
The June 22, 2011 meeting of the Walpole Zoning Board of Appeals was held in the Main 
Meeting Room of Town Hall.   
 
Chairman Susanne Murphy called the meeting to order at 7:00 P.M. with the following members 
present: 
  

Susanne Murphy, Chairman  
James M. Stanton, Vice Chairman 
Daniel J. Cunningham, Jr., Clerk 
Ted C. Case, Member (not present) 
James S. DeCelle, Member 
 
Matthew Zuker, Associate member 
 

 
7:00 p.m. – Sean and Jessica Dacey – Case #15-11 
Ms. Murphy read the public hearing notice for Sean and Jessica Dacey, Case #15-11, with 
respect to property located at 31 Chandler Ave., Walpole and shown on the Assessors Map as 
Lot No. 39-35, Residence A Zone.   
         
The application is for: 
A Variance from Section 6.B.1 of the Zoning Bylaws to allow for a front entrance mud room, to 
be built at 20.4 feet where 30 feet is required. 
 
Mr. Dacey explained that when the Variance for 6 feet was approved in 2010 because the Board 
included an overhang on the addition, he misconstrued that as being a total of 9 feet approved.  
In the meantime, his builder recommended he use that 3 feet and enlarge the addition without an 
overhang.  When he came in for a Building Permit he was informed by the Building Inspector 
that he had to go back before the Board in order to increase the addition to 9 feet.  The addition 
would be 9 feet by 16 ½ feet.  The existing house is on a slab. 
 
Mr. DeCelle requested a floor plan showing the dimensions of the addition including the jog; 
Ms. Murphy requested a plan that shows the setbacks for the two abutting houses, the plan to 
show what the addition would look like from the front and sides, and the elevations of the 
addition. 
 
A motion was made by Ms. Murphy, seconded by Mr. Cunningham, on behalf of the applicant to 
continue the hearing to July 20, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. 
 
The vote was 5-0-0 in favor.  (Murphy, Stanton, Cunningham, DeCelle, Zuker voting) 
 
DISCUSSION 
5th Fairway Development – Case #18-08 – Decision 
Attorney Ilana Quirk reviewed the draft decision and asked for the Board’s comments.  The 
Board members made various comments regarding language within the draft. 
 
8:00 p.m. – Xtreme Action Sports, LLC – Case #09-11 (cont’d from 6/8) (Murphy, 
Cunningham, DeCelle, Zuker) - request to withdraw 
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Ms. Murphy read the public hearing notice for a Special Permit under Section 5.B.4.r of the 
Zoning Bylaws to allow expansion of the existing Special Permit to include outdoor use and or 
any other relief required by the Board. 
 
Ms. Murphy read the letter from Mr. Sudman requesting to withdraw his application. 
 
Mr. Cunningham did not want to approve the withdrawal because the Board has conducted three 
hearings on the application, each member of the Board did a site visit, and numerous abutters 
have attended the hearings opposing the application.  He wanted the record to reflect the 
opposition in case there is another request in the future. 
 
Mr. Zuker felt that Mr. Sudman did the right thing by withdrawing in deference to the neighbor’s 
concerns. 

 
VOTE OF THE BOARD: 

 
A motion was made by Ms. Murphy, seconded by Mr. Zuker, on behalf of the applicant Xtreme 
Action Sports, LLC, to grant a request to withdraw without prejudice Case #09-11. 
 
The vote was 3-1-0 in favor; therefore the application for Case #09-11 is hereby withdrawn 
without prejudice.  (Murphy, DeCelle, Zuker voting in favor, Cunningham opposed) 
 
          REASONS FOR DECISION: 
  
It is the finding of the Board that the applicant requested withdrawal without prejudice at the 
hearing on June 22, 2011 and the Board had no reason to deny the request. 
 
This decision is consistent with the purpose and intent of the Zoning By-Laws. 
 
The grant of relief under this decision is limited to the relief expressly granted hereunder; 
and any other relief sought is hereby denied. 
 
5th Fairway Development – Case #18-08 – Decision 
Attorney Ilana Quirk reviewed the draft decision page by page and notated the votes of the 
Board as reflected in the following decision.    
 
A motion was made by Ms. Murphy, seconded by Mr. Cunningham, on behalf of the applicant, 
to consider the waivers requested by the applicant 
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There being no further business, the meeting was closed at 10:00 p.m.  
 
 
 
 
Daniel J. Cunningham, Jr. 
Clerk 
 
ev 
 
Minutes were approved on August 10, 2011. 
                                                   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


