
Town of Scarborough 
 
Planning Board                        June 25, 2012 

AGENDA 
 

1.  Call to Order (7:00 P. M.) 
 
2.  Roll Call 
 
3.  Approval of Minutes (June 5, 2012) 
 
4. Quantum Clean, Gibson Realty requests site plan amendment review for a 3,440 square foot addition at 
their site at 5 Gibson Road* 
 
5. Heathwood Crossing Phase II, Bob and Judy Hochmuth request amended subdivision review to divide 
Lot 4 into two separate parcels at 7 Heathwood Lane* 
 
6.  Koziar Capital, LLC requests site plan review for 15,424 square foot building for office and warehouse 
space at 32 Haigis Parkway 
 
7.  Settlers Green Estates II, Normand Berube Builders requests preliminary subdivision review for 30 
lots off Tenney Lane* 
 
8.  The Highlands Subdivision, Eric and Joseph Tomazin request amended subdivision review to divide 
Lot 48 at 162 Black Point Road* 
 
9.  Gateway Shoppes, New England Expedition requests site plan amendment review  for the Cabela's site 
at The Scarborough Gateway* 
 
10. Maine Medical Center requests site plan amendment review for revisions to the Scarborough Cancer 
Institute on Campus Drive*  
 
11. Administrative Amendment Report 
 
12. Town Planner’s Report 
 
13. Correspondence 
 
14.  Planning Board Comments 
 
15. Adjournment 
 
 
*Public comments will be allowed on these items.  
 
 

NO NEW ITEMS SHALL BE TAKEN UP AFTER 10:30 P. M. 
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Town of Scarborough 
 
Planning Board                        June 25, 2012 

MINUTES 
 

Members Present      Staff 
 
Mr. Bouffard       Mr. Bacon, Town Planner 
Ms. Corthell       Ms. Logan, Recording Secretary 
Mr. Paul 
Mr. Thomas 

 
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; Messrs. Chamberlain, Fellows and Mazer were absent.  Mr. Paul 
authorized Ms. Corthell and Mr. Bouffard to vote. 
 
3.  Approval of Minutes (June 5, 2012) 
 
Ms. Corthell moved to approve the minutes of June 5, 2012; Mr. Bouffard seconded. 
 

Voted 3-0-1 - Mr. Paul abstained. 
 
4. Quantum Clean, Gibson Realty requests site plan amendment review for a 3,440 square foot addition at 
their site at 5 Gibson Road* 
 
Mr. Bacon stated that the site plan had been updated to address the comments of Mr. Tubbs who was now 
comfortable, as noted in his letter.  He stated that the staff was satisfied. 
 
Mr. Steve Bushey, of Deluca Hoffman Associates, noted that an addition had been approved a couple of 
years ago and the business was still growing and needed more space.  He stated that there would be a 
3,200 square foot addition and a smaller addition at the other side of the building.  He stated that there 
would be 30 parking spaces by restriping the lot to 9 by 18 feet rather than the 10 by 20 spaces previously 
required by the Ordinance and by adding a few spaces, but the business would not need all of those 
spaces.  Mr. Bushey stated that there would be no additional utilities and the landscaping and trees were 
existing.  He stated that there would be new paving for the emergency drive aisle around the building, 
which was sprinklered.  He stated that lighting would be mounted on the building.  Mr. Bushey stated that 
the drain-age pattern would be toward the railroad tracks to a culvert at Pleasant Hill Road and to the 
river; he stated that they would clean out the clogged ditches. 
 
Mr. Thomas stated that he would like to make sure the drainage was cleaned up as a condition.  To a 
question from Mr. Bouffard, Mr. Bushey replied that pine trees were shown as a buffer for the dumpsters 
but there was no enclosure.  To a question from Mr. Paul, Mr. Bushey replied that the new parking area 
was already paved.  Mr. Paul asked that the drawing be corrected and a note put on the plan showing that 
31 parking spaces were required by the Ordinance; he stated that the 31st parking space did not 
necessarily have to be striped.   
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Mr. Paul moved to approve the site plan amendment for a 3,440 square foot addition with the following 
conditions: 
 
1.  That, prior to the issuance of a building permit, the site plan shall be revised to modify the parking 
plan to reflect the 31 spaces required by the Ordinance; the applicant shall demonstrate that one additional 
space could be added if required.  Note 2 of the site plan should be revised accordingly; the revised plan 
set shall be submitted to the Planning staff for review and approval. 
 
2.  That the existing drainage swale be cleaned and maintained. 
 
Mr. Thomas seconded. 

Voted 4-0 
 
5. Heathwood Crossing Phase II, Bob and Judy Hochmuth request amended subdivision review to divide 
Lot 4 into two separate parcels at 7 Heathwood Lane* 
 
Mr. Bacon noted that there were comments from the staff, many of which had been addressed. 
 
Mr. Jim Fisher, of Northeast Civil Solutions, explained that this was an existing 17 acre parcel that the 
applicants would like to divide into two parcels, one of which would contain the existing house.  He 
stated that the second lot, Lot 4B, would be 14 acres behind the existing house.  He stated that the access 
would be from Heathwood Lane, not from Beech Ridge Road, and they would meet the criteria for space 
and bulk.  He stated that the new driveway to the back lot would be along the existing house lot.  Mr. 
Fisher stated that the test pits had been approved for a septic system.  He stated that they would work with 
the Assessor and the Police Department for a street number and may also want to have a street name for 
the private driveway.   
 
To a question from Mr. Bouffard, Mr. Fisher replied that the Walker house accessed Beech Ridge Road 
because it was existing when the subdivision was built.  Mr. Fisher stated that the easement would be 50 
feet wide.  Mr. Paul confirmed that this would be the last lot divided on this property because there was 
no frontage left. 
 
Mr. Paul moved to approve the amended subdivision plan with the condition that the street address 
requirements be met; Mr. Thomas seconded. 

Voted 4-0 
 
6.  Koziar Capital, LLC requests site plan review for 15,424 square foot building for office and warehouse 
space at 32 Haigis Parkway 
 
This item was tabled at the request of the applicant. 
 
7.  Settlers Green Estates II, Normand Berube Builders requests preliminary subdivision review for 30 
lots off Tenney Lane* 
 
Mr. Bacon noted that there was discussion at the last meeting requesting more consideration for the road 
widths and the net residential density calculations.  He stated that the applicants now proposed 24 foot 
widths for Weathervane Way and Farmhouse Road with 22 feet for the dead end sections of the roads.  
He stated that the net residential density calculations had also been updated.  Mr. Bacon stated that Mr. 
Tubbs memo indicated that he was satisfied with the stormwater and Mr. Bray was satisfied with the 
updated road widths; he stated that Mr. Wendel had a question about the hedge maples proposed.   
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Mr. Paul read letters from Karen and Wayne Tanguay and Jennifer and Craig. Given and noted that there 
was a petition signed by many of the neighbors and abutters requesting that Weathervane Way be used for 
all construction traffic. .   
 
Mr. William Thompson, of BH2M, stated that considered the net residential density of the conventional 
versus the conservation subdivision layouts.  He stated that the Conservation Commission supported the 
31 conservation lots and the Planning Board's opinion was to eliminate the most northern upland that was 
isolated so they now proposed 30 lots.   
 
Mr. Thompson stated that they were asking for a waiver for the deadend sections of the roads for a width 
of 22 feet with a curbed sidewalk; he stated that Mr. Bray had no issues with that request.  He stated that 
for the walking trail between Lots 11 and 12 they would minimize the cutting of trees.  He stated that they 
would provide two street trees on each residential lot on both sides of the streets which would be behind 
the sidewalk on one side on the right of way line.  Mr. Thompson stated that he would work with Mr. 
Wendel who was concerned that the roots of the proposed hedge maples were shallow and may not get 
enough water and cause problems with the sidewalk.  He noted that they picked hedge maples because 
they grew to about 25 feet and they did not want taller trees. 
 
Mr. Thompson stated that they would like to phase the construction by building Farmhouse Road and 
nine homes and then construct Weathervane Way out to Highland Avenue to accommodate the remainder 
of the construction of the homes and the construction traffic for that last phase.   
 
Mr. Paul opened the meeting to public comment.  Ms. Karen Tanguay, of 40 Tenney Lane, stated that it 
was unclear whether there would be changes made to the pond which overflowed to the sidewalk.  She 
explained that there was a problem with the outlet capacity and adding more drainage would make it 
worse.  She stated that their property abutted the park which was low and wet and people would avoid 
getting wet and use their property to get to the park.  Mrs. Tanguay stated that a path was not needed 
because people had full access via the roads and sidewalks.  She asked that a wooden fence be erected 
between their property and any path.  She stated that the path would access the street near the parking lot 
and there should be a crosswalk in that area.  She stated that people used the sidewalks to the park but no 
longer used the trails because of the illegal things that were happening on the existing trails and the path 
around the park had not been maintained.  Ms. Tanguay stated that they hoped the Board would recon-
sider the need for the path. 
 
Mr. Matt Tice, of 25 Tenney Lane, stated that he lived at the intersection of the new road and was con-
cerned about the width of the street at the intersection but as long as it was 24 feet wide he was satisfied.  
He stated that his big concern was the street phasing because there would be a lot of construction vehicles 
on the already stressed Tenney Lane.  He stated that the road should be put in from Highland Avenue. 
 
Mr. Rick Mahoney, of 34 Tenney Lane, stated that he appreciated the attention paid to the neighbors' con-
cerns by the Board and the changes to the plan, especially that of the 24 foot road width.  He stated that 
his biggest concern was the proposed construction of Farmhouse Road as construction access for the first 
phase and he thought both roads should be built together.  He stated that he heard that that may be a re-
quirement for the DEP permit.  Mr. Mahoney stated that there was discussion about 25 year storms but 
they had one year storms and the pond did overflow every year.  He stated that it was very important that 
Weathervane Way be built first and he agreed with Ms. Tanguay regarding the path. 
 
Mr. Wayne Tanguay, of 40 Tenney Lane, noted that the pond was fed by a stream and it would fill up no 
matter how deep it was dug; he stated that the pond was too small to prevent overflow.  He stated that he 
still had an issue with part of Farmhouse Road because of the wetland areas and wet lots and if the road 
could be moved further north some of the wetland concerns could be eliminated but a few more house lots 
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would be lost.  Mr. Tanguay stated that he still believed his expert environmental engineer was right and 
he would request that the Board get a third party environmental expert involved.  He stated that the DEP 
had not received their application and he would request that once he had a chance to review the applica-
tion, there be another public input meeting with the Board.  Mr. Tanguay stated that he was not opposed 
to the development but needed to make sure the wetland regulations were taken care of and there was 
minimal environmental impact on the existing and the new subdivisions. 
 
Ms. Jennifer Given, of 28 Tenney Lane stated that she lived at the corner of the intersection and agreed 
that Weathervane Road should be built first so all the construction vehicles would use that access.  She 
stated that she had submitted a petition to the staff and all those who signed agreed that Tenney Lane did 
not need construction traffic. 
 
Mr. Chris Karageorge, of 18 Tenney Lane, stated that he supported his neighbors with regard to traffic 
and was well aware of traffic caused by construction.  He stated that subcontractors were often much of 
the problem and it would behoove the developer to use Highland Avenue for construction vehicles.  He 
stated that nine houses could take a long time to build in this economy.  Ms. Lisa Carlista, of 29 Tenney 
Lane, stated that she had two small children and thought the construction access should be from Highland 
Avenue for the safety of the children. 
 
Mr. Matthew Paradis, of 8 Tenney Lane, stated that he concurred with the discussion about the phasing of 
the road; he stated that people sped through the development.  He stated that if this subdivision were con-
sidered part of the present Settlers Green there should be consistency of lot and building sizes; he stated 
that there was a great risk of a lot of small homes that would be inconsistent with the neighborhood. 
 
Mr. Paul closed the public comment segment. 
 
Mr. Thompson stated that they knew the pond flooded and they would redesign the stormwater runoff 
from their property.  He stated that they would design the pond for a 100 year storm event.  He stated that 
they showed three areas of wetlands in response to Mr. Tanguay's expert and the Board accepted the wet-
lands result from the applicant.  Mr. Thompson stated that the DEP and the Army Corps of Engineers 
were the experts and they would issue the permits.  He stated that the roads crossed with the least impact 
and he heard that they would be asked to build Weathervane Way first.  He stated that it was the staff who 
suggested the path and the developer would rather not have one because there were sidewalks.   
 
To a question from Mr. Paul, Mr. Thompson replied that the two subdivisions were not connected in any 
way, other than in name at the request of the Police Department, and they were not bound to duplicate the 
existing project.  He stated that there would be homeowners' documents and the quality of the homes 
would be the same.   
 
Mr. Thomas thanked the applicant for the flexibility to reduce the number of lots and the 24 foot road 
widths; he stated that 22 feet was reasonable for the deadend roads.    He stated that he recognized the 
concerns about traffic.  To a question from Mr. Thomas, Mr. Thompson replied that they needed to up-
date their information to the DEP following this meeting.  To a question from Mr. Thomas, Mr. Bacon 
replied that there would be a complete stormwater design presented for final approval by the Board.  Mr. 
Thomas stated that he could go either way with the pathway but it would need to be maintained; he noted 
that there should be access enough via the sidewalk system.  He stated that he would like to see Weather-
vane Road built first; he stated that he liked the lower trees but would defer to the staff. 
 
Ms. Corthell stated that she appreciated the changes to the street widths and was in favor of building 
Weathervane Road first for construction vehicles.  To a question from Ms. Corthell, Mr. Thompson re-
plied that there were no reasons other than financial to construct Farmhouse Road first; he stated that the 
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cost would be the same but it would be deferred.  Ms. Corthell stated that she agreed with Mr. Thomas 
regarding the street trees and she was very satisfied with the net residential density and appreciated the 
additional information.  Mr. Bacon stated that the staff thought more people would walk, rather than 
drive, to the park if there were a trail.  To a question from Ms. Corthell, Mr. Bacon replied that the DEP 
would consider the trail as part of considering the general flora and fauna and natural resources; he stated 
that they would be very deliberate about wetland impacts so they might have to obtain a permit to fill or 
raise the walkway.  Ms. Corthell stated that she was in favor of the walkway, with maintenance in the 
covenants, if the DEP approved it.  To a question from Ms. Corthell, Mr. Thompson replied that for Lots 
1, 3 and 5 there was a 25 foot strip of open space between the existing neighborhood and the lots so there 
would be 40 feet, including the setback, to a home and the buffer was adequate.  Ms. Corthell stated that 
she was satisfied with the changes.  
 
Mr. Bouffard stated that he was inclined to follow the standards for 24 foot wide streets but would be 
willing to trade the 22 foot wide deadend streets if the applicant were willing to require all construction 
vehicles to use Weathervane Way.  He stated that Tenney Lane residents should not be burdened with any 
more traffic.  He stated that he would just as soon eliminate the path.  Mr. Thompson stated that he agreed 
and the sidewalk was a better way to access the fields.   
 
Mr. Paul stated that he was satisfied with the net residential density and the waiver for the roads made 
sense; he stated that the staff could handle the street landscaping.  Mr. Paul stated that there should be a 
more definitive indication that the buffering at Lots 1, 3 and 5 should not be disturbed so people would 
understand that they could not cut any existing buffer.  Mr. Thompson stated that he would discuss ways 
to accomplish that with the staff.  Mr. Paul stated that he agreed construction traffic should use 
Weathervane Way and was confident it would be a construction grade road.  He stated that connectivity 
was a big issue but it did not make sense to have a path that could not be used because it was wet and he 
would much rather see a texturedcrosswalk across Tenney Lane to get to the existing sidewalk.  He stated 
that it would be helpful if the developer put instructions in his subcontractors' contracts regarding the use 
of Weathervane Way.   
 
To a question from Mr. Thompson, Mr. Bacon replied that the Board could consider with a gravel road 
for construction after discussion with the Public Works Director.   
 
Mr. Paul moved to approve the preliminary subdivision plan with the following waiver: 
 
To permit a limited portion of Farmhouse Road (the deadend section north and east of the intersection 
with Weathervane Way) and the entirety of Red Barn Circle to be constructed at a width of 22 feet, rather 
than the Town standard of 24 feet, and the following conditions: 
 
1.  That the remaining items in the Planning staff comments shall be adequately addressed; 
2.  That the applicant shall continue to work with Town staff and peer review engineer to address the 
details to ensure adequate stormwater management; 
3.  That a construction access detail and phasing plan that includes the construction access via 
Weathervane Way shall be drafted. 
 
Mr. Thomas seconded. 
 
Mr. Bouffard moved to amend the motion to delete the path from the plan; Mr. Thomas seconded. 
Mr. Bacon stated that the staff was comfortable with removing the path.  Mr. Paul stated that he agreed 
the path was not necessary but he did not want to eliminate it at this point because of the absence of the 
other members.  Mr. Thomas and Ms. Corthell stated that they would like to see how the DEP felt about 
the path. 
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Mr. Bouffard and Mr. Thomas withdrew their motion and second. 
 

Voted 4-0 on the main motion. 
 

Mr. Paul called a recess at 8:40; the meeting resumed at 8:50 P. M. 
 

8.  The Highlands Subdivision, Eric and Joseph Tomazin request amended subdivision review to divide 
Lot 48 at 162 Black Point Road* 
 
Mr. Bacon stated that the Board had seen this item when the zoning map was changed; he stated that the 
plan met the density and space and bulk requirements and the staff had no issues. 
 
Mr. Shawn Frank, Sebago Technics, explained that they proposed one additional lot with one curbcut on 
Black Point Road.  He noted that any further changes to site would have to return to the Board.  The 
Board had no questions. 
 
Mr. Paul moved to approve the amended subdivision plan as presented; Mr. Thomas seconded. 
 

Voted 4-0 
 
9.  Gateway Shoppes, New England Expedition requests site plan amendment review  for the Cabela's site 
at The Scarborough Gateway* 
 
Mr. Bacon stated that this would allow two types of containers, one for merchandise and the other a 
building for propane tank storage; he stated that this use was allowed with Planning Board approval. 
 
Mr. Gary Collette, of AMEC, stated that one storage building was shown 167 feet from the building  he 
stated that the building was 8 by 9 feet and would hold fire rated and dry chemical protection and would 
be sur-rounded by a wooden enclosure and 8 inch concrete bollards to prevent vehicles from hitting the 
building.  Mr. Collette stated that the area was paved now and would not impede the loading area.  He 
stated that to the north there would be up to four 8 by 40 storage containers that would abut the edge of 
the pavement; he stated that these containers would supplement storage of merchandise.   
 
To a question form Ms. Corthell, Mr. Collette replied that there would be 2,000 one-pound canisters in 
the propane storage building; he stated that they were limited to storage of 200 canisters in the Cabela's 
retail building.  Mr. Collette stated that the container was typical for storage of propane canisters and   
met the required codes.  Mr. Bacon stated that the Fire Department was satisfied with the location of the 
structure.  To a question from Ms. Corthell, Mr. Thompson replied that did not propose enclosures for the 
other storage containers which were existing and needed approval by the Board.  He stated that there were 
four con-tainers at Christmas time but usually only one onsite during the year.   
 
Mr. Thomas stated that he was pleased to have the propane tanks stored outside the main building.  To a 
question from Mr. Thomas, Mr. Collette replied that the storage containers were visible only from the 
internal roads but not from Payne Road or the Turnpike.   
 
 
Mr. Paul stated that his comments were unrelated to this amendment and he had no issues with the 
request.  He stated that there were often three or four containers already on the site and this was a case of 
applying for permission after the fact.  He stated that the current site plan allowed only one container and 
the applicant should come to the Board prior to placing them.  He stated that what bothered him was that 
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one of the original conditions was to not remove trees between the building and the highway, but some of 
that buffer had disappeared.  Mr. Collette stated that he would pass that message along. 
 
Mr. Paul moved to approve the site plan amendment; Mr. Thomas seconded. 
 

Voted 4-0 
 

10. Maine Medical Center requests site plan amendment review for revisions to the Scarborough Cancer 
Institute on Campus Drive*  
 
Mr. Thomas recused himself from this item. 
 
Mr. Bacon stated that this was a modest site plan amendment for changes to the driveway and access as 
well as a solar pavilion.  He stated that the staff was satisfied with the design but there were questions 
regarding the planting plan.  He stated that there would be a modification to the DEP permit and the 
Board could approve the plan with the condition that that permit be issued or could wait for the permit. 
 
Mr. Marshall Bartlett, of Maine Medical Center, explained that they had completed their previously ap-
proved renovations and there were two further requirements to improve the patients' experience.  He 
stated that they had built outdoor gardens but needed year round space for visitors and families to relax 
and would like to construct a solarium and a pavilion.  He stated that they had submitted their DEP ap-
plication and hoped to begin construction immediately upon final approval from the Board. 
 
Mr. Derrick Billeux, of SMRT, explained that patients who used the solarium at the IV garden could feel 
as if they were sitting outside.  He stated that the solarium would be an 18 foot diameter domed glass 
structure with a skylight and an overhang to provide shade; he stated that this structure would be accessed 
only from inside the building.  Mr. Billeux stated that the pavilion would be like a 580 foot living room 
tucked into the corner near the existing entryway.  He stated that these additions would add only amen-
ities and no additional traffic.  Mr. Billeux stated that there was a surplus of parking but most people used 
only one area and they wanted to show that there was more parking available by creating a cut-through 
between Lots B and C. 
 
Mr. Mark Johnson, of SMRT, stated that the existing landscaping at the solarium would remain and they 
would augment it to provide screening without blocking the sun; he stated that they would present an 
updated plan showing what would be provided.  Mr. Johnson stated that the pavilion would be near the 
major entry to the building and the walkway from the parking so it was an exposed location.  He stated 
that they would provide privacy but would need to monitor security and take care of the stormwater with 
the landscaping.  He stated that they developed an architectural screen with columns and latticework to 
give the impression of a screen but open enough for security, which would be augmented with a gate and 
plantings. Mr. Johnson stated that the center planting area would be a rain garden to treat stormwater with 
filter medium which would also be the drainage process at the solarium.   
 
Mr. Johnson stated that the driveway extension would have pavers for drainage of the rainwater and there 
would be no runoff; he stated that pollutants would be removed via layers of stones.  He stated that they 
had received comments from the DEP and expected their approval before the Board's July 16, 2012 
meeting.  He stated that there would be no traffic impacts or utilities.   
 
Mr. Johnson stated that they would like to request waivers for sketch plan review which was deemed 
superfluous, as well as waivers from presenting surveys and deeds.  He stated that there would be some 
low level garden lighting and one exit light at the pavilion so they would request a waiver from present-
ing a formal lighting plan; he noted that the door from the pavilion was not a required means of egress.   
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Mr. Bouffard noted that the overhang on the solarium to provide shade seemed to be a contradiction with 
all the windows letting in the sun; he asked whether the glass would be tinted. Mr. Billeux replied that the 
glass would be clear but would reduce the amount of UV rays and the vegetation would provide shade.  
Mr. Bouffard asked about frost heaves in the parking pavers; Mr. Johnson replied that the system had 
been used many times and because there was so much void there had been no problems. 
 
Ms. Corthell asked whether the solarium would be in the exact area where the garden is; Mr. Johnson 
replied that the solarium would be offset from the canopied entrance and much of the existing grass and 
landscaping would remain.  At the request of Ms. Corthell, Mr. Johnson showed the layout of the area for 
the pavilion.  To a question from Ms. Corthell, Mr. Johnson replied that the cut-through for the parking 
would direct people to the main parking area and help circulation.  He stated that they had raised the 
driveway to sidewalk level so pedestrians had the dominant use and there would be protective bollards for 
traffic calming.   
 
To a question from Mr. Paul, Mr. Johnson replied that the lighting would be full cutoff fixtures.  To a 
question from Mr. Paul, Mr. Billeux replied that they would lose two parking spaces but they had 144 
surplus spaces, as noted on the site plan.  Mr. Paul stated that he would like to see a site plan for the entire 
property so the records were clear. 
 
Mr. Paul suggested that the applicant review the site plan prior to the next meeting and this could be a 
consent item; he stated that presenters did not have to attend the meeting but the details, such as the DEP 
permit, should be wrapped up by that meeting. 
 
11. Administrative Amendment Report 
 
There was no report. 
 
12. Town Planner’s Report 
 
Mr. Bacon noted that the Town Council had adopted at their second reading the changes to the Haigis 
Parkway Zone and Exit 42 area; he stated that Zoning Ordinances would be distributed after they were 
updated.  Mr. Bacon stated that the Industrial Zone updates would come to the Board for a public hearing 
at the July 16, 2012 meeting. 
 
13. Correspondence 
 
There was no correspondence. 
 
14.  Planning Board Comments 
 
Mr. Thomas stated that it was exciting to hear the public input and the flexibility of all the applicants to 
address comments; the Board agreed. 
 
Mr. Paul noted that prior to the next meeting, there would be a workshop for the Board; he stated that Mr. 
Bacon would notify the member of the time. 
 
Mr. Paul noted that the Town Council had approved an ad hoc committee to study transportation and 
asked for a representative from the Planning Board.  He stated that, based on Mr. Mazer's experience with 
the Oak Hill Pedestrian Committee, he had asked Mr. Mazer to represent the Board. 
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To a question from Mr. Thomas, Mr. Bacon replied that the Wegman project was still working through 
the DEP permit and continuing to look at transportation and drainage.   
 
15. Adjournment 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 9:55 P. M. 
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