[bookmark: _GoBack]Acton – 848 Main Street 
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	1.	The Owner/Applicant is identified in some places as “Acorn Deck House Company.”  This entity has never appeared before as the applicant, and it is not the record owner of the site. On the application form, the owner is “Acton Realty, LLC.”  Please explain.
	2.	Why was an additional check for $2500 given to the Town on 2/18/14? (application fee)
	3.	Sheet 2 provides a table showing how existing conditions fare with the zoning dimensional requirements.  The table calculates open space as 35.1%.  Sheet 3 shows the open space to be 35% post-development.  Sheet 4 delineates the “open space” post-development.  The sum of each open space area is 127,163 sf, which is exactly 35% of the total lot area.
	4.	Sheet 3 shows a rectangle area of 30’ x 100’ (3,000 sf) where wood processing would occur. There is no supporting information indicating how this operation could be confined to such a small area, and experience from the illegal operation tells us that a much greater area is required for stockpiling raw wood and cut wood, not to mention loading and unloading areas.
	5.	A visual comparison of the existing conditions sheet and the proposed conditions sheet seems to show more area occupied by impervious surfaces under proposed conditions than 438 sf, which is what is represented on the plan.  Town engineer should re-run these calcs on Autocad. 
	6.	The plans provide dimensions for Lot 2C, which is a residence.  Why is this information relevant?
	7.	Our comments from Nov. 13th remain:  “Specifically, the plan should show the locations of the machinery that will be used, the area where unprocessed and processed wood will be stacked or stored, driveways and parking areas for the equipment that will load wood off of and onto trucks, and employee parking.  The site plan should show how this operation would be compatible with the existing businesses on the Project Site, including the school bus parking, with specific attention to internal traffic circulation.”  Containing all of the wood operation on a 3,000 sf pad is unrealistic.  Existing school bus parking details and other details of current use of site not provided.  
	8.	No information on noise impacts or air quality impacts has been provided.
	9.	Town engineer should review stormwater calcs.

