l _ TOWN OF WATERBORO
- PLANNING BOARD

WATERBORO, MAINE
«

MINUTES

Special Meeting Jane 7, 1976

Meeting called to order at 7330 peme by VoChmne Dyer; others present

were Mr. Kellett, Mrs Gardner and Mr. Goodwine The Chmne. empowered Mre

~ Gardner to vote. MroPayeur and Mr. Haynes were in to present the Fre—-

liminary Plan of Brookside subdivisions
BROOKSIDE= Nolette & Payeur _
The Preliminary Plan for this subdivision was reviewed and chacked against
the list of "additional information required " on the " Receipt of App~
lication" form and found to be completes Mre Kellett moved that the Plan
elong with the suéplemental information contained in and mttahed to Mre
Heynes letter dated Janes 7, I975 be approvede This was seconded by Mre
Gardner and unanimously voted. MryHoynes asked for a waiver if the 2

inch diameter restriction on cutting of trees and to substitute 4 inches.
Mre Kellett moved eand Mr.Gardner seconded that this weiver be granted on
the condition that the sfumps wére not to be grubbed out nor the over=
burden unduly disturbed,e It was unenimously voted. Mr. Haynes is to pro-

vide two more sets of Plans and another copy of the Jan. 7 , letter and

éttachmenta. VeChmne Dyer signed the Receipt form indicating the Preliminary

~ Plan "complete". The Secretary will forward copies to Mr.Heynes. The Sec=

retary is to write to Mr. Morrill, Fire Chief, asking him to epprove, by
letter 4o Mre Haynes, the proposel for the.dry hydfant instellation
transmitted by Mr; Haynes letter of Jane 2,¢ The Secretary is also to write
a letter to the school superintendent confirming the transmitiel of s copy
of the Preliminary Plan to him for comment. ( Flan to be delivered in hand

by Mre Kelletto
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MINUTES
Mre. Kellett moved and Mr. Gardner seconded that the minutes of the Dec. 3,

end Dece 10, m eeting be approved « The vote was unanimous.«

Meeting adjourned at 9135 pem.

Respectfully Submitted

Lrnde K Goriternny

Frank Re Goodwin Becye

Approved By




l | 0NN OF WATERBORO
PLANNING BOARD

WATERBORO, MAINE

‘ MINUTES
SPECIAL MEETING February 4, 1976
Meeting called %o order at 7:40 p.m. by Chmn. Foglio; others
present were Mr. Dyer, Mr., Kellett, Mr. Kasprzak and Ms. Smith.

The Chmn, empowered Mr. Kasprzak to vote,

. LAND PLANNING

Mr. Kasprzak moved that the Planning Board have Land Use Con-
sultants draw up land planning for the Town of Waterboro.

Mr., Kellett seconded the motion and the Board voted unanimous-—
ly in favor. Land Use Consultants will be notified that we
would like to meet with them and draw up a program.

BROOKSIDE - Nolette & Payeur

A letter will be written to Land Use Consultants confirming
approval of the preliminary plan of Brookside.

MIKE FRECHETIE
A letter will be written to Mike Frechette of Mark Stimpson
Realty, Hollis, explaining his client can split his lot in
two pieces and sell it. Copies of same will be sent to
Raymond Johnson and Bruce Woodsome, Code Enforcement O0fficer.
BY-LAWS
The By-laws will be taken up when Mr. Gardner is present.
Meeting adjourned a2t 9:15 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

,,kiﬁg%;j%i

Ms. Sheryl Smith
Assistant Secretary

,Zl:/: CAl
%w% /7 ﬁﬁax.w
% W@W




l TOWN OF WATERBORO
PLANNING BOARD

WATERBORO, MAINE

MINUTES
REGULAR MEETING

MARCH 10, 1976

Mseting called to order at 7:35 p.m. by Vice Chmm, Dyers
others present were Baymond Kellett, Sheryl Smith and Frank
Goodwin-~Chmn. Foglio joined the meeting later. '

RICHARD PROVENCHER ,

Mr, Provencher and hls carpenter were present to discuss his
application to the Board for a permit to add a second story to
his home off West Shore Rd. on Little Ossipee Lake and in the
Resource Protection Zone under the Shoreland Zoning Act,-aund,
thus,is non-conforming, Furthermore, it is but 22 ft. from

the normal high water line, HMr. Provencher dilsplayed a ground
plan of the exlsting structure and one showling the projected ground
coverage after the additions. The latter showed that the second
story would overhang the ground floor on the side away from the
Lake about 8 ft. on the southerly end and about 16 ft. on the
northerly end. The front-to~back dimension for the entirse wldth
of the house not to exceed 8 ft. The additional coverage would
be approximately 480 ft.. Mr, Provencher stated that there were
no structures near enough to have thelir view affected. Mr. Kellett
moved, Mr. Dyer sesconded and the board unanimously voted that
the permit be granted for the proposed construction on the
condition that he provide a plah of hisg entire lot showing all
rights-of-way end abuttors and the orientation, dimensidns and
set~backs of his existing structure with the proposed outslde
dimensions super-imposed thereon by dashed lines,

TBEABURER'S. REPORT o

Mr, kellett moved, Mr. Dyer seconded the the vote was unanimous
to accept the report as read.

BROOKSIDE SUBDIVISION _

Mr, John Fallon of Land Management, Inc, was present to further
clarify the allegations stated in an attachment to a letter to
the Waterboro Planning Board, dated Feb. 23, 1976, asking the
Board to rescind the approval of the Preliminary Plan of
Brookside Subdivision. The import of Mr. Fallon's charge was
that, since the Board had approved the Plan withoub first having
seen & perimeter survey of the owner's (Harriman) land and not
having seen a copy of any contract between Harriman and the '
applicant and without factual knowledge that the abuttors had
been notified, and, lastly, that the FPlan bore no Reglstered
Land Surveyor's seal and signature, the approval was given
without vital information in which case 1t should be declared
defective and, therefore, recinded, Although he presented nothing
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to substantiate it Mr, Fallon stated that, in fact, the abuttors
were not notified and that the applicant's surveyors did .
knowingly include, within the boundaries of the proposed sub-
division, land belonging to Land Management, Inc, without their
consent or understanding,

It was the consensus of the Board, and Mr, Fallon was told, that —
it dared not act until 1t had heard both sides of the matter.
Further, that since Mr., Fallon's letter was received, Chmm,
Foglio had communicated with Nolette & Payeur, their surveyors
and lawyers in an effort to get their reaction, Mr., Fallon'
strongly criticlzed such oral communicatious maintaining that
all discourse on matters of such consequence should be by -
documented word and that all concerned parties should receive
authenticated coples. He then advised that the Plamming Board
should give Nolette & Payeur a reasonable time in which to
appear and substantiate thelr plan or to admit thelr errors,
withdraw their origlnal application and submit a proper one.
Mr, Goodwin moved, Yr. Kellett seconded and it was unanimously
voted that a letter be sent to Nolette & Payeur asking them to
appear at a special meeting on March 17, 1976, 7:30 p.m.,
prepared to discuss the alleged irregularities in the Brookside
Subdivision, )

Meeting adjourned at 11:40 p.m,.

Re péctfully subpitted,
W @i—ﬂ% il

Frank R, Goodwin, Secy,
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~ TOWN OF WATERBORO e
PLANNING BOARD

WATERBORO MAINE MR

March: 1_‘1,' 1976 - .

Richard P. Provencher
- E. Waterboro
o Maine 04030

" Dear Mr. Provencher:

. Your application for a permit to expand your residence_”-
“on lot 104 (tax map) as shown on a plot plan presented

© to the Waterborso Planning Board on March 10, 1976, a.
~copy of which is on file, is hereby granted-by a unane~ .
~imous vote of the Board at its March 10th. meeting.

Yours truly,'

R ‘Jn/zu/(ﬁ\ém Wi;f
" Frank R, Goodw1n - . :!fﬂNﬁ7
%ecretary ST :




l - . TOWN OF WATERBORO
PLANNING BOARD

WATERBORC, MAINE

MINUTES
SPECIAL MEETING
MARCH 24, 1976

Meeting called to order by Chmm. Foglio ag 7:35 p.m3 others
present werd Sheryl Smith, Raymond Kellet, Bonald Dyer, Frank
Goodwin, Stephen Kasprzak, and Philllip Gardner..

BROOKSIDE SUBDIVISION ‘ S

In the way of explanation, Nolette & Payeur Assoclates had,
garlier, presented an appllication to the Waterboro Flanning Board,
and with it a Preliminary Flan, for approval of a proposed.
subkdivision off the 0ld Buxtoun Rd. and,supposedly, on land then
owned by Mr. Peter Harriman., The Freliminary Plan was accepted
by the Planning Board,since it was made by a reputable surveying
firm on behalf of an also reputable land development firm, and,
all other requirements of the Board having been met, approved.
However, Land Managemeut, Inc., represented by Mf., John Fallon of
Waterboro, challenged the valldity of the survey and the plan,
contended that the application was sought on "knowingly" erroroti-
lus data, that the approval should never have been glven without
a complete and accurate survey of Mr. Harriman's property, evidence
of a contract between the prospective grantor and grantee and
concrete evidence to the Board that all abuttors had, indeed, been
duly notifled, and, therefore, the approval should be rescinded,
Thls meeting was being held to learm the reaction of applicant
and to conslder whatever explanation he saw fit to make and what,
if any, revisions he felt compelled to make in any submissions
made with the applicationsy also to hear whether or not any such
explanations and/or proposed revisions would be acceptable to
lLand Management, Inc, or, if not, to hear the latter's objectlouns.

The Chmn, ascertalined that all visltors present were there because
of thler Interest in thls matter and, due to the large number,
stated that each would be allowed only ten minutes to present his
comments, Mr, Fallon addressed the Chair and, referring to a
purported animosity betwsen him and the Chalrmen, suggested that,
In order to have an impartial hearing, the Chairman relinguish

the Chalir to some other member of the Board. The Chairman avowed
that he could conduct the meeting impartially but, if the Board
agreed with Mr, Fallon's suggestion and so voted, he would step
down., UMr, Kasprzak, an assoclate member, attempted to declare his
confidence in Mr, Foglio whereupon Mr. Fallon declared that

Mr. Kasprzak was not only an associate member and; therefore,
without privilege, but he was one who had had a long professional
‘relationship with both the surveying firm and the applicant's
attorney snd, such belng the case, that anything Mr, Kasprzak
might say relative to this case he (Mr. Fallon) would seriously
object to, Mr. Dyer moved that Mr. Fogllo retain the Chalr;

the motlon was unanimously voted,
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The Chmn. asked each to identify himself starting with the Board,
The abuttors present were: Mr, Theodore rlammer, Mr. Peter
Harriman, and MP, Smith., Nolette & FPayesur Assoc., were represented
by Attoraey Peter Flumb, Mr, Haynes, Planner and Mr. Flynt,
SUrVeyor.

The Chmn, asked Mr. Plumb to describe tht changes, 1f any, had
been made in the original plan and to state the reason., Mr, Fallon
rose to object stating that, since it was Mr, Harriman's land

that was being subdivided, Nolette & Payeur's attorney had no
standing to make any preseuntation. The Chmn. noted the objection
and asked Mr. Plumb to proceed.,

Mr, Plumb presented a copy of a contract between N,& P, and Mr,
Harriman and also a contract between N.& P. and Mr, Smith.

He then stated that there had been sn inadvertent encroachment
upon the land of Smith and that agreeable changes in the plan

had been made. Mr. Plumb attempted to explain the changes that
nad been made to avold any conflict with Land Management, Inc.

but Mr., Fallon's oblectlions and comments, as valid as they may
have been, were so vigorous and unrestrained that they iuterrupted
the continulity of Mr, Plumb's presentationto the point where
progress was at a standstill, .

(None of the abutbors raised any objections to Mro Plumb's status

- or presentation, in fact, Mr., Flummer indicated his satisfaction
and departed, and Mr, Harriman indicated his full endorsement

of the rev1sed plan,)
Any attempt to conbinue seeming useless, Mr. Goodwin moved,

Sheryl Smith seconded and the DBoard votedy:o3:affimmadive with

one abstaining, that the consideratlon of this matter be deferred
untlil the Planning Board could have the Town Couhsel in
attendance,

Mr. Fallon felt that he should recelve coples of any snd all
corresspondence on the matter in the meantime. Mr, Plumb

stated that he thought that 1t would save time 1f the Board got
Atty. Elliott's opinion relative to the necessity of a perimeter
survey. He also stated that he does not intend to send to Land
Management, Inc. coples of every submission to the Planuing Board
or to the D,E.P, since the Beglstered Surveyor assures him that
L.M.I. is not an abuttor, He requested the Planning Board to
approve the revised plan as qulckly as possible saying that N&P,
had requested the D.E,P. to hold up consideration of thelr asppli-
cation untlil this revised plan is approved vy the Waterboro
Planning Board. The D,E,P.'s next meeting is on April 14, and

Mr, Plumb's wish was that the Plan would be approved in time to

be on the agenda of that meetimg.

Upon Mr, Kasprzak's suggestion, a print of the revised plan was
glven to Mpr, Fallon. The representatives of N,& P. and Mpr, Fallon
departed.

Upon Mr. Kasprzak's suggestion, Mr, Dyer Moved, Mr. Goodwin seconded
and the Board unanimously voted that Nolette & Paysur be requested
by letter for an itemized list of all the respects in which the
revised plan which Mr, Plumb presented at this meeting differed
from the Preliminary Plan submitted with the application.

Mr. Goodwin moved, Mr, Kellett seconded and the Board unanimously
voted that the Chmn, request Town Counsel Elliott to meet with
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the Board, at his earliest convenlence, to discuss the Brookside
matter and other matters if time allows.

SNOWMOSILE CLUB : A
Mr, Kellett, representing the Snowmobile €lub, displayed a
sketch showing Henry's parcel off Ossipee Hill Rd. and a lot
which the Club provosed to buy from him and asked the Board's
opinlon as to whether or not the sale would place Milne's

lot in subdlivision status. It was the opinion of the Board
that it would not, since it would be the second lot sold from
the orliginal parcel and the remainder was being held by Milne
as &a residence,

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Mr. Kellett moved, Mr. Dye¥ seconded and the Board unanimously
voted to approve the minutes of the Jan, 7, Feb. 4 and Mardh 10
meetings.

SELECTMEN

At thelr request, the three Selectmen, John Monteith, Dansil
Willett and Daniel McCarthy joined the meeting to discuss the
cholce of plamming consultants, Mr, Willett sald it was his
oplnion that that the Board should consider, along with other
possible cholces, the Southern Maine Regional Planning Comme
lgsion for deoing all or parts of the planning and zouning study
and that the Board should dlscuss this possibility with them,
It. was explained that, prior to Town Meeting, the Board had,

by vote, chosen lLand Use Consultants, Inc, to assist in this
underteking. Of the several firms considered S.M.B.P.C, was
among them because of, in essence, a"no-confldence” vote of

the March, 1975 Town Meeting refusing to appropriate the membership
fee thus rendering Waterboro a non-member, The feeling
expressed then was that the Commlssion was regressive and

too dictatorial, When it came time to congider prospective
Plammers the Board had mo reason to suppose that the Town had changed
or would change its mind. Since the Board deemed it necessary
to have some definitive material to show the Town lMeeting, it
had to meke a cholce in time for the chosen Planner to get it
ready and to dlscuss his plan of approach in order to be
conversant enough to rsply to such guestions as might be asked
at the Town Meetlng., L.U,C. has agreed to make use of all
sultable material that is or will be available from both the
3.M.R.P.C, or the So0il Couservablon Service, in the interest of
cost saving. The time spent by L.U.C., after they were chosen,

in dlscussion and providing display material was with the

agreement that, 1f the money was voted, bhey would get the job.
Now that the money has been voted, The Bpard feels that it
should stand by its agreement, for to break it, which uight

lead to a lawsult costing more than otherwise might be saved,
would be to disregard a mutual agfeement and poor ethics,

Mr, Montelth asked 1f the contract is for a flrm figure or

a cost-plus flgure, He was told that there were two alternativest
one, a {irm $16,000, the other a cost-plus not to exceed $17,500,
Mr. Willett urged the Board to, at least, consult S.M.R.P,C

to ascertaln whaf of the required material they have available,

ﬁzzggzifully submitted.
Fank: %Z:(

oodwin, Secy.
. b
See Yover" for approvals
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l - TOWN OF WATERBORO
PLANNING BOARD

WATERBORC, MAINE

SPECIAL MEETING

‘ MINUTES
March 31,1976

This meeting was opened at 7:45 p.m. by Chmn.Douglas Foglio,
to continue the discussion of the application on Brookside
Subdivision proposed by Nolette & Payeur Assoc. Other members
present were Raymond Kellett, Ronald Dyer, Sheryl Smith,Frank
Goodwin, Stephen Kasprzak and Philip Gardner, At the request
of the Chmn. all present identified themselves. Other than the
Board, those present were Mr. John Fallon of Land Management
Inc., Mr. Peter Harriman grantor of the parcel to be subdivided
Mr.Payeur, Mr. Plumb, Atty., for the applicant, *r. Flynt ,
surveyor for the applicant and Roger Elliott, Town Counsel.
(Abuttors Plummer and'Smith, although notified of the meeting
by phone by the Secretary, were not present). The meeting,
was taped, the Board using 3 recorders. Mr, Fallon had his
own.

The Board, just prior to the meeting, had met in executive
segssion with Town Councel, Mr. Elliott to discus the Boards
legal position relative to various aspects of the matter.The
issue was the contest of Mr. Fallon to the original approval:
of the original Preliminary Plan which he insisted be recinded
claiming it was granted on insuffucuent and erronious inform-
ation.

Mr. Fallon opened the discussion by registering his objection
to be being excluded from the executive session. The Chmn.
explaihed that the Board is allowed by law to hold such a
session to discuss its legal position and responsibilities
as.long ag no action is taken. Mr. Fallon said he disagreed.
The Chmn. attempted to allow Nolette & Payeur present their
material but, Mr. Fallon interrupted stating that he believed
that the precedental matter was his reQuest that the Board's
approval of the Preliminary Plan on Jan.7,1976 be resinded.
Mr, Elliott, with permission to speak, suggested that the
meeting proceed by the applicant presenting his arguments,
any objections stating their arguments with a reasonable
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time for rebuttal except that if the objector; Mr. Fallon,
had some preliminary statement to make, he be allowed to

do so after which the above procedure would be followed.

Mr. Fallon contended that Nolette and Payeur,Assoc. came .
before the Plannimng Board in violation of the rules and
regulations and got preliminary approval, given in January
(acually Jan.7,). He said that he,then, (actually by a Feb.28th.
letter) protested that the plan was improper on a very
variety of grounds and asked the Board to reconsider and
recind their approval giVen in January. He said that this

is the first order of business as he understood it. He
maintained that neither he nor other abuttors had been duly
notified in accordance with the Subdivision Regulations and,
therefore, had had no knowledge of or opportunity te register
their reaction to the proposed subdivision. He said that he
had made his objections on a number of valid reasons; now

the question was: was the applicants plan proper, was the
approval givén-proper and what action was the Board going

to take upon his objections. He said that had advanced very
substantial grounds for it.

Mr. Elliott suggested that Mr. Fallon restate his objections
and let the Board deal with them one at a time.

Mr. Fallon proceeded stating as number one the fact that

the applicant submitted a plan proposing to develop a

parcel to which they had not evidenced right, title or interest.
Mr. Elliott stated that he had a cdpy of an adequate purchase
and sale agreement. Mr. Fallon pointed out that that was
filed with the Board the previous week- not prior to approval.
Mr. Elliott informed Mr. Fallon that if he finds some error
in the failure to physually file(with the Board) such an
agreement than his objection would be noted. Mr. Elliott said
that he belived he was given to understand that the applicant
did, prior to approval, say that such an agreement did exist.
He pointed out that a copy had now been filed with the Board.
Mr. Fallon said that this did not satisfy the law. The Chmn.
pointed to a paragraph in the Subdivision Regulations of the
Town of Waterboro which stated that the Board "may" require
such evidence which, in this case, the Board did not. Nr.
Fallon stated that his understanding of the "State" law is
that it is "required". He asked Town Councel if, in his
opinion, this was a valid objection. Mr. Elliott‘said it was not.
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Mr. Fallon's second objectioh was that the applicant did not
own or have right, title or interest in the land shown on

the plan that the Board approved.

Mr. Elliott asked what section he referred to. Mr. Fallon
pointed to property then of Grace Smith, Therdore Plummer

and land recently acquired by Land Management , Inc., formerly
of Moulton. He said that the fact the applicant has amended
their plan is proof of his allegations.

Mr. Elliott said that he, in executive session; had advised
the Boardthat it has no jurisdiction to arbitrate boundary
disputes. He told Mr. Fallon that he understands that the
"applicants have asserted that they own the land depicted
within the plan and that if he (Mr. Fallon) had any evidence
to offer to establish otherwise, preferably by someone with
expertise in such matters, the Board will weigh that evidence
and make a determination. Mr. Elliott said the Board is baging
its attitude upon the assertions of the applicant and the
inferences of the land surveyor. Mr. Elliott then addressed
himgelf to the Smith property which he said he understood

had been recently acquired, looking to Mr. Plumb for veri-
fication who corrected him saying that all land was yet

under contract. Mr. Elliott stated that the purpose of the
meeting was to receive an amended plan to which Mr. Fallon
disagreed stating that we were there on his view that the
approvsl given on Jan.25th.{actually Jan.7) was based upon
erronious information. Mr. Elliott called Mr. Fallons attent-
ion to the fact that we were there not merely to provide a
place for him(Mr. Fallon) to speak, but also to conduct the
business of the Planning Board, He further stated that he under-
stood that the applicant had an amended Preliminary Plan
which he wished to present and that the applicant has
submitted evidence (at the “arenh 24th. meeting) that he has
right, title and interest to the Smith land with which he,

Mr. Elliott, is satisfied that the applicant had met his
statuttby -obligations at that junitive.

My, Fallon stated that back in January they had filed a plan,that
that was the plan which was approved, and that was what we
were discussing, and did they own that land in January. He
pointed to the fact that, by their own evidence,there was

no registered land surveyor's seal on the paln. He contended
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that the plan was Jjust a layout done by Land Use Consuil lants,
Inc. and that now, as a result of information brought in by
the results of his complaint, they now admit that they didn"%
own the land claimed by Land Management,lﬂc. and the land
owned by Smith. He, Therfore, claims that the approval was
based upon faulty information.

Mr. Elliott asked Mr. Fallon if it would be satisfactory to
him if the applicant withdrew their previous application

and submitted the amended plan as a new submitted,. Mr. Fallon
emphasized his contention that the Board should, indtead,
rescind its January approval, then, 1f they want to bring in
a new application it would be "a whole new Dball game". He
gaid that his only interest was that the applicant stay on
his property and to subdivide only what he owns and that

it does not include any Land Management , Inc. property.

Then he stated that if they are talking about wiithdrawing
their original plan and submitting a new one that would be
alright with him just so long as it is clearly understood
whether they withdraw it or the Board recinds it, that the
approval of the {original) Preliminary Plan was null and void
precisely as he came to the Board and told it 3 weeks ago,
since it was based on erronious information

Chamn. Foglio pointed out to Mr. Fallom that a;; of his object-
ions raised so far have been removed on the amended plan.

Mr. Fallon again stated that he was rederring to the original
plan that was either out or it's either false and we are
starting all ovér again. He would not accept the fact that they
can come in and amend it without a hearing and without notice.
Mr. Elliott told Mr. Fallonlthat this objection was noted,

and to proceed w;ith his third objection. Mr. Fallon asked

if he should go through 'with all his objections: Mr. Elliott
said he should do it the quickest way possible.

Mr. Kasprzak said having read all of Mr. Fallon's objections
and listened to his arguments he had the impression that if
the original application was withdgrawn by the applicant or
rescinded by the Board that Mr. Fallon might agree to forget
the original plan and go on with the amended plan. Mr. Fallon
said "no" not on to the"amended"--~ mow they can submit
another plan or a new plan, they are perfectly at liberty

to submit a new plan., Mr.Fallon said "lets play it by the
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book; let them s@bmit a New Plan and we'll run that through

the mill”,

Mr. Fallon's next objection was that the applicanf did not con-
form to the Subdivision Regulations in +that he did not notify
the abbittors by registered npail. '

Mr. Elliott informed Mr. Fallon that that objection was noted
and that , if Grace Smith and Therdore Plummer have lost som e
legal rights , they have recourse in the courts in the event
this p2#4n (the amended plan) is approved.

Mr. Fallon's next objection wad that the pimn.did not conform
to regulations as to scale, Mr. Plumb noted that a vatriance, on
record, was granted for this non-conformity.

The Plan does not conform because it does not show all property
lines nor are the abuttors shown. Mr. Fallon's contention
was that, since the applicant is planning to by and develop a
portion of the grantor's (Mr, PetersHarriman) property it

is the grantor's property that is being subdivided not just
the developed area, hence the abuttors consist of all those
abutting the grantor's original parcel. He further pointe out
that the property bodndaries of Mr. Harriman's property

are not gshown; no:perimetsr survey had been shown; existing
swampy  areas are not shown; there was no map or survey of
tract boundary certified by a registered land surveyor,

tied to established reference points.

Mr. Elliott asked if Mr. Fallon was contending that the entire
Harriman tract be shown. Mr. Fallon said, "absgolutely". Mr.
Elliott said "I disagree". Mr. Fallon's objection was noted.

Mr, Fallon called attention to the fact that dralnage

from the development would flow over land of land Management,
Tnc. and that no agreements to that effect had been made.
Mr, Elliott told Mr. Fallon that the flowage of surface
water over an abuttors land is of genuine concern to both
the ablttors and the Planning Board who should thoroughly
explore any such situation and see that nobody's rights

are encroached upon.

Mr. Fallon said that this concluded his objections.



Special Meeting March 31,1976 Minutes Pg.6

Chmn. Foglio told Mr. Fallon that all his objections had
been noted both when his letter was received and 4t this
meeting and that the Board does intend to act upon whatever
issues need to be acted upon. '

Mr. Fallon stated that he had asked for a rescision of the.
January approval. Mr, Elliott asked if the Board would like
to vote upon that, at least upon Mr. Fallons objections.

Mr. Kasprzak directed a question to Mr. Elliott regarding the
prerogations of the Board and of the applicapnt to which Nr,
Elliott replied that it was up to the applicant to decide
upon withdrawal and up to the Board to decide upon rescision.

Mr. Goodwin zsked for an opinion from Mr. Fallon as to what he
would gain by a rdescision that he would not gain by an amended
Rapplication,.and from the applicant what inconvenience he
would suffer by a rescision.

Mr, Fallen did not address the question but presented, again,
his case in brief.Mr. Plumb said little but that rescision
afid resubmittal would cause delay. For the record though

Mr. Plumb stated his opinion thus: it seemed to him that
when all of the abuttor's to the propesed development

were present at a Planning Board Meeting (of ™arch 24th.)} and

. expressed their approval of the amended plan, the protests of

an intervenor whom the applicant certified to the Planning
., Board is not an abuttor could serve no other purpose than
to needlessly delay the project.
Mr. Fallon rebutted Mr. Plumb's statement repeating his oft
stated contention that the only issue to be considered was
the original plan with its attendant errors and the alleged
omigsions by the applicant. He asserted that all the problems
that have arisen are a result of incompdtency and lack of
professionalism. His emphases at this time was more on the
“ irregulatarities of the application. He refused %o recgnize
the amended plan until it should be submitted with a new

application, all abuttor;s notified and a hearing held. le
referrad to the amended plan saying that 1t also encroaches
upon Land Management, Inec. propertu and that if he has to he
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would hire a surveyor and prove his cintention to be true.

Mr. Kasp rzak asked Mr., Fallon, if all the errors and amissions
were corrected and all abuttors notified, would it them be
acceptable to him. Mr. Fallon replied that "we gtart over again";
that the Planning Board accepted the application and plan

in good faith evidently with out asking if the abuttors

had been notified or other pertinent qlestions " and now,
evidently, Land Use Consultants has some contractual relat-
ionship with the Planning Board or the Town so there is some
sort of a --- I am not trying to embarrass anybody; I'm

simply saying that if they withdrew the plan or the Board
regcinded it that we dispose of something that is on the
record”. He said that the Board has given approval to the plan
and it's wrong and it should be corrected.
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Mr. Goodwin inquired, of Mr. Fallon, in effect, if a new application
were to be made would he find such things as the soil scientist's rex
port, the Soil Conservation Service report, the street lsyout and pro-
file, etc. acceptable excepting, possibly, the boundary. Mr. Fallon
said that there might be other things that he might object to, but
finally stated that if they will just subdivide their own land, stay
off from and don't dump water onto Land Management, Inc. property, he
would not even come to the meeting but would leave it up to the Plann-
ing Board to rule on it. He said hi$:intent was not to block the app-
licant from developing a subdivision but to protect the property rights
of Larl Management, Inc., that he had seen the Beaver Ridge development,
by the applicant, and considered it a credit to the Town.

Mr. Plumb pointed out, for the record, that as a part of the D.E.P.
file, Mrs. Grace Smith received a certified letter for which they

have a return receipt; in addition, Mr. Spith, her son, had been here
last week to deliver personaslly to him (Mr. Plumb) the signed contract
from Mrs. Smith; Mrsi Olive Moulton who at the time she received the
mnotice of these proceedings was the record owner of the property,
which now belongs to Land Management, Inc., also returned a certified
receipt of the notice of the action. Mr. Harriman also returned a
certified notice. One abuttor who was admittedly net given notice

wes here last week and stated, on the record, that he approved and

had no objection to the subdivision as shown on the amended preliminary
plan. ' :

Mr. Fallon contended that these notices were all given for the D.E.F.
hearing and not in conformance with the Subdivision Regulations; fur-
ther, that it was Mr. Harrimen's abuttors who should have received
notice. Chmn. Foglio stated that this comment was noted.

Mr, Kasprzgk commented that the group had heard arguments from both
gides and that possibly we were at a point where the Board should seek
legal advice from Town Counsel in executive session as to what the
Board's next move should be.

The Chmn. asked if anyone had any more questions or any motions to make.

Mr. Goodwin wished to inguire from Town Counsel whether or not it would
be advisable to bring the matter to a vote.

" Mr. Elliott said he agreed. If no action at all is taken then the
Board is continuing on. A motion was not reguired at that time unless
the Board so chose. He gaid that the Board had several alternatives:
it could choose to make the motion and act on it, it could choose to
make no motion at all, it could choose to make a motion with a number
of variables in it, for instance, to table consideration of the plan,
as amended, for a certain period of time requiring the applicant to
renotify "abuttors". _

Mr. Dyer questioned if it would be in order to have a short break in
order to seek advice of Counsel in executive session. The Chmn. said
it would be in order and asked if anyone had question. UThree said
they did have.
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Mr. Fallon said he saw no reasgns why such questions could not be
asked in open session; he didn't understand an executive session

could be legally used for this purpose. Town Counsel said he was
not sure that the Planning Board must receive its legal advice in
a public forum; further, that as long as the proceedings in an
executive session do not resiilt in or lead to a decision or a dec-
ision 1s made then there is nothing illegal about one and, frankly,
he would not advocate that he give his legal advice in public be-

"cause his legal advice is confidential to the Board. 'The Chmn.

asked the applicant and the intervenor if they had any objections.
The applicant 4id not; Mr. Fallon said he did but that if it was

the Board's wish to bar him from it so be it, but he just wanted the
record to show that he objects. '

Mr. Goodwin suggested that subsection 5 under section 404 of Title 1
"certain legal consultations" be read, by the Chmn., aloud.

The Chmn. read the same from an information pamphlet from the

Maine 3tate Planning Office, titled "Revised Planning and Zoning
Statutes in Maine, 1975" containing excerpts from Titles 1, 12,

17, 22, 30, 33 and 38 of M.R.S3.A. He then said that general public
knowledge of counsel could, in this instance, place the Board at

a disadvantage. He asked Town Counsel if he agreed to which Counsel
replied that he did net disagree. Mr. Fallon said that he read that
as referring to only when one is being sued.

The Ohmn. inferred that the matter could well end up in court.
Mr. Elliott remarked to Mr. Fallon that his objection was noted.

Mr. Kellett moved, Mr. Dyer seconded and the vote was unanimous that
the special meeting be recessed and an executive session convened
for the purpose of discussing legal aspects of alternate actions.
The room as cleared of all but members and associate members of the
Board and Town Counsel.

The Executive Session having been conecluded the Chmn. caused the
vigitors to be recalled and announced that the Board was ready to
resume the special meeting. He said that he thought that the
Board should consider Mr. Fallon's request for recision of the

‘Preliminary Plan. Mr. Goodwin moved and Mr. Kellett seconded that

the approval, given by the Board on Jan. 7, 1976, of a Preliminary
Plan for Brookside Subdivsion be rescinded. By a vote of three (3)
opposed and one (1) abstaining (the Chmn. not voting) the motion
was defeated. The Chmn. then told Mr. Plumb to proceed with his
presentation of his amended plan.

Mr. Fallon asked the Chmn. if the Board was then holding a hearing
on the amended plan. The Chmn. replied that this was a meeting
now opened to Mr. Plumb to describe all the differences between
the amended preliminary plan.and the orginal approved on Jan. 7, 1976.
Mr. Fallon made the point that there has been no adequate or legal
notice given to the abuttor's to have the plan discussed. Town
Counsel told Mr. Fallon ‘that if the proponents could be heard first
then he would be given an opportunity to object. Mr, Fallon replied
that he was objecting to have the amended plan even discussed since
it didn't conform the rules of due notice and due process.
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Mr. Plumb referred to a plan, the description of which was dated

~Mar. 29, 1976 and stated that a similar plan the description of

which was dated Mar. 24, 1976 lacked one change which is shown
on the Mar. 29th. plan and agreed that the Mar. 24th. plan is not
to be further used. He referred to a letter from Mr. Goodwin, as
Secretary, to Mr. Payeur received on the previous day asking for
& summary of the specific differences between the amended plen~

- and the oxginal plan and pointed to a letter which the Board had

just received, in reply, furnishing the requested information
which he verbally summarized for the record. The details are

all contained in the letter, which is on file, a copy of which
is apart of these minutes obviating the necessity of transcribing
Mr, Plumb's verbal explanation. '

Mr. Dyer asked Mr. Plumb if the conservation area would be deeded
to the lot owners and, hence, not public land and open to the

‘inhabitants of the Town. Mr. Plumb stated that would be true

inasmuch as it would be private property. He also stated that
it would be possible to make the conservation easement so that
it would be open to public use. Mr. Dyer sald his though on

the matter was that if it was a "resource protection" areas that
the Townspeople should have equal access. Mr. Elliott pointed
out that in that event there would be no point in conveying the

'1/18th. interest out to the lot owners because those in the sub-

division are likewise Townspeople. Mr. Plumb remarked that in
such a case the land would then bhe deeded to the Town and he
doubted that the Town would approve of having tax-free land.

Mr. Goodwin wanted it clarified that what was being talked about
was a conservation easement similar to that in the Beaver Ridge
development but minus any community association. Mr. Plumb
concurred. Chmn. asked if the applicant would be willing to
make it public. Mr. Plumb conferred with Mr. Payeur, then said
yes, they would.

Chmn. Foglio asked if there were other submissions to be made.
Mr. Plumb submitted the description which included the conser-
vation area dated March 29, 1976 and also six (6) copies of the
final revision of the Ppreliminary Plan. Tpis concluded the
gpplicant's presentation.

The Chmn. asked if there were any more guestions from the Board
member's. There being none he agked Mr., FPallon if he had any.
He did; therefore, the Chmn. told him to proceed.

Mr, Fallon stated that he would like to have copies of all the
material presented. The latest plan was indicated to Mr, Fallon.
Mr. Fallon requested the surveyor to point to the boundary lines
between Land Management, Inc. and My. Harriman's property. The
Chmn. informed Mr. Fallon again that boundaries between Mr. Harri-
man and his abuttors would not be discussed. He stated that there
was what was requested: a perimeter survey of the proposed develop~
ment area. Mr. Fallon asked if the Board was taking the stand
that if an owner sells a section of his parcel and retains the
land all around it, that the grantor's abuttors do not have to be
notified. Mr. Elliott suggested that the surveyor show Mr. Fallon
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where the boundary line is. Mr., Fallon said that the statement
- was made that the surveyor attested the boundary line and he,
Mr., Fallon, asked where it was. Mr., Plumb stated that the plan
was a signed and sealed surveyors survey of the perimeter of the
parcel to be subdivided. Mr. Fallon asked if the surveyor is
certifying that this is all the property of Mr. Harriman. Mr.

- Plumb remarked that this was not possible because there was
something over 3.8 acres belonging to Mr. Smith. Mr. Fallon
asked if the surveyor is saying that all other land, exclusive
of that owned by Mrs. Smith, is owned by Mr. Harriman. He asked
the surveyor if he knew where Harriman's land runs (in the ares
of land formerly owned by Moulton and now owned by Land Manage-

- ment, Inc.). The surveyor said "yes". Mr. Fallon asked if he had
it on the map., Mr. Flynt, the surveyor, stated that it was
indicated by the title of "now or formerly of Harriman"., DMr.
Fallon asked where the boundary was between Harriman and Moulton.
Mr. Elliott reminded Mr. Fallon that the "survey of tract" stated
in the Regulations does not refer to the entire tract of the

grantor but to the tract to be developed, Mr.Fallon asked Mr.
Elliott if he was saying that the sub%ivision is only the lots
out of Harriman's iract that have to be shown, that Mr.Harriman's
boundaries don't have to be shown. Mr. Elliott precisely explained
‘that it was his opinion which he had expressed to the Board
that the perimeter of the platted, lotted portion of Mr. Harriman's
land must be shown; that includes lots 1 through 18 as shown on
the amended plan. Mr. Elliott stated that it was his further
ovinion that the perimeter of the remaining land of Mr. Harriman,
excluding the platted 18 lots, need not be shown, Mr. Fallon
still objected to the fact that the plan does not define the
Harriman - L.M., Inc. boundary.Mr. Elliott stated, in essence,
the Board is interested in only the land proposed for develop-
ment and not in land not being developed, except for the impact
of the development, be it near to or distant and that the
Board has adopted his position that the outside permeter of
the remaining tract, undeveloped, need not be shown. Mr, Fallon
said he undersood but vigorously disagreed; that it is in
violation of the Board's Subdivision Regulations- 1t was
selective enforcement of the Boxrd's own Regulations. Mr. Fallon
than claimed that L.M.,Inc!s. landwas etill included in the
amended plan. He further contended that the plan presented

was a completely "New" plan not "amended" as titled and
represented by the applicant. Mr. Elliott asked 1f the changes
violate Subdivision Regulations and got no answer to that
gspecific question. Mr. Fallon insisted that a part of each

lot No.1 and lot No.2 encroached upon L.M.Inc., land.

He further claimed in effect , that the plan does not show

how additional run-off is to be diverted from L.M.Inc., land.
He still insisted that the boundary between Harriman's and
L.M.Inc., land should have been established by the applicamt
and shown on the plan. He said that if he had to get the
boundary surveyed and he would and "we're all going to be

in court”. Mr. Fallon disagreed with the statement relative

to remaining undeveloped land and with the contour lines/
Quoting Mr. Fallon:"There's been some surveying up in there
where they evidently tried to locate Mr. Harriman's boundary
and then they haven't done so, evidently. I presume because
they chopped some traverse lines across our property running
some more lines up in that area. Now I've made the points

that there has been no notice, I say that they have no survey
-- they have no swyrvey of the boundary, they haven't conformed
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with your own regulations in anyway, shape or form; that the
abuttors haven't been notified, preliminary plan-- its-- I

disagree its 60 ft---- its not --- it doen't conform in that,

the location of property lines etc., not done; names of all
subdivisions immediately --~ names of record of other adjacent
parcels not subdivided including etc., not included; location
and size of proposed or existing sewers,water mains, culverts
and so on so forth brooks etec.---1 don't see these things

“properly"---lr. Plumb broke in and said that he would be

happy, to point out to the Board the specific items as Mr.Fallon
read them down in that check list they all were on the plan.
Mr.Fallon:"Well , alright where are all the abuttors of MNr.
Harriman's land, Where are all the --- including across abutting
streets, streams and rights of way, where ate the names over
here"?(pointing to land across 0ld Buxton Road).

Mr. Plumb claimed that that applied only to subdivistons. bir.
Fallon corrected him, reading from the 4th. paragraph under
6.1.2 on Page 7.

Mr. Elliott said the objection was noted. Mr.Fallon once again
contended that there was no gsurvey of the tract.

Mr. Fallon then referred to drainage saying that, by certifi-
cation by an expert in that field, the fun-off would be
increased by 150 percent, and it is going to flow down into
the streams. He questioned how they could make thatr state-
ment when they don't indicate who owns the stream. He said
that he thought that they are absolutely bound to show that
they owm to the streams. He stated that the map, is still
errouious. Mr. Fallon said;" that these easements you are
simply giving by Just plaé¢ing little rights-of-ways--- not
only 18 lots but you're subdividing into 20 or 25 lots
because your bringing rights-of-way into people who can

then do whatever they see fit with their land, you have no
committment as to what is going to happen to this particular u
property down here, evidently its going to be a land-locked
piece belonging to Mr.Harriman if they give this to the
resource conservation- and that's “Plummer(pointing to adjacent
land) and Harriman ends up with a strip of land down here
along the river with a right-of-way to it, then he can
subdivide that Just--- it's a piece of land that will be left
all by itself for him to do whatever he wants with it not
responsible to any restrictions. That is why you have that
little rule in there that indicates what the remaining

land and the tract is going to--- proposed use is, so that
you don't give rights to people and then, as Mr,--- I

haven't seen any commitiment by Mr. Harriman that this going
to remain a wood lot forever and ever or that wherever he
ownsg up here is going to remain a wood lot, of from Grace
Smith or from Ted Plummer. You'we given rights-of-way to Ted
Plummer who owns quite a substantial tract of land. And may
well want to subdivide it sometime. Now, he has the right as’™
Hegr ags I --- I haven't seen the right-of-way that they

have deelled out to him --- to come in there.Same thing with
Grace Smith; she has 10 acres she's selling them three and
afraction so she has é acres which is subject to future
subdivision. We have another right-of-way which evidently
you've moved over between lot 5 and 6 to land - I ptesume
it's Mr. Harriman's up in that area'"- The Chmn asked Mr.Fallon
if it was his contention that the subdivider is required to
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procure from all abuttors a letier of intent with respect to
their abutting property. Mr.Fallon said that he was pointing
-out that rights-of-way were being given to the abuttors who
are then free to do any sukdivion or development they want
to. Mr.Elliott commented that it would have to be subject to
Planning Board approval. Fallonreplied that it would not
necessarily be subject +to Planning Board approval; they al
could sell a couple of lots off without any subdivision approv
‘Mr. Elliott pointed out that , in his opinion, because that
parcel of land, as a unit, was now being divided into 18 or

19 lots that approval for further subdivision must be obtained
by Mr.Harriman to, hypothetically, develop one lot. Mr.Fallon
asked if he included Grace Smith; Mr.Elliott replied, he did
but then corrected himself stating that he wasn't sure just
how many lots her land was being divided into. He then told
Mr.Fallon that his objection was understood. Mr.Fallon asked
what objection Mr.Hlliott started to refer to Hr.Fallon's
foregoing lengthy discourse getting only to "rights~of-ways”
when Mr.['allon broke in as follows:"They heve made commith-
ments about what they are going to do to the Brook and they o
don't own it in the areas where thedr planning to dump water".

Mr.Fallon said he had made his cage. He said that he was very
disappointed that the Board had adopted the posture that it
had, that he took exception to the closed meeting. He thought
the plan should come to public hearing and "that there should
be a minimum of 30 days".He said the Board was asking him

to come in with a surveyor which is to push him to expense
which he d@idn't think was indicated under the circumstances
to get g surveyor simply becausethe applicant is including
L.M.Inc's. land in to; to protect their intereste they have to
hire a surveyor when the applicamt has the burden of proof,
that, it is solely upon the subdivider to show that he owns
what he claims to own and that kexzwKzxwkaixkeXEIAIMEXXBXBNKR
that is the intention of the Regulations, and it is the
intention that everybody he notified so that if anyone has
objections they can be made known early. He again said that he
had made his point, that he couldn't believe that his objections
were noted only to be ignored. He cautioned that " his Irigh
is up" and assured that, in esgence, the matter will be taken
to court. - '

The Chmn. asked if anyone had anything further to add.

Mr. Goodwin moved as follows: that the Planning Board approve
the amended Preliminary Plan subject to the applicant notifiy-
ing all abuttors of the amended plan and that a public hear-
ing be held on consideration of the Final Plan within 45 days
subsequent to D.E.P. approval of the Preliminary Plan and

that the applicant provide engineering data showing that
rpoper drainage facilities will provide for sukface water-
run-off. Mr. Plumb pointed out that all of the abuttors have
had notice and therfore , wanted to understand what action this
motion , if passed, would demand of him.

The Chmn. said that he should gend notice to the abuttors by
mail in the same matter as was done for the D.E.P. application
advising them that there has been an amended Preliminary Plan
filed , and include in the notice whatever action the Board
takes by the motion and advise them that there will be a
public hearing on the Final Plan prior to its approval.
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Mr. Plumb said that the D.E.P. would hold a public hearing

and asked if this meant that there would be two public hearings
Mr,Fallon pointed out that the D.E.P. hearing would normally
be in Augusta. He didn't feel that Waterboro people should be
inconvenienced by a trip to Augusta and favored on in Town.

Mr. Kasprzak emphasized the three important points in the
motion(1) that all legitimate abuttors be notified of the
amended plan . (2) that there would be a hearing on the Final
Plan before approval and (3) that the Board wanted unquest- :
tonable assurance in the form of detailed drawings with relative
elevations, if necessary, that the additional surface water
would be disposed of effectively and without any encroachment
upon property of others.

Returnming to the matter of the hearing Mr. Fallon volced the
opinion felt that, regardless of whether or mot the D.E.P.
held a hearing in Waterboro, the Planning Board should hold
its own, mainly to achieve better rapport with the local
people and understanding of loccal issues.

Mr. Plumb stated for the record that they well send to land
Management,Inc.; a notice as contemplated by the vote but,

in so doing , only because Mr.Fallon claims %o be an abuttor.
However, in =o doing the applicant would be , in no way,
conceding that Land Man,agement Inc¢., iz not an abuttor to
the land proposed to be purchased by Nolette & Payeur Assoc.

Mr. Fallon says"not only an abuttor , but,a party to the proc-
eeding because Land Management Inc., land is a part of the
parcel sutended by the amended plan. '

The motion was seconded by Mr. Kellett.

The vote was carried by 3 affirmative and one abstaining.

Mr.Fallon said that if the plan is to be signed it should have=
the conditiong on it.

. Mr.Kasprzak asked Mr,Plumb if he would like to have a letter

stating that the amended plan was approved and stating the
conditions of approval. Mr,Plumb said he would. He further

said that he thought that they would be able to convince

the Board that the proposed drainage would be satisfactory.

He said that he surposed he could guickly send out the notives
and send to the Chmn. a list of those to whom the notices

were sent. He said the thing he was interested in was to be
able to tell the D.E.P. that the amended plan had been approved.

Mr. Elliott suggested that the motion be incorporated in a
letter to Mr. Plumb. He said he thought that it would be
sufficiently clear that every contingency need not be
complied with until the Final Approval hearing.

Mr. Plumb said that the way he understood the motion was that
they show evidence of having complied with the conditions

at the time of the hearing along with other submissions,

but for the moment they had preliminary approval.

Mr. Elliott suggested that Mr. Plumb send out the notices
forthwith; Mr. Plumbt concurred.
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Mr. Plumb said his understanding was that, at the hearing,
‘having complied with the conditions of the approval, =
the Final Plan would then be considered.

Mr. Kasprzak pointed out that the amended plan will be reviewed
at the time of the hearing to see that all conditions have

been met; further should the Final Plan be brought in at that
-time it would not necessarily be approved at that time. Mr.
Plumb said he undersitood that.

Mr.Fallon (speaking about the present) contended that any
signing of plang would have to include all the information on
the conditions on which the preliminary approval was given.

Mr. Elliott suggested that the record reflect, so that there
is no questlon about this in Mr.Plumbs mind, that the motion
be put in letter form, that it be stapled to the plan, and

the letter will be signed as well as the copy of the prelimin-
ary plan. A note below the signatures will refer to the

letter as being a part of the plan. Two plans will be signed
one for the file and one for the applicant. The plan for the
applicant was to be prepared and forwarded by mail. Mr.Dyer
brought up the request of Me.Fallon for copies of all
digcourse and plans submitted or received relative to this
matter and asked Town Counsel's opinion as to whether or

not the availability of this material to him or any qualified
person at the Town Office would not be sufficlent. Mr.Elliott
said he didn't know pf any duty the Planning Board has provide
Mr.Fallon these coples they are, as a matter of law, public
records, that he could come up and use them as he saw fit make
his own duplicates, and Mr. Elliott that is all the Planning
Board need do. Mr.Fallon said he was in the position as an
adverse party and he would point to the fact the Board had
invited the other people and failed to copy him, that

these other people were invited to the meeting without even
telling him the matter was coming up. He claims that as an

. adverse party in a quagi-judical matter he should get copies
of all discourse without having to xmkxwhaixkax come to the
Town Office frequently to see what has transpired - that the
Plannlng Board office was not always open.

Mr. Plumb requested permission of the Board to review his
proposed notice to the abuttors with Mr.Elliott before he
sent it out, There were no objections.

The Chmn. asked the Secretary to indent the plans to be signed
with an appropriate statement referring to the appended letter
as a part of the plan - it was done and two prints signed by
all but one member. Mr. Kasprzak suggested that Mr.Fallon be
given a prlnt of the amended plan. There being no objections
he was given one. Mr.Fallon remarked that he had not reling-
ushed any of his rights as an adverse party and that could
very well require further information and would exspect to

get it.

Meeting was adjourned at 10:35 p.m.

Rfspectfzé}%fgubmltted

Frank R ocodwil ecy.
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l | TOWN OF WATERBORO
' PLANNING BOARD

WATERBORO, MAINE

l MINUTES
SPECIAL MEETING - APRIL 7,1976 .

Meeting called to order at 7:45 p.m. by Chmn. Foglio; others
present were Raymond Kellett, Sheryl Smith, Stephen Kasprzak,
Phillip Gardner and Frank Goodwin.

The Chmn. called attention to the receipt of three (3) notices
of application to the Saco River Corridor Comm. to build as
follows: Mr. Kisley, lot 13%66, an addition to an existing
dwelling; Wm. Bradford Cushman and Jim Bauer, addition of bed-
room and storage area to a stone house off Chadbourne's Ridge
K and Mr. & Mrs. Lebel, a seasonal cottage on the Woodsome
Camp Rd. '

- The Chmn, called attention to a bill from Smith, Elliott & Wood

for attorney’s fee in the amount of $160.00. Mr. Kasprzak moved
that it be honored and turned over to the Selectmen to be paid
by the Town.

Attention was called by Chmn. Foglio to an abstract showing

- that Louis Wood had sold a lot off the same tract (No. 9 on

tax map No. 7) from which he had, within the last 5 years,
received approval for a subdivision containing four (4) other
lots. The guestion arose as to whether or not this was a
violation of the Subdivision Law which, in turn, raised the
guestion as to whether or not contiguous lots registered sep-
arately were considered, by the law, as one parcel. It was
agreed to have the Secretary request, by letter, an opinion
from Town Counsel. '

Mr. Gardner volunteered to transfer abstract details to existing
tax maps as the abstracts are received.

BEMMA LANDRY SUBDIVISION

The question had been raised by the Selectmen as to whether or
not Mrs. Landry was in violation of the Subdivision Law by cer-
tain sales of land and the changing of lot lines in a subdivision
granted prior to Sept., 1971. Since the sales had apparently
been made to abuttors, the Board found no violation and so

stated to Selectmen present.

ROSE WEBKS ~ Permit to Build

Mrg. Weeks seeks permission of the Planning Board to build a
house within the Shoreland Zone on Little Ossipee Lake. The
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| Secretary was instructed to ask Mrs. Weeks to participate in an

on-site inspection of the site at 11:00 am on Sat., April 10th.
ZONING -~ Proposal from Land Use Consultants, Inc,

' Mr. Kasprzak moved, Mr. Kellet seconded and the vote was unani-

mous to have the Secretary invite Mr. Goodnow or whomever he
might select to represent Land Use Consultants, Inc. at a spec-
ial meeting of the Board on April 14th. to discuss their pro-
posal in connection with the land planning study.

Meeting adjourned at 10:15 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

a%m @W

Frank Goodwin
Secretary

Approved by:




TOWN OF WATERBORO
PLANNING BOARD

WATERBORO, MAINE

MINUTES
Regular Meeting April 14,1976

Meeting openeL at 8:00 p.m. by Vice Chmn. Ronald Dyer;

dghers present were Raymond Kellett, Sheryl Smith, Stephen .
Kaspzrak , Philip Gardner and Frank Goodwin;Mr.Gardner

was empowered to vote. -
The reading of the minutes was waived, the Treasurer's report-
ed a balance as of April 1 of$776.08 and this report was
approved. ' ' ,

Attention was called to a notice from the S.R.C.C. regarding
proposed consiruction, by Alfred Hettling, within the
Corridor in Waterboro. _

ROSE WEEKS

The on-gite inspection of Mrs.Weeks on April 10 th. attended
by Sheryl Smith, Philip Gardner, Stephen Kasprzak and

Frank Goodwin, was discussed . Several suggestions made

by the Board membera were agreeable to Mrs.Weeks who was to
pickup an application form and present it to the Board.

The findings and suggestions of the investigative committee
being satisfactory to the Board it was voted that the Secretary
to be empowered to-approve the application if it complied
with the understanding between Mrs, Weeks and the committee
at the on-site inspection.

JOSEPH P. MARCOUX - ‘

En application by Mr. Marcoux for a permit to repair both

nis boat house and a retaining wall (on Little Ossipee Lake)
was discussed and determined that Planning Board approval
was not required. Although he was so informed by phone that
evening , during the meeting , the Secy. was instructed

to confirm it by letter pointing out that, if the malntinance
was beyond the normal high water mark, he should check

with the E.P.A.; he should also check with the local
Building Inspector.

CHAS. H. CHANTILAND
Applied for a permit for similar work. The letter in the
same language was sent to Mr.Chantland.

DAVIE SUBDIVISION Stephen Kasprzak - Permit to Build,

Steve Kasprzak brought up the proposal of building on Lot #1
in complaiance with details discussed with the same on-site
inspection, =mmdxdtidwriiyxfriimwimgxiixcommitiee as inspected
Mrs.Week's proposal, and directly following it. He displayed
a sketch reflecting the details asdiscussed and said that he
was sbout to have a soil test, He stated that owner of the
lot & structure was to be Ms. June Mann of Canton, Mass.

Mr. Gardner moved, Mr.Kellett seconded and the Board
unanimously voted to grant the permit upon completion of

a formal application which if it did comply with the Boards
understanding , could be approved by the Secretary.
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Mr. Dyer called attention to: a letter which had been written
to Land Use Consultant Inc. asking a representative to be at
the present meeting to discuss their proposal on the Zoning
study. Mr,GoodR®¥W had to decline at the last minute, because
of death in the family. Aletter was to be written to him

to try to make the April 28, meeting.

A letter to Mr, Elllott ,Town Counsel , datedApril 8, request-
ing his presnece at the Aprll 21, meeting to discuss Subdivision
Regulation Revig&ions. Mr, Ellioti's reply stated he would be
present on that date at 7:30 p.m.;

A letter to Mr. Elliott regarding the status under the
Subdivigion law of contiguous parcels, now possedsed by one
owner, which , at the time of purchase by said owner, may

have been separately registered. Mr.Elliott's reply stated
that, unless separated by raods etc.,

contigous lots, of less than 40 acres each, were to be
considered collectively as one parcel. lr.Goodwin stated

that this question was prompted by the sale of a lot, by

Mr. Louis Wood , out of a parcel which had already been
subdivided but which subdivision did not include this lot,
therefore, as discussed at a previous meeting, Mr.Woodwas

in violation and the Selectmen would be so notified; The notice
of a court action, by Land Management Inc. against , among
others, the Waterboro Planning Board 1in connection with
"Brookside" subdivision as proposed by Nolette & Payeur,Assoc.
The Secretary had left a copy at Town Counsels office with

his receptioness , distributed copies to all members of the

" Board present and given one to the Selectmen.

CETA :

The Selectmen inquired if the Planning Board could use, to
ite advantage , a person with commensurate gualifications

in its zoning and planning activities. The Pkinning Board

request a little time for consideration of the matter.

The Board voted that a copy of L.U.C. Ine. proposal be sent
to the Town Counsel for comment,

Sheryl Smith suggested consideration of a moratorium on
subdivisions until acceptance of a zoning ordinance.
Mr.Dyer suggested that, rather than act on the matter
immediately that it be given considerable thought and that
gpecific reasons for and benefits of such a move be brought
before the Board. The matter was left there.
Meeting adjourned at 10:15 p.m.
X Epectfully submitted,
ﬁ -
Frank ﬁf?goodw gecy
Approved Dby:




l TOWN OF WATERBORO
PLANNING BOARD

WATERBORO, MAINE

April 15,19?L

To: BOARD OF SELECTMEN W

From¥ Waterboro Planning Board

Tt is the opinion of the Waterboro Planning Board that
Mr. Louis Wood by sale of a lot to Walter A & Helen E.

. Garnett, on Oct. 24, 1975 without subdivision approval,

is in violation of the Subdivision Law, having sold 4 lots
from the same parcel ( lot 9 on sheet 7 of tax maps)
within the last five years. '



l TOWN OF WATERBORO
PLANNING BOARD

© WATERBORO, MAINE

MINUTES
Special Meeting April 21,1976

Meettng called to order by Chmn. Foglio at 7:35 p.m.; others
present were Raymond Kellett, Ronald Dyer, Stephen Kasprzak,

Phillip Gardner, and Frank Gogodwin. Attending was Town Couneel,
Roger Elliott. Bhe Chmn. empowered Mr., Kaspzak to vote in the
absence of Sheryle Smith.

Mr. Kasprzak , due to the volume of budiness to be covered
motion td waive the discussion and approval of previous
minutes until the next meeting; Mr.Dyer seconded and it was
unanimously voted.

The Chmn. called attention to a letter from the State Planning
. 0ffice which requested the Boards opinion as to the effective-
ness of the Regional Planning Office. Action was deferred
until the next meeting.

The Chmn. read a letter from Sheryl Smith tendering her
resignation from the Planning Board.

The meeting was turned over to Town Counsel.

CQURT ACTION - By ILand Management Inc.

Mr, Elliott gave a brief dissertation on the legal aspects -
of the court action., He said that the Board should proceed
normally with business relating to the Brookside subdivision.
He said that, for now, the matter, as it affects the Planning
Board would be in his hands and that he wokld keep the Board
anf the Municipal Officers informed as he deems necessary..

LAND USE CONSULTANTS INC. Proposal :
Mr, Elliott pointed out that in the Bpard's discussion
with L.U.C. Inc. it should require that a description of
- all data to be finally provided to the Board be clearly
stated and that one should be a deyailed map of the Town
showing each proposed zone and its difinitive boundaries.

His further comment was that, under paragraph 4, a deter-
mination should be made for all lot sizes, not Just residentail,
He emphasized the importance of an in-deplilt Gomprehensive

Plan as a product of the study and cautioned that a clear
understanding should exist as to what the responsibilities

of L.U.C. Inc. would be in this matter. Mr. Kasprzak

pointed out that the L.U.C. INc. was to be asked to .provide
information for and assistance in the expansion of the
Comprehensive Plan.
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SUBDIVISTON REGULATIONS Revisions
Mr., Elliott Made the following comments:

Abuttors: definitions for abuttors should be cleared
up either under Articile IV, "Definitions"”
or under 6.1.8. or both.

6.1.8. The best way to cliarify this paragraph
would be to have it read: "Shall notify
all land ownerg within" a certain distance
from the boundaries of the proposed
development. This would leave "abuttors" to
cover contiguous land-owners only.

8.1.5. as propoded addition to page 13: Counsel qu
questioned the work ability and, perhaps,
the legality of this proposal amd recom-
mended it be given more thought.

8.3, page 13 should refer to existing minicipal
County or State ordinances rather than
to definite sizes of lots or set-backs ete.

Abandonment of Town Roads.

Coungel recommended that thh matter of
abandonment of little- used Town roads
be discussed in order to forestall ex-
cessive expenditures brought about by
the development of a subdivision thereon.
The Board can make no regulation to deal
with such a sitiation as it stands.

v 74105 It was the consensus that this paragraph
relative to requiring surety from the
applicant prior to Final Approval should
be reconsidered.

On advice of Counsel, received as a result of a guestion from
the Board relative to the use of a tape-recorder merely,

for note-taking by the Secretayy, conzersation will no longer
be taped, unless upon some gpecial occasion, sugh as a hearlng
or similar. The minutes will be made up from these "notes”

and such other information that the Secretary shall accumulate.

Meeting adjourned 9:30 p.m.

;gﬁfpectfully ubmltted

Frank R. Goodwin ,Secy.



Minutes of April 21, 1976 Meeting
Approved By:




l . TOWN OF WATERBORO
PLANNING BOARD

WATERBORO, MAINE

MINUTES
Special Meeting April 28,1976

Meeting called to order at 7:45 p.m. by Chairman Foglio;
others present were Ronald Dyer, Stephen Kasprzak, Phillip
Gardner and Frank Goodwin. Both Mr.Kasprzak and Mr.Gardner
were empowered by the Chmn. to vote.Mr. Stanley Goodnow
was present to discuss L.U.C. Inc's. proposal.

MINUTES .

Mr, Gardner moved and Mr.Dyer seconded that the minutes for
“the meeting of March 31, April 7 and 14 be accepted as
written: the motion was unanimously carried.

CORRESPONDENCE : ‘ '

The Chmn. called attention to the following correspondence which
is now on file:

from Peter Plumb re, the drainage on Brookside
Subdivision; ‘

from a Robt. H. Cuillo, zoologist, offering his
professional service when and if desired;

from S.M.R.B.C. a copy of their review of Brookside
Subdivision indicating that, in their opipton,

a hearing was not necessary.

The Secretary announced that Jerry Simpson, the present Assit.
C.E.0. in Sanford , has been appointed C.E.0. in Waterbore and
was to have been present. Business made it impossible for him
to attend. He intends to attend the next meeting.

ket

Mr.Kasprzak announced he had been told by a representative of
the U.$.8.C.S. that the medium intensity soil conservation
service will be completed " by the end of Spring”.

Lc U- C- INQ. —EI‘O'DOS&;L : )
Mr,Gardner asked Mr. Goodnow why was a scale of 1 inch equals
1500 ft., chosen for the base map. Mr.Goodnow replied that it

was necessary to choose a scale that would result in a map

size which was as definitive as possible consistent with a

size that was conviently manageable and with a easily applicable
scale. In response to a gquestion of why not use 5 or 10 ft.
contours rather than the proposed 20 ft. Mr.Goodnow replied

that the shorter contours would cost in the order of $9,000.

Mr. Dyer moved and Mr.Goodwin seconded that the Board contract
for both the land use package and the investigation and analysis
of a potential water supply at a cost of $46,000. for the former
and $4,000. for the latter. Mr. Goodwin moved the amendment,
seconded by Mr.Kasprzak, that the proposad be rewritten to
reflect the changes discussed during the evening's discussion.
Both the amendment and the main motion were unanimously

voted in the affirmative..
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TAPING OF MEETINGS

lir,Kaspraskx moved and Mr. Gardner seconded that the meetings
no longer be taped but that the tape recorder be used by the
Secretary only for dictated notes. The affirmative vote was
unanimous. :

MR. PAUUETTE
Mr.Kasprzak moved, Mr.Gardner seconded and it was unanimously
voted to permit Mr Paguette to build a porch on hig camp on

‘Little Ossipee Lake.

Meeting adjourned-at 10:45 p.m,

Raspectfull ? mitted,
ﬂﬁ;ﬁﬁ?ﬂ

Frank R. oodwin, Secy.

Approved by:




:Rogef Elliott;Esq.
199 Main. St,'

“Chairman

‘Douglas Foglio :
Vioe Chalrman

‘Ronald Jiyer,-
Frank Goodwin, i oecretary
‘Raymond Kellett, . Nember
~Phillip Gardner, = Member
.Stephen Kauprzak,,Assoc.
James Hamllton.




l TOWN OF WATERBORO
PLANNING BOARD

WATERBORO, MAINE

MINUTES
L Regular Meeting , May 12,1976

Megting was callled to order at 8:00 p.m. by Vice Chmn. Ronald Dyer;
others present were Raymond Kellett, Phillip Gardner, Stephen
Kasprzak, James Ha milton and Frank Goodwin. Mr. Kasprzak was
empowered to vote. Mr. Hamilton was welcomed as a new associate
member replacing Phillip Gardner who was made a regular member.
Dana and Daniel Woodsome and William Earle were present , in
connection with school work, to obzerve Planning Board operation.
Waterboro's new.Code Enforcement Officer , Mr. Jerry Simpson

was also present for the first time. He will be given notice

of meetings. :

MINUTES :

Phillip Gardner moved, Stephen “Kasprzak seconded and it was
unanimously voted to approve the minutes of the April 21 st.
meeting. Stephen “Kasprzak moved, Phillip Gardner seconded
and it was unanimously voted that the minutes of the April
28 th. meeting be approved.

TREASURERS REPORT

Mr, Goodwin reported that since there had been no expenditures
in April the balance remained $776.08, the same as in April.
Mr. Kellett moved Mr. Kasprzak seconded and the vote 1o
approve the report was unanimous.

LAND USE CONSUETANTS, INC.- Zoning Situdy

Mr., Kasprzak moved, Mr. Kellett seconded and the vote unanimous
to have Vice Chmn. Dyer, in the absence of Chmn. Foglio, sign
the contract with L.U.C., Inc. in the amount of $20,000. to w
work with the Planning Board in developing a zoning ordinance
along with all necessary supporiing data and to investigate

- Waterboro's water resoures; that the Secretary was to forward
the:signed cébntract to L.U.C.,Inc.

: Ob\ MQS'¥
Mr. Kasprzak reported that L.U.C.,Inc. has eiready completed
the Pase Map; that the ¥.5.8.C.S. has completed the medium i

"intensity soil study and that L.U.C.,Inc. is going to purchase

foom the Federal Government photographs of the completdd soils
maps for use in the land use study. :

BROOKSIDE SUBDIVISION ’ :

The Board had just received from S.M,R.P.C.,mailed May 7,1976
a copy of the D.E.P. approval,on April 28,1976 of the proposed
Brookside Subdivigion. It was reecalled that the Board had voted
to hold a hearing on the subdivision within 45 days of D.E.P.
approval. Attention was called to the receipt of a.copy of a
motion by Town Counsel to the Court to dismiss L.M.,Inc. suit
against the Planning Board in connection with Brookside.
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SUBDIVISTON REGUIATIONS  Revisions

Mr. Kasprzak moved , Mr. Goodwin seconded and the vote was
unanimous , to hold a public hearing on June 9, 1976 at 7:30
p.m,at the Town House on first , the proposed revisions to
the Subdivision Regulations and second, the Brookside
Subdivision, in that order. Mr. Kasprzak suggested that Nolette
& Payeur and Land Management , Inc. be apprised with in the
week of the plans for the hearing to ensure that each party
had the date open. The Secretary is to have the revisions
typed and duplicated, including changes discussed with Town
Counsel, ready for review and action at a special Blanning .
Board meeting on May 19,. Mr. Kasprzak moved, Mr. Goodwin
geconded and the vote was unanimous to ask Town Counsel and
the C.E.0. to be present at the hearing on June 9 th.

BY TAWS

Mr. Kasprzakmoved, Mr,Kellett seconded and the vote was
unanimous to defer discussion of the proposed Planning
Board By-laws until next meeting thereby giving the members
a chance to refresh their memory on them. '

RITCHIE

Mr. Kaspraak moved , Mr. Gardner seconded and the vote was

3 affirmative with Mr.Kellett abstaining to avoid possible
conflict of interest implications, to.allow Mr. Ritchie to
extend his porch parallel byt not nearer to the shore line

as indicated up on his application and contingent upon review
on the site by the C.E.0., and his favorable report as to its
practicability; further that the Secretary be empowered to
approve the application sending a copy to Mr. Ritchie.

Meeting adjourned at 9:00 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

; T2k Jp u%{éf/;/74f/(_/

Frank R. Goodwin, Secy.
Approved by:

KoL




" TOWN OF W/\TI‘RBORO
PLANNIVG BOARD -

S WATEREORO MAINE

ey th,976 0

; --'NO].é"G't-e &Payeur Assoc,-:]i-
"'---Biddeford_u_Mairie 0M005 -

?fGentlemen:i

ffThe Waterboro Plannlng Board plans to hold a hearlng on the-;;ﬁ -
. proposed Brookside Subdivision on. June 9, 19?6 at ?st p Ma
-at: the Waterboro Town House.; L SR _

'rf The purpose of: thls riotice is to ascertaln if you w111 be.f
- able to attend. Please reply forthwith in order that, if

'*necessary. other arrangements can be made.:

77521{44 /"r4¢»4»¢fbvﬂw/@*f’F"“

Frank R. Goodw1n, Secy. S




l - | TOWN OF WATERBORO
PLANNING BOARD

WATERBORO, MAINE

MINUTES
Special Meeting May 19,1976

The meeting waJ called to order at 7:50 p.m. by Chairman
Foglio; others present were Raymond Kellett, Ronald Dyer,
James Hamilton and Frank Goodwin. In the absence of Mr.
Gardner, who was ill, Mr,.Hamilton was empowered to vote.
C.E.0. Jerry Simpson was present. Mr, Kasprzak was absent
due to urgency of private business.

Chmn. Foglio proposed that, although the proposed by-laws
had not been adopted, the Board follow the order of business
proposed therein. There were no objections.

MINUTES :

Due to the questionable accuracy of the recording of a
statement by Mr. Kasprzak the consideration and approval
of the minutes of May 12th. meeting were deferred.

CUMMUNICATIONS & BILLS

The Chmn. read a notice from the S.R.C.C. relative to a public
hearing to be held at SACOPEE High School in Hiram on an
appllcatlon for a variance filed by John Bennett on parcel
1397 & 98 in Arrowhe#d. Ray Kellett moved,Ron Dyer seconded
amd the vote was unanimous that, for the conveience of the
Townspeople, publlc hearings on such and other similar
matters be held in the town in which the property is located.
The Chmn. read a letter of general malling to board members
from the S.M.R.P.C. relative to a General Commission meeting
to be held Tuesday evening, May 25 at 7:30 p.m., at the Alfred
Courthouse on the subjects of water pollution control,State
funding prlorlty list for such control, and the relatlon of

a program setting standards and goals for State and 1ocal

law enforcement. _

QOID- BUSINESS

By-Laws: Mr,Goodwin moved and Mr. Hamilton seconded
that discussion of the By-Laws be deferred until the
author, Mr. Gardner, is present to participate; the
vote was unanimous.

Revision to Subdiv. Reg: Mr.Dyer moved and Mr.Kellett
seconded that the proposed revisions to the Subédivis-
ion Regulations be accepted. The vote was three
affirmative and one abstaining. These proposed
revisions will be on file and will be discussed at
the public hearing on June 9 th.
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NEW BUSINESS

Pete Thompson: Mr., Thompson states that he has an

op¥ion to buy from a John Holton a cottage on Little
Ossipee Lake dependent upon being allowed to enclose

a porch on the lake side and then buildimg a new porch
yet farther toward the Lake and has made an application
for a permit for this construction. He was referred to
the Selectmen, acting as Board of Appeals, for a variance
in set-back which was granted, Mr.Kellett moved, MNr,
Dyer seconded and the vote was unanimous #%that the permit
be granted contingent upon ownership of the property by
Mr,Thompson and the receipt of a letter from the
Selectmen to Mr. Thompson notifying him that the
variance had been granted; further, that the C.E.O.
would ensure that the application bore a more

accurate plan and more explieit information regarding
the dimensions. Chmn. Foglio signed the application.

Meeting adjourned at 10:00 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

t_ﬁéafiﬁ?f{‘ ' /\// i:/zéi&-gégw%

Frank R, Goodwin , Secy.

Approved by:

LUAP J

f L
V. C 7
"‘q;lh’> 5

‘?‘ﬁVIA 1_;4_-’4’“’;1.'__4‘
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TOWN OF WATZRBORC

Land Subdivision Regulations of the Planning Board

FROPOSED REVISIONS — MAY 19, 1976

(Note: Page numbers refer to pages in the existing Regulations.)

Fage 2, add "L" which will read:

L, Will not result in an unreasonable burden upon school
facilities.

Page 2, Definitions, add:

.gputtor: One whose pfoperty is contiguous to the
perimeter of the tract developed or pro=-
posed for development.

Page 3, Definitions, Official Submit@al Date, now reads:

Official Submittal -
___Dates The time of submission of a Preapplication
' ' Plan or sketch, Preliminary Subdivision Flan
or Final Subd1v151on shall be considered the
date submitted, if at a regular meeting, or,
if not at a7regular meeting, the date of the
next regular meeting. '

Change to Read: = The date of submission of a Preapplication
Plan or sketch plan, a Preliminary Subdivision
Plan or a Final Subdivision Plan shall be the
date of the meeting at which it is submitted.
Upon receipt of a plan or any application, the
municipal reviewing authority shall issue to
the applicant a dated receipt. Within thirty
(30) days from the receipt of an application,
the municipal reviewing authority shall notify
the applicant in writing either that the app-
lication is'a complete application or, if the
appllcatlonuls not complete, the specific add-

“itional matérial needed to nake a complete app-
lication. After the municipal reviewing auth-
ority has determined that a complete applica-
tion has been filed, it shall notify the app-
licant and begin its full evaluation of the
proposed subdiV131on. '

Page 3, Definitions, add:

Tract or Parpel: A tract or parcel of land is defined as all
' contiguous land in the same ownership, pro-
vided that lands located on opprosite sides of
a publlc or: prlvate road shall be considered
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each a separate tract or parcel of iand
unless such road was established by the
owner of land on both sides-thereof.

Page_a. Definitions, Subdivision, now reads:

fubdivision: The division of a tract or parcel of
land into three or more lots within any
five year period, whether accomplished
by sale, lease, development, building
or otherwise,except when the division
is accomplished by inheritance, gift to
a relative or order of the court. A

, gift, if regarded by the Board as an

: : intent to avoid the objectives of this

i regulation, will not be exempted. This

definition shall apply to both resident-

ial and non-residential uses,mobile-

home parks,campgrounds and the resub-

division of land.

In determininyg whether a lot or parcel
of land is subdivided, an owner may sell
rent, lease, etc., two lots, if he
retains the remainder for his own use
for a single-family dwelling..

|

i
i
H

R R A T T T A e i ki i T

The sale,lease,etc., of any lot or parcel
of 40 or more acres shall not be consid-
ered as being a part of a subdivision
unless such sale or lease is to avoid

the objectives of this regulation.

Subdivisions approved prior to Sept.
23,1971 by the Board or other authorized
Town officers or bodies, shall not be:
subject to municipal review,provided
that at least two lots have been sold

or leased.

Change to Reads A Subdivision is the division of a tract or
: parcel of land into three (3) or more lots

within any five (5) year period, which per-
iod begins after September 22, 1971, whether

: _ - accomplished by sale, lease, development,

] buildings or otherwise, provided that a

: _ o division accomplished by devise, condemna-

tion, order of court, gift to a person re-

lated to the donor by blood, marriage or

adoption, unless the intent of such gift is

to avoid the objectives of this section, or

by transfer of any interest in land to the

owner of land abutting thereon, shall not

be considered to create a lot or lots for the

purposes of this section.
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In determining whether a tract or parcel
of land is devided into three (3) ér more
lots,; the first dividing. of such tract or
parcel unless otherwise exempted herein,
shall be considered to create the first
two (2) lots and the next dividing of
either of said first two (2) lots, by
whomever accomplished, unless otherwige
exempted herein, shall be considered to
create a Jrd. lot, unless both such divide
ings are accomplished by a subdivider who
shall have retained one of such lots for
his own use as a single family residence

for a period of at least five (5) years

rior to such 2nd. dividing. Lotg of forty

540) or more acres shall not be counted as
lots.

Page 4, 5.1.1: Relocate to 5.1.3 and substitute the following as
5.1.1:

An applicant shall schedule an appointment with the
Secretary of the Planning Board or its authorized
representative to submit a Sketch Plan. Sketch
Plans will be received only at the regular Planming
Board Meeting which is held at 7:%0 p.m. on the
second Wednesday of each month in the Town Office.
Building, located on Lakewcod Drive, off 018 Alfred
Road.

Page 5, Under PRELIMINARY PLAN, insert:

Note: The Planning Board will not BECEDT & DT
liminary Flan for reveiw until the Pre-application
procedure has been completed. ‘

Page 5, 6.1.5 now reads:

6.1.5 Within 60 days after formal submission of a Pre-
liminary Plan, the Board shall take action to give
preliminary approval, with or without modification -
required, or the grounds for disapproval shall be
stated in the minutes of the Board and conveyed to
the applicant in writing. Prior to approval of the
Preliminary Plan, the Board may hold a public hearing.

Change to read:Within 60 days after formal submission of a completed
Preliminary Plan Application, the Board shall take
action to give preliminary approval, with or without
modification required, or the grounds for disapproval
shall be stated in the minutes of the Board and con-
veyed to the applicant in writing. Prior to approval
‘of the Preliminary Plan, the Board may hold a public
hearing. -
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Page 6, 6.1.8 now reads:

6.1.8 The developer shall notify the abuttors, by regis-

" tered mail, of his proposed subdivision, stating
that they will h%%g-thirty (30) days frem the mail-
ing date in whichjregister with the Planning Board
by appearence or by mail, any objections to or comm=
ents upon it: the developer shall at the same time

send a copy of the notice to the Board.

Change to read:Within seven (7) days after submitting the Prelimin-
ary Plan, the developer shall notify, by registered
mail, all property owners within. two hundred (200)
feet of the perimeter of the proposed development
of his intentions. 3Said notice shall inform them
that they have seven (7) days from the mailing date
in which to register, by mail, with the Waterboro
Planning Board, their adwerse reaction and comment
relative to the proposed subdivision. The developer
shall, at the same time, send a copy of the mnotice
and list of those notified to the Board.

Page 7, paragraph 11, now reads:

11. Deed description and map of survey of tract boundary,
made and certified by a registered land surveyor, tied
to established reference points. Reference to lot
number or numbers as shown on the Town Tax Maps and
Book and Page of the recording. :

Change to read:Deed description of and plan of perimeter survey of
tract to be developed, made and certified by a Regis-
tered Land Surveyor and tied to established permanent
reference points; reference to lot number or numbers
as shown on the Town Tax Maps, also book and page in
and on which the deed for the tract is recorded.

Page 8, add as 6.2,2:
6.2.2 Land covered by proposed subdivision shall be so0
marked in the field that the Planning Board may

readily observe locations of proposed roads and
lot corners while making its on-site inspection.

Page 9, 7.1,1, add to the end of the first sentence: (See Appendix 1Y)

Page 10, 7.2.1, THE FINAL PLAN, now reads:

----- and shall be submitted along with 2 white-back-
ground prints of it.-———~--
Change to read: - ---—-and shall be submitted along with 10 white-back~

ground prints of it.-————-- _
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- Page 11, 7.4.%, The second sentence now reads: If a subdivider

wishes t0o alter the approved plan he shall sub-
mit a revised plan consisting of the entire sub-
division or, if the plan consists of more than
one sheet, that entire sheet on which the altey-
ation is proposed.

Change to read: If a subdivider wishes to alter the approved plan
he shall submit a revised plan consisting of the
entire subdivision or, if the plan consists of
more than one sheet, that entire sheet on which
the alteration is proposed and if any lots have
been so0ld or are under sales contract, written
evidence shall be submitted that interested parties
have consented to the proposed changes.

- Page 13, 8.3 Lots, now reads:

8.3 Lots All house lots in a proposed subdivision shall be
layed out to have no less than one acre and no
less than 200 feet frontage on a street, except,
when abutting a turn-~around, the frontage shall be
not legs than 50 feet.

Change to read: Minimum lot sizes shall conform to whatever Munici-
pal, County, 3tate or Federal ordinance or statute
is applicable, the most restrictive taking preced-
ence,

Page 15, add:

8.7 Dry Hydrants The Board may require that the developer provide,

under the direction of the Fire Chief, a dry
hydrant for fire protection.

8.8 Green Belts

8.8.1 If the proposed subdivision abuts Routes 5 or 202
or 4, and all state-aid-roads, a strip of land not
less than 25 feet and not more than 100 feet in
width adjacent to said highway and running along
said highway may be required to be set aside as s
green belt, and the developer shall submit provi-
sions for maintaining this area. (A conservation
easement may be conveyed to the Town of Waterboro
over said strip.) Said green belt shall be shown
on the Preliminary and Final Plans.

8.8.2 If the proposed subdivision abuts a Town road, a
strip of land not less than 25 ft. or greater than
50 £t. in width and adjacent to said road and
running along said romd may be required to be set
aside as a green belt, and the developer shall sub-
mit provisions for maintaining this area (a conser=
vation easement may be conveyed to the Town of
Waterboro over said strip). Said green belt shall
be shown on Preliminary and Final Plans,
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8.9 Access Streets Where a proposed subdivision abuts or contains
an existing or proposed arterial street, the.
Board may require marginal access streets (street
parallel to arterial street providing access to
adjacent 10ts), reverse frontage (that is front-
age on & street other than the existing or pro-
posed arterial street) with green strip in
accordance with paragraphs 8.8.1 and 8.8.2 along.
the rear property line or such. other treatments
as may be necessary for adequate protection of
the residential properties and to afford separa-
tion of through and local traffic.

Add as Appendices %o the Subdivision Regulations:

A, Appendix I Preapplication Procedure for Subdivision
Approval ;
B. Appendix II Receipt of Application

C. Appendix III Applicatidn for Subdivision Approval -
Preliminary FPlan

D. Appendix IV Final Subdivision Plan Application Form
for Major Subdivision of Land - Planning
Board of the Town of Waterboro

E. Appendix V Technical Checklist of Material to be
Submitted for Use In Suybdivision Plan
Review

F. Appendix VI Administration Procedures: Checklist

for Use in Subdivision Plan Review



l o TOWN OF WATERBORO
PLANNING BOARD

WATERBORO, MAINE

MINUTES -

Regular Meeting, June 9,1976 .
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Meeting called! to order at 9:00.p.m.,by Chamn,Foglio,

others present were Raymond Kellett,Ronald Dyer,Phillip

Gardner, Stephen Kasprzak,Jdames Hamilton and Frank Goodwin.

Also in attendance were Code Enforcement Officer,Jerry

Simpson, Town Counsel Roger Elliott,Fernald Payeur, Atty.

Peter Plumb,David Haynes and William Flynt.

BROOKSIDE SUBDIVISTION

Atty,Plumb submitted to the Board, as submitted at a public
hearing held prior to the Regular Meeting, Exhifbit"A"
titled "Brookside Subdivision Abutting Land Owners";.
Exhitbit "B" Return Receipt Cards evidencing receipt of
notice by abuttors of the intentions of the Developer and
of the submisgion and approval of a Preliminary Plan for
Brookside Subdivision, including also unclaimed letters
containing notices; Exhitbit "C", a copy of the notice

sent to abuttors and finially, an affidavit by Mr.Plumb

and attested by Sylvia E. Polvinen on June 9,1976 , that he,
personally , undertook to serve notices not only to those
65 listed as abuttors in Exhitbit "A", but also to Land
Management Inc., owners of property directly across the
(0la Buxton) Road from the subdivision. All exhithits

were received by the Board and deemed to be in accordance
with Mr. Plumb's affidavit. The return receipt cards

were, by agreement of the Board, returned to Mr.Plumb,

but the original of the .affidavit and a copy of each
Exhitbit "A" and "C" were retained by the Board. Mr. Plumb
also presented a copy of the proposed Conservation Easement

which, being identical to a previously accepted for Beaver
Ridge, was found to be acceptable for Brookside.

The manner in which the Developer was to provide surety
against default on proposed improvements was discussed,
Mr, Dyer moved, Mr.Kellett seconded and the Board unanimously
voted that:
At least ten (10) days prior to the issue of any
building permit, the Developer shall provide an
amount of surety for improvements based upon the
following formula:
1. Ten dollars ($10.00) per linear foot for all
roads not brought to finished gravel grade
in accordance with Town specifications.
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2.Three dollars ($3.00) per linear foot for any
road brought to finished gravel grade but not
tarred to Town specifications.

3.At such time as any road covered by paragraph
1 above is brought to finished gravel grade, _
the amount of surety for such section or sections
shall be reduced to three dollars ($3.00) per
liniar foot. o -

4,A11 road construction shall be completed
satisfactory to Town specifications within
three (3) years from the date of posting of
the surety. '

5.Upon written approval by the Town Road Committee
to the Planning Board and the Developer that any
road has been completed in accordance with Town
specifications and standards all surety applying
to said road:(s) shall be released.

It was agreed that approval of the Final Plan assumed that
condition 5 under covenant in each deed would be revised
ag follows:
Inserted as the second sentence will be: "Access
to either lot shall be only from Brookside Road".
Inserted as the fourth sehtence will be: Compliance
- with this section may be enforced by the Town of
Waterboro.

These changes are written in ink on a sample deed which
was presented by Mr.Plumb, reviewed and other wise approved
by the Board. Mr.Kellett moved, Mr,Gardner seconded and

the Board unanimougly voted to approve the Final Plan,
dated May 1976, for Brookside Subdivision.

BRIAN HUNTRESS

The Huntresses had been having some difficulty with a bank
relative to whether or not their property was in subdivision
status due to conveyance, back and forth, of a parcel
between him and his father George Huntress ( an abuttor ).
Observing that such conveyances between relatives and/or
between abuttors without subdivigion approval was allowed,
Mr. Kellett moved, Mr.Dyer seconded and the Board unanimously
voted to direct the Secretary to write Mr.Huntress to this
effect,

Meeting adjourned at 10:30 p.m.

5%?spectful@ submitted,
s {52’*//% 1/12(,;//’77,/{/4'?{{/
n .

(¥
rank oodwin, Secy.
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Approved by:
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l , TOWN OF WATERBORO .
PLANNING BOARD

WATERBORO, MAINE

MINUTES
Special Meeting, June 16,1976

Meeting called to order at 7:30 p.m. by Chmn. Foglio;
others present were Raymond Kellett{acting Secretary)
Ronald Dyer, Phillip Gardner and Stephen Kasprzak. The
" Chmn. embowered Mr. Kasprzak to vote.

MINUTES

Jlinutes of May 12, under Zoning Study, second paragraph,
the word "already" was changed to "almost". Mr.Kasprzak
moved and Mr,Dyer seconded and the vote was unanimous
that the minutes be accepted.

BILLS

Mr.Kasprzak moved, Mr.Gardner seconded and the Board
unanimously voted that the Secretary turn the bill $1500.,
from Land Use Consultants,Inc. for the land use and zZoning
study( first installment) over to the Selectmen for payment.

The bill from S.M.R.P.C. of $11.15, for printing of the
Proposed revisions to the Subdivision Regulations was
approved for payment.

SUBDIVISION REGULATIONS- Proposed Revisions
Mr. Kasprzak moved,Mr.Kellett seconded and the Board

unanimously voted to revise the existing Subdivision
Regulatioaé to reflect the proposed revisgions,additions
and deletions which were presented at a public hearing -
held at the Town House on June 9,1976.

Mr.Kasprzak moved,Mr.Gardner seconded and the vote was
unanimous to instruct the Secretary to investigate the
matter of having 50 revised copies of the Subdivision
Regulations and 50 copies of the application blanks
reguired therein printed up by the 5.M.R.P.C. and, if it
is estimated to cost under $100,00, to proceed to have
it done.
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LAND USE STUDY

Mr. Stanley Goodnow of Land Use Consultants, Inc. was
present %o report on the progress of the land use and
zoning study. He displayed for consideration a preliminary
copy' of the Base Map. The following revisions and additions
were suggested:

1. That the names of towns contiguous to Waterboro
and the boundary lines between them where they
meet the Waterboro boundary be shown.

2. That the contour intervals be stated in feet
in the Legend.

3. That the names of all lakes and ponds be located
in the water area instead of the land area.

L, That a North arrow be placed in the upper
Right hand corner of the Map.

5, That the spelling of Hamilton be corrected.

6. That Lake Sherbourne be shown on the map and
that the boundaries of 21l lakes and ponds be more
clearly delineated.

7. That, where Route 4 , 5 and 202 lead off the
map, the Municipalities of Limerick, Sanford and
Biddeford be shown.

8, That the more densely settled areas be shown
in a smaller scale on additional sheets as required.

9, That a transparent composite of the Town Tax
Maps similar to the "Kéy" Map be made as an
overlay to the Base Map.

Mr. Goodnow said that he intended to make a reconnaissance
flight or flights over the Town to verify certain details.
e also said that he or some member of his firm would

be present at each regular meeting, at least , to give

a progress report.

Regpectfully submitted,

Approved by: 5?” )¢ / .
%45 /// ﬁ . {Z/Zf 14 ,/{ %{ \(A«’ﬁ‘—/ AL '7,4/4\—-/
) 2 el ALy Frank R. Goodwin , Secy.

T
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l , TOWN OF WATERBORO
PLANNING BOARD

WATERBORO, MAINE

MINUTES

Regular Meeting , July 14, 1976

Meeting was OPJned at 8:00 p.m. by Vice Chairman Ronald Dyer;
others present were ,Phillip Gardner, dJames Hamilton and
Frank Goodwin. James Hamllton was empowered to vote. Code
Enforcement Officer, Jerry Simpson was present.

MINUTES

Phillip Gardner moved and James Hamilton seconded that. the
minutes for the May 19, and June 9, 1976 meetings be accepted
as written; the vote was unanimous.

Additions were noted for the minutes of the June 16, 1976
meeting which will be considered for approval at the next
regular meeting.

COMMUNTICATIONS & BILLS

Mr, Goodwin moved , Mr. Gardner seconded and it was unanimously
voted that a bill of & 7.70 for a legal advertisement in the
Portland Press Herald be paid.

Mr. Gardner moved, Mr.Goodwin seconded and 1t was unanimously
voted that a bill for $1,900. rendered by Land Use Consultants,
Inc, in accordance wiih the contract be approved and turned
over to the Selectmen for payment. (It was given in hand to
Mr, Monteith following the meeting). As a part of his motion,
Mr. Gardner proposed that Land Usze Consultants, Inc. be
apprized of the fact that our regular meeting at which bills
are approved is held on the second Wednesday of each month

at 7:30 p.m., that his bill, after approval, is sent *to

the Selectmen for payment, thus i1t is nét possible to make
payment in 10 days as stated; further that Land Use Consultant
Inc. be informed that, although 1t is not written into the
_contract, the Board expected to have in attendance , at its
regular meetings, one of the firm with a comprehensive
progress report 4o use by the Board as evidence to the
Municipal Officers.

REPORTS

The Treasurer reported an expenditure of $11.15 in June for
printing leaving a balance of $713.20 as of July 1st.
Petty-cash showed a balance of $25.00 James Hamilton

moved, Phil Gardner seconded and the vote was unanimous

that the report be accepted.

The Secretary reported that he had been through the existing
Subdivision Regulations making notes where and what changes
were to be made and had turned the material over to the

Town Clerk for typing in final form.
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He maid he had also gotten from S.M.R.P.C. an estimate of
about $40,00 for printing 50 copies of the revised regulations
plus 50 copies each of application forms. He gaid that

when the revised regulations are typed he intended to compose
a table of contents and suggested that, each member having
been provided a copy of %the revision, contribute his ideas
thereto.

OID BUSSINESS

By-Laws: Phillip Gardner moved , Mr.Goodwin zeconded that
the proposed By-Laws , as submitted, be accepted. Discussion
indicated that the conensus desired a work and discussion
session on them,where upon the motion was defeated. MNr,
Gardner moved, Mr.Hamilton seconded and the vote was
unanimous to hold a work session on July 28 at 7:30 p.m.

NEW BUSINESS
Jerry Simpson brought in a form titled "Dwelling Unit
Inspection Record" which the Selectmen have decided to

- use in appraisal of real property and asked if the Board

wished to add anything to it for its own use. Because of
the Fact that it contained certain objectable inferrences
and connat ations the Board decided not to give its tacit
approval by making use of it.

Meeting adjouned , 9:30 p.m,

Respectfully submitted:
o 4 :
ng?%%%Jé /fjlyéhwyi%afﬁﬁ%f

Frank R. Goodwln, Secy.

Approved DBy:

et L4

P




TOWN OF WATERBORO
PLANNING BOARD

WATERBOROQ, MAINE

MINUTES

Regular Meeting , Aug.11,1976

Vice Chmn. Ronald Dyer called the meeting to order at 7:30
p.m.; others presemt were Raymond Kellett, Phillip Gardner,
Stephen Kasprzak , James Hamilton and Frank Goodwin., Jerry
simpson , Code Enforcement Officer and David Johnson of the
Conservation Commission were in attendence, Mr.Kasprzak was
impowered to vote. ‘

MINUTES

The minutes for the June 16,1976 and July 14, 1976 meetings
were unanimously accepted as written,

COMMUTCATIONS & BILLS

Letters from Land Use Consultants,Inc. dated July 15 and 26
were reviewed by the members and placed on file. Mr.Kasprzak
moved, Phillip Gardner seconded and the Board unanimously
voted to recommend to the Selectmen for payment a bill dated
July 30,1976, in the amount of $1900. representing the July
ingtallment of the cost of the Land use & zoning situdy.

REPORTS

Treasurer: Stephen Kasprzak moved, Phillip Gardner seconded
“and the members unanimously voted to accept the report of
the Treasurer as read.

By-Laws Committee: Mr. Gardner reported that the By-Laws
were in process of typing to reflect the changes recommended
in the work session of Aug.8th. on the same.,

NEW BUSINESS

TERRANCE HACKETT: Mr. Hackett submitted an application for
a permit to build a daylight basement under his cottage
facing Little Ossipee Lake. Mr.,Kasprzak moved,Mr.Kellett
seconded and the Board unanimously voted to grant the permit
contingent upon the conditions that the dirt excavated is

to be hauled away, that the slope from a point about 25 ft.
in front of the basement to the base of the slope not be
disturbed and that such yard as is disturbed be reseeded
within 30 days after completion of construction of the
basement.

JOUN BLUNT: Mr.Blunt brought in a plan of she subdivision
of a parcel into 2 lots to determine if approval was required.
Mr.Kasprzak, having prior knowledge of the matter pointed out
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that this parcel hdd been part of a larger parcel within
five yvears and that there was no domicile on the property
and, hence, approval would be required. The Secretary supplied
Mr.Blunt with a copy of the Regulations including the new
amendments and suggest to Mr.Blunt make application in the
pregcribed manner.

OLD BUSINESS

ILNAD USE STUDY: Mr. Stanley Goodnow of Land Use Consultants
Inc. along with Prof.Orlando Delogu,Arnold Biondi and David
Brownlie were present to make a progress report the land

vse study. Mr.Goodnow displayed 14 exhibits consisting

of a base map of the Town plus nine overlays showlng various
characteristics which would womprise the bases for zoning
andthe administration of the Subdivision Regulations.

During the early part of this presentation at least one of

the Selecimen were present; later all three Selectmen were

in attendance. The presentation of the material was very
demonstrative and impressive of the proposed thoroughness

of the study.Professor Delogu, now teaching at U of M Portland
in the Law College and having had a broad experience in

land planning, since it was a matter that Land Use Consultants,
Ine. felt it was their responsibility to censider and bring

it before the Town Officials and Planning Board, gave an
outline of the cercumstances surrounding certain land,

likely to fall to the Town due to default of taxes 1n which
he recommended, without any intent to encroach upon the
prerrogations of the Town Officials, that a plan of action

be well established prior to the event of such an evenituality.

The next meeting with Land Use Consultants,Inc. will be on
Sept.8, the regular meeting night. The Secretary is to
invite the Conservation Commission to attend. The intent is
to use the Town House for the meeting and the Secrelary

is to notify the Boy Scouts of this intent.

Mr.Goodnow pointed to the necessity for an early series of
work cessions on the study, whereupon , the Board agreed

that they should begin on Thurday, Sept.16, and continue

on the 23th. and 30 th. Mr.Kasprzak moved; Mr.Kellett seconded

- and the vote was unanimous , that the Secretary is to .notlfy

in due time, Selectmen and the Conservation Commission
of any and all work sessions on the study or the proposed
Zoning ordinance. Mr.Goodnow will send the Planning Board

.~ an agenda for each session and the Seceeiary is to forward

copies to both the Selectmen and Conservation Commission,
fiv. Goodnow left with the Board four prints of the Base
Map and promised to send four more by mail.

Meeting adjourned at 11:30 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

e
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Approved by:
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l TOWN OF WATERBORO
PLANNING BOARD

WATERBORG, MAINE

( MINUTES
REGULAR MEETING, OCTOBER 13, 1976

The meeting was called to order at 7:30 p.m. by the Secretary,
Frank Goodwin, acylng as chalrman, Mr, Boglio beelng detained
by press of business. Others present were: Raymond Kellett,
Phillip Gardner, otephen Kagprzak and James Hamilton, all of
the Board, and Jerry Simpson, Code Enforcement Offlicer,

Mrs, Carrie Bean and her land surveyor, John Rossborough, were
present to apply for subdivision approval, Both Messrs,
Kasprzak and Hamlltor were empowered by the acting chalrmen
to vote,

TREASURER'S RHPORT
Mr, Goodwin reported a balance of $705.50 in the treas-
ury as of Oct. L1, 19765 $14.23 had bsen spent from Petpy
Cash, leaving a balance of $10.77. Stephen Kagprzak
movea Philllp Gardner seconded and the vote was unani-
mous thdt the report be accepted.
COMMUNICATIONS

A notice of the Hondan Realty, Inc., intentions to apply
to the S5.R.C.C. for permission to build on lots Nos. 1393
and 1394 in the Arrowhead Estates development,
A letter from the S.M.R.¥.C. relative to the E.D.A.
Public Works Acth, including application forms and gener-
al instructions. .
A copy of a lelter from David Emery, M.C., to the Select-
men relative to a meetlug on October 20, with Reglonal
problems which the Mumnicipalitles may be having in thelr
dealings with the E.F.A,
From the Federal Insurance Administration, a group of

- maps of the varlous sections of the Town of Waterbofo
showing the various areas whlch are considered by the
Administration to be flood hazard areas.

(Chmn. Foglio arrived and assumed the chairmanship of the

meeting).

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES
Zoning: Two more meetlngs on land use and zoning have
been held at thne Town House, The next workshop meeting
is to be on Nov, 3d at 7:30 p.m, at the Town House.
Further, Land Use Consultants, Inc. will have on exhlbit
at the Bolling—pldce on Tues., Nov. 24 dékbBplays of thelr
progress In the form of maps and charts accompanlied by
one of thelr representatives who will answer gquestlons
regarding them, '
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By-Laws: Mr, Gardner presented a draft of the Planning
Board proposed by-laws for approval,

NEW BUSINESS C :

' Carriec Beam subdlvision: Mrs, Bean presented a Prelim.
inary Plan of her ppgpesed subdivision off Ossipee Hill
Rd. It was pointed out to her that this plan would, for
the time being, be regarded as a sketeh plan in accord-

~ance with the procedure outlined in the Regulations.
An on-site inspection date of 3at., Oct. 16, at 11:30 a.m.
was set,
Absentee Becord: It was suggested that the record of
Assoc, Members empowered to vote include the name of the
absentes,
By-Laws: Mr. Gardner stated that this draft was a result
of the recent work-shop meeting on the same, MNr. Kasprzak
moved, Mr., Gardner seconded and the Board unanimously
voted to adopt the By-Lawa as written to become effectiwe
October 13, 19763 further, that the draft be given to the
Adgdministrative Asst,, Mr, Hall,,to be typed suitable
for printing, gnd that the SBecretary shall have them
printed in "pocket booklet" form with a pouch intthe
inside of the front cover which may be used for 1ist of
the current members of the Planning Board., The Secre-
tary is to use his judgement as to the number to be
printed, .

OLDCBSUSINEBS
Election of Officers: Phillip Gardner moved, Stephen
Kasprzak seconded and the Board unanimously voted that
the exlsting officers remain in offlice until the regular
meeting in April 1977,
pubdivision Regulationg: MNr, Kasprzak moved, Mr, Kellett
seconded and the Board unanimously voted to instruct the
Secretary to have 200 extra copies of the appendices
printed along with the printing of the revised Regulat-
iong., The Secretary is also to look into suitable bind-
ings, preferably some that will permit addition or delet-
lon of pages. ‘ K
Johm Hanscom: It was moved, seconded and unanimously
voted that the Secretary inform Mr, Hanscom by letter as
follows: 1f the properties which he intends to sell
along Bte. 202 (those on each side of the Dixon lot)
were not surveyed and recorded at the Registry of Deeds
prior to Sept, 21, 1971, then they are in Subdivision
status; that, In order to prevent this situation from
possibly clouding title to these properties, the Board
suggests that he have the properties surveyed byracreg-
istered Land Surveyor, have a Final Plan drawn in accord-
ance with the mnewly revised Subdivision Regulations and
dated August, 1972 and present it to the Board. If the
Board finds that all requirements have been met, the Plan
will be approved,
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Blaney: Mr, and Mrs. Blaney applied for a permit to
congtruct a cellar foundation under thelr existing
cottage on Middle Bfanch Fond, Mr, Goodwin moved,

Mr, Kagprzak seconded and the vote was unanimous to
grant the permlt on the condition that all ground
areas disturbed by the counstruction (outgide of the
cellar) be losmed and reseeded within a year of
completion.

. HBaymond Kellett: MNr., Kellett applied for a permit to
construct a cellar foundation under his home on Little
Ogsipee Lake, Mr, Kasprzak moved, Mr., Gardner seconded
and the vobte was uwnanimous (Mr. Kellett abstaining) to

rant the permit on the condition that all ground areas
%outside the cellar) disturbed by the construction be
loamed and reseeded within a year from completlon,
The Townsman: Mr, Kasgprzak moved, Mr, Garduer seconded
and the vote was unanimous to instruct the Secretary
to subscribe to the Townsman, the M,M.,A, organ, for
each member of the Beard, using Planning Board funds,

Meeting adjourned at 10340 p.m.
Regpectfully suwgitted,

reif (]

Frank H,

Approved. By: 47 4

MEETING
Workshop meeting with LUC, at the Town House
WEDNESDAY evening, Nov., 3 at 7:30 p.m.
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 BYLAWS
DECLARATION

Business of the Planning Board shall be conducted in accord
with the Maine 3tatues, Town Ordinances and pertinent parts
of the Roberts Rules of Order; as well as the Planning Board

~Bubdivision Regulations, the Planning Board Bylaws, and

amendments and supplements thereto.

The Planning Board pledges to maintain professional conduct
in the review of all proposalg before it, and in all other
business deliberations. All proposals shall be examined
equally and equitably, if for any reason an individual board
member feels that he or shs has a particular bias either for
or against a particular proposal, he or she shall abstain
from voting on matters pertaining to that proposal. Any
question of whether a member shall be disqualified from
voting on a particular matter shall be decided by a majority
vote of the members. except the member who is being challenged.
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BYLAWS

Membership ‘
A, Appointments .

1.

2.

5o

Appointmenfs to the Board will be made by the

municipal officals.

The Board shall consist of 5 members and 2

associate members.

The term of each member shall be 5 years, except
the initial appointment which shall be for 1, 2,
3y 4 and 5 years respectively. The term of office
of an associate member shall be 5 years.

When there is a permanent vacancy, the municipal
officals will within 60 days of its occurence
appoint a person to serve for the unexpired term.

The planhing board'may vote to notify

the Town

officals of the absence of a member from 40% of
the planning board meetings in a 12 month period.

Officers and Their Duties

1.

The officers of the Planming Board shall consist

of a Chairman, a Vice-Chairman and a 3
Preasurer. -

ecretary-

The Chairmen shall preside at all meetings and
hearings of the Planning Board and shall have the
duties normally conferred by parliamentary usage

~on such officers., The Chairman shall

have the

authority to: appoint committees, call for work
sessions and preside over executive sessions. P,
_———‘———'/

: - ¢
The Chairman shall be one of the members
of the Board. He shall have the~p ege of

discuseing all matters before the Board and of

voting thereon. .

- The Vicé;Chairman shall act for the Chairman in

hig absence. He shall be a citizen member of the

Board. —

The Secretary-Treasurer shall keep the
records of the Board, prepare agenda o

‘minutes and
f regular

and special meetings with the Chairman, provide
notice of meetings to Board members, arrange pro-

per and legal notice of hearings, atte
egpondence of the Board and to other 4
normally carried out by a Secretary.

shall keep & record of all resolutions

nd to corr-
uties as are
The Secretary

» transactions,
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correspondence, findings, and determinations of
the Board., All records shall be deemed public
and may be inspected at reasonable times and in
the presence of a board merber. The Secretary-
Treasurer shall give an accounting of Board

- finances and bills at each regular meeting.

C. Elections of Officers

1.

Nomination of officers shall be made from the v
floor at the annual organizational meeting which
shall be held at the regular meeting in April of
each year, and the elections shall immediately

follow: thereafter.

A candldate rece1v1ng a majority vote of the .
Planning Board shall be declared elected and
shall serve for one year or until ‘his sucessor
shall take office. e

Vacancies in office shall be filled 1mmed1ately
by regular election procedure and officers go
elected shall be "acting" only until the subse-~
quent annual meetlng.

D. Other Board Members R

1.

3.

An associate member may attend all meeting and
participate in its proceedings but may voie only
when he or she has been de31gna+ed by the Chair-
man to sit f01 a member.

When a member is unable to act because of interest,
physical incapacity, absence or any other reason .
satisfactory to the Chairman, the Chairman shall"

designate an associate member to sit in his stead.

"Any question of whether a member shall be dis-

gqualified from voting on a particular matter shall

- be decided by a majority vote of the members pre-

sent except the member who is being challenged

II.  Meet;gg Organlzgtlon

_ A. Regular Wpetlgg

1.

Meetlngs w111 be held on the oecond Wednesday of
each month at 7:30 p.m. The standard meeting place

" shall be the Waterboro Town Office on the 01d Alfred

load, however, meetings may be rotated to various
other locales within the Town to enable better

‘Board~citizen rapport. The Secretary shall have

the responsiblllty of notlfylng the members and

i



BYLAWS _
for advertising to the public at large where and

when the meetings will be held if they are to be
other than the normal time and place. - B

2.No meeting of the board shall be held without a
quorum consisting of 4 members or associate menm-
bers authorized to vote.

3.A11 meetings of which official action is taken
shall be open to the public.

B. Work Sessions

1.The Chairman may, with the approval of the majority
of the Board call Special Work Sessions.

2;There sessions shall be open to the public; however,
the general public shall be barred from addressing

the Board with the following exceptions.

a. In the event that the topic of the work session
involves such matters in which the Board has .
requested that a Citizens Advisory Group be
established to aid the Board in its findings and -
deliberations, said group shall have input into =
the discussion phase of the meeting.

b. Any Official, citizen, etc. who specifically has
been requested by the Board to have inputs to.
that meeting may do so; but only to that extent.

c. Inputs from other interested citizens may be
heard if the majority of the Board so votes.

d,'Roberts Rules of Proceedure shall apply. The
Chairman may rule any deviations from the above
to be out of order.

C. Executive Sessions

. 1. Upon a vote of at least 3 of the members, present
and voting, the Planning Board of the Town of
- Waterboro may call for an Executive Session, from
" which the public shall be barred. '

2. The motion to go into executive session shall in-
. dicate the nature: of the business of that session,
©. - and no other matter may be considered. No ordin-
~ances, orders, rules, resolutions, regulations,
contracts, appointments, or other official action
- shall be finally approved at such executive sess-
.- :ions, which may be held on the following matters

onlys
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- Certain discussions concerning employees or

appointees. Discussions or consideration of
employment, appointment, assignment, duties,

‘resignation of public officials, appointees

or employees of the Planning Board of the

investigation or hearing of charges or com-
‘plaints against such persons; provided that

any persons charges, investigated or other-

~ wise under discussion shall be permltted to

be present at such executlve sessions, if he
or she so desires.

Dismissal of public official or empldyee.
Discussion or consideration of the dismissal

- of any public official or employee.

.- Condition, acquisition, use or disposition of

property. Discussion or consideration of the
condition, acquisition or use of real or per-
sonal property or imterests therein or dis-
position of publicly held property if premature
disclosure of such information would prejudice

- the competitive or bargalnlng position of the

Plannlng Hoard.

Certain labor negotlatlons. Negetiations with
employee representatives under collectlve bar-
gaining laws.

Certain legal consulations. Consultations bet-
ween the planning board and its attorney con-
cerning the legal rights and duties of the
planning board, pending or contemplated litiga-
tion, settlemént offers and matters where the
duties of the planning board's counsel to his
or her client pursuant to the code of profess-

. ional responsibility clearly conflicts with the

Maine:Right to Know Law or where premature gen-

“eral public knowledge would clearly place the

State, municipality or other public agency or
person at a substantial disadvantage.

Adjudicative deliberations. Deliberations by
the planning board acting in an adjudicative
or guasi=judicial capacity. The hearing of

evidence is not to be construed as delibera-

tions., The Waterboro Planning Board may ad-

join to executive session to discuss subdivision
proposals, provided that no official action upon
a spec1f1c proposal takes place within there
sessions.

Dlscu581on of information in certain records.
Discussion of information contained in records
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made, maintained or received by the.planning
board when access by the general public to
these records is prohibited by statute.

h., Within the Executive Session, it shall be the
- Chairman's responsibility to ensure that only
that business for which the session was called
"will be discussed. The Chairman shall conduct

the executive session to ensure that compli-
ance with rules for executive sessions occurs.

D. Special Meetings

1. The place of a special meeting date and time will
be designated at a prior regular meeting.

III. Order of Business

A, The order of business at regular meetings shall be:

1. Roll Call

2., Minutes of previous meeting.

3. Communications & bills. '

4. Report of officers and committees.
5. 014 business.

6. New business.

7.

Adjournmentﬂ
IV, Committees |

A, The following standlng commlttees may be app01nted by
the Chairman: :

L. Master Plan Committee.
. Budget and Finance Committee.
» Subdivision Committee.
. 4oning Committee.
. Legal Committee.
Public Relations Committee.
T. Capital Improvements Committee.

O\U‘I-P»\JQI\J

B. The standing committees shall be appointed for one year
and shall consist of at least 2 members. Vacancies _
shall be filled immediately by the Ohalrman of the Plann-

- ing Board.

G, Special committees may be appointed by the Chairman for
purposes and terms which the Board approves.

- V. LEmployees

A. The Board may employ a Clerk to assist the Secretary in
the performance of his duties and to perform such other



VI.

VII.

BYLAWS

duties as may be a831gned to him or her by the Chalr—
man of the Plannlng Board.

B, The Board nay employ at no cost to the Town, unless

authorized otherwige, such staff and/or experts as
it sees fit to aid the Board in its work. Appoint--
ments shall be made by a majority vote. .

Hearings

A. In addition to those required by law, the Board may
at its discretion hold public hearings when it decides
that such hearings will be in the public interest.

B. Notice of such hearings shall be published in the off-

. iecial newspaper(s) of the municipality or in a news-—
paper of general circulation at least seven (7) dayq
- before the time of public hearings.

C. The case before the Board Bhall be presented in summary
by the becretary or a designated member of the Board,
-~ and parties in interest shall have privileges of the
floor.

" D. A record shall be kept of those speaking before the

Board.
Amendments

These BYLAWS may be amended by an afflrmatlve vote of three
or more voting members of the Planning Board.
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Sources of Information

American Society of Planning Offiecials
American Planning and Civiec Assoc.
American Institute of Planners

Maine Municipal Assoc.

Southern Maine Regional Planning Comm.
Alfred FPlanning Board Bylaws
Kennebunk Planning Board Bylaws



l ' TOWN OF WATERBORO ..
PLANNING BOARD

WATERBORO, MAINE

MINUTES
Regular Meeting, Nov, 10, 1976

The meeting was called to order at 7:35 p.m., by Vice Chmn,
Ronald Dyer, Chmn. Foglio being detained by road sanding;
others present were Baymoud Kellett, Fhillip Gardner,

James Hamilton and Frank Goodwine-Mr., Hamilton was empowered
to vote.

MINUTES
Mr. Gardner moved, Mr, Kellett seconded and the vote was
unanimous to accept the Oct. 13th minutes as read.

BEPORT.S _
Treasurer's Report: Mr., Gardner moved, Mr, Kellett
seconded and it was unanimously vobed to accept the report
showing a Nov, 1st balance of §?05 50.

(Chm, Foglio assumed the cndlrmanshlp of the mtg,)

OLD BUSINESS
John Hanscom's Subdivision: The Secretary brought in
Mr, Hanscom's Flnal Plan of a 3~lot subdlvislion on the
easterly side of Rte. 202 in the vicinlty of Bean's
gargge. Mr. Kellett moved, Mr., Dyer seconded and the vote
was unanimous to approve the Plan contingent upeon Mr.
Hanscom paying the application fee of $25.00 (based upon
the Regulations in effect at the time of the application)
and afflxing hls signature to the Plan drawing,

e ——— . — . ——

The'meeting was recessed at 3:10 p.m, to allow lr,
Goodnow and hils assoclates to present more material
relative to the the land use study

W M T AL S A Y G e A A S

The meeting was reconvened at 10:30 p.m, After some discussilon
concerning pending matters 1t was declded to hold a speclal
meeting on the eveniung of Nov, 17th at 7:30 p.m. The next
meeting with LUC was scheduled for Dec., 1lst at 7:30 p.m,
Meeting adjourned at 10:45 p,n.

Respectfully submitted,

Sk @ZMWW

Frank R Goodwin, Secy.



Minutes, Nov. 10, 1976




l © TOWN OF WATERBORO
| PLANNING BOARD

WATERBORO, MAINE

MINUTES

Special Meeting , Nov.17,1976

Meeting opened at 7:30 p.m.. Members present were,Chmn. .
Douglas Foglio,Ronald Dyer, Raymond Kellett, Phillip Gardner,
Stephen Kasprzak, James Hamilton and Frank Goodwin. :

OLD_BUSTINESS

Carrie Bean's Subdivision: Mr.Kellett moted Mr. Gardner
seconded and the vote was unanimous that a letter be

sent to Mrs.Bean suggesting that she present a Sketch
Plan along with a completed form, "Appendix I" to the
Planning Board when she decideg that she will procede
with her proposed subdivision and that she adhere strickly
to the newly revised:Subdivision Regulations.

NEW BUSINESS
David P. Richards:Mr.Richards made application to
-expand his cottage, which is within 250 ft. of the
normal high water line of Little Ossipee Lake off
Weber Rd, to construct a cellar with garage and install
a new sub-surface disposal ayatem. Mr.Dyer moved,
Mr.Kellett seconded and the vote was unanimous to
grant the permit subject to the condition that arears
devided of vegetation by the construction be reseeded
within one year of completion of construction.

SACO RIVER_CORRIDER COMM,: Relative to the letter of Oct.15,
1976 from the S.R.C.C. suggesting that the Commission act
as the regional reviewing authority on matters pertaining
to proposals for development under the Site Location Act
and requesting a "favorable" or unfavorable” reply
from the Board by mail. Mr.Gardner moved, Mr.Goodwin
seconded and the vote was unanimous to reply "unfavorable”.

JOHN HANSCOM"S SUBDIVISION:The Secretary reported that he
had obtained Mr.Hanscom's signature on his Final Plan and
left it with him for recording. Mr.Hanscom agreed to leave
with the Town Clerk a check for $25.00 representing the
application fee.
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BY—LAWS It had been noted by Chmn. Foglio that no provision
had been made in the New By-Laws to cover Special
Meetings. Mr. Gardner agreed to have a section added

to rectify this oversight.

SPECIAL MEETING The Chmn. suggested and the Board agreed
‘ that a work session on Zoning be held on Tues. ,Nov,
23 at 7:00 p.m. Mr. Kasprzak offered and the Board
accepted his office for the meeting.

Meeting adjouted at 9:35 p.m.

Respectfully submltted

Frank R. GoodW1n. Secy.

Approved by:




Planning “oard Informational Meeting held December Ty 1976

Attendeds Doug oglio Raymond Kellert, Stephen Kesprzsk,
James Hamilten, Phillip Gardner- Plamning Board
" Dan Willet - Selectman .
(Jim Hemilte's Sister),Tem - ,Dsve Johnson, & s
- Conservetion Comm.
8tan Goodnow,0rlando Delogu, Dave Blond1 - Lend Use.

Work Session started = 8:15 with Mr. Goodnow outlining the
following purposes: 1. Review with Oonservatlnn Commo

2.Joint meeting with Conservation Comm.

5. Presenting the outline of Zouning Ordinance Draft.

Mr. Geodnow presented reduced plans for comment. Chenges in ares
of' Brookside were sugsested znd agreesd with. 50 copies to be
made for postplponed public meeting at Town House the 14th.
Mr. Delogu discussed terms, designations and uses of depicted
aresge He noted that to enter into rate of develepsment would
nesd greater deta, ete, beyond scope of present plem.

C. Comm. requested a moritorium for subdivision. Delogu said
this would not be of any use since likelyhood of development
propossals weuld be slim during winter monthks snd before town
meeting.

Drafts should be flexible (Goodnow) gsome sections could be comhined.
Delogu - Art. #1 to atand as is, this is legal basis.
#2 & ﬁB, flex;bLew:w~-“~"a~,qdnoted and discussed et next
meeting Tugs 218t at 7 pm.e Y
Land Ugt target date for Zewtfiy

ﬁ

s Qrdinance is early January.

Meeting sdjoined at 10:15



l ' TOWN OF WATERBORO
PLANNING BOARD

WATERBORO, MAINE

-

MINUTES

Regular Meeting, Dec,8,1976

Meeting called to order by Chmn. Foglio at 7:30 p.m.; other:
members present were Ronald Dyer, Raymond Kellett, Fhillip Gardner,
Frank Goodwin, Stephen Kagprzak and James Hamilton.

MINUTES

Mr., Kellett mdved, Mr. Gardner seconded and the vote was
unanimous the Minutes of the Nov.10th. meeting be accepted
as read, Mr. Kasprzak moved, Mr. Kellett seconded and the
vote was unanimous that the Minutes of the Nov.17th. meeting
be accepted as read, with the correction of a couple typo-
graphical errors.

COMMUNICATIONS AND BILLS

A copy of a bill for $1900. from Land Use Consultants, Inc.

was approved for payment. The Board maintained that the Land

Use Consultants,Inc. bills should be approved by the Board
before sending it to the Selectmen. Mr.Kasprzak moved, Mr.
Kellett seconded and it was unanimously voted that the Secietary
be empowered to , in the future, approve the Land Use Consultants
Inc. bill, when received and turn it over to the Selectmen for
payment provided he had had no complaints on L.U.C.'s work for
the month covered by the bill. _

A bill for $25.33 from Down- Maine Office Supply for a black-
board, eraser and chalk- Mr. Kellett moved, Mr. Gardner seconded,
and the vote was unanimous that the bill be paid.

A bill for $53.92 from S.M.R.P.C. for the printing of 200

coples of the revised Subdivision Regulations and 200 additional
copies 6f each Appendix; Mr.Kellett moved, Mr.Gardner seconded
and the vote was unanimous that the bill be paid.

REPORT OF COMMITTEES

Treasurers Report: The Treasurer reported that an expenditure
of $45.00 had been made in November for subscriptions to the
"Townsman" for each member with the exception of the Secretary
who, at present, was provided with a subscription by the
Municipal Officials. The balance as of Dec.l1 was reported to
be $660.50. Mr. Kellett moved, Mr.Dyer secorided that the *
Treasurer's report be accepted as read- the vote was unanimous.
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Zoning: The Secretary was directed to have W.5.M.E. make a
public service announcement of the coming Dec.14th, meeting,
to have the Sanford Tribune run a notice in the Monday, Dec.
13 issue. It was also suggested that the Secretary prepare

a write-up recapping the land use study thus far and mention-
ing the Dec.14 meeting, and give it to the Sanford Tribune
and to Scott Hoar for printing in the Tribune and FPortland
paper regpectively.

01D BUSINESS :

Mr. Kasprzak moved, lMr. Gardner seconded and the vote was
unanimous to have the Secretary request the Town Counsel's
presence at the meeting Pec.14, to assist in conducting the
meeting and to better familiarize him with the proposed
zoning., Town Councel was also to be requested to draw up

a procedure for such meetings and hearings that could be

- presented to attendees for their government.

The Secretary was directed to request:Land Use Consultants,

by letter, to change the proposed zoning of the land on the
Northerly side of 0ld Buxton Rd., from the point near the
Brookside-~ Beaver Ridge corner bound on the Buxton Rd, where

a small brook crossed, to the Hollis line, and bounded on the
Northerly side by Washout Brook, from Forestry and Agricultusre
to agriculture and Residential.

NEWN BUSINESS
David Haynes was to appear to discuss 0ld Waterboro Village,
a proposed subdivision but cancelled out.

Mr. Goodwin fmoved, Mr., Kellett geconded and the vote was

unanimous to charge $2.50 per copy of the Subdivion Regulations
except for individual copies requested by other Municipalities
or governmental bodies.,

It was states that the next meeting with Land Use Consultants
following the Dec.14 meeting will be on Dec.21.

Respectfully submitted, '
@%i?ﬂ@ff/ElJZi;ahmT?1/’/fr
Frank R. Goodwin, o*™cy

Meeting adjourned at 9:00 p.m.




l  TOWN OF WATERBORO
PLANNING BOARD

WATERBORQO, MAINE

Gentlemen:
Enelbsed herewith is a draft of the Report of the Flanning
Board which the Selectmen need by Jan.15.

Please review it and be ready to comment on it at our Jan.

12 meeting to enable me to get it to them by the 15th.

e

_Youg,tyuly,

Frank K, Goodwin, Secy.



TOWN 01:_»“’1\'1‘131{13()1{()
PLANNING BOARD

WATERBORO, MAINE

; REPORT CF THE PLANKING BOARYD

The"Planning.Bbard held 12 Regular and 7 Special ieetings,

7 work sessions, two hearings and one public informative

meetihg. While the average combined regular and aésqciate
member_attendénce was 82 percent, a full voting board of

5 were present'at 1? meetings and a quorum cf 4 wefe present
at_the remaining 2 meetings the duratiog of each of which
averéged a little'less than 3 hours.

1

The Board made 3_on«site.inspeowions; approved 2 Suboivisions
including'Zl lots; issued 7 pérmits. to buiid in the Shore;
land Zone ; cdnsideréd 7 applications for information and
rulingé'on various land transactions; drew up and had

printed in pocket booklet form by-Laws for the Planning

Board; ‘substantially revieged the Subdivision Regulations

and had a new printing made; sought and considered proposals

of 3 consulting firms relative to conducting a land use

and zoning study of the Town and, since the signing of a
' the

'contract with Land Use Conﬂultants;lnc. to perform4study,

have, along with the Selectmen and the Conservation Comm-

th the congultants

i,_h

iszion, been actively collaborating w
in the development of a proposzed zoning ordinance for

consideration in 1977.

Kegpectfully submitted,

i

Touglas ©. Foglio, Chairman



TOWN OF WATERBORO
PLANNING BOARD

WATERBORO, MAINE

t - e g " -
Findncial Report of Flanning Board

Balance , Jan.1,1976

Expenditures

$ 817.16

Postage s B2.u6
Lincoln Press 18.24
Southern Maine Reg. Fl., Comm.-Frinting 65.07
Fortland Press Herald 7.70
Maine Munic. Assoc.- Townsman Lg,00
Down- Maine Office Supply 25,37
petfy'Cashu { Unexpended) 10,11

Unexpended FPetty Cash

Unexpended Balance liec.31,1976

525391 oeq.91

A

FE6T.25

+10.11
G 573.36
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