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Let’s Seize This Opportunity To 
Save “Something Special”
To the editor:

Shortly after we moved to Amherst, as my wife and I talked about find-
ing some fun playtime activities for our youngest child to do while his older 
siblings were in school, we’d occasionally ask him if he’d like to do ‘some-
thing special.’ On well more than one occasion, it would mean a trip to the 
Cemetery Fields for some fun playtime on the playground and fields there.

Over time, and still being just a toddler, our son came to know Cemetery 
Fields under his own shorthand for a good time: “The Something Special 
Playground”.

For a few years, all he had to do was say, “Something Special”, and we 
knew immediately where he wanted to go. As he continues to grow, we 
still cherish fun times on the playground and, increasingly, on the baseball 
diamond that has hosted youth games there for years as well as the grassy 
fields that were measured out temporarily at times last summer for an Am-
herst Recreation Department’s first flag football program there.

Now comes the question on our March 11 Amherst town voting ballots 
about whether this land – in its entirety – should be made into a cemetery, 
or whether it should be explored for its potential dual-use as both a ceme-
tery and recreation area for our town’s youth.

Today’s current and highest use of the land known as Cemetery Fields is 
indeed of a recreational nature. 

Despite the intended future use of the land in question as a cemetery 
only, its actual use over much of the past decade has transformed this par-
cel into one of the most valuable recreational assets in the town of Amherst.

On Tuesday, March 11, Amherst voters must decide whether to transfer 
the powers of the Cemetery Commission to the town Selectmen in a bid to 
recognize the dual-use potential of the Cemetery Fields, or to simply let the 
land become a Cemetery for a handful of town citizens who might wish to 
be buried there in a year.

The choice is clear: Let the Cemetery Fields lapse into the hands of the 
Cemetery Trustees for its exclusive use as a cemetery. Or encourage the 
dual use of the land for recreation and cemetery uses. As a voter, you can 
encourage this dual use by voting in favor of Warrant Articles 26 and 40 at 
the ballot box on March 11.

Please join me and The Friends of Cemetery Fields in this bid to preserve 
“Something Special” for current and future generations of Amherst chil-
dren who don’t now get a vote to save this important recreation space.

Joseph Daniel McCool
Amherst

Cemetery Trustee Answers   
Frequently Asked Questions
To the editor:

There have been a number of issues raised concerning Amherst’s Cem-
etery Fields in recent days where additional comment might be helpful to 
Amherst voters on March 11, 2014. Some of these issues are: location of 
playing fields and Cemeteries in Amherst, costs and land division of Cem-
etery Fields and the process issues of how this would be done, and appeals 
to what is in the best interest of Amherst children.
Lets us take these points in order:

– Location of playing fields and cemeteries in Amherst.  Meadowview 
Cemetery is SEPARATED from Spaulding Field by Christian Hill Road.  
The concept of “shared” space in Forestview Cemetery (aka Cemetery Field) 
would require future users of existing Playing Fields to drive THROUGH 
Forestview Cemetery to get to the playing fields using existing roads, thus 
disrupting any Funeral Service taking place at a time when playing fields 
are in use. Funerals happen on short notice while playing events are sched-
uled much in advance so there certainly will be conflicts.  Let us not repeat 
the unfortunate juxtaposition of Spaulding Field and Meadowview Ceme-
tery at Forestview.

Also, most remaining Meadowview lots are at the back of Meadowview, 
not adjacent to Spaulding Field yielding more separation (several hundred 
yards) than would be the case at Forestview, and....

Last Summer there was an incident when a funeral at Meadowview had 
to be delayed in order to find the owners of cars who had parked, blocking 
access to Meadowview, while attending a Spaulding Field event at the same 
time.  Neither knew the other would be there.

The summary is the “shared space” concept is flawed if you believe, as 
I do, that Cemeteries are places for reverence and dignity that should not 
compete with the shouts and noise of sporting events.

– Advocates of retaining the playing fields do not know, nor does any-
one, where the boundaries between the cemetery and playing fields might 
be until engineering studies, surveys and sub division plans are made, 
filed, and presumably approved...so any statement alleging as to what the 
“known separation” will be is purely speculative.

– There is no reason to believe that the Warrant Article 26 appropria-
tion of $180,000 is even close to the “right” number for the land for playing 
fields.  It is well known that a significant portion of the 47 plus acres of land 
is in the flood plain, and/or subject to the Grass Hopper Sparrow restric-
tions.  This land is less valuable than the remainder that is suitable for use 
as a cemetery, which would also constitute much of the current playground 
and playing fields.  The true current value of the land suitable for cemetery 
use would only be known following engineering studies and appraisals, all 
at additional Town expense.

– Much of the current recreation use of Cemetery Fields is for Club 
Sports and Tournaments where there are many participants who are not 
Amherst Residents.  Do the residents of Amherst wish to support playing 
fields for Amherst residents or for the Souhegan Valley?  These Club Sports 
do pay fees for the use of Cemetery Fields which disappear into the Towns 
continuously revolving recreation fund, that Amherst residents do not get 
to vote on, as I understand the process. Some “transparency” on how this 
revolving fund operates would be in the best interest of Amherst voters, 
but the Board of Selectmen have not been forthcoming on this funds op-
erations.

– On the issue of three persons deciding the “future” without consulting 
town residents is a misrepresentation.  Any party wishing to change the Su-
perior Court 1999 Settlement between the Selectmen of the Town of Am-
herst and the Grasset/Merrill plaintiffs where the parties agreed that recre-
ation use would end on September 1, 2014, has to convince the Court that 
any modification to the settlement serves the fiduciary interest of Ceme-
tery Trust Funds and not the recreation desires of the Town.  Replacing 
the current Cemetery Trustees with the Selectmen as Cemetery Trustees 
changes nothing in the process requirements where the final say rests with 
the Court.  Having Selectmen as Cemetery Trustees does not give them 
any unilateral authority to do as they please.  Nor does it give them any im-
munity from legal action by the previous or any other future plaintiffs to 
abide by the Court Decision now in place.

– Concerning the future construction of Forestview Cemetery:  the cur-
rent Cemetery Trustees, and past Amherst Board of Selectmen have man-
aged the growth of the Cemetery Trust Funds so that, with an approved Cy 
Pres process to the Probate Division of the Circuit Court sufficient finan-
cial resources for the Phase One construction of Forestview Cemetery will 
be substantially paid for by these CY Pres funds.

Finally, what lesson do we teach our children if when they, or their par-
ents, disagree with an outcome, say, when they don’t like a teacher, you just 
fire the teacher?  Is this good public policy?  I don’t think so.

Warrant Articles, 26 and 40 are, in my opinion, ill conceived attempts, at 
unknown costs to taxpayers, to challenge settled Superior Court decisions 
to which previous Amherst Boards of Selectmen have agreed.  Please vote 
no on both Warrant Articles 26 and 40.

Respectfully,
Bill Belvin, Amherst Cemetery Trustee

Plenty of Space for Burial at  
Meadowview
To the editor:

I have been reading the various letters to the editor and listening to   in-
terested parties concerning the situation surrounding Cemetery Fields, 
which our family home abuts.  I took the opportunity to research the var-
ious documents, which reveal the facts surrounding the situation.  I have 
read in letters to the editor that the land was a gift from the original owners 
and their intent was for it not to be used for recreation purposes.  The actu-
al Purchase and Sales Agreement between the Merrills who sold the land 
at fair market value to the cemetery trustees on June 30, 1993 for $140,000, 
specifically and clearly states the land may be used for cemetery and other 
town purposes including playing fields, by the town. There was no gift of 
this land to the town.  Further there is a hand written letter by the Merrills 
to the town dated April 29, 1995 which clearly states they were not opposed 
to the use of the land for sport or recreation but wanted the fencing in-
stalled, and this was agreed upon in the P&S. This provision was met before 
the fields were used for sport.

 I have also heard that the cemetery trustees are unable to sell the 
land because it is illegal to do so.  This is patently false.  According to Terry 
Knowles, the Assistant Director of Charitable Trusts for the New Hamp-
shire Attorney General, the parcel of land in question CAN be legally sold.  
While there are strong opinions surrounding how this land should be used 
moving forward, I invite all citizens to find the documentation verifying 
the FACTS of the situation.  All of the original documents are there to see.  
After researching the documentation it is clear to me that there is nothing 
illegal about the purchase and transfer of this land to the town, nor was 
there ever a gift of this land to the town or a wish on the part of the original 
owners that the land should not be used for playing fields beyond a specif-
ic date.  The intent to change to cemetery land was when the need should 
arise.  There is no documented need for this land to be used as a cemetery 
any time soon.  There is plenty of space available in the Meadowview Cem-
etery for burials for at least 59 years, if past trends of 22-28 burials per year 
continue.  I encourage each citizen to learn the facts for themselves and join 
me in voting YES for Warrant Articles 40 and 26 to keep the fields in use as 
they currently are.

Sincerely,
Paula A. MacLellan
Amherst

Reprint of Letter To The Editor from Cemetery Trustee, 
Robert Crouter. The late Mr. Crouter was a cemetery 
trustee when land was purchased from Oliver and Gene-
va Merrill.
September 27, 2001

Open Letter To Selectman 
Marilyn Peterman
Dear Marilyn:

You and I have known each other for about 25 years. I have al-
ways admired the many contributions you have made to the Town 
of Amherst as a member of the Planning Board and the Board of 
Selectmen.

However, by now you should be aware that the Board of Select-
men does not have legal authority over the purchase, management 
and administration of the cemetery assets in Amherst including 
Cemetery Fields. Those functions have always been the sole re-
sponsibility of the Board of Cemetery Trustees, which is the desig-
nated owner of the land on behalf of the town. That is why we have 
a Board of Cemetery Trustees.

In your letter to the “Citizen” you indicated that the Board of Se-
lectmen had decided to approve the purchase of Cemetery Fields 
to accomplish two purposes, first to provide much-needed playing 
fields and then to provide for the future expansion of cemeteries. If 
that dual purpose had been the intention of then Selectman Rich-
ard Verocchi, who was also a Cemetery Trustee, he did not con-
vey that intention to The Board of Cemetery Trustees. The concept 
of using the land for low level sports activity by town teams was 
presented as an afterthought long after we trustees had agreed to 
seek land for future cemetery expansion. Town Attorney Drescher 
had already requested and received two consent decrees from the 
courts to allow the trustees to purchase any available land in town 
under the terms of the charitable trust before we even approached 
the Merrills about buying their land.

If any trustee had had the dual purpose in mind to purchase 
the land for use as a sports complex first and then later for use 
as a cemetery, such action might have been considered a fraudu-
lent use of charitable trust money. It may have been that concern 
which was one reason for the letter of May 7, 1993, marked CON-
FIDENTIAL, from Town Attorney Drescher to Town Adminis-
trator Dana Crowell, warning not to state that the town was pur-
posely buying land to be used as playing fields when the only legal 
purpose was to buy cemetery land on terms to which the Merrills 
had agreed.

I hope that this letter will clear up any misunderstanding in your 
mind about the respective roles of the Board of Cemetery Trustees 
and the Board of Selectmen in the administration of all cemetery 
assets in Amherst.

Again, Marilyn, I congratulate you for the good work you have 
performed for the Town of Amherst over the years, and I regret 
the misunderstanding and miscommunication that has led to this 
controversy.

Very sincerely yours,
Bob Crouter
Amherst

Robert W. Crouter, 79, a re-
tired Navy commander and 
longtime resident of Amherst, 
died of congestive heart failure 
Jan. 27 at Westminster Canter-
bury of the Blue Ridge in Char-
lottesville, VA.

He was born October 17, 
1926, in Seattle, WA and at-
tended Yale University before 
entering the US Naval Acad-
emy. He graduated in 1947 
and later graduated from the 
George Washington Universi-
ty with a degree in Public Ad-
ministration. After attending 
submarine school in 1949 he 
served on a succession of sub-
marines and was Command-
ing Officer of USS Sea Cat 
during the Cuban missile crisis 
of 1962.  He also served over-
seas as Assistant Naval Attache 
with the US Embassy in Santia-
go, Chile. His final assignment 
was with the Director of Under-
sea Warfare Intelligence, Office 
of Naval Intelligence, for which 
he was awarded the Legion of 
Merit. He retired from the mil-
itary in 1967. 

From 1967 to 1981 Mr. 
Crouter worked as a senior en-
gineer at Sanders Associates of 
Nashua.  He served on the Am-
herst Town Planning Board, 
helping create a Master Plan for 
the town and creating new zon-
ing laws to reflect the goals of 
the new Master Plan.  He also 
served on the Amherst Village 
Historic District Commission, 

documented the architecture 
and history of about 200 sites 
and buildings and spearhead-
ing a successful five-year effort 
to list the entire village on the 
National Register of Historic 
Places. In 1978 Mr. Crouter was 
voted Amherst’s Citizen of the 
Year for his work in many as-
pects of town affairs. He was 
an active supporter of numer-
ous environmental, historic, 
and open space preservation 
organizations, as well as an avid 
traveler.

In 1990, after years of treat-
ment for heart disease, he re-
ceived a heart transplant at the 
University of Virginia Medical 
Center and was one of the old-
est surviving heart transplant 
patients. In 2001 he and his 
wife established the William 
Jones Memorial Fund at the 
UVA Health Sciences Center, 
an endowment to support con-
ferences for health profession-
als in the areas of heart failure, 
transplant and organ donation.

In addition, families in town 
who enjoy sledding on Brag-
don’s Hill should know that 
Bob Crouter and his wife Al-
yce  partnered with the town to 
make it possible for Bragdon’s 
sliding hill to be available to 
kids forever. They proposed the 
purchase and donated a very 
large sum of the purchase price 
to keep the deal alive for all of 
us to enjoy forever.          — Editor

Help Preserve an Important Amherst Resource: Vote YES on Warrant 
Article 40 & Warrant Article 26 
To the editor:

On March 11th, Amherst voters will determine whether or not Ceme-
tery Fields becomes either (1) a 1-acre burial site with the remaining 46.8 
acres unused and unavailable for recreation; or (2) a 1-acre burial site with 
10 acres of recreation space and 36.8 acres of unused space.

The Amherst Cemetery Trustees can legally sell all or part of the 47.8-
acre parcel known as Cemetery Fields on Merrimack Road at fair market 
value as determined by an independent appraisal.  That fact has been con-
firmed by Terry Knowles, the Assistant Director of Charitable Trusts for 
the New Hampshire Attorney General. 

G2 +1 Landscape Architecture, the firm that designed the cemetery, 
completed a survey of the 47.8 acres of land and informed the Board of Se-
lectman and the Cemetery Trustees that due to the Shoreline Protection 
Act and other environmental laws, 60% of the land is unsuitable for ceme-
tery use. Part of this area is covered by the playing fields used by Amherst 
residents for recreation. (Note that an occasional flooding of this area is 
good for sports fields because it supplies the fields with needed nutrients.)

The Cemetery Trustees believe that having burial plots in close proxim-
ity to playing fields is not appropriate. This opinion contradicts an existing 
precedent; in the village, Spaulding Field is just a few steps from the Mead-
owview Cemetery. The distance separating the cemetery portion and the 
fields’ portion at Cemetery Fields would be greater than the distance sepa-
rating Spaulding Field and Meadowview Cemetery. 

At the Citizens’ Forum on Cemetery Fields held on January 8, Amherst 
Selectman Dwight Brew stated that Cemetery Fields has been a tremen-
dous asset to the town and the loss would have a direct impact on our chil-
dren.  He went on to state that if the Cemetery Trustees agreed to sell off 
8-10 acres of the land that lies in the flood plain, they would still comply 
with the applicable regulations and serve the best interest of the Town.  To 
further illustrate the support for preserving the playing fields at Cemetery 

Fields, the Amherst Board of Selectman are requesting the approval of 
$180,000 to purchase 8-10 acres of land at Cemetery Fields through War-
rant Article #26 that will also appear on the March 11th ballot for you, the 
voter, to decide.

If the Cemetery Trustees sold 8-10 acres of land that is unsuitable for 
burial purposes to the Town of Amherst, the Cemetery Trustees would 
have the necessary funding to begin construction of the Forest View Cem-
etery (the name given to the future cemetery portion), and the Town of 
Amherst would retain the much needed playing fields.  This shared-land 
concept is not new and would be the best scenario for the Town of Am-
herst.

The outcome of this issue will impact everyone in the Town of Amherst 
in the short-term and long-term. Keep in mind, that only the 3 Cemetery 
Trustees are making this decision for the approximately 12,000 residents 
of Amherst of which approximately 3,000 are 19 years-old and younger. 

Decisions that impact Amherst’s children today, and future generations 
of children, should be made by the elected officials that represent the best 
interests of all of our Town’s residents.

What can you do to preserve the recreational use of this land and pro-
vide adequate burial space for our town? Vote YES on Warrant Article 40 
and 26. This will transfer the decision on Cemetery Fields to the Board of 
Selectman who were elected by the voters of Amherst to govern all issues 
that impact the entire Town of Amherst. 

Kids can’t vote; please vote for them.

   Andy Rowe, Faby Gagné, Jamie Pagliocco, 
   Patrick Ahearn, Eric Facey, Nye Horner, 
   Nate Jensen, and Tom Wold

Compromise -Where Art Thou?
To the editor:

As a parent, one of the qualities that we strive to teach our children is 
compromise.  Each day we are faced with decisions that will shape our own 
futures, but also of those around us.  This community is fortunate to have 
amazing people to volunteer their time and effort to ensuring what is right 
for our town.  It’s with great confusion then when I consider the controver-
sy over our Cemetery Fields.  Life does not present us the opportunity for 
a win-win scenario very often.  And here we are right now, presented with 
exactly that setting.  Unfortunately there has been a complete reluctance 
by the Cemetery Trustees to discuss any opportunity for a compromise. 
We have beautiful land with recreational space already built out and plenty 
of open area available for future burial plots.  The Cemetery Trustees have 
done the right thing in the past by acquiring the land and letting the town 
use it for playing fields until it was needed.  With most of that land deemed 
unusable for plots, the trustees could have been open to subdividing it to 
ensure there would be playing fields and future cemetery space for years to 
come.  By doing this, the legal obligation to retain the fields for 100% cem-
etery usage would be broken. The proceeds could then be used to prepare 
the land for the cemetery parcels and less money would be needed to en-
sure we keep the supply of playing fields to meet the current demand.  As 
a fiscal tax payer, community member, and future dead person this makes 
absolute common sense!  Yet, we don’t have that choice because the Ceme-
tery Trustees did not want to work with the community. We now have the 
opportunity to do the right thing on March 11th.  Please do your part and 
vote YES on 40 and 26.

Patrick Daniel
 Amherst

Robert W. Crouter

More Letters and Opinion

Election Day – Tuesday, March 11, 2014
Amherst Polls Open 6 a.m. – 8 p.m. • Souhegan High School

Mont Vernon Polls Open 7 a.m. – 7 p.m. • Mont Vernon Village School


