
Administrative Record - 995 West Road, Ashfield 

Date Document Type

1/10/2022 Letter Requesting Enforcement Corr

2/22/2022 Determination Letter to Brian Dickinson Corr

11/7/2025 Reconsideration Letter to Jason Dickinson Corr

11/26/2025 Email from Randy G to Jim Hawkins and Response Corr

1/14/2026 Determination Letter to Jason Dickinson and Sabra Billings with Proof of Service Corr

1/14/2026 Email courtsey copy of 1/14 Determination letter to Selectboard and town boards Corr

1/15/2026 Email Response from Randy G regarding 1/14 Determination letter Corr

1/19/2026 Letter from Randy G to James Hawkins Corr

1/29/2026 Letter from Jim Hawkins to Randy G Corr

2/2/2026 Email from Randy G to Jim H RE: reconsideration Corr

2/6/2026 Letter from Jim Hawkins to Randy G RE: Reconsideration Corr

12/12/2025 Email from Phil Lussier RE: site imagery email

1/2/2026 Email from WRC Ashfield to town re: environmental concerns; forward to Mark Stinson email

1/3/2026 Email from Alexandra Bell and Lynn Graham to BOH re: complaint; forward from  Randy G to Darlene L email

1/3/2026 Email from Arlan Wise to ZBA re: complaint; forward from  Randy G to Darlene L email

1/3/2026 Email from Jay Ayer to ZBA re: complaint; forward from Randy G to Darlene L email

1/3/2026 Email from Rebecca Bradshaw to ZBA re: complaint; forward from Randy G to Darlene L email

1/16/2026 Email from Sabra Billings to James Hawkins email

1/21/2026 Email from Mary Johnson to Jim Hawkins email

1/29/2026 Email from Sabra Billings to Neighbors and Town Officials email

Fall 2026 Communication from Randy; RE: 995 West Rd Junkyard Timeline email

1987 Building Permit file fccip

6/14/1905 Aerial Imagery of 995 West Road 1992-2025 compiled from Mass GIS and Google Earth fccip

1/1/1995 Assessor records for 995 West Road (1995 - 2025) fccip

2/2/2022 Selectboard Meeting Minutes of Complaints (Feb-June 2022) FCCIP

11/13/2025 Affidavit of Francis Dufresne fccip

11/13/2025 Affidavit of Edward Purinton fccip

11/21/2025 Affidavit of Leonard Roberts fccip

11/23/2025 Affidavit of Barry L. Nye fccip

11/24/2025 Affidavit of Thomas S. Carter fccip

1/5/2026 Disclosure of Conflcit of Interest fccip

1/22/2026 Letter from Joseph S. Rae to James Hawkins FCCIP

5/16/1968 Town of Ashfield Protective Bylaws (1968) Reference

3/15/1978 Town of Ashfield Protective Bylaws (1978) Reference

1995 Town of Ashfield Zoning Bylaws (1995) Reference

2024 Town of Ashfield Zoning Bylaws (2024) Reference

NA Deed history Reference

NA Case law Reference

NA Mass GIS Information Reference
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Paul Payer

From: Randy&Mike Gobeil&Svelnis <mikeandrandy@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, January 15, 2026 9:14 PM
To: Paul Payer
Cc: selectboard@ashfield.org; zba@ashfield.org; agent@hilltownconcom.org; 

planning_brd@ashfield.org; boh@ashfield.org; Jim Hawkins; Gabriella Grise
Subject: Re: 995 West Road, Ashfield MA

Dear colleagues, 
Something doesn’t square with this.  How did we get from Hawkins order in 2022 to “clean it up and keep 
it clean” to “just put a fence around it”  in 2026 without one single discussion in an open meeting of any 
town board in the past four years? 
The owners of 995 West Rd had 30 days to appeal the order in ‘22 but didn’t.  Then they sent a letter in 
2025 claiming “grandfathered” status when there has never been a business registered at this address, 
ever.  Besides, MassGIS satellite images over the years show a pristine lot until 2015/16 — well after the 
current bylaws went into effect. 
There must have been some discussions with Hawkins OUTSIDE open meetings to achieve this much 
more favorable result for Dickinson.  Worrisome behavior. 
I fear we’re making a costly mistake for the environment, the many concerned neighbors, and our town. 
Trust in our governance requires transparency! 
Sincerely, 
Randy Gobeil 
 
randy gobeil  
 
 

On Jan 14, 2026, at 11:48 AM, Paul Payer <PPayer@frcog.org> wrote: 

  
Hello, 
Please see attached a courtesy copy of a zoning enforcement letter issued by Building 
Commissioner James Hawkins regarding property at 995 West Road, Ashfield, MA. 
  
Paul Payer 
Zoning Enforcement Coordinator 
Franklin Regional Council of Governments 
12 Olive Street, Suite 2, Greenfield MA 01301 
Tel: (413) 774-3167 Ext 109 
www.FCCIP.org 
  
<20260114-995 West Road Ashfield-Determination Letter.pdf> 





Randy Gobeil 
1637 West Road 

Ashfield, Massachusetts 01330 
Mikeandrandy@gmail.com

413-625-0069 

January 19, 2025 

Jim Hawkins, Building Commissioner 
FRCOG 
12 Olive Street 
Greenfield, Mass. 01301 

Re: Junkyard, 995 West Road, Ashfield 

Dear Jim: 

This letter supplements my formal records request for copies of the materials upon 
which you based your determination that the premises have been used as a junkyard 
continuously since April, 1995.  

As a matter of courtesy and transparency, I would appreciate your sharing these 
materials with me informally and amicably, whereupon I will withdraw the formal request. 
I’m happy to come to your o�ice to pick them up. Please let me know. 

Thanks for your courtesy. 
Very truly yours, 

Randy Gobeil 







ppayer
Text Box
2026
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Paul Payer

From: Jim Hawkins

Sent: Thursday, January 29, 2026 1:19 PM

To: Paul Payer

Subject: FW: Introduction, catch-up and clarity on 995 West Road

From: Sabra Billings <sabraeliza@gmail.com>  
Sent: Thursday, January 29, 2026 10:34 AM 
To: soashneighbors@gmail.com; wrcinashfield@yahoo.com; darmonds@gmail.com; raganbuilders@gmail.com; 
rebecca.mary.bradshaw@gmail.com; belgram@icloud.com; jayayer@verizon.net 
Cc: Jim Hawkins <jhawkins@frcog.org>; zba@ashfield.org; selectboard@ashfield.org; agent@hilltownconcom.org 
Subject: Introduction, catch-up and clarity on 995 West Road 

Dear West Road Neighborhood Alliance, 

I have gone back and forth on whether I would reach out to your group, but have decided that it was the 
right thing to do, 1) in the spirit of communication that has so far not been present in a "neighborly" way, 
from my perspective, and the golden rule, 2) because things are what they are from my side of the table, 
and 3) because, if roles were reversed, I would certainly like to know where the other side stood.  

My husband and I are formally the owners of 995 West Road.  We have been for years, and many, if not 
most of you, know this. I won't get into details regarding the complaints and conditions at the property 
between when we purchased the land and now, even if it is clear based on the public records I have 
received, which included your complaints, petitions, letters, emails, etc., and my own direct and 
personal knowledge that things have not been exactly as they have been perceived. 

I would like to note, however, that last November was the first time we have been  contacted by any 
official about the property, and, for the few of you who may not be aware, we have never been contacted 
by anyone in your "Alliance." 

About me: I am a lifelong resident of Franklin County.  I have worked at multiple local businesses and 
organizations, including as director of Food Operations for the Food Bank of Western MA and a handful of 
local manufacturers.  I was a prior owner of Adams Donuts in Greenfield, and donated regularly to the 
Friday Elmers breakfasts when they were occurring.  I currently am self-employed, I am a long-time 
volunteer with Big Brothers Big Sisters, I am a pen pal through a small organization that connects people 
with elderly in their community to weite letters through the winter.  I am a former single mother, a past 
board member for Just Roots in Greenfield, and I volunteer at an emergency overnight homeless shelter 
2-3x per week.  I am an avid baker, and am in the process of having my home kitchen licensed.  I love to 
travel, ride a Harley Davidson, I drove in several demolition derbies when I was younger.  I have a dog, 3 
cats, and four laying hens, who are named Blackie, Midnight, Hairstyle and Pookie.  I am fairly crafty and 
artistic and I have recently taken up free-handed wood burning art.  I am a pretend General Contractor 
and an amateur gardener.  It seems appropriate for you to know a bit about me, given how involved 
you all are with mine and my husband's property and how impactful you have all very suddenly 
become to my life.  In fact, it seems appropriate to increase alignment with all of the many players I've 
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just come to understand exist in this game, so I'll go ahead and throw FRCOG, the select board, the ZBA 
and the conservation commission on this letter too - for once at least, we can all be included and on the 
same page about at least one thing. 

At this point, even though only recently, I understand clearly that there exists a current violation of 
bylaws at our West road property, and upon receiving notification of that finding from FRCOG earlier this 
month, I reached out to them right away with questions about the timeline for compliance.   

I also understand that what I believe to be the primary issue, and what FRCOG believes to be the primary 
issue - which is lack of screening, does not align with what at least some of you see as the issue, even 
after FRCOG’s official January decision/determination.  I have looked into the legalities myself 
independently and in detail, including the fluctuations in activity over the years, with consideration of the 
drivers of any ups and downs, and neither I nor any of my resources have found issues with or holes in 
the logic of the FRCOG finding that the current usage is a legal pre-existing non-conforming use.   

Here is what I would like to share - what I would want to know if the shoe were on the other foot, so to 
speak: 

I dislike junk.  That is actually an understatement.  We purchased the land partially because it has a 
measure of sentimentality to my husband but largely because I love Ashfield and it offered us a beautiful 
place to eventually downsize to.  I drafted a very sweet, small house a couple of years ago and spent a lot 
of time thinking about potential floor plans, small gardens, trails, etc. at 995 West Road.  I literally have a 
Pinterest board titled "Ashfield Mini Farm." 

When we first bought the land, we had several friends and family express excitement about firearms 
target practice  - "60 acres in the woods!"  My answer was always no, I don't want to upset the neighbors, 
even though I support property licensed, registered gun use.  We have been asked countless times, with 
my answer remaining the same.  My husband and stepdaughter are both avid ATV/UTV riders.  My 
husband used to race dirtbikes and he was interested in sharing that activity with his daughter and has 
many friends who still ride.  They would love to put trails in.  Because of the complication of the wetland 
portion of the property, it would be a project, and my position has been basically negative on that as well 
- which is almost the same as "no", as I am the planner in our family and projects like that don't tend to 
happen unless I am on board.  One of the primary reasons I gave for not being excited about it is that my 
husband's preferred type of dirt bike is a two -stroke, the loud, higher-pitched engine type.  I don't like the 
sound of them myself so I felt quite sure many or most of the neighbors would also find the sounds of 
hours of off-roading to be annoying (with 2 stroke engines sometimes audible for a mile or more).  Both 
my husband and step-daughter have also expressed interest in starting to work a bit with Brian and 
potentially continue on with recycling at West Road.  However, they are both very aware that I dislike 
junk.  I put my foot down hard on very little, but they know that having scrapping activity at my home 
residence would not be negotiable, and relocation to West road was the plan, so they let that go. 

But more recently, I have begun to completely rethink downsizing to Ashfield.  A year or so ago, we 
decided firmly that we would build a small cottage, to provide flexibility for housing for our family and 
options for our future.  Ideally in Ashfield, the build would have been preceded by a significant cleanup of 
the vehicles/scrap, including my requiring Brian to locate things completely out of sight of the front of the 
lot.  Even though that would make things more for difficult for him, having myself and my husband in 
Ashfield more often to help him with recycling if we forced the location of scrap to a less convenient spot 
on the property felt like a good compromise within our family.  While I completely dislike junk, I love my 
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father in law.  He is 72 and has not been ready to completely cut out that part of his life and I have not 
been willing to push him to do so.  Keep in mind that the reality is there has been disagreement for a very 
long time about whether he had a right to use his land the way he has, regardless of individual opinions or 
determinations.  This is not a man who has simply been being difficult for the sake of being difficult - he 
has always believed he was within his rights.  He does have a living estate at 995 West Road.  He has 
contributed so much to his town and to so many residents over the years.  His reactions have come from 
a place of defensiveness of his (understandable) position that people want to take his rights away.  

Unfortunately, my increasing awareness of the number of disgruntled neighbors from conversations with 
Brian completely dampened my desire to make such a commitment to the West road property - 
especially what I'd heard about the way a couple of people in particular had been approaching things.  I 
have had a difficult two years personally, with a lot of loss and change.  Even though we were not close to 
aware of the full extent of the complaints, the idea of being more directly involved in potential conflict 
was a complete deterrent for me from building in Ashfield right now.  So where otherwise there would 
very likely be a beautiful little cottage sitting framed, enclosed and house-wrapped at 995 West road right 
now, right where the cellar hole is, awaiting a plumber and surrounded by nothing, especially not junk, 
instead - because of how all of this has been going down, that little cottage is an ADU in Bernardston 
waiting for the plumber here.  Too bad, maybe for all of us.   

In addition to FRCOG’s determination that there is a legal right based on pre-existing non-conforming 
usage, I have spoken directly with the conservation commission about other complaints directed their 
way when folks didn't agree with the actions of their other town officials and FRCOG.  They found zero 
evidence of any potential contamination.  Even if you still believe FRCOG is wrong, AND you believe the 
good people of the Ashfield conservation commission are either incompetent or willfully neglectful, I 
myself believe most reasonable people would at least acknowledge that other reasonable people may 
see things differently given the most recent findings of both organizations. 

I fully believe, as FRCOG has determined, that with screening and maintenance of the 100ft distance 
from the pond, the recycling is within Brian's (and our) legal right.  And the same with the creation and 
usage of a personal dirt bike track as well as a personal target practice range, even if none of these align 
with the West Road Neighborhood Alliance's vision of a rural residential/ agricultural property.  Here is 
something I feel is key to understand: the amount of energy I am willing to expend negotiating all of the 
potential, legal usages of our own property, with my own family, out of consideration for "neighbors" is 
very close to being exhausted.  I am sad, hurt, incredibly frustrated, and, after reading through the extent 
of public records, angry.  That is the lens through which I am writing this letter. 

The unfortunate reality is that if there is one new complaint or any new escalation, I will throw in the 
towel.  My stepdaughter graduated last year from the Technical School.  She operates heavy 
equipment.  She is strong and smart and has much more motivation and a higher comfort level with 
navigating the legalities of setting up a more formal recycling business than my husband does (not to 
mention a ton of motivation to have a large space for off-road riding, as she owns multiple offroad 
vehicles).  If it comes to the end of my direct involvement in deciding how our family uses the property we 
bought and pay taxes for, she and her father will get a lawyer involved quickly to help outline and 
implement a formal plan that includes their direct involvement in recycling.  They will establish their own 
permitted/licensed partnership with Brian.  In fact, because of the threats of lawsuits I discovered via the 
public records request, I am starting today to ensure I have clarity on that side of things to be sure they 
mitigate all risk and are fully set up for success.  In the meantime, I will refer friend and family requests 
for target practice to my husband - he is deaf, the sounds of gunfire don't bother him.  I myself will just 
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maintain Ashfield as an occasional hiking and snowshoeing getaway for my dog and I, and a place to 
explore and collect nature for art and greenery for holiday wreaths, etc... and instead of a potential home 
site, I imagine you and I together will collectively be quite sorry as it will become something entirely 
different for a very long time to come. 

That is where "the other side" stands.  You can do with this what you will, it is what I believe I would like to 
know if I were any of you folks. 

Sincerely, 
Sabra Billings  

P.S. 
 Joe: I began dating Jason in 2008 and myself and others can easily testify to the scrap/recycling usage of 
West Road well before Fritzie passed away - his passing was not even close to the start of the activity at 
West road.   

Randy: yes, Brian is getting older but he is not yet experiencing "cognitive decline" FYI.  Your comments 
re: people caring while acknowledging Brian's age and your suggestion that he may be experiencing 
reduced mental capacity come across as pretty disingenuous given that you in particular certainly 
understood that my husband and I own 995 West road, yet you have continued to hammer Brian 
regarding the issue, having not one time reached out to myself or my husband to discuss how you might 
possibly "help" him.  

Mary: very contrary to your most recent email, there has, in fact, NOT been a "significant increase" in the 
net recycling activity in recent months.  What is being perceived as such is primarily an exudus of 
material that was out of sight of the road, with my husband assisting his father filling many, MANY 
containers and taking it with him for recycling - material that was to a large degree previously sitting other 
Ashfield residents' yards before Brian picked it up.  The activity has simply been more visible because the 
containers were dropped in the front of the property and that is where he and my husband brought up 
material and loaded them.  We are easily able to prove this.  I found your email noting your intention to 
potentially cause "permanent harm" overwhelmingly horrifying, particularly because you also have never 
reached out to me, not once. 

(Jay Ayer - you are included in this letter only because you sent an email to the town, but I wanted you to 
know that my assumption from the words and tone of your email is that you, maybe alone, inserted 
yourself with a caring and cooperative spirit and likely were not aware that my husband and I owned the 
property and were never once contacted by the "Alliance") 

P.P.S. as I am just finishing up prepping a couple of loaves of sourdough bread that will go into the oven 
shortly and planning to finalize an order of seeds for a new microgreens setup I recently put in place, the 
absolute irony is very thick in the air in my kitchen... that this "Neighborhood Alliance" that I just found 
out existed, even though they knew well that I existed, has unknowingly yet effectively been putting 
roadblocks onto my path to a small Ashfield homestead and created instead a new path that may lead 
more permanently to the very thing you all oppose.     





Previous Assessments
Year Code Building Yard Items Land Value Acres Special Land Total

2026 130 - LAND 0 0 163,200 60.50 0.00 163,200
2025 130 - LAND 0 0 163,200 60.50 0.00 163,200
2024 130 - LAND 0 0 163,200 60.50 0.00 163,200
2023 130 - LAND 0 0 137,000 60.50 0.00 137,000
2022 130 - LAND 0 0 133,500 60.50 0.00 133,500
2021 130 - LAND 0 0 133,500 60.50 0.00 133,500
2020 130 - LAND 0 0 133,500 60.50 0.00 133,500
2019 130 - LAND 0 0 132,800 60.50 0.00 132,800
2018 130 - LAND 0 0 132,800 60.50 0.00 132,800
2017 101 - ONE FAM 0 0 131,900 60.50 0.00 131,900
2016 101 - ONE FAM 0 0 131,900 60.50 0.00 131,900
2015 101 - ONE FAM 0 0 131,900 60.50 0.00 131,900
2014 101 - ONE FAM 0 0 93,000 60.50 0.00 93,000
2013 101 - ONE FAM 0 0 117,200 60.50 0.00 117,200
2012 101 - ONE FAM 0 0 117,200 60.50 0.00 117,200
2011 101 - ONE FAM 0 0 117,200 60.50 0.00 117,200
2010 101 - ONE FAM 0 0 117,200 60.50 0.00 117,200
2009 101 - ONE FAM 0 9,400 117,200 60.50 0.00 126,600
2008 101 - ONE FAM 0 13,700 117,800 60.50 0.00 131,500
2007 101 - ONE FAM 0 13,700 113,900 60.50 0.00 127,600
2006 101 - ONE FAM 0 13,700 113,900 60.50 0.00 127,600
2005 101 - ONE FAM 0 11,700 78,800 60.50 0.00 90,500
2004 101 - ONE FAM 0 9,600 65,600 60.50 0.00 75,200
2003 101 - ONE FAM 0 10,500 65,600 60.50 0.00 76,100
2002 101 - ONE FAM 0 9,400 65,600 60.50 0.00 75,000
2001 101 - ONE FAM 0 9,400 65,600 60.50 0.00 75,000
2000 101 - ONE FAM 0 9,400 69,200 60.50 0.00 78,600
1999 101 - ONE FAM 0 9,400 69,800 60.50 0.00 79,200
1998 101 - ONE FAM 0 9,400 68,400 60.50 0.00 77,800
1997 101 - ONE FAM 0 9,900 74,900 60.50 0.00 84,800
1996 101 - ONE FAM 0 9,900 74,900 60.50 0.00 84,800
1995 101 - ONE FAM 0 9,900 74,900 60.50 0.00 84,800

1/28/26, 2:34 PM Previous Assessments

https://ashfield.patriotproperties.com/g_previous.asp 1/1





















Aerial Imagery of 995 West 
Road, Ashfield
1992-2025

Sources: MassMapper; Google Earth
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DISCLOSURE BY NON-ELECTED MUNICIPAL EMPLOYEE OF FINANCIAL INTEREST

AND DETERMINATION BY APPOINTING AUTHORITY

AS REQUIRED BY G. L. c. 268A, § 19

MUNICIPAL EMPLOYEE INFORMATION

Name:
RANDY GOBEI

Title or Position:

ZBA ALTERNATE

Municipal Agency:
Town of Asnfreid

Agency Address:

Office Phone:

Office E-mail:

Particular matter

E.g., a judicial or other

proceeding, application,
submission, request
for a ruling or other
determination, contract,

claim, controversy,

charge, accusation,

arrest, decision,

determination, or finding.

Your required
participation in the

particular matter:

E.g., approval,
disapproval, decision,
recommendation,
rendering advice,
investigation, other.

My duties require me to participate in a particular matter, and I may not participate because of a

financial interest that I am disclosing here. I request a determination from my appointing authority
about how I should proceed.

PARTICULAR MATTER

Please describe the particular matter.

RE: JUNKYARD-995 WEST RD.

I WAS ONE OF 38 SIGNERS ON A LETHER to

BUILDING COMMISSIONER ASKING FOR ZONING
ENFORCEMENT AT 995 WEST TRD. IN 2022

(BEFORE BEING ApPONTED TO THE ZBA).
I LIVE ABOUT 1 MILE ANAY FROM THIS SITE.

Please describe the task you are required to perform with respect to the particular matter.

DISCUSSION AT MEETINGS.

Write an X by all

that apply.

FINANCIAL INTEREST IN THE PARTICULAR MATTER

✓ I have a financial interest in the matter.

_ My immediate family member has a financial interest in the matter.

_ My business partner has a financial interest in the matter.

_ I  am an officer, director, trustee, partner or employee of a business organization, and the

business organization has a financial interest in the matter.

_ I am negotiating or have made an arrangement concerning future employment with a person

or organization, and the person or organization has a financial interest in the matter.



Financial interest

in the matter

Please explain the financial interest and include a dollar amount if you know it.

Employee signature:

Date:

Name of Appointing
Authority:

Title or Position:

UNCLEAR IF THERE'S ANY FINANCLAL INTEREST.
STUDIES SHOW JUNKYARDS NEGATIVELY SPPED
PROPERTY VALLES. MA ETHICS COMMISSIONG SUGGESTED!
RECOMMENDED I FILL THIS FORM OUT TO ERR ON
THE SIDE OF CAUTION.

теаe
05 JAN26

(413) 625-0069
DETERMINATION BY APPOINTING OFFICIAL

APPOINTING AUTHORITY INFORMATION

Agency/Department:

Agency Address:

Office Phone:

Office E-mail

Determination by
appointing authority:

Appointing Authority
signature:

Date:

Comment:

DETERMINATION

As appointing official, as required by G.L. c. 268A, § 19, I have reviewed the particular matter and
the financial interest identified above by a municipal employee. I have determined that the financial

interest is not so substantial as to be deemed likely to affect the integrity of the services which the

municipality may expect from the employee.

Attach additional pages if necessary.

The appointing authority shall keep this Disclosure and Determination as a public record.

Form revised February, 2012

























































































































































































 BUILDING INSPECTOR OF SEEKONK vs.
GEORGE D. AMARAL & another.
9 Mass. App. Ct. 869
March 10, 1980

1. The master's findings established that the use made of the specified portion of

lot 134 in 1958 was not different in nature, purpose, quality, character, or effect on

the neighborhood (see Selectmen of Blackstone v. Tellestone, 4 Mass. App. Ct. 311

, 313-315 [1976]) from the use made of the same portion in 1942, the year

Seekonk's first zoning by-law was adopted. As in Powers v. Building Inspector of

Barnstable, 363 Mass. 648 , 659-660 (1973), there was "a difference in degree of

such use, but not in the quality or character thereof." The use to which that portion

was put in 1958 was thus a lawful use under the 1942 by-law. It therefore became

a protected nonconforming use under the 1958 by-law, which superseded the

earlier by-law and provided that ". . . any lawful use of land . . . which is not an

authorized use in the district in which it is located by virtue of the adoption or

subsequent amendment of this by-law is a non-conforming use and may be

continued." It follows that the judgment is erroneous in limiting the lawful capacity

of the defendants' junkyard to "four or five cars," the highest number in process of

disassembly in 1942. 2. No other error in the judgment has been shown. The

defendants' assertion that their post-1973 use "is of the same nature except that it

is quieter and involves no burning" is at variance with the master's findings

concerning the expansion of the use, both in terms of area and in terms of

commercial activity. 3. The judgment is modified by striking the words "four or five"

in the paragraph numbered two, and, as so modified, the judgment is affirmed. No

party is to have costs of appeal.

So ordered.

2/25/26, 3:50 PM BUILDING INSPECTOR OF SEEKONK vs. AMARAL, 9 Mass. App. Ct. 869

https://www.masscasesarchive.com/masscases.com/cases/app/9/9massappct869.html 1/3

https://www.masscasesarchive.com/masscases.com/index.html
https://www.masscasesarchive.com/masscases.com/index.html
https://www.masscasesarchive.com/masscases.com/cases/app/4/4massappct311.html
https://www.masscasesarchive.com/masscases.com/cases/sjc/363/363mass648.html
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