
Town of Scarborough 

 

Planning Board         November 14, 2011 

AGENDA 

 

1.  Call to Order (7:00 P. M.) 

 

2.  Roll Call 

 

3.  Approval of Minutes (October 24, 2011) 

 

4.   Black Point Park at Scarborough Beach, Black Point Resource Management requests site plan review 

for a Commercial Outdoor Recreation Facility at 388 Black Point Road 

(Focus of the meeting will include Shoreland Zoning standards, Conservation Commission input and 

natural resource related items.) 

 

5.  Settlers Green Estates Subdivision, Normand Berube Builders request sketch plan review for 31 lot 

Conservation Subdivision off Tenney Lane 

 

6.  Serenity Place Subdivision, Melissa Foshay requests amended subdivision approval to divide Lot 7 at 

8 Summerfield Lane*  

 

7.  DMS&D, LLC request site plan amendment review for 1,924 square foot addition and a 5,000 square 

foot warehouse storage building on existing site at 8 U. S. Route One* 

 

8.  Administrative Amendment Report 

 

9.  Town Planner’s Report 

 

10. Correspondence 

 

11. Planning Board Comments 

 

12. Adjournment 

 

 

*Public comments will be allowed on this item. 

 

 

 

NO NEW ITEMS SHALL BE TAKEN UP AFTER 10:30 P. M. 
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Town of Scarborough 

 

Planning Board         November 14, 2011 

MINUTES 

 

Members Present      Staff 

 

Mr. Bouffard       Mr. Chace, Assistant Town Planner 

Mr. Chamberlain      Ms. Logan, Recording Secretary 

Ms. Corthell       Mr. Parkinson, Town Attorney 

Mr. Fellows 

Mr. Mazer 

Mr. Paul 

 

1.  Call to Order  

 

Mr. Paul called the meeting to order at 7:00 P. M. 

 

2.  Roll Call 

 

The Recording Secretary called the roll; all members were present. 

 

3.  Approval of Minutes (October 24, 2011) 

 

The minutes were not available. 

 

4.   Black Point Park at Scarborough Beach, Black Point Resource Management requests site plan review 

for a Commercial Outdoor Recreation Facility at 388 Black Point Road 

(Focus of the meeting will include Shoreland Zoning standards, Conservation Commission input and 

natural resource related items.) 

 

Mr. Chace noted that there was a staff memo regarding the process; he stated that this meeting would 

address the Shoreland Zone, the trail to the beach and the Conservation Commission minutes which had 

been provided.  Mr. Paul thanked the Commission for their detailed and helpful meeting.  Mr. Terry 

DeWan, of Terrence DeWan Assoc., stated that Randy Dunton would give a brief overview of questions 

from the Board at the last meeting. 

 

Mr. Randy Dunton, of Gorrill Palmer, stated that he would make a formal submittal with the following 

information.  He stated that he had done a capacity analysis at Black Point Road and Route One, Black 

Point and Winnocks Neck Road, Black Point and Highland Avenue and at Black Point and Old County 

Road.  He stated that they took traffic counts and collected information for pre and post development 

traffic conditions and all of the intersections, except for Route One, were Level C or above for predevel-

opment conditions.  He stated that there was very little change for post-development traffic counted 

during PM traffic.  Mr. Dunton stated that the site would reach its peak time earlier than the street traffic 

but their analysis combined the two peak times.  Mr. Dunton stated that they started to look at the Route 

One intersection and wanted to discuss that area with Mr. Bray; he stated that that intersection would not 

operate well and had not done so for many years, but an impact fee would be imposed to help cover 

improvements to the intersection.   

 

Mr. Dunton stated that they had moved the gate in 25 feet from the roadway so an employee could park 

and unlock the gate and not be in the road.  Mr. Dunton stated that they would clear the vegetation across 
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from the driveway 10 feet in from the road and 150 feet along the road which would provide adequate 

sight distance.  He stated that they expected to have their DOT permit for the next Planning Board 

meeting. 

 

At the request of Mr. Paul, Mr. Dunton explained that the process included reviewing a project during its  

peak hour; he stated that this project did not have a peak morning hour but the afternoon peak time for 

this site would be 2:30 to 3:30 P. M. and they included the 4:30 to 5:30 P. M. time for the adjacent street 

traffic.  Mr. Paul confirmed that it was a projection of traffic that would be generated on the road given 

the use from this project; he noted that the peak times did not necessarily coincide between the street and 

the project. 

 

Mr. DeWan addressed the questions covered by the Conservation Commission.  He stated that it was 

verified that there were no vernal pools on the site.  He stated that the New England Cottontail Rabbits 

were becoming scarce and were an endangered species on this site.  He stated that they had worked with 

the Inland Fish and Wildlife on a management plan to mitigate the habitat.  Mr. John Greene, of Sprague 

Corp., stated that there would be a loss of 3.6 acres of habitat land but it was not prime habitat and they 

were working to enhance and preserve the habitat.  He stated that there was habitat land across Black 

Point Road and they were looking at the buffers along the berms to enhance the habitat on this site to link 

the rabbit trails for them to get to other areas of habitat; he stated that the plantings for them would be 20 

to 25 feet wide.   

 

Mr. DeWan explained that the endangered piping plovers started nesting between April and May and 

Scarborough Beach was an essential habitat.  He stated that the Town had enacted a Piping Plover 

Ordinance and the applicant was working with Inland Fish and Wildlife to develop a beach management 

plan.  He stated that there would be signage around the nesting areas and at the trail head.  Mr. DeWan 

stated that there would be no garbage cans, removal of trash on the beach would be limited and no ATVs 

or mechanical equipment would be allowed.  He stated that the trail would be relocated and there would 

be 1,500 linear feet of natural beach in two areas.   

 

Regarding the impact of the trail location on the dunes, Mr. DeWan stated that there were pine and grass-

land habitats but there were no other rare plants on the property.  He stated that the State recommended 

they leave these areas as natural as possible so the trail would remain where it is and fencing would mini-

mize foot traffic into the habitats.  He stated that there would be an eight foot wide seasonal boardwalk 

which would enter the beach at an angle so water could not follow the path straight up the dunes.  Mr. 

DeWan stated that a botanist looked at the area with Mr. Green and there were 128 species of plants in his 

report but there were no Federal, New England or Maine endangered or rare species. 

 

Mr. DeWan gave an overview of the beach capacity at high tide.  There was discussion regarding the 

discrepancy concerning the number of feet used for calculating the amount of dry beach.  Mr. DeWan 

stated that there would be 73 square feet of beach per person and 15 to 20% of the beachgoers would be 

in the water at any given time.  He stated that people deter-mined when the high tides were and stayed 

away during high tide so they felt there was no issue with beach capacity.   

 

Mr. DeWan stated that under the Shoreland Zone requirements they would maintain a safe and healthful 

site, there would be no water pollution or erosion and the project would have a septic system; he stated 

that there would be better access to the public and there would be no effect on fishing; he stated that they 

were out of the flood plain and met the land use standards.  Mr. DeWan stated that in order to preserve the 

trees, they did a mapping of the red oaks and European hazelnuts and worked on drainage for the trees.   

 

Mr. Paul stated that the package was helpful and would allow the Board to get to their questions quickly. 
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Ms. Corthell stated that she had attended the Conservation Commission meeting and believed they felt 

that putting a large amount of people on the beach would have impacts but, considering all the details and 

watching them address the details, she was surprised to learn what was planned by the group were best 

management practices and they were amenable to making some changes and that most of the items in the 

Shoreland Zone were satisfied.   She stated that she was also surprised at some of the ideas to mitigate the 

impact of people on the beach.  Mr. DeWan stated that he would provide the calculation for the total 

footprint of nonvegetated spaces to show that it would not exceed 20% of the portion of the lot in the 

Shoreland Zone.   

 

To questions from Ms. Corthell, Ms. Judy Camuso, of the Department of Inland Fish and Wildlife, replied 

that the current paths that would accommodate the New England Cottontails would be 20 to 25 feet wide 

to provide habitat along the berms.  Ms. Camuso stated that there were Cottontails and habitat across 

Black Point Road and the street was an obstacle but it was there now and would not be worse; she stated 

that the applicant was providing habitat on both sides of the street.  She noted that there were a lot more 

rabbits on the other side of the street.  Ms. Corthell asked about removal of the invasive plants; Mr. 

Greene replied that they did not remove invasive species because the impacts of removal had to be con-

sidered as they were used as habitat and should not be removed too quickly.  Ms. Camuso stated that their 

approach was to manage invasive species because they could not be eradicated.   

 

Ms. Corthell asked how many trees could be saved; Mr. DeWan replied that it was hard to say but they 

would try to redesign the infiltration area to save some of them.  He stated that they hoped to be able to 

locate the trees and fence them during construction; he stated that there was another line of trees but these 

were most visible.  Ms. Corthell asked about the management agreement and the advisory committee; Mr. 

DeWan replied that the agreement, which was still in draft form, was very comprehensive.  Ms. Camuso 

stated that since this is an essential habitat, the management agreement would be reviewed and approved 

by IF&W and the Department of Conservation.  Ms. Corthell stated that she wanted to be sure the impacts 

from the people on the beach were addressed in the final version. 

 

Mr. Bouffard stated that the presentation was good and he thanked the applicant for his thoroughness.  

Mr. Fellows noted that one of the findings was that the Shoreland Zone was addressed properly with the 

caveat of the management plan and the advisory committee.  He stated that he appreciated the effort to 

maintain the trees.  He asked about snow fencing at the dunes; Mr. DeWan replied that there would be a 

total of 800 feet of fencing split into two areas to keep people out of the dunes.  He stated that if the beach 

were raked, the seaweed should be dumped behind the fence which would be three feet in front of the 

grass line so the grass would not be smothered.  To a question from Mr. Fellows, Mr. Greg Wilfert, 

Manager of the State Park, replied that his personal observation was that 10% to 15% of the people at the 

beach would be in the water at one time.  To questions from Mr. Fellows, Mr. DeWan re-plied that they 

felt the emptying of a portapotty would cause too much of an impact so they eliminated it; he stated that 

they would present more information about the septic system. 

 

Mr. Thomas stated that he was curious about the comparison of the square footage per person at the State 

Park; Mr. Wilfert replied that there was about a 10% difference because the beach at the State Park was 

wider.  Mr. Mazer asked whether the Spragues had had to take any trees down from this site; Mr. Greene 

replied that there was old field growth with weak growth patterns but the protected trees in the woods 

were in better shape.  He stated that some of the trees on the edge would split in the winter; he noted that 

they had never planted new trees.  To a question from Mr. Mazer, Mr. Greene replied that there were 

foxes but he had not seen any in a long time.  Ms. Camuso stated that the foxes stayed out of dense rabbit 

habitat and that is why they wanted 25 foot swaths of vegetation.  Mr. Mazer stated that he looked 

forward to hearing from the public so he could come to a decision. 
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Mr. Chamberlain thanked the applicant for the level of detail.  He noted that the boardwalk had a different 

configuration.  Mr. DeWan stated that the Conservation Commission wanted an acute angle at the en-

trance so the water would not race up the path.  Mr. Paul read the summarization of the Conservation 

Commission’s responses to the five items he had requested and thanked the Commission for their work 

and thanked the applicant for hiring a botanist.  Mr. Paul asked the applicant to determine whether the 

Quimbys would be willing to have snow fencing in front of their property to protect those dunes.   

 

To a question from Mr. Paul, Mr. DeWan replied that at the next meeting they would cover items related 

to traffic, the soils report, the septic design and treatment of the parking surface for a 20 to 30 minute 

presentation.  Mr. Paul stated that architecture needed to be discussed.  Mr. Chace stated that the Board 

had seen the direction the building was headed but would need to see final details prior to final approval 

and the Board could determine what they wanted or the applicant could come back when the State permits 

were in hand; he stated that exact details would be required.  Mr. DeWan stated that they would like to 

hear from the Board if there were any hot issues that they needed to change that would stop the process.  

Mr. Paul stated that there needed to be a submittal showing the changes and the architecture.  Mr. Paul 

stated that he was trying to determine whether public comment would be taken at the next meeting.  Mr. 

Parkinson stated that this was a unified process with no preliminary approval so the applicant should have 

as much feedback as possible.  Mr. Chace stated that he envisioned that, once the Board had addressed all 

the information, the public comment could be held at a subsequent meeting and then the applicant would 

work on a final application.   

 

Mr. Mazer stated that he would like to see the management report and architecture before giving even a 

preliminary opinion.  Ms. Corthell stated that she would like to see architecture and the septic system 

information.  Mr. Thomas stated that he would like to see the architecture, the parking surface and the per 

person capacity of both beaches; Mr. Fellows agreed.   Mr. Paul stated that he had no information on the 

issue of safety on the beach in terms of high currents or the riptides for which the public had a real con-

cern.  Mr. Paul stated that his concern would be the surf conditions in this area that were documented and 

he would like to make sure that life guards were well-trained to identify conditions where riptides were 

present and that an action plan be in place. 

 

Mr. Paul reminded the public to watch for the Board’s agenda and noted that an asterisk after an item 

indicated that public input would be taken. 

 

5.  Settlers Green Estates Subdivision, Normand Berube Builders request sketch plan review for 31 lot 

Conservation Subdivision off Tenney Lane 

 

Mr. Chace noted that this project triggered a Conservation Subdivision Design; he stated that at the last 

meeting there was a question about the length of the dead end street.  He stated that there were staff com-

ments regarding the net residential calculation.  Mr. Chace stated that the applicant was using a modified 

flood map that would need to be approved by FEMA and the Board could consider the isolated uplands.  

He stated that the other issue was emergency access to Highland Avenue and if there were to be a road 

that would cut across the wetlands the staff would support it being a public, full-access road. 

 

Mr. William Thompson, of BH2M, explained that this was a request for 31 single family lots off Tenney 

Lane which would be known as Settlers Green Estates II.  He stated that there would be public water and 

sewer and a 50 foot wide right of way with an emergency access to Highland Avenue over the wetlands.  

He stated that they hoped it would be a gravel road that would be gated at both ends.  Mr. Thompson 

stated that this was a 116 acre site and they would leave 84 contiguous acres of open land for the 50% 

required for Conservation Subdivision Design.  He stated that there would be two subcollector streets for 

3,400 feet of roadway.  He noted that a conventional design would require a 5,000 feet of roadway.  Mr. 

Thompson stated that with the Conservation Subdivision Design there would be no wetland impacts and 
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they would upgrade the existing culverts; he stated that there would be an impact on about a half acre of 

wetlands from the road which would require review by the DEP.   

 

Mr. Thompson showed the conventional plan of 31 lots with a loop road and noted that the net residential 

calculations showed that the upland areas would support 31 lots.  He stated they believed they had 

demonstrated how the Conservation Subdivision would work.   

 

Mr. Thomas stated that he preferred the Conservation Design and asked about the setback from the wet-

lands.  Mr. Thompson stated that there were a couple of lots where the edge of the wetlands would be 25 

feet away to make a 30,000 square foot lot but the remainder met the requirements.  To a question from 

Mr. Thomas regarding the emergency access road, Mr. Chace replied that Public Safety had issues with 

gated roads which needed to be plowed; he stated that interconnectivity would reduce traffic through the 

residential roads and access to Highland Avenue would mitigate that.  He stated that the Public Works 

Director also had issues and Community Services had issues regarding parking at the Wiley Recreation 

Park and would like interconnectivity.  Mr. Thompson stated that the goal was to keep the wetland 

impacts down. 

 

Mr. Mazer agreed with the connection to Highland Avenue.  To a question from Mr. Mazer, Mr. Chace 

replied that the applicant met the net residential density criteria and the wetland area had been flagged as 

an area of discussion.  Mr. Fellows stated that he strongly preferred the full connectivity which could take 

some of the pressure off Tenney Lane with the high intensity of use of the Park. 

 

Mr. Chamberlain stated that he also preferred the connector road as a public street; he stated that a project 

of this size with only one access was asking for trouble.  To a question from Mr. Chamberlain, Mr. 

Thompson replied that there would be a pump station or pumping system to Tenney Lane for the sewer 

system.  To questions from Mr. Chamberlain, Mr. Thompson replied that if FEMA did not accept their 

mapping there would be 28 lots allowed.  He stated that there was a woods road and two existing trail 

crossings.  Mr. Chamberlain stated that there were some upland pieces that he did not agree should be part 

of the net residential calculations, such as Lot 18 with the stream crossing. Mr. Thompson stated that they 

would not propose a septic system but had to prove that it would be possible.  To a question from Mr. 

Chamberlain, Mr. Thompson replied that they would provide curbing and sidewalks.  Mr. Chamberlain 

noted that the applicant should think about what could be done to alleviate the impacts of traffic. 

 

Mr. Bouffard stated that his biggest problem was the access road which should be paved and the primary 

access to the project.  He stated that this project would almost double the traffic on Tenney Lane, not 

including the ball fields.  To a question from Mr. Bouffard, Mr. Thompson replied that the pump station 

could handle a lot of flow but they would talk with the Sanitary District regarding the capacity to Pleasant 

Hill Road.   

 

Ms. Corthell stated that she supported the Conservation Subdivision Design but there had to be a real road 

to Highland Avenue because of the added traffic to Tenney Lane.  To a question from Ms. Corthell, Mr. 

Chace replied that uplands were areas that were not wetlands and net residential calculations required 

subtracting elements from the gross area.  Ms. Corthell asked how there could be a project here since 

there was so much wetland.  Mr. Chace stated that the Board needed to determine whether the uplands 

were accessible so the net residential calculations were done correctly.  To a question from Ms. Corthell, 

Mr. Chace replied that the existing woods road would have to be widened and any road to Highland 

Avenue would have to cross the wetlands.   Mr. Chamberlain stated that the challenge was 4,300 feet of 

wetlands.  Mr. Thompson noted that the first 900 feet of the road was on the uplands and there were no 

wetlands on any of the lots so they felt this was a good situation and the density worked.  Ms. Corthell 

asked how the houses would look compared to those on Tenney Lane where there is a spacious feeling; 
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Mr. Thompson replied that they would be very similar with the same type of construction.  Ms. Corthell 

stated that she liked the concept but the wetlands and the road issues were difficult. 

 

Mr. Paul asked whether the impact on the wetlands with a full access road to Highland Avenue be such 

that it would have to be mitigated.  Mr. Thompson replied that it was forested wetland so was not of high 

value.  Mr. Paul noted that there were five lots that may not have the 25 foot wetland setback but maybe 

something could be worked out if there could be a delineated 25 foot no-disturb area on the lots them-

selves.  To questions from Mr. Paul, Mr. Thompson replied that there were no existing trails except for 

the woods road and they were considering trails for the open space for connectivity. 

 

Mr. Paul called a recess at 9:30 P. M.; the meeting resumed at 9:35 P. M.  

 

6.  Serenity Place Subdivision, Melissa Foshay requests amended subdivision approval to divide Lot 7 at 

8 Summerfield Lane*  

 

Mr. Chace noted that there were comments from the staff and Mr. Tubbs.  He noted that Lot 7 was an 

oversized lot because a large portion of it was a stump dump.  He stated that with some refinement of 

notes the area could be used though there would be additional costs to build on it.  He stated that the staff 

was generally comfortable with the proposal provided the notes on the plan were amended to reflect the 

changes.  He stated that after the notes were changed this could be a consent item on the next agenda. 

 

Mr. Shawn Frank, of Sebago Technics, noted that this subdivision, consisting of half acre lots, was ap-

proved in 1995; he displayed the two acre lot and its location.  He stated that the main reason this lot was 

so large was that it had been a gravel pit and stump dump.  He stated that there was a house on Lot 7A 

and the applicant had test pits done and there was an area on Lot 7B that would allow a septic system and 

there was plenty of area for a home.  He stated that each lot would be about one acre and the driveway for 

Lot 7B would be from Summerfield Lane.  Mr. Frank stated that there would be notes that would require 

a full grading plan.  He stated that they were comfortable with the staff comments. 

 

Mr. Chamberlain asked whether there would be a maintenance agreement for the shared driveway; Mr. 

Frank replied that they would create an agreement.  Mr. Chamberlain stated that he was concerned about 

the new buyers and there should be an agreement.  He stated that he was also concerned that the abutter 

who had not expected a house to be on this site and now there would be a new driveway going toward his 

house.  Mr. Chamberlain asked whether the building envelope could go to the end of the spoils; Mr. Frank 

replied that there should not be footings there but there were a lot of options and some of the spoils could 

be removed.   

 

Mr. Bouffard asked whether there had been any settlement of the land since the homes were built; Mr. 

Frank replied that he was not sure but the site would support an out building.  Mr. Bouffard stated that he 

was satisfied as long as there was full disclosure about the lot.  Ms. Corthell stated that she agreed there 

should be a maintenance agreement about the driveway.  Mr. Chace noted that there would have to be an 

easement across Lot 7A to use the Lot 7B driveway.  Ms. Corthell asked whether there was a maximum 

house size allowable; Mr. Chace replied that the 24 by 80 foot building envelope was a good size but 

someone would have to go through the Code Enforcement Officer for further review to build over the 

spoils.  Mr. Chace stated that if there was concern on the part of the Board, greater setbacks could be 

imposed.   

 

To a question from Mr. Fellows, Mr. Frank replied that he showed a 30 foot wide driveway access.  Mr. 

Frank stated that they would show the driveway and the building envelope on the plan.  Mr. Fellows 

stated that there should be buffering between the lots at the driveway.  To a question from Mr. Mazer,  

Mr. Chace replied that the Board could further refine the setback requirements.   Mr. Paul stated that if  
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the electrical service was underground for Lot 7A it should be the same for Lot 7B.  He stated that the 

applicant needed to satisfy the staff and the Fire Department. 

 

7.  DMS&D, LLC request site plan amendment review for 1,924 square foot addition and a 5,000 square 

foot warehouse storage building on existing site at 8 U. S. Route One* 

 

Mr. Chace noted that there were comments from the staff and Mr. Tubbs.  He stated that this was a small 

addition to the existing building as well as the addition of a 5,000 square foot warehouse building.  He 

noted that there was no curbing on Route One at this site and the Board might want to reduce that non-

comformity; he stated that trip generation should also be addressed.  He noted that there were about 48 

parking spaces though 60 were required and the applicant should demonstrate that the gravel area could 

support fire apparatus.  Mr. Chace noted that there were storage trailers and the new warehouse should 

clean up the outdoor storage issues.  He stated that storage containers needed to be considered and ap-

proved by the Board.  He noted that Mr. Tubbs had comments about stormwater runoff. 

 

Mr. Shawn Frank, of Sebago Technics, displayed the site and stated that there were also residential apart-

ments on the site with a few businesses and Allied Construction Company, who wanted to get all of their 

storage inside the proposed warehouse building.  He noted that the trailers, which contained tools of the 

trade, would usually be on construction sites.  Mr. Frank stated that there was green space near the apart-

ments.  He stated that they could define two entrances to the site at the main building and put in a 10 foot 

green island but a 25 foot island would not work.  He stated that the addition would square off the exist-

ing building to create a lunch room and a conference room.  He stated that they could move the new 

building back to give more access around the buildings and the rear area would be gravel. 

 

Mr. Bouffard stated that he was satisfied with the 10 foot island which would be an improvement over the 

existing entrance and two access points to the different uses would keep them separate.  Ms. Corthell 

asked about the Budget rental truck parking; Mr. Frank replied that they would be pushed back 10 feet 

from Route One which he would show on the master parking plan.  Mr. Thomas stated that space should 

be left for emergency vehicles to get through.  Mr. Chace noted that the addition to the building would 

trigger the need for sprinklers.   

 

Mr. Chamberlain noted that the Board did not have the right to waive the landscaping; Mr. Chace stated 

that something had to be done to make the site more conforming.  Mr. Chamberlain agreed that it was an 

old building but there should be some effort to get some things into better conformance.  Mr. Frank stated 

that if it were made too expensive for the applicant to accomplish, the building would remain the same.  

He stated that there were little things they could do to make the building look better.  Mr. Thomas stated 

that it had to be proven that the required number of parking spaces could be created. 

 

Mr. Paul stated that there were limitations on what could be done but he would like to see an area defined 

on the site plan for trailers and for storage of the rental vehicles which should not take up any of the re-

quired parking spaces.  He stated that his issue was that when a site plan came in the Board should clean 

up what appears on an existing site plan.  He stated that the plan should show what was currently on the 

site and what would be stored in the future. 

 

8.  Administrative Amendment Report 

 

Mr. Chace stated the Chairman had approved an amendment to the signage at the Land Rover site. 

 

9.  Town Planner’s Report 

 

There was no report. 
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10. Correspondence 

 

Mr. Paul noted letters from Joanne Sennett regarding Scarborough Downs. 

 

11. Planning Board Comments 

 

Mr. Paul stated that he hoped Mr. Bouffard would renew his term on the Board; he stated that if anyone 

wanted to be an officer he or she should speak with Mr. Thomas.  Mr. Paul stated that the Board should 

vote for officers at the January 9, 2012 meeting. 

 

12. Adjournment 

 

The meeting was adjourned at 10:30 P. M. 


