
Town of Scarborough 
 

Planning Board         November 29, 2004 
 

AGENDA 
Special Meeting 

6:00 P. M. 
 

1.  Call to Order 
 
2.  Roll Call 
 
3.  Scarborough Gallery, Great Islands Acquisitions requests continued site plan review for Wal-Mart 
Supercenter and Lowe’s off Spring Street and Mussey Road 
 
4.  The U. S. Postal Service requests site plan review for a 427, 000 square foot structure for a new 
processing an distribution center off Mussey Road and Postal Service Road 
 
5.  Town Planner’s Report 
 
6.  Correspondence 
 
7.  Planning Board Comments 
 
8.  Adjournment 
 
 

NO NEW ITEMS SHALL BE TAKEN UP AFTER 9:30 P. M. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Town of Scarborough 
Planning Board         November 29, 2004 

MINUTES 
 

Members Present     Staff 
 
Ms. Auglis      Mr. Bacon, Assistant Planner 
Mr. Callahan      Ms. Logan, Recording Secretary  
Mr. Farnkoff      Mr. Ziepniewski, Town Planner 
Mr. Hanson 
Mr. Porada 
Mr. Shanahan 
Mr. Wood 
 
1.  Call to Order 
 
Mr. Wood called the meeting to order at 6:05 P. M. 
 
2.  Roll Call 
 
The Recording Secretary called the roll; all members were present. 
 
3.  Scarborough Gallery, Great Acquisitions requests preliminary subdivision approval and continued site 
plan review for Wal-Mart Supercenter and Lowe’s off Spring Street and Mussey Road 
 
Mr. Ziepniewski noted that there were four items with this project: 1. the subdivision, 2. amended site 
plan for the existing Wal-Mart, 3. site plan for the proposed Wal-Mart, and 4. site plan for the proposed 
Lowe’s store.  He stated that there was an updated traffic study and a memo from Mr. Bray indicating that 
the applicant had satisfactorily addressed the majority of the traffic issues and that preliminary subdivi-
sion approval would be appropriate.  Mr. Ziepniewski noted that the applicant wanted to get preliminary 
subdivision approval so they could proceed with DEP approvals.  He stated that there was ongoing site 
plan review but the final subdivision plan had to be approved prior to approval of any site plan.   
 
Ms. Nancy St. Clair, of Sebago Technics, stated that they would cover architecture, landscaping, signage 
and lighting.  Slides were shown including an aerial view of the whole area.  Ms. St. Clair noted that the 
preservation area was not yet completely designed; she stated that some trees would be preserved.  She 
stated that the boulevard would be offered as a public street but it would be maintained by the applicant 
and the individual lots would be maintained by the lot owners.  Mr. Andy Hyland, of Port City Architec-
ture, stated that there would be project logos and design elements of quik brick, landscaping and building 
elements which would work harmoniously within the entire site.   
 
Mr. Steve Doe, of Sebago Technics, explained the slide showing characteristics of the signs, trees, lights 
and piers.  He stated that there would be trees all along the median, which would be narrower at the indi-
vidual lot entrances for better visibility.  Mr. Doe showed the entrances with low level walls and piers 
with signs and flag poles, with evergreens, foreground plantings with year round interest.  Mr. Doe stated 
that the plants would be low for good visibility and there would be low brick retaining walls and light 
fixtures on piers.  He stated that there would be light fixtures on poles in the median and on the buildings; 
he stated that the piers would also break up the facades of the buildings. 
 
Mr. Doe and Mr. Hyland explained that the signage at the lesser entrance at Spring Street would be sim- 
ilar but of smaller scale; he stated that the sign would be inlayed in the wall and there would be signifi- 
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cant tree plantings in the center island.  He stated that the entrances to the individual lots would have free-
standing signs and would have piers and curved walls with a sign for the individual building and the inter-
section would be open for visibility with low landscaping and low lighting.  Mr. Doe and Mr. Highland 
stated that there would be directional signs at the building entrances.   
 
Mr. Larry Bartlett explained the lighting; he stated that their aim was for a responsible lighting solution 
with fixture selection to provide full cutoff luminars which would restrict glare.  He stated that they de-
signed responsible foot candle levels that would provide uniformity across the site; he stated that they 
would put lighting where it was needed and keep the poles away from the property lines.  Mr. Bartlett 
stated that there had to be a balance between the number of poles, height of the poles and wattage in order 
to keep light pollution low.  Mr. Bartlett stated that the slide showed the boulevard effect with twin 
luminars every 200 feet with landscaping between the poles.  He stated that the parking lots would have 
rectangular fixtures on 39 foot poles with 1,000 watt bulbs.  Mr. Bartlett showed the parking lot lighting 
which would minimize impact but would be designed for safety. 
 
Mr. Hyland stated that they had planned pleasing aesthetics designed for Maine and a sense of longevity, 
with a healthy and lively environment; he stated that they had kept the spirit of the Exit 6 Overlay District 
and the Design Standards.  He stated that the buildings would have peaked roofs with concealed HVAC 
equipment and the structures would be of quality, durable material with visual interests such as dormers, 
bays and arcades at varying heights.  Mr. Hyland stated that there would be an increased quality of mater-
ials as the entrances with quik brick, siding, EIFS and human-sized elements.  He stated that there would 
also be banners on the boulevard light poles. 
 
Mr. Matt Russell, architect for Lowe’s, stated that their biggest challenge was to bring the big box down 
to scale; he stated that they would incorporate pilasters and canopies at the entrances, with planters at the 
front and the building would have some windows and reveals.  He stated that they tried to break up the 
structure with accent bands and a split face block and quik brick of different colors; he stated that there 
would be a gable at the main entrance for a New England architectural treatment and the entrance color 
would be blue with white lettering.  Mr. Russell stated that the sidewalk would be four feet wider  than 
required to encourage pedestrian access.  He stated that the left and rear elevations would be unadorned 
but they could add some details; he stated that the right elevation would be the garden center with black 
vinyl covering between the pilasters. 
 
Mr. Larry Moritz, architect for Wal-Mart, stated that they had brought in some of the elements for contin-
uity and had incorporated a pitched roof at the entry and had broken down the building into three pieces 
to make it a smaller human-scale; he stated that there would be a grocery store entrance, the main en-
trance and the third entrance would be for the department store area where there would be overhanging 
roofs for shelter and customer dropoff.  Mr. Moritz stated that the highest section of the building would 
be 28 feet with two shades of quik brick and a band around the building.  He stated that there would be 
pilasters to break up the size of the building and some gables at the rear loading docks.  He stated that 
there would be ornamental fencing on the kneewall around the garden center at the second rear entrance 
into the tire and lube section.  Mr. Moritz stated that they felt this was the look for the whole Scarborough 
Gallery project. 
 
Ms. St. Clair explained that the Lowe’s site was to the north of the property toward Route 295 with access 
to Gallery Boulevard and a second access to the parking lot and the rear for loading.  She stated that they 
wanted to avoid the sidewalk coming in from the main intersection and added some landscaping for the 
parking lot.  She stated that the rear of the site would be for loading and circulation with the garden center 
at the side of the building.  Ms. St. Clair stated that Scarborough Gallery had a master plan for stormwater 
treatment and this lot would have storm drainage to the south into the common system; she stated that the 
utilities would come from Gallery Boulevard. 
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Ms. St. Clair explained that the Board had seen the Wal-Mart site plan and they had tried to integrate the 
Board’s comments from that meeting.  She stated that they would provide 15% landscaping as shown on 
the revised plan and there would be additional landscaping at Spring Street.  She stated that they now 
showed a sidewalk through the middle of the parking lot leading from the main sidewalk to the building; 
she stated that there would be ten feet of additional landscaping along Gallery Boulevard and added 
landscaping in the islands.  Ms. St. Clair stated that they had adjusted the driveway at the lower edge 
away from the building and added more landscaping.   
 
Ms. St. Clair stated that the view along Spring Street would be the garden center which would not be the 
typical Wal-Mart layout, but would have a low wall, a black fence and pilasters, which would enhance the 
architectural view of the building.  She stated that there would be extra buffering at the property line and 
they had taken the parking away from the property line at that side and some of the pine trees would re-
main.  She noted that the building would be 80 feet from the rear property line.  Ms. St. Clair stated that 
the retaining walls would minimize the wetland impacts on the site, which was a requirement of the DEP. 
She stated that they had to demonstrate they had reduced all potential wetland impacts and retaining walls 
would take care of slopes; she stated that there were natural buffers so the walls would not be visible. 
 
Ms. St. Clair stated that they would proceed with the DEP and Army Corps of Engineers permits and 
there was ongoing traffic movement review with the DOT.  She stated that they had met with the Sanitary 
District and would follow up with more meetings.  Ms. St. Clair stated that there would be discussion 
regarding access through the existing Wal-Mart, which would be brought to closure with the other site 
plan approvals. 
 
Ms. Auglis asked about the land that would be undeveloped; Ms. St. Clair replied that the land behind 
Lowe’s and behind Wal-Mart, as well as fingers of wetlands would remain undeveloped and would be 
buffers and part of those lots.  Ms. St. Clair stated that the larger area would be a mixture of stormwater 
area and a mitigation program for the entire site; she stated that the specific areas would be defined by the 
Army Corps and the DEP.  Ms. Auglis stated that the Board wanted to see all parts of the property; Ms. 
St. Clair stated that the land to the south would be non-buildable.  Ms. St. Clair stated that no lots would 
be created from what the Board had seen on the subdivision plan.   
 
Ms. Auglis stated that she was not crazy about the banners because they were usually ruined by weather, 
unless they were changed seasonally.  She stated that her biggest question was what would happen with 
the remainder of the lots and whether there would be covenants that would require those sites to conform 
and she would want to know about the signage for getting into those lots and the conditions on the archi-
tecture.  Ms. Auglis noted that the colors of the two buildings were not the same.  Mr. Hyland stated that 
the colors would be closer than the renderings showed.  Ms. Auglis stated that the left elevation of Lowe’s 
needed work.  She stated that the Wal-Mart parking was much better and she liked the sidewalk and extra 
buffering, but she would like a clearer way to access the site.  Ms. Auglis stated that she was impressed 
that the sidewalk would be four feet wider than the ADA requirements of five feet and she hoped that 
would not mean there would be sidewalk sales that would take away some of the space.  Ms. Auglis 
stated that she did not want outdoor display at the front of the building.  Ms. St. Clair stated that that was 
an area of concern from the staff and any outdoor display area would be shown on the plan.  Ms. Auglis 
stated that she wanted the smaller lots to conform to the design and color of the anchor buildings. 
 
Mr. Hanson stated that he did not like banners.  Ms. St. Clair stated that the banners would hang from the 
boulevard light poles.  To a question from Mr. Hanson, Ms. St. Clair replied that the logo was the letters 
SG which would be a precast unit and part of the block signage.  To a question from Mr. Hanson, Mr. 
Bartlett replied that some of the existing Wal-Mart light poles had four luminars and the new building 
would have only one luminar per pole and would have better uniformity with fewer fixtures.  To a ques-
tion from Mr. Hanson, Mr. Moritz replied that the building plans were specifically for this site. 
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Mr. Shanahan asked about the change in elevation on the boulevard; Ms. St. Clair replied that there would 
be a five to six foot retaining wall looking toward the west. To a question from Mr. Shanahan, Mr. Moritz 
replied that the 28 foot height of the building was needed to get clearance for the stock area in the rear.  
Mr. Shanahan asked that the retaining wall be minimized with plantings; he noted that the back of the 
building was not attractive.  Mr. Moritz noted that the site dropped off and flattened out.  Mr. Shanahan 
noted that the 90 degree turn into the Lowe’s parking lot looked congested.  Ms. St. Clair stated that they 
would look at the turning radius but it was the same at both buildings.  Mr. Shanahan stated that he liked 
the scale of the lights on the boulevard but the 39 foot poles in the parking lots would be 10 feet higher 
than the buildings; he asked whether they could be lowered. 
 
Mr. Porada stated that it was clear outdoor sales were not allowed in the parking lot and that needed to be 
looked at; he stated that the design standards were clear that outdoor display could not face roadways.  He 
stated that the design standards also required that vending machines not be visible and must be incorpor-
ated into the design of the building and should be shown on the site plan; he stated that that also applied 
to cart corrals.  Mr. Porada stated that the buildings were nice looking but he did not see any clapboards 
on them.  He stated that he thought the blue EIFS on the Lowe’s building was striking and did not flow 
with the brick. Mr. Porada stated that the left side needed architectural work, as did the right side facing 
Route 295; he stated that much of the traffic would enter on that side and there could be another way to 
add something to camouflage the long wall of chain link fencing at the garden center.  He stated that the 
flow of traffic for Lowe’s may need to be changed so it would not enter along the front of the building. 
 
To a question from Mr. Farnkoff, Mr. Hyland replied that the banners could be switched on a seasonal 
basis and there would be some language to address that.  Mr. Farnkoff asked whether the lights could be 
at a uniform level and design; Mr. Bartlett replied that they looked at the fixtures during the daytime and 
the boulevard lights would be ornamental, but they put nondescript lights that would seem to disappear in 
the parking lots.  Mr. Bartlett stated that the lighting would be consistent within the parking lots.  Mr. 
Farnkoff stated that he liked the Wal-Mart parking lot.  He asked whether the landscaping at the far end of 
Lowe’s could be moved into the lot; Ms. St. Clair replied that they would consider that.  Mr. Farnkoff 
stated that he had no problem with the rear of Wal-Mart if it was buffered from view.  He stated that it 
seemed that a lot had been done to the front of the stores to make them look as appealing as possible.   
 
Mr. Callahan asked how much of Lot 7 was available for development; Ms. St. Clair replied that only the 
corner area near I-295 would be developed.  She stated that a small piece of Lot 6 was available for devel-
opment.  Ms. St. Clair stated that the boulevard and entrances were designed to handle truck traffic.  Mr. 
Callahan complimented the architecture on the big box buildings with the accents.  To a question from 
Mr. Callahan, Mr. Moritz replied that other Wal-Mart supercenters were not of the same design. 
 
Mr. Wood stated that he agreed with many of the previous comments and had always liked the approach 
of the subdivision incorporating the Exit 6 Overlay, pedestrian ways, etc.  He stated that he enjoyed the 
fact that one could walk through the whole subdivision but didn’t see any areas to rest.  Ms. St. Clair 
stated that areas could be made near the central sidewalk for a couple of benches and there should be 
better areas on the smaller lots.  Mr. Wood asked whether the distances were adequate to take care of 
snow so the landscaping at the entrances would not be damaged by plowing.  Regarding the reconfigura-
tion of the existing Wal-Mart, Mr. Wood stated that he wanted to hear what the plans would be to ensure 
that the entrances were not used while the building was empty.   
 
Mr. Wood stated that he was pleased with the site plans and bringing the buildings down to scale; he 
stated that he liked the Wal-Mart design that looked like windows and asked whether it could be repeated 
in other areas.  Mr. Moritz stated that they could consider glass on the other side but it was difficult to use 
true glass because of the way the store was marketed.  Mr. Wood stated that the Wal-Mart parking lot was 
a huge improvement and thought the Lowe’s lot could be the same for a common element with the 15 
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foot center sidewalk and landscaping.  He stated that he thought the landscaping was adequate. Mr. Wood 
asked whether there was a limit on when trucks could enter the site; Mr. Moritz replied that trucks would 
be continuous throughout the day but would simply leave a full trailer and depart with another.  Ms. St. 
Clair noted that the truck route may be through the boulevard rather than the rear of the site where the 
wetlands are.  Mr. Wood stated that he would like to see a regular truck route rather than using the regular 
traffic route.  Ms. St. Clair stated that they could add some signage for the lower end entrance; she stated 
that both sites had been designed to allow truck access.   
 
Mr. Wood asked about trailer storage; Mr. Todd Morey stated that they would like to store two trailers in 
the rear of Lowe’s for used pallets and used appliances.  Mr. Wood stated that it should be shown on the 
site plan exactly where the trailers would be placed.  Ms. St. Clair showed the area that would be striped 
for container storage and stated that the area was designed so vehicles could pass around the pharmacy 
drive-through.  Mr. Wood stated that he enjoyed the lighting presentation and the lights down the boule-
vard.  He asked the width of the median with regard to the plowing of snow; Ms. St. Clair replied that it 
varied from five feet at the intersections for turning lanes, up to 15 feet at the widest sections.  Mr. Wood 
asked about the height of the light poles; Ms. St. Clair replied that there were provisions that the poles 
could be taller than 25 feet and she would address that at their next meeting with the Board.  Mr. Hanson 
asked that the sale of firearms be limited to the satisfaction of the Police Department. 
 
Mr. David Merrill, of 29 Jameco Mill Road, stated that he had written a letter to the Board and asked that 
the environmental, social, economic, etc. impacts of enormous scale project be given close scrutiny.  He 
stated that there should be publicity to open a dialogue of what this project will do to the Town. 
 
Mr. Wood moved to approve the preliminary subdivision plan for Scarborough Gallery with the following 
conditions: 
 
1.  That Mr. Bray’s memo of November 28, 2004 be incorporated; 
2.  That memos from SYTDesign and from Mr. Wendel and Mr. Bacon, as well as Planning Board 
comments be incorporated; 
 
Ms. Auglis seconded. 

Voted 5-0 
 

Mr. Wood noted that this approval did not include the site plans for Wal-Mart and Lowe’s. 
 
Mr. Wood called a recess at 8:25; the meeting resumed at 8:40 P. M. 
 
4.  The U. S. Postal Service requests site plan review for a 427,000 square foot structure for a new 
processing and distribution center off Mussey Road and Postal Service Road 
 
Mr. Ziepniewski explained that this was part of the approved subdivision at the Scarborough/South 
Portland line and this building would be in Scarborough with the road in South Portland.  He stated that 
the traffic impacts had been calculated with the subdivision and were part of the DEP approval and the 
street improvements would be done.  Mr. Ziepniewski stated that there was an updated study showing 
lower traffic estimates than originally shown.  He stated that the South Portland Planning Department had 
no issues with this item.  Mr. Ziepniewski stated that one of Mr. Bray’s concerns was that the left turning 
traffic lane at Route 114 and Payne Road be constructed.  Mr. Wood noted that there were extensive in-
frastructure improvements tied in with this project.  Mr. Ziepniewski stated that the subdivision approvals 
were incorporated into the site location plan, conditions and agreements as part of the site location plan. 
 
Mr. Steve Dunakoskie, of USPS, stated that this would be a 427,000 square foot processing and distribu- 
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tion center located on 55 acres.  Ms. Shalini Mohan, of URS Corp. engineering services, stated that the 
building would be a single story and was about 50,000 square feet larger than previously shown because 
the new processing equipment required a larger building.  Ms. Mohan displayed the site and stated that 
there would be two entrances, one for employees and one for trucks, and there would be load-ing docks 
on two sides of the building.  She stated that they had met with the Fire Department and com-plied with 
their requirements with access to two faces of the building; she stated that they would try to get water 
from Postal Service Way for the fire hydrants.  Mr. Mark Shanan, of URS Corp., stated that they had 
provided a secondary access from Border Road (formerly Piggery Road).   
 
Ms. Mohan that they showed a 125,000 square foot area in the unlikely event an addition was needed.  
She stated that the DEP issues would have to be worked out.  She stated that the structure would be 
design-built and the outer shell would be of masonry; she stated that they would break up the 30 foot 
height of the building, with an inside height of 22 feet and the administration area 18 feet.  Ms. Mohan 
stated that there would be a small mechanical penthouse 12 feet above the roof and set back from the 
road.   
 
Mr. Larry Fitzgerald, of URS Corp., stated that the wetlands impact would be minimal; he stated that 
there would be air emissions impact because of the heating.  He stated that the traffic and other impacts 
would be less because there would be fewer employees.  Mr. Wood asked whether the decrease in traffic 
translated into scaled-down road improvements; Mr. Fitzgerald replied that the improvements could still 
be done.  Mr. Wood noted that there were many proposed improvements that were tied into the traffic 
from this site.  Mr. Ralph Norwood, of Gorrill-Palmer, stated that the project was permitted for peak trip 
generation and that permit would allow for those trips from other areas of the business park.  To a ques-
tion from Mr. Ziepniewski, Mr. Norwood replied that there were no proposed changes to the improve-
ments.  Mr. Norwood stated that there was to have been three different work shifts at the postal service, 
but the shifts would be different and the passenger car equivalent at peak hours would be significantly 
reduced.  He stated that all improvements in the original study were a requirement of the DOT and the 
Planning Board approvals and would be completed.  To a question from Mr. Callahan, Mr. Norwood 
replied that some of the improvements had been done and the remainder would be completed by the 
subdivision owners. 
 
Ms. Auglis noted that the buffer was not as dense in some places as in others and she requested that the 
existing buffer not be thinned and that additional buffer be planted so the building could not be seen from 
Route I-295.  Ms. Auglis stated that she knew the USPS could not be told how to design the building but 
the Board had a right to say no red or blue paint; she stated that I-295 was a very visibly im-portant area 
in Scarborough.  Ms. Mohan stated that they knew the Board would want a light color, but not white, and 
the roof would be white for energy savings.  Mr. Fitzgerald stated that not many trees would be cut and 
the site would be mostly undisturbed in the I-295 area.  Ms. Mohan noted that the build-ing did not need 
to stand out because there would be not customers. 
 
Mr. Wood stated that he looked forward to Mr. Bray’s summation of what infrastructure improvements 
still needed to be built and what would trigger the improvements in conjunction with the building con-
struction.  Mr. Norwood stated that the DOT required the infrastructure to be built before the building.  
Mr. Wood asked whether truck traffic would utilize I-295 rather than the other roads which were not built 
to accommodate them and whether the USPS was still committed to how they would access the site.  Mr. 
Bruce Bartlett, of USPS, stated that all trucks, other than those going to Scarborough and South Portland, 
would use I-295.   
 
Mr. Wood noted that the shift work could change in a few years and the distribution of traffic could 
change radically.  Mr. Fitzgerald stated that the numbers in the study were in use at this time.  Mr. Bartlett 
stated that the only way they could move mail was by working 24 hours; he stated that prior to running 
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the machines, they needed people at an early hour for maintenance and to prepare the mail and this caused 
the staggered start times.  He stated that they could not lump operations into eight hour blocks; he stated 
that he based projections on building size, operations and equipment out ten years and this was where 
they expected to be for quite a while.   
 
Mr. Wood asked whether this project would come back to the Planning Board.  Ms. Mohan stated that the 
project had to be approved by the USPS Board of Governors, then go to the design-build contractor and 
URS would review their plan; she stated that they were finished with the project at that point.  Mr. Wood 
noted that there was no delineation of wetlands or elevations; Ms. Mohan stated that that was not required 
but they could ask the contractor to supply a design-build site plan.  Mr. Wood noted that the USPS in-
dicated they had no requirement to meet the Town’s guidelines but would go through them.  He stated 
that he would like to see the project come back with a final submission meeting all the site plan require-
ments.  Mr. Dunakoskie stated that it would be for review and comments, not for approval.   
 
Mr. Wood stated that lighting would be a big aspect.  Ms. Mohan stated that they had built the Town reg-
ulations into the design criteria and would ask the design-contractor to make a full submittal.  Mr. Wood 
stated that he would like to see a full process for full approval; he asked that the applicant illustrate what 
Town regulations they could not meet.  Mr. Fitzgerald stated that the wetland delineation was approved 
by the DEP and the Army Corps of Engineers when the subdivision was approved.  Mr. Wood stated that 
it would help to see a trailer truck on the plan showing how it would fit on the site.  Ms. Mohan stated that 
a width of 75 feet of the driveway would be free at all times. 
 
To a question from Mr. Wood, Ms. Mohan replied that inspectors would monitor all employees and mail 
from a concealed spine within the building; she stated that the inspectors had a separate entrance and did 
not interact with the postal workers.  Mr. Wood asked about the exterior break area; Ms. Mohan replied 
that the outside area was for smokers and there was an indoor break room and a large cafeteria. Mr. Wood 
asked that a truck path be shown for the construction phase.  Ms. Mohan stated that she anticipated late 
March for the start of the ground work and a two year construction time; she stated that they could built 
that into the design-build requirements and would lay out a preferred route for the construction truckers.   
 
Mr. Ziepniewski asked whether the building would be in conformance with the BOCA Code; he stated 
that the Town would not be inspecting the building but would want some certification.  Ms. Mohan stated 
that the design-builder was required to build to BOCA 1996.  Mr. Fitzgerald stated that they would have a 
certificate of compliance signed by a professional engineer licensed in Maine.   
 
To a question from Mr. Callahan, Ms. Mohan replied that there would be camera surveillance and an 
anthrax detection system in the building.  Mr. Dunakoskie stated that this site was more prone to some-
thing getting in the mail and there was a bio-detection and filtration system.  He noted that they had been 
dealing with lighting. 
 
5.  Town Planner’s Report - There was no report. 
 
6.  Correspondence - There was no correspondence. 
 
7.  Planning Board Comments 
 
Mr. Wood thanked the Board members for attending this special meeting. 
 
8.  Adjournment –  
 
The meeting was adjourned at 9:40 P. M. 
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