PLANNING BOARD MEETING

TUESDAY, MAY 4, 2021 AT 7:00 P.M.
HELD REMOTELY VIA ZOOM

Planning Board Members Present: Candace Gilpatric, James Brown, and
Michael Hemond

Others Present: Lisa Cesare, Code Enforcement Officer Scott McElravy, Brittany
Hemond, and Norma Dulac

Start Time: 7:15 p.m.
End Time: 8:15 p.m.

1.
2.

Call to Order — Call to order at 7:15 p.m.
Approve April 6, 2021 Planning Board Meeting Minutes — James
Brown motioned to approve the April 6, 2021 Planning Board
meeting minutes as written. Michael Hemond seconded the motion.
Candace Gilpatric — Any further discussion or changes to the minutes?
Planning Board — No. Candace Gilpatric - All in favor of approving
the April 6, 2021 minutes as submitted: Yes — 3 (by show of hands).
Old Business —
A. Discussion of two issues addressed last month regarding property
on Jackass Annie Road and a storage garage on Woodman Hill Road,
both of which have been addressed and resolved after further research.
B. Addressing Officer, Caitlin Legare, would like some
additions/changes made to the existing addressing ordinance. Planning
Board Secretary, Ms. Dulac, emailed all Planning Board members a
copy of the addressing ordinance with additions/updates shown as
redlines.
1. James Brown — Can we define “historical significance?”” Not
sure if we should change to something other than historical
significance.” Scott McElravy — Thinks a definition would be
good if we are going to use the term “historical significance.”
Michael Hemond — Agrees that we need a clear definition.
Candace Gilpatric — We do not have to decide tonight. We can
check with Caitlin for clarity and possible rewording.
New Business —
A. Discussion of dropping Village District I1.



1. Chair Gilpatric gave overview of situational reasoning
behind dropping Village District Il zone. She is unsure why it
was divided between Village District and Village District II.
James Brown — When the Comprehensive Plan was written, the
State Planning Office was dictating the parameters to the
Comprehensive Plan Committee. At that time, the State said if
Minot did not follow their parameters, they would lose State
funding. If that was the case, the Town should come up with a
more realistic Comprehensive Plan. Candace Gilpatric —
Believes that James Brown is correct regarding the State
parameters. James Brown — The VDII district would make
more sense in a municipality such as Scarborough or Gorham.
Candace Gilpatric — Noted that Route 119, Woodman Hill, has
more industrial businesses. Lisa Cesare suggested possibly
looking at updating the Land Use Code. James Brown — If we
wanted to create a committee to do an overhaul of the
Comprehensive Plan, he would be interested in being on the
committee. Candace Gilpatric — The decision needs to be made
as to whether we revisit the Comprehensive Plan. She is not
sure if we can change the zone sizes. Lisa Cesare — Is the bigger
concern about how much more potential commerce would be
coming to Minot? Candace Gilpatric — Potentially. She does not
see this area as having a large factory, such as Pioneer Plastics
or Tambrands, moving to Minot. A drawback to large potential
commerce would be that Minot has no public water/sewer.
Michael Hemond — Feels the Comprehensive Plan and VDI
should be revisited.

2. Candace Gilpatric — Do we vote to look at recommending
VDII gets modified to also include large commerce or revise
the Comprehensive Plan? Lisa Cesare — Possibly at the next
Select Board meeting a discussion could be held regarding
redoing the Comprehensive Plan. Candace Gilpatric — As a
practical matter, we should address present concerns now as
opposed to waiting. James Brown — Motion to support
investigating modifying VDII to include large commerce
with Planning Board site review. Candace Gilpatric seconded
the motion. Scott McElravy — Supports this motion. All in favor
— Yes: 3 (by show of hands); No: 0. To clarify, the Planning
Board is just voting to move forward with further discussion



and going to public hearing regarding VDIl and Comprehensive
Plan updates.

CEO Report — Scott McElravy — It has been busy but not as crazy as
last year.

Building permit for a slab on a mobile home

Tiny home questions

Permits for building sheds, small projects

Several property line questions

Fences and proximity to State road

CEO asked by Deputy Fire Chief to inspect a home after a

recent fire — the home is rented, property owner is in Florida

Addition for new in-law apartment, wants to expand garage

Questions regarding a large addition and large deck

Questions regarding garage for property with mobile home

Permits for barns to be built

Inspect solar project

Received a call about a Town of Minot road layout book — No

one in the town office, including Highway Foreman, Scott

Parker, has any knowledge of this book’s existence

Appointment to inspect garage

Framing, plumbing and septic inspections

Internal plumbing permits

Stanley Sawyer sold a large parcel of land at 238 Shaw Hill

Road (49.3 acres) to Judith DeLorenzo (R07-30-B) but kept a

5.2 acre parcel on Shaw Hill Road (R07-030). DeLorenzo has

submitted a plan to build a house. Wanted to know if a road

could be built. The CEO told the owner that the road would

have to be built to street standards. However, the owner of 238

Shaw Hill Road (R07-030-002) is not interested in giving

needed road frontage to build a road. The CEO mentioned that

the Land Use Code, Section 8-801 “Waivers”, may apply in this

situation. The owner of 238 Shaw Hill Road was told he may be

able to come before the Planning Board to seek a waiver.

A prospective buyer for the 5.2 acre parcel lot was planning to

move forward with coming before the Planning Board;

however, they backed out of buying the property and coming

before the Planning Board due to the cost of having a road built.
o Candace Gilpatric — Thinks the CEO’s interpretation is

correct. Candace Gilpatric — Do they have road frontage
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for a driveway? CEO — The 49.3 acre lot does not. The
CEO did not feel comfortable making this decision
without planning board input
6. Candace Gilpatric — Reminder that the June 2021 Planning Board
meeting has been rescheduled to Tuesday, June 8" as the Select Board
meeting has been moved from Monday (Memorial Day) to Tuesday,
June 1%, the time that the Planning Board would normally meet. The
meeting will be a fully remote, Zoom event due to the school vote
taking place at the Town Office on June 8" from 8 a.m. — 8 p.m.
7. Adjournment — James Brown motioned to adjourn the May 4, 2021
Planning Board meeting. Michael Hemond seconded the motion. All
in favor: Yes: 3 (by show of hands); No: 0. Meeting adjourned at 8:15
p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Norma Dulac — Planning Board Assistant



