NEW GLOUCESTER PLANNING BOARD

Minutes of May 6, 2008
Members Present: Wanda Brissette, Laurie Brady, Jean Libby, Sue Robitaille & Ruth Waterhouse
Members Absent: Lisa Lemont, unexcused
Vacancies: 1
Town Staff: Rebeccah Schaffner, Planner; Amanda Lessard, Assistant Planner
Others Present: Gary Sacco, Fire Chief; Jim Pelsor, Bunker & Savage Architects; Bruce Hilfrank, Zachau Construction; Deb Cluchey, Linda Liberty, Sean Chayer; Roger Levasseur; Harold Bartlett, Richard Cadigan
1. Call to Order
Meeting called to order at 7:04 p.m.
2. Approval of Minutes: April 15, 2008
a. A motion to approve the minutes was made by R.Waterhouse; seconded by L.Brady; approved 4-0-1. S.Robitaille abstained. 
3. Elect Planning Board Vice Chair

A motion to nominate W.Brisette as Vice Chair was made by R.Waterhouse; seconded by S.Robitaille; approved 5-0.

4. Public Hearing

New Gloucester Public Safety Building

Map/Lot 0007-0014

611 Lewiston Road
J.Libby asked J.Pelsor to describe the project to the public as had previously been presented to the Planning Board. He explained the major features and also handed out an architectural rendering of the proposed public safety building. 
J.Libby opened the Public Hearing at 7:15 pm.
Linda Liberty, abutting property owner, asked for additional information on the drainage and where it is being directed. J.Pelsor described the topography of the natural runoff and the approved Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) and Cumberland County Soil and Water Conservation District (CCSWCD) plan where water runs into large stone swales. They hold the increased runoff difference from pre-development to post-development so that in a 24 hour, 2-year storm there is no net increase in the runoff. The water is slowed allowing it to have time to infiltrate the buffer.
Deb Cluchey, speaking on behalf of her mother Ann Philips, an abutter, asked if runoff is anticipated to run towards Route 100.  J.Pelsor replied no, the stormwater plan is to replicate natural runoff at pre-development conditions. D.Cluchey also expressed concern for the use of hazardous training materials. G.Sacco said the firefighting foam is biodegradable and not toxic. She then asked about materials that will be burned. G.Sacco said it will be the same traditional burns that are currently conducted down behind the public works building. They may in the future consider a concrete pad that would collect water for expanded training opportunities. 

Richard Cadigan, abutter, asked about future plans for the rest of the site and asked why the site survey of wetlands was done in the winter. He also commented that the first draft of the plan cited the location as Route 26. G.Sacco said Owen Haskell did a preliminary wetland evaluation right after the land was purchased. The Town then realized it needed additional site evaluation and hired Mark Hampton in October 2007. The Planning Board has also requested the vernal pool assessment be submitted, and the Town has entered into an agreement with Mark Hampton to conduct that study.  R.Cadigan asked for a wetland survey of the rest of property. G.Sacco said that it is not in the scope of work. 
L.Liberty asked if the rangeway use will be discontinued. R.Schaffner said that legally the public doesn’t have use of the rangeway.  The Town reserves the right to take over a rangeway and use it for a public way. Rangeways are currently reserved but on private land.  A requirement of the DEP permit was that the rangeway on this property not be developed and the 100 foot buffer must be maintained.
D.Cluchey asked for further clarification of the 25% of development permissible within the vernal pool setback. J.Pelsor explained that within a 250 foot radius from the edge of the wetland that may have a vernal pool of significance there can only be disturbance of up to 25% of the land that the town controls. Originally the development was planned to be closer to the wetland to reduce costs and site disturbance but was revised in case the vernal pool was deemed significant.  
D.Cluchey asked if there would be sound abatement for emergency vehicles leaving the site. G.Sacco said the sirens are needed on the street, but there will be a policy that they won’t be run in the bay. The Maine Department of Transportation (DOT) permit requires that there are warning signs that signal emergency vehicles are entering the roadway. There is occasion that the siren is accidentally engaged entering and exiting the truck since the siren is activated by a foot pedal. 

J.Libby closed the public hearing at 7:30pm. 

5. Project Reviews

Site Plan

New Gloucester Public Safety Building

Map/Lot 0007-0014

611 Lewiston Road
W.Brissette asked for clarification since the March 18, 2008 Planning Board meeting minutes referred to the Convalt tank as 350 gallons.  J.Pelsor said it is 250 gallons. It is above ground on a concrete pad.  W.Brissette asked about the 1000 gallon septic tank. J.Pelsor said it is below ground and a primary treatment for shower and toilet water that is then sent to a 4000 gallon underground chambered septic tank.  J.Pelsor said it will be wired and have an alarm to alert the fire station when it needs to be pumped. 
J.Libby went through a list of submission requirements, performance standards, and approval criteria as outlined in the zoning ordinance.  The DEP permit has been received. A vernal pool assessment submitted by July 15, 2008 was a condition of application completeness and will also be a condition of approval. The Town will contract a clerk of the works for the development process. All other criteria have been met.
D.Cadigan asked if the 250 gallon diesel fuel tank causes risk of contamination since there is concern for the ones at the public garage. W.Brissette asked if the proposed tank is the same as those at the public works garage. G.Sacco said it is a better system since it is a tank within a tank to prevent leaks.  J.Libby responded that if the Fire Station Committee wants to include it on the plan, it is allowed. 
R.Levasseur asked if the requirement of a vernal pool assessment would delay the approval process since DEP no longer has an issue with the vernal pools. W.Brissette said it won’t affect the permit and it was a recommendation of the DEP that the assessment be carried out.

A motion to approve the public safety building with the condition that the vernal pool assessment be completed by July 15, 2008 was made by R.Waterhouse; seconded by S.Robitaille; Site Plan approved 5-0.

R.Schaffner asked the applicant to submit copies of the final plan with the conditions printed on them so that they can be signed at the next meeting.
6. Other Business

None
7. Plan Signing
None
8. Adjournment 
R.Waterhouse moved to adjourn; seconded by S.Robitaille; approved 5-0. Meeting adjourned at 7:47 p.m.
9. Future Meetings

a. Regular Meeting – Tuesday, May 20, 2008. 
Minutes prepared by A.Lessard
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