains bhall be 6onﬁpo£ed.to the main, not the menhole.

1 T 1

18. Driveway easement to Holden Street should be properly shown.
19. Runoff from driveway to Holdén‘Street.ahould boladdresaed.

20.'Proposed erosion control should ﬁe detailqd'and"apeﬁified on the plans.

L]
-

Everett H. Perry, engineer, stated that tho'exfsting garage will be demolished.

The proposed driveway will be one-way. from Ararat Street to Holden Street. The

]

seven two-bedroom units will have a garage plug'seven surface parking spaces.

\

I ) Lo ~ ! . ' 4 v

Mr. Hammond stated that the area is preﬁomfnantl} sirgle family end the pr0pose&
developmént is not compatible to 3urrouﬂding uses. A‘Bpecigl permit and e variance
will be required from the Board.éf Apbéala. The Offipelof Planning and Community
IDeveIOpment_chommends denial of the site plaq beoauqe of a conflictiﬁg use into

8 ainglelfamily area, the soreqninﬁ qflth;:aige does not provide adequate ghielding

from surrounding uses and the proposed use would be overcrowding of the land.

[

Mr. Donahue questioned if the application has been filed with the Board of Appeals,

~

Mr. Perry replied affirmatively.
\

Mr. DeFalco queetioned how muchjfrontage the site ‘has.

L
L]

II' ] . _II i . , .
Mr. Perry replied there is 70 feet on Ararat Street and 70 feet on Holden Street.

¥

-
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Mrs. Sadowsky stated the plan does no% show any open‘space,or green area for

the residents and the'propoapd use is_not_ln conformity with the area,

1)

| \

Mr, Reynoids mgved that the Board recommepd to tyefnoard ?f Appeals denial of

the site plén for the following_réaaops. : ‘

1..The proposed si?e plan is injurious anﬂ Fstrimeptal to the use and enjoyment
of surrounding property. s e 'f'l ’

2. The screening of.thq slte does ndf proéideJadqquate shielding from or for
nearby uses whiohﬁmay be incompatible ﬁith.the ﬁ:@poaed use.

5« The proposed site plan makes inadequate proyiaidn for the creation or
preservation of open space. -

Mrs. Sadowsky seconded the motion. 'The vote was three in favor with Mr. DeFalco

abstaining. | | 1

A

North Pond Estates - definitive subdivieion and site plan review

Mr. Donshue stated that the Board at its last meeting tabled the request for
defini tive approval of this aubdivision.raqueating'gdditional information from

various boards and commiaaiona.‘;l'eqpy of the Order of Conditions zs set by

the Conservation Commission has been received, 8 letter from the Massachusetts

L

£

Historical Commission was received stating there are no known historical or
archaeological properties within the proposed project, the ejeotor pumps
question has been answered and_in referdnce_to Lot "A," it is now part of Lot 4..

4

Mr. Muenchmeyer stated that .the raviqqd'plana neet the Department of Public Works
t g =+ ' . : iy
requirements.

i . /‘
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Mr. Koontz stated that the developer7reqqived a?building permit to renovate the

existing building. His inspector informed him that the Department of Public

»

Works gave permission to construct some of .the sewer lines. Mr. Koontz personally

L)

viewed the site and issued a cease and desis{ order because mncﬁ.of the earth has
been moved around, He informed ﬁin either to rqoéivelpermiaaion from the Board
of Appeals or aubmié'an Approval ﬁot Rqugreg plan‘to‘the Planning Board, The
latter was submitted and signed bylthe Board and avgﬁtusliy 5ermit= were issued

for pouring of two foundations. _ Y

' n
\

Mr. Keaney quest%oned if the Boardlhaa received all the comments it requested.

Mr. Donshue replied affirmatively. ; : .

" l -
'

Mr. Reynolds questioned if the Office of Planning and Communiﬁy Development

atatementsxregarding zoning and zoning violations have been addressed.

Mr. Donahue replied that the Approval ﬁot Required plan shows. three lots and

each pne has frontage on Holden Street.

. Y '\ -
Mr. Reynolds stated th?t the subdivision plan is moot and has to submit & new plan.
| g s L :

L

)

Mr. Keaney stated there can 66 two plans submitte@ to the Board.

1
L

A

’

| Mr. Donahue stated that interior lot lines can.be'ohanéed without the Board's .

N

approval, . s R TR
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Mr. Reynolds stated that the dov010per'has not followed the regulations, there
are a series of violations and questioned about the 8200 per day fine as outlined

by the Office of Planning and Community Development. -

i <

Mr. Koontz replied that the Office of Planninglan&'COmmunity Development made

that comment and they are not the enforcers or {nterpretera of the Zoning Ordinance.

’.

Mr. Keaney questioned what does th91Board do in this case.

Attormey Moore replied that the developer is operating without approval regarding

the subdivision plan by grading out thglproposed road.

Mr. Reynolds reiterated that the Approval Not Required plan snd the subdivision

plan do not agree and are two different plans.

Mr. DeFalco agreed.that there was a lot of grading ahd excavating but questioned

if the developer is in compiianoe per‘thelApproval Not Regquired plan,
Mr. Koontz replied affirmatively. \

Mr. Reynolds stated that this does not justify ihat the developer did and is in
7 ! S § A : )
violation of the ordinance.

Mr. Donahuae atated that the developer has requaested to waive its Subdlvislon
Control Regulations by allouing to omit the sidawalk on the northerly side of
the propoaed atreet. and to allow the inatallation of a radius island in the

center of the propoaed cul-de-sac.
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A
- Mr. Reynolds moved that the Board deny the applioafion for definitive approval

of this subdivision. There was no second on_tﬁe mqtfon.

L] 1

Mr. Donahue stated.if.the appliéation ie déniad stating the reasons for it and

* if the developer corrects them, the“B‘oard has to"app:j(we the glan.

Mrs. S;dowsky moved that the Board give definit:l.vle approval to the proposed

subdivision subject 1;0 the _following conc_lj.tiona. _ |

1. Satisfying the requiremen_ts'of .the Department of Publié Works.

2, Satisfying the requireménts of the Department of Publio Health,

3. Compliance with the Subdivision Control Regulations and City of Worcester
e B

4. Provision of executed deed of eapement for éha street within tﬁe subdiviasion,.

L}

Mr. DeFalco seconded the motion.

Mr. Reynolde questioned if thera are any Subdivision Control Regulation de-

ficiencies regarding the development.

' C hegATived |
Mr. Muenchmeyer replied “

The vote was three in favor with Mr. Reynolds in opposition, .

Mr. Reynolds moved that the Board deny the reqnea.tlfor site plan review. There

was no second on the motion. B i
£ ' :

T "
i

Mrs. Sadowsky moved that the Board approve the site plan. Mr. DeFalco seconded
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the motion. "The vote was three in-favor with Mr;_Reynolde in opposition.

Mr. DeFalco moved that the Board waive its Subdivision Control Regulations by
eliminating the sidewalk on the northerly side of North Pond Rosd from Holden
Street to the oul-de-sac.. Mrs. Sadowsky seconded the motion. The vote was
three in favor with Mr. Reynolds in opposition. \ |

Mr. DeFalco moved that the Board deny.the_requeet'for permission to construct
a radius island in the center of . the proposed eul de—eao. Mrs. Sadowsky

+

seconded the motion.. The vote lae three in favor with Mr. Reynolds in epposition,

- L . I
i

Barber Avenue - request to waive frontage

Attorney'Austin_W. Keane, representing Wbrcester Telegram & Gazettte, stated
that a plan has been submi tted to the_Boerd for Approval Not Required showing
- two parcels of land located at toe end of Beroer Avenue. The company has the
right to pass and re-pass by an eeeement located at }he terminus of Barber
Avenue. In 1953 the easement area was removed from b}he officiel map but both
parcels have the benefit of an ineured eesement for all public street purposes
over'land abutting the property at: the terminue of Berber Avenue., It is requésted
that the Board waive its regulafione regarding\the frontage requirementu of
M.G.L, Chapter 41 with respect—to the property. i -

r :

Mr. Donahue stated that lot #2 does not have eny_frontage except by way of the
easement. : . e
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Attorney Moore stated that the Board oqh waivp its‘regulatiqna if so requested.

!

Mr. Donashue stated if the Board approves the request, the Approval Rot Required

plen should be withdrawmn. -~ -
: |
Mr. Reynolds questioned the readoning for the requést instead of extending the

street'as specified in the Subdivigionléontrol Regulations. .

b R

.,‘
Attorney Keane replied that time is of the ‘essence. " The easement will be

constructed -as & street and to City of Worcester standards. '
i . . | w
I i V.. .
Attorney Moore suggested that the Board set a condition that the preposed road
will be built to city specifications and app;ovq& by the Department of Public

Worke and the agreement is ppprovéd.by the Law Department.

I
L

Mr. DeFalco moved that the Boa:§ wai?e ﬁﬁe frontage reqqiremant with respeot
to this property ;n £he copdition”that proper agreeménts insuring construction
of thé road into the propertylfrom the‘terminuﬁ of Ba:bef Avenue are written
and approved by the Department of_éublio Wbrks and the Law Deparfment.

Mrs. Sadowaky_sedonded the motion. 'The_vote wag unanimous,

- : \
Attorney Keane then requested that the Approval Not Required plan be given

leave to withdraw. . o . ., g

Mr. DeFalco moved that the Board approvp”the request. Mre. Sadowsky seconded
the motion. The vote was unhnjmous.'_' |

i
i



15.-

¥ T J

Wentworth Estates - status =

' Mr. Donahue stated that the Board at ite last meeting voted to ‘send & letter
to. ComFed Javinge Bank to ooneider refinenoing this projeot in order to bring

it to a successful oonclueion and to 1neure and proteot the publio health and

eefety of the oitizene of Hbroeeter. ol

-

. ‘ 24 ) .
Attorney John W, Spillane, repreaenting the developer. stated that there is

no, relief in eight and the bank will foreclose on this development and Burncoat
Meadows euhdivieion. Although the bank 1s foreoloeing, the oity did get new

sewer lines 1n Catalpa and Burncoat Streeta.

Mr. Keaney etated that the Board viewed the Wentworth subdivision and noted

that the dumpeter hae been removed as requeeted by the Board.

Mr. Muenchmeyer replied that the He&lth Department had the dumpster removed.

The city will provide the baeio gservices elthough the street hee not been
'ocoepted ag a public way. Since the developer went bankrupt, the éity will
advertise for bids to complete the project. He auggeated that the Board request

the Law Department to start proceedings to recover the bond for this subdivision.

Mr. Keaney queetioned_the neceeaity of taking the bond.
: . a JRNTI '
Mr, Musnchmeyer replied tha{ the money will he needed to do all the necessary

work to.oomplete the job, - He ahtioipa@ee'thet work wili not oommence until the
epringlof 1989, . ) :

'
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Attorney Moore stated that a list is needed of item breskdown where the projeot
. \ . -
-failed. The items to be corrected are only within the right-of-way of the
'II N ! -

atreet layout. _

i 1
; ) =

Mr. DeFalco moved thgf the Béard.agﬁhoriqe fhe Lhw Department to start pro-
ceadings to iaoover the bond to complete the project. Mre. Sadowsky seconded

the motion. The vote was.uﬁanimous., i S
i k D h‘ + e . .

" Mr. Donahue stated that the Ci'ty Council has regohmehded to the Board that the

bond for this subdivision be pulled. . '

B

i
Mr. DeFalco moved that the Board file this requeét as the Planfing Board has
the authority to decide to pull the bpnd."ufa.gsadowsky seconded the motion,

The vote was unanimouas. : : R

# 1
\ . :

Athens Street - remove portion from official map -

Mr. Donahue stated that the Boardiat ite last public hearing considered the

petition.to remove a portion of Athens Street, from Plantation Street to
Rosemary Street, from the map. , A property éwner who may abut this section of
the stroef voiced Oppositiﬁn to the'petition. The Board referred it to the

Law Department for an opinion:

[}
-
i

" Attorney Traynor stated that it is the Law Department's opinion that property
owners who stand to lose the right.to_receive-a building permit or the extension
of municipal services, or those who abut that portion of the way to bs removed,

are "persons in interest" with a veto'gower under Jec. 81F. Aobording, it is

4
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our opinion that the ‘party in oppoaition to the Athenu Street petition is not

an abutter to .the portion to be removed, the Planning Board is not estopped

from voting its removal.
I A L

Mr. Reynolds moved that the Board remove a portion of }thens Street, from
Plantation Street to Rosemary Street, from the Official Map of the City of

Worcester. Mrs.uSadowsky'seoohded the motion. The vote‘waa unanimous,

i ; .
Samoset Road - remdve portion from official map

Mr. Donzhue stated'yhat the Boord'at'its last publig hearing considered the

petition to remove a portion of Sahosot Road from the map. A property owner

ahufting this street, but not the sestion'to bo removed; has volced opposition
\ v
to the petition. The Board referred it to the law Department for an opinion.

Y
i
'-l

Attorney Moore stated it is the law Department'l‘opinion that property owners
who stand to lose the right to regeive a building permit or' the extension of
munioipal.servioes. or those who abut that portion of the way to be removed,

are "persons in. intereat" with a- voto powor under Seo. 81Fs Acoording, it is

L

our opinion that the party in Opposition to the romoval of a portion of Samoset

-Road doeés not_have standing to prevent the Planning Board from acting favorably

on the petltioner's request. o -

i

Mr. DeFalco moved that a portion of Bamosot Road whioh abute the Roy prOperty

be removed from the offioial me. Nr. Reynolds seconded the motion. The vote

£

wag unanimous.
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Wildwood Estates, Sec. I & II - reduce and establihh bond
Mr. Donahue stated. that the daveioper of thie subdivision has requested %he
Board for & reduction of the bond ‘for Phase I'anﬂ to set the amount of bond

for Phase I;.

. I

Mr. Muenchmeyer recommended that the bond be reduced by $39,000 for Phase I and

a bond in the amount of $136,000 be'required for Phase II of said subdivision.
1- A III * 3
Mrs. Sadowsky moved that the Board' reduce .the amount of bond from $57,000 to
$18,000 in Phase I and %o require & bond in the emount of $136,000 for Phase II
of said subdivision of which 10% must be in the' form of cash. Mr. DeFalco
: . LI \
seconided the motion. The vote was unanimous.

L

Miscoe Estates, Sec. IIT & IV - peduce bonds

" Mr. Donahue stated that the deyeloper of this subdivision has requested the

Board for a reduction of - the amount of_bond being held by the oity.

I
|

Mr. Muenchmeyer recommended that the bond for Phase III be reduced by $25,000

and for Phase IV by $55,000, e e s s o

Mrs. Sadowsky moved that the Board reduée the amount of bond for Phase III of
thie subdivision from $120,000 to 395,000 and for Phaseé IV from $130,000 to
$75,000 of which 10% mus%_be in the fgf@ of cash., - Mr. Reynolds seconded the

motion. The vote was unanimous. =
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Moreland Green subdiviaion - ratify bond $nount
: i
Mr. Donahue stated that the Board at ita last meeting approved the amount of

bond to be set but the smount was not yet determined by the Department of Public

1

Works.. n

N

1
s

Mr. Muenchmeyer recommended a bond in the amount bof $212,000.
i I ]

Mrs. Sadowsky moved that the Board require a bpnd 6f_8212,000 to guarantee the
construction'of the following: ' i L ¥ g 5 =
1. Moreland Green Drive (Sta 1400 to Sta. 22+oo), 2 100 feet

2. Glenbrook Lane (Ste. 300+00 to Sta, 504+80), 480 feet

3. Greenside Lane (Sta. 108400 to Sta. 111400}, 300 feet

4. Greenview Lane (Sta. 100+30 to Sta. 107+60), 730 feet

in the Moreland Green aubdivision in accordance uith the Subdivision Control
‘Regulations and City of Worcester standards. At least 10% of the bond will be

in the form of cash., Mr. Reynolds seconded the motion.- The vote was unanimous.

%

Communication re_yrifate street openings -

Mr. Donahue stated that the City. Council has regueated the Law Department to
" prepare & new ordinance relating to "Section 43 - Private Way Construction Peymi t."

The proposed ordinance is for the Board's review and no _action is required.

LY
\

ldeal Road and Ideal Terrace - priority

Mr. Donahue atated that Idedl Road, from the Southweat Cutoff northerly, and
Ideal Terrace, from Ideal Road westerly, has water, sewers, width varies frcm-
15 feet to 40 feet, built wp BQ% and ratea a. #5 priority. Because of the width

the priority is 1ow. e . &



Mrs. Sadowsky moved that this street be given a #2 priority. Mr. Reynolds

seoonded the motion. The vote was unanimous. .

Plans to be Ratified =

i3 : \
. Mre. Sadowsky moved that the following plans be ratified: Mr. DeFalco seconded
the motion, The vote was unanimous, k ' .

3925 - plan ofiland onyﬂrana Street, owned bf Albert Iodzonih, gigned 11/22/88
3926 - plan of land on Ortop'StreetlExtenaiqn Loi§'1A & B, owned by Orton Street

Realty Trust, signed 11/22/88 RS, A

3927 ~ plan of land on Orﬁon Street Extena}oﬁ Lots 3A & B, owned by Orton Street
Realty Trust, signed 11/22/88 :
3928 - plan of land on Orton Street Extenaion Lots bA & B, owned by Orton Street

s

Realty Trqst, signed 11/22/88 -

3929 - plan of land on Orton Street Extension Lots 6A & B, owned by Orton Street

?

Realty Trust, signed 11/22/88

3930

plﬁh of }and on Orton Street Extension Lots TA & B, ofmed by Orton Street
Realty Trust, signed 11/22/88 |

39%1 - plan of land on Ofton.éfraet Extension Lots 30A & B, owned by Orton Street
Realty Trust, signed 11/22/88- |

plan of land on Orton Street Extenaion Lots 31A & B; omed by Orton Street

3932 -
Real ty Trust, signed 11/22/88 i |
3933 - plan of land on Orton Street Expension Lota 32A & B, owned by Orton Street

Realty Trust, signed 11/22/88 . ' .
3934 - plan of land on Eskow Road, owned.by R.Z.V. Realty Corp., signed 11/22/88
3935 - plan of land on HolaeniStreot,,pwned by D & 8 Development Corp., signed

12/6/88 ’

t



3936 -
39317 -

1

3938
3939 -
3940 -

3941

3942 -

3945 -

3944 -

3945 -

3946

3947

A

1
4

plan 6f land on Edgeworth Street, owned by Donald Richards, eigned 12/6/88
plan éf 1and.on Chatham & Crown Streets,.owﬂed by Benjamin & Steven Abrams
and Abreham & Ruth Rosen, signed 12/6/88

plan.of lahd on Plantation & Vineland Streets, owned by Walter T. Maloney

and Thomas P. & Gayle I. Ohmani'signedl12/6/88\

|
plan of land on Orton Street Extension, owned by Orton étreet Realty Trust,

gigned 12/6/88 !

plan of land on Plentation Street, owned by Worcester Business Development
Corp., signed 12/6/88 . '

plan of land on Coventry Road, owned by William & Lorine Patterson,

signed 12/6/68

plan of iand on Alsada Drive,, owned by lawrence & Jeanne Gallaéher,
signed 12/8/86. | _

plan of land on Vincent Cirale Lote 5 &.6 A & B, omned by Javelin West
Realty Corp., eigned 12/6/88 TR

plan oflland on Collins Street & M@uhtain Street Eapt, owned by Edward
Lizewski, signéd_12/e[ae S N

plan of land on Elm, Pearl &'Chestnut'Streets, owned by Worcester Pearl

Street Limited Partnership, signed - 12/8/88

‘plan of ;and on Gates Road,” owned by Gates lane Realty Trust, signed

12/14/88 L e

n

plan of land on Elm,'Pearli&‘Ghestnut Streets, owned by Worcester Pearl

Street Limited Partnership; signed 12/14/88..

Date of Next Meeting - December 28, 1988, January 18, 1989.



Any Other Business

Massasoit Village - reduce bond ' ;

Mr. Donahue stated that the developer of this subdivision has requested.the

Board for a reduction of the amount of bond being held by the oity.

Mr. Muenchmeyer recommended thatlthe bond be reduced by $150,000.

Mrs.’ Sadowsky moved that the Board'requce the amount of bond on this subdivision

from 3250,000 to $100,000. MNr. Dthlco,aécoﬂded'the motion. The vote was unanimous.

'\1
L]

Oak Grove Egtates, Phagse I & II - reduce.dnd set bond

Mr. Donahue stated that the developer of~this subdivision has requested the

]

Board for a reduction of the amount of bond for Phase I and to set the amount
of boﬁd for Phase II. .

Mr. Muenchméyer\recommended that the bond be reduced by $262,435 for Phdse I

and to requiré a bond in the amount of $280,000 for Phaaé II of this subdivision.
- I ’ i ; :

Mr. Reynolds moved that the Board reduce the amount of bond for Phase I from
3432,435 to $170,000 and to require a bond of $260,000 for Phase II. -At least
10% of the bond will Pe in the ferm of cash. Mrs. Sadowsky seconded the motion.

The vote was unanimous. S
t

Biotechnology Research Park - waive sidewalks
Mr. Muenchmeyer stated that the city is acting as the developer of this development.

]

Because of the number of existing beech trees within the right-of-way in the

D
s

Y



de%elopment, it is requested that the Board waiﬁe its Subdivision Control
Regulations by allowing to.omit the construotion of a aidewalk on. the north-
weetarly aide of Research Drive.

\

{
[}

Mr. DeFalco‘moved that the Board approve the reqﬁestm Mrs. Sadowsky seconded

the motion. The vote was unanimoua.:

Recess
Chonirman Keaney recessed the meeting at 5:30 P. M.
/ - e

Public Hearigga -~ Council Chamber - Gity Hall

Chairman Keaney called the meeting to order at 7:30 Po M.

1

1
[

Stone Haven Way - remove portion from offiocial map '

Mrs. Sadowsky read the notice of the publio hearing on the patition of Rosemary
Campbell to remove & section of Stone Haven Way, from Rockrimmon Road to Stone
Haven Road, from the Official Map,of tthCity of Worcester.

e

Mr. Keaney then asked for the proponents.
: \
Charles Campbell, .24 Rockrimmon Road, stated that this aection of the street
is, not and has not been used for the last 12 years,_no abuttera are in opposition
and all property on Stone Haven Rosd cOuld still be aocesaed via Stone Haven Way

L

from Brewster Road. : ., o

Mr. Keaney then asked for the opponents of which there were none.



]
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Mr. Keaney then declared the hearing closed. :

- Chebtnut Street -~ abandoh portion .

i

Mra. Sadpwsky read the notice of the public hearing on the petition of Sotir
Papalilo to abandon a portion of the side area of Chestnut Street at Clinton

' Streep.

Mr. Xeaney then gsked for the groppnenté.

Attorney Michael €. Moschos, representing éhglpetiti?ner, stated that the area
to be abandoned is loéated on the northefly side of_cheatnut Street at Clinton
Street. IIn 1954, the state made a ianq taking to :ﬁognbtruot Chestnut Street.
In 1956, the extra land was transferred to the oity.. If tbeifequeat is approved
and the lanﬁ sold to the petitionef, it is proposed to demolish the exiﬁting
three buildinge and conatruct a 10-story_bq11§%ﬁg containing & 202-unit housing

development with indoor parking.

Sotir Papalilo, trustee of Chestnut Place Realty Trust, stated that a new
30-foot wide access from Clihton Street easterly will be constructed to serve

the rear of the buildings fronting on Pleasant Street.
' . f \ .

Willy Sclarsig,.architect, ﬁtated that the existing access wiil be maintained

&

during construction.

AR

' Mr. DeFalco questioned the status of the access.

/ i - i
[ Lt 5
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.

Attorney Moschos replied that it is owned by the petitioner.

Mr. Papalilo stated that the abutters have ho.legﬁl right to use his property.
Mr. Keaney questioned if Clinton Court will also be abandoned if Chestnut Street

is abandoned.

Attorney Moaochos replied that Gl;ntbn_Court is omed by deed held by the
petitioner. The financing is in place, title insurance hés been received and
the proposed $25 million development is set to be started.

Jackie Sullivan of the Worcester Buainess_Devéloﬁmentlcdrporation stated that
housing is needed in the downtown area qnd is in favor of the petition,

1)

'Mr. Keaney then asked for the opponents.

¥ . L]

. v, e ;
Attorney Martin Healy, representing an abutter, stated the abutters have the

right to use the access way and Clinton Court. The ‘access way and Clinton
Court existed for 100 years and if removed it iill deny access to the abutters
to the rear of their properties. , All issues should be addressed as drainege,

grade and access way. There has been no agreement reached between the parties .

_involved. 3

Attorney Moschos stated that he did not find any deed referring to allowing

,' the abutters to'pasa and re-pass over thé accese way and Clinton Court.
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Attorney Healy replied a 1883 deed allows Mr. Lainer, an abutter, to use

Clinton Court to reach Clinton Séreat. _The'petitioner has to work with the

abutters to resolve all their concerns. Ay

L]

’

Mr. Papalilo stated that time is of the_esqence.beoause_thé state grant expires

on March 1, 1989. .He has discussed the Projéot with the abutters.

Attorney Moschos stated that they will work with the abutters fo straighten

: L]
f

the matter out.

A w

Attorney Moore stated that the Plannihg Bodrd has 45 .days-to make & recom-

!

mendation to the City Council. If the time elapses, the Council can act on

.ita OWI. H

Mr. Donahue stated that Richard J. Lariviere sent in a letter opposing the

petition, : “a

1
L
]

Mr. Muenchmeyer stated that.éhe Department of Public Works has reviewed the

plans and the following commentis are noted,

.

1. All existing sanitarw'sewers, surface sewers and water mains end connections

are properly relooated or easementa provided to adequately service these
facilities. L g S Fo

'

2. The integrity of Chestnut Street is_maintained by embankmént, filling or
retaining nalls as may be naoesaary.
3. Clinton Stréet, at Cheatnut Street be provided with a turnaround for

emergency vehicles, fire equipment and D.P.W. service vehicles.

A
[

i



4. The developer submit detailed engineering plans;and decree plans subject

to review and meeting all D.P.H. requirementa.

Mr. Keaney then declared the hearing'cloagd.,'

Regular Meeting - Room 209 - City Hall

Y l_lll
Call to Qrder " =

Chairman Keaney called the meeting to o:der at 83135 P, M.

x
=) . L]

-

Items of Public Hearing

- Stone Haven Way - remove portion from official map
Mr. Reynoldes moved that the Poard'remové Stone Haven Way, from Rockrimmon Road

to Stone Haven Road, from the Official Map of the City of Worcester.

Mrs. Sadowsky seconded the motion, The vote yas.ﬁnnnimous.l

Y

Chestnut Street - abandon portion
Mr. Reynolds questioned if the city's Traffic Engineer submi tted his remarks.
Mr. Donahue replied negatively. Even if the Board does not make a recommendation

within the time frame, the City Council ocan:hold up holding a hearing.

Ay
J

Mrs. Sadowsk& moved that the Board table this item to allow time for the
parties involved to resolve the probléma. Mr. DeFalco seconded the motion.
The vote was unanimous.

5

Mr. Reynolds moved that the Board request the Traffic Engineer for his report.

i i

Mr. DeFalco eeconded the motion. The vote was unanimous.

]
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Adjournment - ' : .

Chairman Keaney adjourned the meeting at.9:00 P, M.



