RICHMOND PLANNING BOARD
TUESDAY, OCTOBER 23, 2007

6:00 P.M.

MINUTES

1.0
Call to Order- Chairman Michael Lane called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m.  Members present were Russ Hughes, Jeff Severance, Ed Mackenzie, and secretary Laurisa Loon.  Also present was Daria Goggin and David Thompson.
2.0 Unfinished Business-Daria Goggin “Lot Amendment” Public Hearing
Daria Goggin would like to amend her Site Plan to show a change in the driveway, the right of way will be shorter but remain on the same side.

Michael Lane opened the public hearing.

No public comment.
Russ Hughes made a motion to close public hearing, Jeff Severance seconded, motion passed (4-0).

Michael Lane begins Article 8. Section C. Approval Standards and Criteria and the board finds the following:

APPROVAL STANDARDS AND CRITERIA

1.
Compliance with State Law and Richmond Ordinances.  The Planning Board shall determine that the application meets each of the following criteria. In all instances the burden of proof shall be on the applicant and such burden shall include the project evidence sufficient to support a find that the proposed development.


FINDING:


To the above the board finds the applicant/application to comply fully with all performance standards and requirements of the Town Ordinance.


CONCLUSION:


The project complies with State and Richmond Land Use Ordinances. 
 
2.
Shoreland District and Resource Protection District Permit Standards


FINDINGS:


N/A

CONCLUSION:

N/A

3.  
Special Exception Standards in the Resource Protection District



FINDINGS:



N/A


CONCLUSION:



N/A
4. 
Utilization of the Site



FINDINGS:



The lot reflects the natural capabilities of the site, no overly intensive identified features other than the stream and natural features of the land.
CONCLUSION:



The proposed site takes into account the natural features of the land. 

5.
Access to the Site  



FINDINGS:



The proposed driveway with DOT driveway entrance permit, depicted on plan, suffices to service and find no adverse impact on traffic structure.


CONCLUSION:


The project will not have adverse impact on traffic infrastructure.  

6.
Access into the Site



FINDINGS:



The proposed driveway with DOT driveway entrance permit, depicted on plan, suffices to service and find no adverse impact on traffic structure.


CONCLUSION:


The project will not have adverse impact on traffic infrastructure.  

7.
Access Design



FINDINGS:



The proposed driveway with DOT driveway entrance permit, depicted on plan, suffices to service and find no adverse impact on traffic structure.


CONCLUSION:


The project will not have adverse impact on traffic infrastructure.  
8.
Accessway Location and Spacing



FINDINGS:



The proposed driveway with DOT driveway entrance permit, depicted on plan, suffices to service and find no adverse impact on traffic structure.


CONCLUSION:


The project will not have adverse impact on traffic infrastructure.  
9.
Construction Materials/Paving



FINDINGS:



N/A

CONCLUSION:



N/A

10. 
Internal Vehicular Circulation



FINDINGS:



N/A

CONCLUSION:



N/A

11.
Pedestrian Circulation



FINDINGS:


N/A
CONCLUSION:



N/A
12.
Stormwater Management  


FINDINGS:



Lots are adequately sized to deal with run off and developed areas will not create a significant volume of stormwater. 
CONCLUSION:



The proposed  will not have a significant impact on stormwater drainage. 
 
13. 
Erosion Control  



FINDINGS:



Best management practices to be maintained by individual lot owners and enforced by CEO at time of construction.


CONCLUSION:



Given the scope of development, this is adequate. 

14.
Water Supply  



FINDINGS:



The applicant has provided a letter from the well driller evidencing adequate capacity for water supply.


CONCLUSION:



The project will meet the standards of the State of Maine for drinking water. 
 
15.
Utilities  



FINDINGS:



The site will be served by existing and similar utility service. 


CONCLUSION:



The site will have adequate utility service. 
16. 
Natural Features  



FINDINGS:



11.7 Acres with a current existing single family home which preserves as much as the lot as practical.

CONCLUSION:



The project does not have undue adverse impact or natural features.
 
17. 
Groundwater Protection  



FINDINGS:



The site utilization will be similar to the existing and results in no undue adverse impacts on groundwater quality.


CONCLUSION:



The proposal makes sufficient provision to protect the groundwater. 
 
18.
Water and Air Pollution  



FINDINGS:



The proposed development will not create undue water or air pollution given its small scale and residential use. 
CONCLUSION:



The proposed development will not result in any undue water or air pollution. 
 
19.
Exterior Lighting



FINDINGS:



N/A
CONCLUSION:



N/A
 
20.  
Waste Disposal  


FINDINGS:



The applicant has stated the project will produce no hazardous waste, individual lot owners responsible for solid waste and will be disposed of by a private hauler.

CONCLUSION:



Disposal of solid waste is adequate.
21. 
Landscaping  



FINDINGS:



N/A

CONCLUSION:



N/A

22.  
Shoreland Relationship  



FINDINGS:



N/A


CONCLUSION:



N/A

23. 
Technical and Financial Capacity  



FINDINGS:



The project does not propose any infrastructure.  Applicant has hired a licensed surveyor and soils scientist.

CONCLUSION:



The applicant has demonstrated financial and technical capability. 
 
24. 
Buffering  



FINDINGS:



Adequate buffering is detailed on plan.

CONCLUSION:



Adequate buffering between lots. 

25.  
Off-Street Parking


FINDINGS:



All parking will be on site.
CONCLUSION:



Off-street parking prohibited.


26. 
Historic and Archaeological Resource.



FINDINGS:



The surveyor depicted no archeological or historic resources.
CONCLUSION:



No historic or archeological resource on site.
Russ Hughes made a motion to approve the application, Jeff Severance seconded, motion passed (4-0).
Michael Lane requests a motion to approve the minutes of September 25, 2007. 


Russ Hughes made a motion to approve the minutes of 9-25-07, Ed Mackenzie seconded, motion passed (4-0).

Michael Lane recuses himself from the rest of the meeting and turns the meeting over to Vice Chairman Russ Hughes.

3.0 New Business
3.1 Umberhine Library-Pre Application

Russ Hughes begins Article 8. Section B. Development Review.  After several minutes of review the board came to the conclusion that the application was directed towards demolition and removal and not for renovation and alteration.  The board suggested the library return with a completed application dealing with the renovation and alteration at a future date and time (to be set).

4.0
Correspondence-None
5.0
Approve Minutes of 9-25-07-Previously Addressed
6.0
Adjourn- Jeff Severance made a motion to adjourn at 7:30 p.m., Ed Mackenzie seconded motion passed (4-0).

Respectfully Submitted by:______________________________





   Laurisa Loon, Secretary
