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Article 24 – Police Union contract – Tax impact $0.02
Article 26 – Recreation Playing Field Expansion $180,000 – Tax impact 

$0.11
Article 27 – Fire truck Capital Reserve Fund.  $250,000  Tax impact: 

$0.16
Article 28 – Assessing Revaluation Capital Reserve Fund. $25,000  Tax 

impact $0.02
Article 29 – Communication Center Capital Reserve Fund $15,000 Tax 

impact $0.01
Article 30 – Town Computer Capital Reserve Fund. $15,000 Tax im-

pact: $0.01
Article 31 – Mosquito surveillance and control program $40,000 Tax 

impact: $0.03.  
Article 32  – Highway equipment and vehicle  Capital Reserve Fund. 

$300,000. Tax impact: $0.19
Article 33 – Replacement Scale purchase $70,000. Tax impact: $0.04
Article 34 – Ambulance Capital Reserve Fund $50,000  Tax impact: 

$0.03   
Article 39  – 100% LUCT funds to Amherst Conservation Commission 

Tax impact $0.02
Articles approved by the Board of Selectmen equal $991,929 Tax impact 

$0.64  Operating budget $11,774,356 Tax impact $0.09/$1,000 valuation

SUMMARY
Town Op budget & articles = $0.73/$1,000 valuation
Amherst School District Op budget and articles = $0.32/$1,000 valuation
Souhegan School District Op budget & articles = Amherst $0.35/$1,000 valuation;   
   Mont Vernon $0.73/$1,000 valuation.
Amherst tax rate will increase $1.40/$1,000 valuation if everything on town and school bal-
lots pass.
For the typical $330,000 home in Amherst the tax bill could rise by $462.

All numbers and calculations are reported in the voter guides distribut-
ed by the selectmen and school boards. 

Amherst Ways and Means Committee Warrant Article Positions
This following defines the Amherst Ways 

and Means (W&M) Committee’s positions 
on the town warrant articles.  As we are a 
“Ways and Means” Committee, we have only 
commented on the Warrants with financial 
concerns.

Vote counts are listed in the following se-
quence:   For - Opposed -  Abstained

ARTICLE 22: Operating Budget  7-0-0
W&M believes the changes that the BoS 

has incorporated into the FY15 budget will 
help in the rebalancing the appropriate fund-
ing of departments.  We believe these chang-
es have a minimal tax impact on Amherst 
residents.  The increase has been estimated 
to $0.09 per thousand, or approximately a 
$30.00 increase over last year’s taxes for the 
average $325,000 home in Amherst.

ARTICLE 23:  Contingency Fund  7-0-0
According to a new law, the Town budget 

can no longer contain a line-item for contin-
gencies.  This Warrant Article will provide 
the necessary mechanism, if needed, to pro-
vide funds for the town (up to $100,000) to 
address unanticipated or urgent issues.  Be-
cause any money going into the Contingency 
Fund will come from the Undesignated Fund 
Balance (Essentially the Town’s State man-
dated savings account) there is no immediate 
tax impact.

ARTICLE 24:  Police Union Contract  7-0-
0

The Committee unanimously endorses 
this Article and would like to remind voters 
that the Amherst Police Union voluntarily of-
fered and accepted a flat contract (0% raise) 
last year to help the town during a difficult  
financial situation. 

ARTICLE 25:  Authorization for Special 
Meeting on Collective Bargaining Agree-
ment Warrant Article Rejected or Amended 
at Annual Meeting  7-0-0

This purpose of this Article is to provide a 
way for the Town to readdress its responsibil-
ity to the bargaining unit if the above Article 
fails.

ARTICLE 26:  Non-Lapsing Recreation 
Playing Field Expansion  6-1-0

Despite the legal name of this warrant ar-
ticle, the money raised by this article will go 
into the General Fund or Undesignated Fund 
Balance by June 30, 2016, if the purchase of 
land defined in the article has not occurred 
by that date.

Some members of W&M feel that the du-
al-purpose of this land, that is simultaneous 
use as playing fields and a cemetery is inap-
propriate.  One member felt strongly enough 
about this to vote against this warrant arti-
cle.  Other members had similar feelings and 
personally oppose it,  but felt that this article 

was financially good for the Town and voted 
in favor of it.

ARTICLE 27:  Fire Truck Capital Reserve 
Fund  7-0-0

The strategic fleet management schedule 
that W&M provided to the BoS and the Town 
last year requires regular contributions to 
this fund annually.  The tax impact of this ar-
ticle is $0.16 per-thousand, or approximately 
$52.00 for the average $325,000 home in Am-
herst.  While this is not an authorization to 
buy the new engine, It is a deposit into the 
savings account that can be used to buy an-
other engine.  

We feel this will allow Amherst to deploy 
a first-rate fleet of fire fighting vehicles and 
avoid an increase in our fire insurance pre-
miums.  Our volunteer fire fighters should 
not have to operate equipment that is not 
equipped with proper safety related features.

ARTICLE 28:  Assessing Revaluation Capi-
tal Reserve Fund  7-0-0

W&M fully endorses the idea of using capi-
tal reserve funds to save incrementally for an-
ticipated future expenses.

ARTICLE 29:  Communications Center 
Capital Reserve Fund  7-0-0

W&M fully endorses the idea of using capi-
tal reserve funds to save incrementally for an-
ticipated future expenses.

ARTICLE 30:  Town Computer System 
Capital Reserve Fund  7-0-0

W&M fully endorses the idea of using capi-
tal reserve funds to save incrementally for an-
ticipated future expenses.

ARTICLE 31:  Public Health Mosquito 
Surveillance and Control Program  7-0-0

W&M fully supports this health related 
program because the funds will only be spent 
if the State and Federal health agencies deter-
mine that the Town might be at an elevated 
level of risk.

ARTICLE 32:  Highway Equipment and 
Vehicle Capital Reserve Fund  7-0-0

Similar to the Fire Department fleet man-
agement schedule W&M presented to the 
BoS last year, W&M performed an analysis 
this year on the Department of Public Works’ 
(DPW) capital fleet.  That study revealed that 
because of rejected past capital equipment 
warrant articles, the age and structure of the 
existing fleet is not only inadequate to the 
tasks at hand, but is now costing the taxpayers 
more money in the form of increased repairs 
and maintenance, and the need to contract 
out for private equipment.  The tax impact of 
this article is $0.19 per-thousand, or approx-
imately $62 for the average $325,000 home 
in Amherst.  W&M feels strongly that this 
warrant article reflects the recommenda-
tions of the Capital Improvements Planning 

(CIP) Committee to help put the Town back 
on track to getting our fleet in good operating 
order.  The accompanying W&M article con-
tains more detail about this subject. 

ARTICLE 33:  Replacement Scale Purchase  
7-0-0

The existing scale at the Transfer Station is 
often broken and very expensive to fix.  Be-
ing unavailable also causes loss of revenue.  
The design of the new scale is tailored to our 
particular site conditions and will generate 
enough revenue and avoid enough repair to 
mitigate it’s costs significantly. It is expected 
to pay for itself within two years.

ARTICLE 34:  Ambulance Capital Reserve 
Fund  7-0-0

At present, our second ambulance is near-
ing the end of its useful life.  The replacement 
capital reserve fund has almost enough to re-
place it and these funds will make it possible 
for the Town to buy a replacement when its 
condition deteriorates further.

ARTICLE 39:  Amherst Conservation 
Commission 100% of LUCT Funds  0-7-0

W&M unanimously opposes this warrant 
article.  The funds in question are raised from 
fees that are charged to anyone who takes a 
parcel of land out of “Current Use”.  Even 
though the Conservation Commission has a 
valid and important use for these funds, and 
W&M is fully appreciative of the value that 
they add to our community,  the Committee  
feels that at least part of this revenue should 
continue to be used to offset Town expenses 
associated with the development of that land.   
We also believe that since these funds are not 
in the budget, the BoS can always exercise 
the option of designating  those funds to the 
ACC when they become available. 

Conclusion
We noted last year that the town of Am-

herst has been unevenly funding some ar-
eas in certain departments over the past few 
years.  This has mostly been due to default 
budgets and failed capital reserve warrant ar-
ticles.  W&M has endeavored to identify the 
most pressing needs for the Town, and made 
suggestions to the BoS regarding the overall 
budget to help distribute available funds to 
where they are most needed.

The Amherst Ways & Means Committee
Bob Brewster (Chairman)
Russ Thomas
Dick Lefebvre
Colleen Lynch
Paula Troie
Jay Dinkel
Andy Ouellette 
Nate Jensen (Alternate)
John Post (Alternate)

No Lights Should Be Allowed To 
Be Placed On Bean Fields
To the editor:

We residents of Amherst are concerned about the recent efforts by the 
Amherst Recreation Department, with the consent of the Amherst School 
Board, to put temporary lighting on Bean Field for extended soccer prac-
tices.  The Recreation Department has acknowledged that more extensive, 
and perhaps even permanent lighting to attract other sports teams and to 
light the fields for longer periods is a possible plan for the future.

We feel strongly that no lights should be allowed to be placed on these 
fields for the following reasons:

– A temporary lighting “test” clearly proved that the lights would direct-
ly impact surrounding houses and neighborhoods no matter how placed.

– The glare from the lighting on abutting property appears to constitute 
a light trespass that raises potential liability issues for the Amherst Recre-
ation Department and the Amherst School Board.

– The Amherst Recreation Department and the Amherst School Board 
have not conducted any professional lighting study of the impact of lights 
on the  neighborhood, particularly abutters, or on the natural          envi-
ronment, as requested by the Amherst Planning Board after reviewing the 
lighting application.

– Putting lights on Bean Field without a professional assessment of their 
impact violates the stated “Good Neighbor Policy” of the Amherst School 
Board, Amherst Recreation Department and Amherst Board of   Select-
man. 

We seek your support in making a clear statement to the Amherst 
School, Amherst Planning Board, and the Amherst Board of Selectmen, 
that allowing lights on Bean Field without a thorough and professional 
evaluation of the impact of the neighborhood exhibits a serious disregard 
of the property and individual rights of ALL Amherst residents.

 Thank you for your thoughtful consideration of this matter. 
 Donna J. Riley, George D. Hamer, Elizabeth Hamer, Larry Grenier, 
 Jon Colantuoni, Christine Colantuoni, Marty Karlon, Brian 
 Dillion, Jennifer Dillion, John Hill, Sue Cobleigh, Peter Cobleigh, 

 John Bowkett, Joshua Drazen, Sherri Drazen, Martin Nevrla, 
 Susan Ruch, Edward Braczyk, Mark Roberts, Maureen Roberts,
 Eric Roberts, Colleen A. Roberts

Practice Field Lighting Degrades 
Neighborhood Properties
To the editor:

 Upgrading the practice fields at the Souhegan High School practice 
fields (aka Bean fields) by degrading neighborhood properties is not an ac-
ceptable tradeoff. How would practice field lighting degrade neighborhood 
properties? -- first of all, from the quality of life perspective.

 The light spill, having been tested, is substantial. It has shown to be clear-
ly distracting and disruptive for the immediate abutters living on Cross 
Road as well as those opposite the high school on Boston Post Road and its 
side streets. In addition, the undesirable effect of light pollution and glare is 
generally acknowledged to have an adverse effect of these neighbors’ prop-
erty values.

 Making it possible to extend practice hours on a regular basis will also 
mean additional ambient noise in a neighborhood already assimilating its 
fair share.

 Lastly, it appears these lights will cost the town $7,500, which is mon-
ey that could be better spent, for instance, in patching up the roads after 
what’s proving to be the harshest winter of recent memory.   

 Best regards,
John C. Hill
Amherst

Vote to PROTECT Amherst Rural 
Neighborhoods!
To the editor:

Thirty years ago, I chose to move to Amherst because I loved the rural 
residential character of the Town.  Weighing into that decision was the fact 
that our Town has been more thoughtful about its zoning than many oth-
er towns.  

If you like the rural residential character of the Town, as I do, here are 
some things you should know:

1)  the current zoning for sports and recreation in the rural residential 
area allows for a noncommercial sports field development and use, subject 
to Planning Board review; and

2)  the ZBA has power to bend the rules a little, if a proposal meets the 
spirit of the current zoning rules, and is compatible with the existing neigh-
borhood uses.

The current zoning language protects your neighborhood!  The current 
law ensures that the house next door, or the barn down the street, or near-
by woods, fields or other property cannot be turned into a venue that may 
draw significant traffic and cause major noise and other potential nuisance 
impacts where you live!  Article 48 would strip the zoning provisions of 
those important safeguards.  It would allow any development that could 
be characterized as “recreation,” a term that is undefined and dangerously 
broad.

Vote to PROTECT our neighborhoods and the character of the Amherst 
by upholding the existing zoning.  You can do this by voting NO on Arti-
cles 48 & 49.

I also urge you to vote YES on Article 50, which seeks to address some 
questions and comments that the ZBA and Planning Board have made this 
past year.  Article 50 provides some definitions and clarifications to the ex-
isting zoning.  It also seeks to ameliorate the draconian changes that Ar-
ticles 48 would otherwise cause, if passed, by adding back in some safe-
guards.

Ed Braczyk
Amherst 

Playing Fields and Taxes…
To the editor:

The voters of Amherst have an opportunity to solve the playing field 
shortage, and save on taxes this March 11. We purchased the property on 
Stearns Road (Acorn fields) to solve the playing field crisis in Amherst. All 
costs for these fields will be privately funded, (at no cost to the taxpayers). 
All our property values will be reduced if we are unable to meet our towns 
sports needs. The Rec Department Director reported to the Board of Se-
lectmen last July that 975 kids and 65 teams will be cancelled fall of 2014 
because of the shortage of field space. Acorn Fields offers the opportunity 
to solve the shortage. It is ideally situated near the High School and Middle 
school and next to 101, 101A, and 122. 

The Selectmen rejected our lease offer. They will only entertain land pur-
chases as a solution for playing fields. The voters have disagreed with this 
plan and have turned down every Article brought forth to purchase land 
for this purpose. The only option left is for an individual to solve the prob-
lem. Unfortunately current zoning does not allow for playing fields on Stea-
rns road. This exclusionary zoning was “pushed through” by the abutters 
to this property. Articles 48 and 49 allows us to reapply to the Amherst 
Boards, and be subject to their full authority to adjust, deny or approve our 
proposal. This is a great solution for the kids and an even better one for the 
taxpayers! Please support this opportunity by voting Yes on Article 48 +49 
and No on 50. 

Brad Knight, owner of Acorn Fields  
Amherst

Articles 48 & 49: Zoning Wolves in 
Sheep’s Clothing
To the Editor:

We encourage all Amherst residents to vote no on ballot Articles 48 and 
49 in the March 11 election. Whether or not you are concerned about the 
availability of playing fields in town, and regardless of what you think of 
the intentions of the developer who proposed these articles, their language 
is a dangerous weakening of the protections that all Amherst residential 
land owners currently enjoy. Because they allow for commercial intent in 
what are currently residentially zoned parcels, and because they remove 
the current protections to maintain compatibility with surrounding neigh-
borhood uses, they will open the door for developers seeking to profit from 
scarce land opportunities in Amherst.

We hope all Amherst residents remember that we are not voting for or 
against playing fields in these Articles, we are voting to change the zoning 
language, which has the full effect of law. This is a serious undertaking, and 
one which should not be unduly influenced by one developer’s desires. Any 
change we make will follow the affected land(s) to any future owner(s). Let 
us be very cautious in granting commercial activity rights in our residen-
tially zoned areas of town. We hope you will join us in voting NO on Arti-
cles 48 & 49.

Martin Goulet & Anna Goulet  
Zimmerman
Amherst 

Bad Zoning Provision Could Ruin 
Your Neighborhood
To the editor:

Amherst residents should reject Article 48, because it would ruin rural 
residential neighborhoods.  

Article 48 would:
• allow commercial sports and recreation use to be the primary use on a 

rural residential property
• allow commercial sports and recreation uses on most rural residential 

properties
• remove the protections that require sports and recreation uses to be 

compatible with existing neighborhood uses
Article 48 goes too far.  Recreation is a broad term, and could include 

concert venues, paintball facilities, all sorts of indoor and outdoor activi-
ties.  Article 48 is not about a few more fields for the kids.  It is about one de-
veloper’s desire to pass a broad zoning change to benefit his business plan.

If Article 48 is enacted, your ability to enjoy your home, yard and prop-
erty may suffer.  You may not be able to have a pleasant walk or bike ride in 
your neighborhood because of traffic.  Areas that were once safe for chil-
dren to play may no longer be as safe.  That empty barn near you, or the 
nearby woods or open space, or even the house next door -- any of them 
may become a venue for activities that are not compatible with your neigh-
borhood.  Maybe it won’t be your neighborhood, but it will surely be some-
one’s home and quality of life unalterably changed for the worse.  Article 48 
is unsupportable.  It just goes too far.

Article 48 should be rejected.  Please vote NO on 48.  

Sincerely,
Susan Ruch
Amherst 

Town Taxes In Amherst Are Quite 
A Bargain!
To the editor:

I know it is hard to justify that statement when you are called upon to pay 
your real estate property taxes.  If you live in a house assessed at $325,000 
(about average for the town) you will pay $8541 a year in taxes.  Agreed, 
that’s a lot money. But bear with me for a moment...

Only a small portion of the $8541goes to the town.   The county receives 
4.4%, or $377, which goes to fund county offices like the recorder of deeds, 
the sheriff’s department, the county jail, and public assistance for children, 
the aged, and disabled.. The schools take the lion’s share of the tax money, 
or $6572 (77%) out of the $8541.

That leaves $1593, or 18.6% for the town.  Why is that a bargain?  That 
$1593 is split as follows:  Safety services (police, $300; fire, $84; EMS, $80), 
the Department of Public Works (maintenance of the town buildings and 
roads, plowing in the winter, cemetery, greens and park maintenance in the 
summer, storm water management, and the transfer station)  $545.  It also 
includes Recreation  $53, the Library $114, Administration (elections, plan-
ning, zoning & building department, tax collection, financial, and gener-
al administration) $215, and bond payments for the reconstruction of our 
roads  $140.  

In other words, that $1593 buys a lot of services.  
But - how do we compare to others?   As far as town tax rate goes, we are 

low compared to other towns in Hillsborough County - only 7 of the 31 
towns have a lower municipal tax rate than Amherst.

Recognizing our rather high total property tax, our selectmen have been 
diligent in keeping the town portion as low as possible.  The proposed bud-
get takes a few steps in the right direction by adding funding for sorely 
needed items such as increases in EMS pay and pay for our firemen when 
in training.

I urge a vote of confidence in our selectmen and the town employees, and 
ask that you to vote YES on the town budget this year.  

Bill Overholt
Amherst

More Letters and Opinionu FY15 Tax Calculations   continued from page 1


