NEW GLOUCESTER PLANNING BOARD

August 21, 2007
Members Present: Karen Asselin, Laurie Brady, Wanda Brissette, Jean Libby, Sue Robitaille, & Ruth Waterhouse
Members Absent: Lisa Glennon, excused
Town Staff: Rebeccah Schaffner, Planner

Others Present: none
1. Call to Order, meeting to called to order at 7:05 p.m.
2. Approval of Minutes: July 17, 2007
a. R.Schaffner brought to the Board’s attention a mistake made in the July minutes about who was nominated and appointed as the Land Management Planning Committee representative.  Board members confirmed that the motion to appoint J.Libby was made by R. Waterhouse and that the motion was seconded by S.Robitaille. 


A  motion to approve the minutes with the above corrections was made by R. 
Waterhouse, seconded by S.Robitaille, approved 5-0, K.Asselin abstaining.

3. Other Business

a. Annual Report

A copy of the submission to the Annual Report regarding the Planning Board was provided for Board members in their packets.
b. Shoreland Zoning workshop

R.Schaffner informed Board members that she has been working on scheduling a workshop concerning Shoreland Zoning.  The Department of Environmental Protection required that the workshop involve multiple communities.  R.Schaffner has contacted Durham, Pownal, North Yarmouth, Gray, Raymond, and Poland about the workshop.  An October date is anticipated.

c. Fire Protection Easements
R.Schaffner reported that she had spoken with Chief Sacco about the status of easements being sought for existing fire ponds.  Chief Sacco reported that he had spoken with five property owners thus far.  Three have expressed an unwillingness to sign an easement, but will not prevent the fire department from accessing the ponds.  These three property owners view the easement as something that would encumber their property.  One property owner had tentatively agreed to the easement, but had yet to sign it; and the fifth property owner was still undecided on the matter.  There are twelve more property owners to address regarding fire protection easements.  The Chief hopes to have connected with all of them by mid September.
Discussion regarding fire protection ensued, and a number of questions were raised.  To begin, what should happen if easements are not granted for ponds in high population areas?  Should the Town consider constructing ponds in these areas if easements are not granted?  An inquiry was also made about who constructed the existing fire ponds.  If some of them were constructed with tax payer dollars should the property owners of those ponds be required to sign an easement?  If existing fire ponds are still physically accessible, should new ones only be constructed in conjunction with new subdivisions?  Who’s maintaining the existing ponds?
J.Libby still believes that there should be a provision in the easements we are requesting property owner to sign that allows them to terminate the easement with some notice given to the Town.

d. Expiration of Subdivision Approval
R.Schaffner had issued a memo to the Board with an interpretation of both §6.4.B and §8.3.B of the Subdivision Regulations.  She had interpreted the regulation to indicate that subdivision plans that had not been signed and recorded with the Registry of Deeds within ninety days of their approval were null and void.
After consulting with the Town’s attorney she issued an additional memo altering the interpretation to show that the regulations indicate that the plans are null and void if they have not been recorded with the Registry of Deeds within ninety day of the plans having been signed by the Board.
The issue arose in response to the small number of approved subdivision plans that have not been signed.

4. Plan Signing
a.
Kevin & Sharon Scannell



Map/Lot 0020-0007



91 Marston Road

R.Schaffner shared a memo from herself and the Code Enforcement Officer approving a minor revision (pursuant to Zoning Ordinance § 7.7.1.E.4) to the plans originally approved by the Board.  The revision removed a long set of stairs leading from the house to the lake with a small set of egress stairs.  The applicant requested the change due to a hardship encountered when it was determined that they needed to replace the home’s septic system.
K. Asselin made a motion in support of the Code Enforcement Officer’s decision.  W. Brissette asked if the revision needed to be approved by the Planning Board.  The revision does not because it approved by the Code Enforcement Officer in accordance with § 7.7.1.E.4.  S. Robitaille seconded the motion.  Motion approved 6-0.
The Board signed the plans.
5. Adjournment – R. Waterhouse moved to adjourn, K. Asselin seconded, approved 6-0. Meeting adjourned at 7:31 p.m.

6. Future Meetings

Regular Meeting – Tuesday, September 4, 2007.







