


TOWN OF HIGHGATE
Development Review Board
Approved Minutes
June 12, 2014

I. CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order by chairman, Rick Trombley at 6:00pm.

Present at meeting:
· Development Review Board Members: Rick Trombley – Chairman, Tim Reynolds – Vice Chairman, Woody Rouse, Julie Rice, and Pauline Decarreau
· Staff: Heidi Britch-Valenta – Planning and Zoning Administrator, and Samantha Rice – Planning and Zoning Clerk
· Applicants: Richard Deso
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Public: Brad Ruderman, Andrew Maxfield, Andre Leduc, Chris Yates, Marie Belisle, Ed Belisle, Shaun Coleman 
Mr. Trombley swore in everybody present at the meeting.
II. PUBLIC HEARINGS

a) Deso Leduc Properties
Sketch Plan Review
12-Unit Subdivision
Medium Density Residential District
Lamkin Street, Highgate
The applicants’ engineer, Brad Rudderman, started explaining the project as a 12 lot subdivision with each lot being one acre. There is a 50-foot right-of-way shared as an access. The site received state approval for a shared sewer easement that runs along lots 8 through 12. There will be on site drilled well for all lots except lot #12 and lot #9. There will be a 50-foot right-of-way with a 24-foot road that will be paved ending in a cul-de-sac. The applicants are proposing a crushed-stone, 4-foot wide path along the road leading to Lamkin Street and the homeowners association would pay for the sidewalk. Mr. Trombley suggested thinking about a concrete sidewalk instead of crushed stone. For storm water and drainage the applicants are proposing grass swales and there are no wetland impacts or steep slopes. The swales will be located along the interior property lines on both sides of the road. Each driveway will have a culvert through that swale. There is a rare plant found which will be fenced in. Right now the applicants are proposing a wire fence around the area. The two lots that neighbor this plant will own each side of the plant area. Each residential structure will have a down facing exterior light and one free standing pole in the yard either by the driveway or the road. The sewers will be built into the side slops. There will be power line poles down the length of the property to disperse power throughout the lots. The shared sewer disposal area is not excluded from the lot acreage and is part of the lots.
Mr. Trombley asked about the reclamation needed by ACT 250 pertaining to the basin in the middle of the property from the elevated exterior. There is a letter from the engineer submitted to ACT 250 but the town has not received an approval letter from ACT 250.
Mr. Trombley then asked the audience if they had any questions. Mr. Yates stated that the easement for the right-of-way to the shared well only has a 10-foot wide area over the water line and then asked how heavy equipment would be able to drive over that. Mr. Rudderman stated that the main line is buried deep enough that you could drive over that area or the applicant could create an easement from the shared road to get to the shared well. 
Mr. Yates then suggested that the right-of-way continue all the way to the end of the property so that it could eventually connect to other properties, roads and the rail trail.
He also asked about whom in the Town would deal with a property dispute for damage. Mrs. Britch-Valenta stated that it’s not in the realm of zoning to review this but that is something you could communicate through ACT 250, who authorized the sand pit, or an attorney. 
Next, Mr. Ed Belisle asked what overshadowing a well does to adjoining property owners. Mr. Rudderman responded by explaining that the adjoining property owner can’t put a waste water system in within the overshadowing area.
Mr. Andrew Maxwell then informed the Board that there is currently standing water around lot #3, lot #8 and lot #9. Every spring you can see how high the standing water is from adjoining property lines. 
The board is going to schedule a site visit to the Deso Leduc property before the next DRB meeting to address the standing water. 
Mr. Trombley recessed the hearing.
III. OTHER BUSINESS

After all public hearings were heard; Mr. Shaun Coleman discussed Highgate’s proposed Disaster Resilience Strategy. Mr. Coleman has been working with the Town of Highgate and Northwest Regional Planning Commission to fulfill the requirements for grants through FEMA.

The disaster plan is a FEMA requirement for municipalities to apply for Federal mitigation grants that pay for bridge and road projects. If there is a problem area identified in the Town pertaining to flooding, landslides, etc. then the Federal mitigation grant will pay for the reconstruction of those problem areas. For example, the Federal mitigation grant might pay for engineering to prevent banks from sliding, or home buyouts if a home is threatened in a flood plain area. In order for a Town to be eligible for this grant the Towns must have a plan. The State Legislature is now requiring a disaster resiliency element in Town Plans and would like that plan to address flood hazards specifically; what the problem areas in the Town are and what the Town is planning to do to help mitigate damages from those flood areas. This process is now in place because Towns weren’t following their flood hazard regulations. What Mr. Coleman did was try to figure out the problems areas in Highgate and included those into the plan. After Mr. Coleman reviewed the problems within the Town he found 14 projects that the town has identified to work on.

The reason he is present at the meeting tonight is to show that they informed the public. Highgate currently has four applications with FEMA, one for the landslides at the transfer station, one application for two home buyouts on river view drive, a grant from the last ice storm, and one other application that is unclear. In order to get these grants approved there needs to be public opinion and a Disaster Resilience Strategy. 

In the disaster plan Mr. Coleman had to include a disaster history dating all the way back to 1927. The document also ranks the hazards within the Town of Highgate on severity and risk. Also included are the potential losses to of the town. In Highgate the major losses mostly pertain to flooding, landslides and severe winter storms. 
The Board then discussed the addition of street lights and their locations. The Board believes that the street lights should be located in the park, on Mill Hill, along Lamkin Street and within the village. They indicated that the street lights should start in the village on street corners and Town intersection and then spread to Gore Road around the school and rail trail.
Next the Board reviewed the minutes from the last Development Review Board meeting on May 8, 2014. The corrections needed were provided to the Developmental Review Board Secretary. 
MOTION: Mr. Trombley motioned to approve the May minutes with corrections. Mr. Reynolds seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously at 7:53pm.

IV. DELIBERATIVE SESSION
MOTION: Mr. Trombley motioned to go to deliberative session. Mr. Reynolds seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously at 7:55 pm.
MOTION: Mr. Trombley motioned to go back into regular session. Mr. Rouse seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously at 8:25 pm.
V. ADJOURNMENT
MOTION: Mr. Trombley made the motion to adjourn the meeting. Mr. Rouse seconded the motion. Motion carried at 8:34 pm.

Minutes typed and submitted by Samantha Rice

Minutes approved by:

______________________________				______________________________
Richard Trombley, DRB Chair					Date
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