
Outlook

RE: TransFarmations meeting on August 6, 2025

From Paul & Kelly M <pjandkelly@yahoo.com>
Date Tue 8/19/2025 10:40 AM
To Kristy Jobin <Kjobin@amherstnh.gov>
Cc Me <pjandkelly@yahoo.com>; Gloria Norcross <gnorcross@amherstnh.gov>

2 attachments (1 MB)
NH Supreme Court Decision July 2020.pdf; 2023 01 24 Remand Order.Approved.pdf;

[External Sender]:

Good morning Kristy,

Please read my email and questions/concerns and forward to all members of the Planning Board for their
review as well.  I would like my email with attachments to be added to the official record for the
TransFarmations application.  Thank you.

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
-----------------------------

Amherst Planning Board Members:

I am contacting you as a follow up to the Public Hearing on August 6, 2025 at which you discussed
TransFarmations, Inc. cases #: PZ19810-111324 and #: PZ19811-111324 that were before you that
evening.

After listening to the opening summary by Chairman Rosenblatt and reviewing the Opinion Issued and
the Approved Remand Order from The Supreme Court of New Hampshire, (both attached), I was
confused by the statements made by the Chairman.  In the days following the meeting, I heard from a
number of neighbors and residents who also felt confused and very troubled.  People left that meeting
(and people have reviewed the recorded video of that meeting) understanding the Chairman to have
said that the town's "hands are tied" and the Planning Board basically must approve/cannot deny this
application.

This is the first time I have heard this case summary stated as it was on August 6, 2025.  It does not align
with how I read the opinion and ruling from the court.  I have talked with a number of other citizens
(many of whom who have also been engaged in this matter for 6+ years) and they share my opinion and
concerns.  As I understand it, "Reversed and Remanded" just means that the case, previously not
heard/denied by the Planning Board on the basis of "not materially different", needed to be heard by the
Planning Board.  In reviewing the legal documents, the order stops there.



In order to address these concerns, I am asking the members of the Planning Board to review the
attached documents from the Supreme Court and review the summary and discussion stated on the
record at the August 6, 2025 Public Hearing. I believe that it is critical for any misunderstandings to be
sorted out on the record at the next meeting scheduled for September 3, 2025.  I know I am not the only
citizen that will be looking for any clarifications/corrections to be addressed on the record.

I also recently reviewed the meeting minutes from August 6, 2025 and further question whether the
Chairman's summary is confusing the first  application from TransFarmations (voted down by the board
after a full, lengthy review) and the second application (voted down at the onset due to not being
materially different).  The application that was appealed, and that is now before you, is the second
application.

Additionally, I believe there was an unfortunate oversight at the August 6, 2025 Public Hearing when the
public was not given an opportunity to speak. A number of citizens in attendance, many of whom are
new to Amherst, had concerns they wanted to address on the record and were very consternated at not
having the chance to do so.  I do plan to address the board as an abutter at the next public hearing for
this matter on September 3rd.  However, I thought it was very important to get the concerns I have
stated in this email out in front of the board in advance of that meeting so that you have time to review
any necessary documents/meeting minutes/the meeting video in order to address public questions and
concerns around the specific issue of the legal decision and order from the New Hampshire Supreme
Court

The TransFarmations proposal, as presented by Carter Scott and his team, poses significant adverse
impacts to everyday life not just for Christian Hill, but for all of Amherst.  Thank you for your time and
attention to this important matter.

Sincerely,
Kelly Mullin, Abutter
48 Christian Hill Road
Amherst NH
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THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 

 

HILLSBOROUGH, SS.      SUPERIOR COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT 

 

TransFarmations, Inc. 

 

v. 

 

Town of Amherst, et al. 

 

Docket No. 216-2020-CV-00583 

 

And 

 

TransFarmations, Inc. 

 

v.  

 

Town of Amherst, et al. 

 

Docket No. 216-2019-CV-01149 

 

PROPOSED REMAND ORDER 

 

The Court held a post New Hampshire Supreme Court remand Status Conference hearing 

with the parties’ counsel on January 13, 2023, during which the parties’ counsel discussed with 

the Court the procedural elements of the remand to the Amherst Planning Board of this appealed 

land use development application.  The Court finds and orders, based upon the fact that the 

Amherst Planning Board issued a December 23, 2019 Notice of Public Hearing with respect to 

TransFarmation’s 2nd Conditional Use Permit application, and that RSA 676:12, VI specifies that 

it is the zoning ordinance and site plan and subdivision plan regulations that are in effect on the 

date of the issuance of the applicant’s Public Hearing Notice that shall apply to such a planning 

board land use application, so long as the date of the applicant’s public notice preceded the date 

of the Planning Board’s first legal notice of a zoning ordinance or Planning Board site plan or 
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subdivision regulation change or amendment.  The parties’ counsel have agreed that there was no 

such applicable first legal notice of a proposed zoning ordinance or Planning Board regulation 

change/amendment that had been issued prior to the December 23, 2019 public hearing notice 

with respect to this TransFarmations’ application. 

TransFarmations shall have the right to pursue its Conditional Use Permit application that 

was subject the Board’s December 23, 2019 public hearing notice, along with any related site 

plan application, and, it may thereafter revise its proposed residential land development 

application in any manner that is consistent with the Town’s Zoning Ordinance and the Planning 

Board’s Site Plan and Subdivision Regulations that were in existence on December 23, 2019.  

Similarly, the Planning Board shall review TransFarmations’ Residential development plan 

applications that are based upon the Zoning Ordinance and Planning Board Regulations that 

were in existence on December 23, 2019, consistent with the Town Zoning Ordinance and 

Planning Board Regulations that were in existence on December 23, 2019. 

All parties concur with the legal reasoning in this Order. 

The Planning Board shall proceed to work promptly with TransFarmations to schedule 

and conduct its public review of TransFarmations’ upcoming re-submitted land use applications. 

SO ORDERED. 

 

_____________________    _______________________________ 

DATE       Honorable David Anderson 

Presiding Justice 

 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

 I hereby certify that a copy of this Proposed Remand Order was this 17th day of January, 

2023 forwarded via email to all counsel of record through the Court’s electronic filing system. 

 

       /s/ John J. Ratigan    

       John J. Ratigan, Esquire 

Honorable David A. Anderson
January 23, 2023

on
Document Sent to Parties
Clerk's Notice of Decision

01/24/2023






















