
Town of Scarborough 
 

Planning Board        TUESDAY, February 21, 2006 
AGENDA 

 
1. Call to Order (7:00 P. M.) 
 
2.  Roll Call 
 
3.  Approval of Minutes (January 30, 2006) 
 
4.  The Planning Board will conduct a public hearing to receive input on an amendment to the Perform-
ance Standards of Section IX. J. of the Scarborough Zoning Ordinance to allow 750 square feet for 
Accessory Units 
 
5.  Dunstan Crossing, ALC Development Corp. and Raynan Properties requests continued preliminary 
subdivision review for 264 housing units off U. S. Route One and Broadturn Road 
 
6.  Risbara Bros. Construction Co. requests sketch plan review for 7 single family lots at 429 Gorham 
Road 
 
7.  Brown Development Corp. requests site plan approval for 6,000 square foot office building at 178-180 
U. S. Route One 
 
8.  Scarborough Crossing, Old Port Realty LLC requests reapproval of site plan for two buildings on site 
at 91 County Road 
 
9.  Katahdin Analytical Services requests site plan review for 11,300 square foot laboratory/office/ware-
house at Enterprise Park 
 
10. Sanborn Properties Inc. requests site plan review for 1,440 square foot modular office building on site 
on Pleasant Hill Road 
 
11. Wyer Island LLC requests review of conceptual site plan for a 9 unit commercial condominium sub-
division at 3 Southgate Road 
 
12. Town Planner’s Report 
 
13. Correspondence 
 
14. Planning Board Comments 
 
15. Adjournment 
 
 

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



Town of Scarborough 
 

Planning Board         February 21, 2006 
MINUTES 

 
Members Present     Staff
 
Ms. Auglis      Ms. Logan, Recording Secretary 
Mr. Paul      Mr. Wendel, Town Engineer 
Mr. Porada 
Mr. Wood 
 
1.  Call to Order
 
Ms. Auglis called the meeting to order at 7:00 P. M. 
 
2.  Roll Call
 
The Recording Secretary called the roll; Messrs. Callahan, Hanson and Shanahan were absent.  Ms. 
Auglis welcomed new member, Allen Paul, to the Board and authorized him to vote. 
 
3.  Approval of Minutes – January 30, 2006 
 
Mr. Wood moved to approve the minutes of January 30, 2006; Ms. Auglis seconded. 
 

Voted 3-0-1 – Mr. Porada abstained. 
 

4.  The Planning Board will conduct a public hearing to receive input on an amendment to the Perform-
ance Standards of Section IX. J. of the Scarborough Zoning Ordinance to allow 750 square feet for 
Accessory Units
 
Mr. Wendel explained that this would increase the size of Accessory Units from 600 square feet to 750 
square feet and that was the only change. 
 
Ms. Auglis opened the public hearing.  Rocco Risbara, III, of 186 Black Point Road, stated that he had 
built a couple of Accessory Units and 600 square feet was very tight and 750 square feet would allow a 
little more storage space. He stated that one could just barely fit furniture in a 600 square foot unit.  Ms. 
Auglis closed the public hearing. 
 
Mr. Wood stated that 750 square feet was a minimal amount of space.  He recommended that the Board 
forward a favorable recommendation to the Town Council.  Ms. Auglis agreed and stated that this was a 
reasonable request for a 150 square foot increase.  The Board agreed. 
 
5.  Dunstan Crossing, ALC Development Corp. and Raynan Properties requests continued preliminary 
subdivision review for 264 housing units off U. S. Route One and Broadturn Road
 
Mr. Will Conway, of Sebago Technics, gave a power point presentation.  He stated that this was an up-
date for the Board and they were not asking for any approvals.  He explained that they proposed 264 units 
on a 142 acre parcel with interconnecting streets which would create neighborhoods and central open 
space. Mr. Conway stated that the open space would be 45% of the total land area.  He showed the project 
entrance at Broadturn Road and the stream crossing with a natural corridor for a transitional zone into the 
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next neighborhood.  Mr. Conway stated that there would be stonewalls at the Broadturn Road gateway 
with overhead trellises and pathways behind the wall which would be part of the trail network. 
 
Mr. Conway showed the rowhouses with sidewalks and crosswalks as an entrance into the neighborhood 
and the park, which would retain the existing trees and would have sidewalks or paths and small street 
trees.  He stated that the next section would be estate lots with larger setbacks and existing vegetation 
where there would be no curbcuts on the front streets and the houses would be served by an alley at the 
rear.  Mr. Conway stated that the architecture would be New England style and there would be standards.   
 
Mr. Conway stated that the rowhouses in the second neighborhood would be right at the street and there 
would be sidewalks with no breaks for driveways, which would be off the alley in the rear.  He stated that 
the third neighborhood would be for age 55 and older, and would have sidewalks on both sides and a 
community garden at the end.  He stated that there would be a skating pond, the detention pond, at the 
recreation area; he stated that street lighting would be of colonial fixtures.  He noted that there would be 
six wet ponds. 
 
Mr. Shawn Frank, of Sebago Technics, stated that they had been through peer review and worked with 
Mr. Wendel and the Public Works Department for utilities; he stated that water was available from both 
Route One and Broadturn Road and a fire hydrant would be shown on the plan.  Mr. Frank stated that 
sewer service would come from the Broadturn/Route One intersection with a pump station near the third 
neighborhood which would pump to the collection system at that intersection.  He stated that stormwater 
would be treated in wet ponds, with 80% of the solids removed prior to running into Phillips Brook.  He 
stated that electrical and cable service would be underground. 
 
Mr. William Eaton, traffic engineer, stated that they had been to the DOT for their traffic permit.  He 
stated that the traffic generation varied for each kind of housing.  He stated that statistics showed that 
there would be 143 AM peak vehicle trips and 184 PM peak trips; he stated that they increased the 2004 
traffic study done by Gorrill-Palmer with a two year addition.  He stated that Dunscroft Road, the pro-
ject’s main road, would have a level of service of A for entering; left turns out in the AM would be a level 
D and F in the evening.  Mr. Eaton stated that the right turn level in the AM would be C and D.  He stated 
that people would use the light at Broadturn Road to turn left; he stated that a traffic signal at Dunscroft 
was not warranted. He stated that the Dunstan area intersections had some levels of F and he revised some 
of the signal timing to get both intersections to move well, except for the left turn at Harlow Street and the 
northbound turn into Broadturn Road.  Mr. Eaton stated that the storage lanes were not long enough.  He 
stated that Gorrill-Palmer suggested some type of impact fee to handle this development and others.  Mr. 
Eaton stated that the high-crash area was at the Route One/Old Blue Point Road intersection with some 
rear end left turn accidents.   
 
Mr. Wood stated that the use of Broadturn Road for left turning traffic would unduly load Broadturn 
Road and some solutions should be found for northbound traffic.  Mr. Eaton stated that the only solution 
would be a traffic light but that would need 100 left turns into Route One.  Mr. Wood asked whether 
Broadturn Road could be widened to accept the extra traffic and about turning into the project from 
Broadturn Road where there was no room to get by left turning traffic; he asked whether the applicant 
could appeal to common sense rather than warrants.  Mr. Wood stated that the he was happy to see the 
suggestion for an impact fee.  Mr. Frank stated that they had designed a stand-alone project but it would 
be seven to ten years before full buildout; he stated that warrants would be closer to being met when the 
commercial development was completed.  Mr. Frank stated that there would be a gravel access from 
Route One during Phase 1 and as soon as they reached the other side of the stream. 
 
Ms. Auglis suggested that, as the process moved along, there be a schedule of what would be heard at the 
meetings; she stated that the main issue would be traffic and she would like to stick with that issue to-
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night.  She asked how the applicant felt about the concept of an impact fee.  Mr. John Chamberlain stated 
that they felt an impact fee made a lot of sense.  He stated that the DOT had allocated money for a right 
turn land into Broadturn Road and construction would begin as soon as weather permitted.   
 
Mr. Paul asked about queueing toward Payne Road at the PM peak hour; Mr. Eaton replied that queueing 
storage is 250 feet amd that the right turn lane would start just as soon as the Payne Road right of way 
ended.  Mr. Porada stated that a right turn lane would be a big improvement; he noted that the right turn 
into Broadturn Road was an extremely tight turn.  Mr. Eaton stated that he was surprised that traffic vol-
umes had gone down at the Scarborough/ Saco line from 2002 to 2004.  To a question from Mr. Porada, 
Mr. Eaton replied that a center turning lane would help the Old Blue Point Road accident problems. 
 
Ms. Auglis stated that she was impressed with the landscaping, the community garden and the 65 acres of 
open space, but was concerned about the detention basins that could become full of cattails.  She stated 
that Philips Brook concerned her because it was an impaired stream and the Board would look carefully at 
it.  To a question from Ms. Auglis, Mr. Chamberlain replied that they would build the houses so the archi-
tectural standards would be met.  Ms. Auglis stated that the lighting was great but the Board would need 
more particulars.   
 
Mr. Frank stated that he liked the idea of discussing specific items; he stated that they had applied to the 
DEP and the DOT for their permits.  Mr. Chamberlain stated that they would come to the Board for site 
plan review of Phase 1 between preliminary approval and final approval of the subdivision.  Mr. Wood 
asked about incorporating any covered public transportation stops within the site; Mr. Chamberlain re-
plied that there could be a stop for the Saco-Portland bus line at their commercial location.  He stated that 
as soon as they crossed the stream after Phase 1, they could begin the commercial section because there 
would be road access and utilities. 
 
6.  Risbara Bros. Construction Co. requests sketch plan review for 7 single family lots at 529 Gorham 
Road
 
Mr. Wendel stated that there were comments from Mr. Bacon and from the Conservation Commission. 
 
Mr. Rocco Risbara III stated that this was a 22 acre site that was about one-third open field and the rest 
wooded with some wetlands on the property.  He stated that they were considering this proposal under the 
Conservation Subdivision standards where this site fit nicely because of the wetlands.  Mr. Risbara stated 
that the net residential density allowed seven lots including the existing house; he stated that the road 
would be public and there would be underground power.  Mr. Wood asked whether the existing driveway 
could be moved to the new road; Mr. Risbara replied that they could do that but it would be very close to 
Gorham Road.  Mr. Risbara noted that there were existing tote roads on the property and they could con-
sider trails but he did not want to encourage four-wheelers and public use; he stated that the open space 
would be owned by the homeowners’ association.  To a question from Mr. Wood, Mr. Risbara replied 
that there would be an easement between Lots 3 and 4 for the trail where there was a footbridge.  Mr. 
Risbara stated that he did not believe there were any sight distance problems. 
 
Mr. Porada stated that he agreed the driveway should be moved and that the Conservation Subdivision 
design should be used; he stated that the lot lines should be marked and pinned for the wetlands.  Mr. 
Risbara noted that the lot line went through the cemetery but they showed it as if they did not own it; he 
stated that they would leave the required buffer and there would be an access easement.  Mr. Paul 
confirmed that there would be enough space on Lot 6 for the well and septic system.  Mr. Risbara stated 
that he had ensured that all the lots would support the utilities. 
 
To a question from Ms. Auglis, Mr. Risbara replied that Lots 4 and 5 would be high end lots.  She stated  
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that the Board would want to see the homeowners’ documents including information about the open space  
access.  To a question from Ms. Auglis, Mr. Wendel replied that pins were used to mark the wetlands, but 
there was language indicating that the staff could require fencing. 
 
7.  Brown Development Corp. requests site plan approval for 6000 square foot office building at 178-180 
U. S. Route One
 
Mr. Wendel stated that there were comments from Mr. Bacon, Mr. Tubbs and Mr. Bray, who discussed 
curbcut locations and the Payne Road Impact Fee. 
 
Mr. Shawn Frank, of Sebago Technics, stated that the existing buildings would be removed and they 
would construct a 6,000 square foot structure; he stated that there were three existing curbcuts which they 
would reduce to one on Route One.  He stated that the architecture would meet the Route One Design 
Standards and be comparable to Mr. Brown’s building across the street.  Mr. Frank stated that there would 
be parking along three sides of the site; he stated that there was a center turn lane at Route One and there 
would be light traffic to the site.  He stated that Mr. Bray recommended the one driveway be acceptable.  
Mr. Frank stated that utilities would be from Foxcroft Drive and the runoff would flow through the 
residential area to the existing system in Foxcroft Drive.  He stated that there was some ponding water to 
the rear so they eliminated the detention basin and the runoff would flow through a treatment system and 
connect to the municipal stormwater system in Foxcroft Drive.   
 
Mr. Frank noted that a setback variance had been granted by the Zoning Board of Appeals.  He stated that 
there would be street trees on both streets and buffering vegetation for the driveway and parking.  He 
stated that there would be a sidewalk along the building but no access to the abutting property.  Mr. Frank 
stated that they would meet with the Sanitary District but they did have the ability to service the site.  He 
stated that there would be two light poles in front with colonial fixtures with cutoffs.  He stated that the 
requested site plan approval. 
 
Mr. Porada stated that this would be a vast improvement over the current site and he appreciated the street 
trees. To a question from Mr. Porada, Mr. Frank replied that there would be no berm because they were 
trying to maintain 50 feet in the front.  He stated that there would be no grading against the building.  Mr. 
Paul stated that his only concern would be the right turning radius into the site; Mr. Frank stated that the 
hope was that a fire engine could pull out to make a wide turn into the site.  Ms. Auglis suggested that the 
applicant meet with the Fire Department; she stated that a Certificate of Occupancy could not be issued 
until the Fire Department approved.  Mr. Wood asked whether there was an issue with delivery trucks; 
Mr. Frank replied that only panel trucks would access the site and there would be no problems getting in 
an out of the site other than fire trucks.  To a question from Mr. Wood, Mr. Frank replied that the building 
would be constructed of wood with a shingled roof.  Mr. Frank displayed the sign near the corner with 
low level lights from the landscaping. 
 
Ms. Auglis suggested a stonewall at the corners to make this a unique landscaping effort; she stated that 
she liked the sign and it could be part of the stonewall.  Ms. Auglis stated that lighting details were really 
important.  She stated that she did not care for the elevation which was boring and noninventive and she 
could not get the perspective from what was presented.  She stated that the building was all roof.  Mr. 
Frank stated that it was broken up with three separate entrances.  Ms. Auglis stated that she would be 
more comfortable if the applicant returned with more information on landscaping, access for emergency 
vehicles, lighting and a true elevation.  Mr. Porada asked that a rendering of the retaining wall with 
bollards be included.  Ms. Auglis stated that the blue spruce tree was great but there was not a lot of 
buffer at this time of year and she would like to see more pines.   
 
Mr. Wood stated that he was happy with the detail and the elevation because of the building across the  
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street but the Board should have the details.  He asked about the landscape island; Mr. Frank replied that 
he would check the separation of the tree from the corner of the sidewalk, but noted that that was a drain-
age space. 
 
Mr. Wood moved to table the request for more information regarding landscaping, emergency access to 
the site, lighting, the retaining wall and a true elevation; Ms. Auglis seconded. 
 

Voted 4-0 
 

Ms. Auglis called a recess at 9:05; the meeting resumed at 9:10 P. M. 
 
8.  Scarborough Crossing, Old Port Realty LLC requests reapproval of site plan for two buildings on site 
at 91 County Road
 
Mr. Porada recused himself from this item.  Mr. Wendel stated that this was a straightforward appeal with 
comments from Mr. Bacon. 
 
Mr. Shawn Frank, of Sebago Technics, stated that offsite traffic improvements had been finalized and 
impact fees would be addressed with the Town Manager.  He explained that they now showed a second 
phase; he stated that the applicant would like to start the main building for Dunkin’ Donuts and Subway.  
He stated that they would loam and seed the second area if they had not yet started the second building 
when the first was finished.  Mr. Frank displayed the elevation and stated that they had increased the size 
of the cupolas on the building and added windows to the side of the building at the request of the Board. 
 
To a question from Mr. Wood, Mr. Daniel Bouzianis, the developer, replied that the existing house would 
be upgraded and landscaped and would be part of the development as an office building.  Mr. Frank 
showed the specified parking for each building and stated that there was a note on the plan indicating that 
the applicant would have to return to the Board if there was any tenant change.  Mr. Wood noted that the 
pine trees had been saved and he had no issues.  He stated that if Phase 2 was not completed within a 
year, the applicant should return to the Board; Ms. Auglis agreed.  Mr. Frank noted that the entire parking 
lot would be done with Phase 1. 
 
Mr. Paul asked how safety issues would be handled with construction of the second building; Mr. 
Bouzianis replied that that was why they would complete the infrastructure with Phase 1.  Mr. Frank 
stated that the construction would be done when the two businesses were not at their busiest.  Mr. Wood 
noted that this would be an opportune time to link the abutting site but there would need to be circulation 
control. Mr. Frank stated that curb stops could be installed to keep vehicles from crossing the sites.   
 
Mr. Wood moved to reapprove the site plan with the following conditions: 
 
1.  That Mr. Bacon’s comments of February 14, 2006 be incorporated; 
2.  That any change in use have re-evaluation of the parking by the Board; 
3.  That Phase 2 be brought back to the Board if the building permit is not issued by completion of  
Phase 1; 
4.  That there be a split rail fence or curbstops as a barrier to mark the property line at the discretion of the 
staff; 
 
Ms. Auglis seconded. 

Voted 3-0-1  Mr. Porada abstained. 
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9.  Katahdin Analytical Services requests site plan review for 11,300 square foot laboratory/office/ware-
house at Enterprise Park
 
Mr. Wendel stated that there were comments from Mr. Bacon; Ms. Auglis read comments from the Con-
servation Commission. 
 
Mr. Mark Burns, of Foreside Architects, stated that they had revised the site plan slightly with a 10 by 30 
foot addition to the rear for storage of materials used in their processing. He stated that they also changed 
the dumpster location for better access to the building.  He stated that the building would be placed close 
to the road with parking in the rear for a prominent building.  He stated that this is a high-tech use which 
serves as a processor of soils, water and environmental tests. Mr. Burns stated that the building was a 
laboratory with an administrative office and a small warehouse for storage of materials.  He stated that 
there would be 35 employees with 1.2 parking spaces per employee and several visitor spaces with two 
handicap spaces.  He displayed the floor plan and stated that there would be a loading dock and an em-
ployee entrance; he stated that the elevation would be masonry and brick with details to make a striking 
building.  Mr. Burns stated that there would be landscaping with a sign at the corner of Technology Way. 
 
Ms. Stephanie Hubbard, of Sebago Technics, stated that 14 spaces were required by the ordinance for the 
office, 33 for the laboratory and one person in the warehouse, for a total of 48 spaces; she stated that they 
showed 49 spaces.  She stated that they showed additional landscaping and green space which would 
allow them to reduce the parking; she stated that there was no turnover in the parking lot during the day.  
Ms. Hubbard stated that the curbcut would be on the south side of the building 55 feet from the Lot 25 
curbcut and they would like a waiver of the distance between the driveways because of the lack of traffic 
turning left out of their site; she stated that there would be few deliveries.  She stated that they would use 
the existing water and sewer stubs and there was adequate snow storage.  Ms. Hubbard stated that the site 
was fairly level and the parking area would sheet flow to a detention basin two lots down and there would 
be a 75 foot setback with a natural buffer to the stream.  
 
To a question from Ms. Auglis, Ms. Hubbard replied that there was no easement allowing a shared drive-
way with the abutter.  Mr. Burns stated that they had located the building on the ideal part of the site and 
lenders did not like to deal with easements.  Ms. Auglis noted that the Conservation Commission was 
concerned about the slope in the rear.  Ms. Hubbard stated that the 75 foot stream protection buffer would 
be maintained and most of the snow would be stored near the dumpster.   
 
Mr. Porada asked whether the driveway could be shifted to the right with a curved entrance; Ms. Hubbard 
replied that they had to consider the required landscaping buffer.  Mr. Wood stated that he would not en-
vision any impact on the landscaping if just the entrance were moved.  Ms. Hubbard stated that they 
would consider that.  Mr. Wood asked whether there was any leftover hazardous material; Mr. William 
Warren, owner of Katahdin Analytical Services, replied that they did generate hazardous waste and dis-
posed of it through Clean Harbors every 30 to 60 days.  Mr. Warren stated that they had to meet DEP 
regulation for waste. 
 
10.  Sanborn Properties Inc. requests site plan review for 1,440 square foot modular office building on site 
at Pleasant Hill Road
 
Mr. Wendel stated that there were comments from Mr. Bacon and letters from Mr. Tubbs, and Bruce 
Gullifer, of Scarborough Community Services. 
 
Mr. Doug Reynolds, of Gorrill-Palmer, distributed copies of their response to Mr. Bacon’s comments. 
Mr. Reynolds stated that they were given site plan approval in 1995 for truck storage; he stated that the 
area was a gravel parking area for trucks; he stated that in 2001, the site plan was amended to eliminate 
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the approved 1,400 square foot building.  Mr. Reynolds stated that they were now requesting to allow the 
building to be built for a landscaping company; he stated that there would be storage buildings and soil 
bins.  He stated that this would eliminate 50 truck spaces but the remainder of the spaces would be used 
for the present use of truck storage.  Mr. Reynolds stated that there were recent amendments to the Ordi-
nance that allowed two uses on a lot if the two uses were under the same ownership and their application 
for that had been approved by the Town Attorney.  He noted that there would be a reduction in traffic be-
cause there would be fewer trucks.  Mr. Reynolds stated that he had provided a landscaping plan.  
 
Regarding the Eastern Trail, Mr. Reynolds stated that they would have a meeting with John Andrews on 
March 6, 2006.  To a question from Ms. Auglis, Mr. Reynolds replied that the Eastern Trail access would 
be a narrow band to the rear of this parcel, which is also owned by Sanborn.  Ms. Auglis confirmed that 
the trail would not be on this lot. 
 
At the request of Mr. Wood, Mr. Reynolds showed the shared access with Pine Tree Waste and stated that 
the elevation change from Pleasant Hill Road was from 60 to about 25 feet.   
 
Ms. Auglis moved to approve the amended site plan with the following conditions: 
 
1.  That the staff comments be incorporated; 
2.  That the applicant follow up with the Eastern Trail requests; 
 
Mr. Wood seconded. 

Voted 3-0-1 – Mr. Porada abstained. 
 

11.  Wyer Island LLC requests review of conceptual site plan for a 9 unit commercial condominium sub-
division at 4 Southgate Road
 
Mr. Wendel stated that there were comments from the staff and the Conservation Commission. 
 
Mr. Jamie Lourie, of Sebago Technics, explained that there was an existing, similar project off Lincoln 
Avenue.  He stated that this site was a 14 acre parcel in the Industrial Park which had been approved in 
2000 for an office/warehouse building.  He stated that they wanted to amend that site plan to allow a nine 
unit commercial condominium project.  Mr. Lourie stated that the site abutted the marsh and the entire 
parcel was within the Shoreland Zone.  He stated that the building would be 1,800 square feet with very 
low traffic and they were served by public sewer and water.  He stated that they would minimize the 
wetland impact and were attempting to hold to the 1,100 square foot impact that was previously approved 
by the DEP.  He stated that there would be less than 20% impervious surface. 
 
Mr. Lourie stated that they met with the Fire Department and incorporated vegetated access along all the 
units to provide for emergency access to the rear of the building; he stated that a fire hydrant had been 
provided.  Mr. Lourie stated that there was a 75 foot buffer along the upland edge of the marsh and they 
would use that for stormwater management; he stated that they would expand the buffers where possible.   
 
To a question from Ms. Auglis, Mr. Paul Deshaies, owner of the site, replied that the units would be used 
by tradespeople and for light manufacturing; he stated that he specified what could be done in the units 
with no pollutants so that it would be a green business.  Mr. Paul stated that he would be interested in 
seeing the elevation, particularly the side visible from Route One.  Mr. Lourie distributed architectural 
rendering.  Ms. Auglis suggested a site walk.  She stated that the color of the building could help with 
camouflage that lighting was important.  Mr. Lourie stated that they hoped to provide most of the lighting 
from the building toward the parking lot with a small wallpack.   
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To a question from Mr. Porada, Mr. Lourie replied that the parking spaces for Lots 5 and 6 allowed access 
to the emergency lane; he stated that there were three spaces assigned to each unit with one handicap 
space for each building.  Mr. Porada asked whether the handicap parking could be on the same side of the 
driveway as the units; Mr. Lourie replied that the road was very lightly traveled and they tried to be sens-
itive to the wetlands with minimum impacts.  To a question from Mr. Wood, Mr. Lourie replied that the 
length of the driveway was about 800 feet and was 26 feet wide.  Mr. Wood stated that it appeared that it 
would be a problem for any vehicle of any size to turn around; Mr. Lourie stated that there was a 50 foot 
turnaround.   
 
Mr. Deshaies stated that his first project on Lincoln Avenue was a great success and there was a need for 
more of these units and he would not want to change what was working; he stated that the Board should 
look at the existing site as well as this project.  Mr. Wood stated that aesthetics were important but he 
would not be too fussy because of the distance to Route One.   
 
A site walk was scheduled for 5:00 P. M. prior to the next meeting on March 13, 2006. 
 
12.  Town Planner’s Report
 
There was no report. 
 
13.   Correspondence
 
Mr. Wendel noted that there was an announcement of a joint workshop with the Town Council regarding 
the Land Use Plan; he stated that the workshop would be held on February 28, 2006 at 7:00 P. M.  Ms. 
Auglis stated that this was in regard to the Comprehensive Plan and the Board members should attend if 
possible.   
 
14.  Planning Board Comments
 
Mr. Wood welcomed Mr. Paul to the Board. 
 
15.  Adjournment
 
The meeting was adjourned at 10:50 P. M. 
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