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Town of Hubbardston 

Planning Board Meeting Minutes 

 

Location:  7 Main Street, Slade Building, Hubbardston, MA  01452   

Date:  Tuesday, May 14, 2019 

 

Members Present:  Thomas Robinson (Chair), Craig Boissoneau, Kendall Daly, Bill Homans, Alice 
Livdahl, Francois Steiger (Associate Member) 

Members Absent:  N/A 

Other Attendees:  Christina Sutcliffe (Admin) 

 

 

CALL TO ORDER (6:34 pm)  “This meeting is being broadcast live and digitally recorded.” 

NOTE:  Call to Order and Adjourn times are specific times of the meeting start and end times.  Any 
times listed as “Time Stamp” within the minutes are those taken from the YouTube video of the 
meeting.  

 

Orders of Business:   

1. Bill Homans makes a MOTION to enter Public Hearing.  Ken Daly SECOND’s.  ALL IN FAVOR. 
2. Notice of Public Hearing read by Tom Robinson:  Pursuant to the provisions of MGL Part I, Title 

VII, Chapter 40A, Section 5 the Town of Hubbardston Planning Board will hold a Public Hearing 
on Tuesday, May 14th, 2019 at 6:30 pm in the Town Office, Slade Building, 7A Main St., 
Hubbardston to discuss the proposed change of Zoning Bylaw Article 7: Special Permits, Section 
7.6: Associate Member.  The proposed change would modify the current text of the first 
sentence from:  
NOTE:  Here Chair deviates from the notice to read from the most updated version of the town 
warrant (see attachment #3). 
So that the sentence will read:  “Section 7.6  Associate Member.  There shall be one Associate 
Member, appointed by the Planning Board from among the residents of the Town, per MGL 
Chapter 40A, Section 9.”   
This bylaw amendment was submitted by Tom Robinson and is recommended by the Finance 
Committee and not recommended by the Board of Selectmen. 
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3. Bill Homans asks the Board to entertain the MOTION that the Chair recuse himself because the 
article was submitted by Tom Robinson.  Alice Livdahl brings up the discussion point that the 
Chair may be considered an “interested party” with regards to representing this warrant article 
at the meeting.  Alice Livdahl further suggests that since this warrant was submitted - not by 
the Planning Board as a whole - but by Tom Robinson the individual, that Tom Robinson chair-
ing the meeting may be considered a conflict of interest.  Bill Homans clarifies his MOTION that 
Tom Robinson “step aside as Chairman as [he is] presenting the article to the Board and let 
somebody else run the meeting tonight.”  Discussion ensues.  Chair reads the law pertaining to 
Planning Board, MCL Part 1, Title VII, Chapter 41, Section 81 (A):  “No remember of a planning 
board shall represent before such board any party of interest in any matter pending before it” 
and states that he reads that as “third party.”  Discussion ensues.  Tom Robinson asks Alice 
Livdahl if she would like to run the meeting as chair.  She states she would and Tom Robinson 
passes over the duties of Chair.   Point of Order is raised that the MOTION still requires a vote.  
Craig Boissoneau SECOND’s Bill Homan’s MOTION.  The vote is three (3) IN FAVOR, one (1) 
OPPOSED, and one (1) ABSTAIN.  The MOTION CARRIES. 

4. Alice Livdahl explains to the public the process of bylaw change and the details of this particular 
bylaw change.   

5. Alice Livdahl asks Tom Robinson to present his proposed bylaw amendment, stating that 
afterwards she will open the floor up to public comment. 

a) Tom Robinson explains:  
 some history with regards to the Associate Member 
 that the change to the article will bring it into full compliance with MGL 
 that the change to the article will establish the authority of the Planning Board to 

determine their own Associate Member 
 that the change to the article will ensure that the Associate Member is decided from 

among the town’s residents 
b) Ed Blanchard reads a prepared statement of the history behind the article under 

discussion (see attachment #4) and summarizes that he would prefer to leave in place the 
“checks and balances” that are 

c) Deb Reed asks for clarification between the previous wording “designated” and the 
updated wording “appointed” and it is explained that the change to that word occurred 
on the warrant after the notices were circulated. 

d) Mary Robinson states that she does support this change and would eliminate confusion 
and unnecessary legal expense in the procedure of determining the Associate Member. 

e) Francois Steiger (present Associate Member of the Planning Board) reads a prepared 
statement (see attachment #5) that summarizes the history behind the article and his 
opposition to this bylaw change. 
(Time Stamp 38:35) 

f) Tom Robinson responds: 
 That history should not govern now and they should “forge a new direction” forward 
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 To the concept that the process by which he submitted the warrant was referred to 
as not “transparent” by reading the charter with regards to how bylaws are changed 
(see Francois Steiger’s statement, attachment #5) and states that he followed this 
process 

 That Francois Steiger is currently running against him in the up-coming election 
 Reads a prepared statement by Vin Ritchie (not present - see attachment #6) in 

favor of the bylaw change, stating that it will avoid future misunderstandings 
 By offering his interpretation of the presented histories of the appointment of the 

current Associate Member and the process by which this bylaw was submitted. 
Discussion ensues. 

g) NOTE:  Before the discussion above (item 5,f,#5) between Francois Steiger, Ed Blanchard 
and Tom Robinson - Alice Livdahl makes mention that the MGL allows the town to 
determine the process for appointing the Associate Member and does not “weigh in one 
way or the other.” 

h) Alice Livdahl asks if there are any other comments.  Bill Homans makes a MOTION “to 
close the hearing.”  Craig Boissoneau SECOND’s.  The vote is three (3) IN FAVOR.  2 
ABSTAIN.  MOTION CARRIES. 
(Time Stamp 57:30) 

i) Alice Livdahl invites each member of the board the option to speak: 
 Bill Homans states he was “blind sided”and would have appreciated if the board had 

worked together to submit this article.  Also, personally believes in checks and 
balances. 

 Craig Boissoneau states that he wishes Tom Robinson had brought the article 
forward differently.  Also feels that the bylaw doesn’t need to be changed. 

 Ken Daly states he wasn’t happy with the process and feels it should be changed. 
 Tom Robinson states that he submitted this bylaw change “by the book;” that the 

concept of “checks and balances” is a “false issue” with an elected board as the 
checks and balances of the board are provided by the voters and this correction 
maintains the board’s autonomy; and that this bylaw change is what he feels as his 
“obligation to work hard to correct a bad situation” [referencing the resignation by 
the former Planning Board Chair in response to the process of the appointment of 
the current Associate Member] 

 Alice Livdahl states that she sees the pro’s and con’s of this bylaw change; feels that 
the concept of making the Associate Member a resident would be a positive move; 
does not feel the Planning Board should appoint it’s own Associate Member because 
of the possible conflict of interest in the Associate Member being appointed by 
those they may have to fill in for later; feels that the involvement of the Select Board 
in the process provides a needed checks and balances; so does not feel that the 
bylaw change as presented is the answer 

j) Bill Homans makes a MOTION to “proceed to vote” and that the recommendation will 
then be written up by the Planning Board Admin.  Ken Daly SECOND’s.  ALL IN FAVOR. 
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k) Bill Homans makes a MOTION to “not support this bylaw change.”  Craig Boissoneau 
SECOND’s.  The vote is three (3) IN FAVOR, two (2) OPPOSED.  The MOTION CARRIES. 

 

MOTION to ADJOURN (XXXXXX pm):  Alice Livdahl  

 SECOND:  Ken Daly 
 Kris Parego asks of the Chair if the Article will still be on the warrant.  Alice Livdahl responds 

that the article will still appear on the warrant, but that the article will be noted to not be 
recommended by the Planning Board. 

 ALL IN FAVOR 

 

Action Items: 

1- Admin to write up Planning Board recommendation to article based on vote. 

 

 

 

Minutes Recorded by:  Christina Sutcliffe (Planning Board Administrative Assistant) 

 

These minutes were approved by vote of the board on July 10, 2019. 

 

Attachments:   

1. Agenda 
2. Attendance Sheet 
3. Updated Warrant Article Verbiage 
4. Letter from Edward Blanchard to the Board 
5. Letter from Francois Steiger to the Board 
6. Letter from Vincent Ritchie to the Board 

 

NOTE:  Attachments are digitally inserted representations of available files.  For original documents, 
see Planning Board Office. 
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Attachment #1:  Meeting Agenda 
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Attachment #2:  Attendance Sheet 
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Attachment #3:  Updated Warrant Article 
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Attachment #4:  Letter from Edward Blanchard to the Board (2 pages) 
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Attachment #5:  Letter from Francois Steiger to the Board (3 pages) 
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Attachment #6:  Letter from Vincent Ritchie to the Board 

 


