
Planning Board          June 3, 2013 
AGENDA 

 
1.  Call to Order (7:00 P. M.) 
 
2.  Roll Call 
 
3.  Approval of Minutes (May 13, 2013) 

4.  The Planning Board will conduct a public hearing to receive comment on proposed amend-
ments to the Town of Scarborough Official Zoning Map to update the zoning districts that apply 
to the Scarborough Downs property and adjacent properties in the vicinity of Payne Road* 

5.  The Planning Board will conduct a public hearing to receive comment on proposed amend-
ments to Chapter 405, the Town of Scarborough Zoning Ordinance, to establish a new zoning 
district specific to the Scarborough Downs property titled the Crossroads Planned Development 
District* 

6.  Piper Shores, Maine Life Care Retirement Community requests amended site plan review for 
additional parking spaces at previously approved site on Piper Road 
 
7.  Eastern Carpet Cleaning, George Gadbois requests amended site plan review to construct a 1,250 
square foot addition to the existing building at 63 Pleasant Hill Road* 
 
8.  NKB Properties, Inc. requests conversion of an existing 1,027 square foot residence and 438 square 
foot garage to office space at 248 U. S. Route One 
 
9.  Biddeford Savings Bank requests review for mixed use development at 206 U. S. Route One 
 
10. Eastern Village, Ballantyne Development LLC requests amended subdivision plan review for changes 
to the maximum building height* 
 
11. Scarborough Property Holdings, LLC requests site plan amendment review for previously approved 
site at Payne and Ginn Roads* 
 
12. Administrative Amendment Report 
 
13. Town Planner’s Report 
 
14.  Correspondence 
 
15. Planning Board Comments 
 
16. Adjournment 
 
 
*Public comment will be allowed on these items. 
 

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



 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
Planning Board          June 3, 2013 

MINUTES 
Members Present       Staff 

 
Mr. Bouffard        Mr. Bacon, Town Planner 
Mr. Chamberlain       Mr. Chace, Assistant Planner 
Mr. Fellows        Ms. Logan, Recording Secretary 
Mr. Mazer 
Mr. Thomas 

 
1.  Call to Order  
 
Mr. Fellows called the meeting to order at 7:00 P. M. 
2.  Roll Call 
 
The Recording Secretary called the roll; Mr. Paul and Mr. Dupont were absent.  Mr. Fellows authorized 
Mr. Bouffard to vote. 
 
3.  Approval of Minutes (May 13, 2013) 
 
The minutes were not available. 

4.  The Planning Board will conduct a public hearing to receive comment on proposed amend-ments to 
the Town of Scarborough Official Zoning Map to update the zoning districts that apply to the 
Scarborough Downs property and adjacent properties in the vicinity of Payne Road* 

5.  The Planning Board will conduct a public hearing to receive comment on proposed amend-ments to 
Chapter 405, the Town of Scarborough Zoning Ordinance, to establish a new zoning district specific to 
the Scarborough Downs property titled the Crossroads Planned Development District* 

Mr. Bacon gave a power point presentation for both items; he explained that this was a collection of 
amendments created by the Long Range Planning Committee that applied to about 450 acres of 
Scarborough Downs property and three separate lots that abutted Sawyer Road.  He stated that these 
changes were recommended by the Comprehensive Plan and the Committee had worked closely with the 
Downs owners for a mix of uses and development types because of the lot size.  He stated that and the 
infrastructure would need to be thoughtfully laid out.  Mr. Bacon stated that the current B-2 Zone did not 
allow residences or mixed use and was not flexible with space and bulk. Mr. Bacon showed the map 
change with a new Crossroads Planned Development for most of the Downs area as well as adjacent 
property on Payne Road which would be changed to the B-3 Zone and a VR-4 Zone for three or four 
properties to the east of Scarborough Downs near Sawyer Road; he stated that the new VR-4 area would 
abut an existing VR-4 Zone.   Mr. Bacon stated that it was proposed to eliminate a portion of the 
Resource Protection Zone that would be in the Crossroads area; he stated that the area would still be 
protected as wetlands but did not need the protection of the RP Zone. 



 
 

 
 

Mr. Bacon stated that the Long Range Planning Committee had interacted with the Scarborough Downs 
owner and representatives for their input and held public meetings with the neighbors and a workshop 
with the Planning Board.  He stated that the key components of the district were a wide range of allowed 
uses and any development would require a Master Plan for infrastructure layout; he stated that developers 
could create space and bulk standards with the Planning Board for flexibility and creativity; he stated that 
the zone would require significant buffering to abutters and affordable housing would be allowed with 
quality development design and the zone was structured to work with or without a gaming component. 

Mr. Bacon noted that there would be a Town Council meeting on June 19, 2013 with a public hearing and 
the Council would then consider the final action with public input at a later date. 

Mr. Fellows opened the public hearing for both Items 4 and 5 and asked that comments be kept to five 
minutes.  Mr. Charles Parakis, of 38 Jones Creek Drive, stated that he was amazed that in a community as 
lush as Scarborough there was a photo of an intersection on the cover of the Town Report, which spoke to 
what was happening in Town with priorities out of whack.  He stated that development was inevitable but 
the development that had occurred had not reduced taxes.  He asked why a racino should be allowed 
when it was voted down by the Town.  Mr. Parakis stated that the area in question was one of the greatest 
natural resources and there were forested wetlands which were habitats for wildlife.  He stated that what 
would be lost should be weighed against what would be gained and he hoped the Board would take the 
natural land into consideration. 

Mr. Andrew Ingalls, of Boulos Co., stated that he worked with Scarborough Downs in hopes of selling a 
portion of their land but due to the deep recession had sold only a six acre parcel and the remaining 400 
acres had not generated any interest.  He stated that they discussed the proposal with higher density and a 
required Master Plan with the Scarborough Downs owner and agreed that the changes were thoughtful 
and could improve the value of the site.  Mr. Ingalls stated that it was public knowledge that the Downs 
wanted to continue the racing business and did not want to condone a ban on gaming.  He stated that it 
would be difficult to accomplish a viable development without a large central business and gaming could 
provide a financially coordinated mix of development.  He stated that the Downs asked that language be 
included for a Town-wide referendum. 

Mr. Larry Finkleman, of Portland, stated that he had inherited one of the landlocked properties proposed 
for the VR-4 Zone; he stated that he and his neighbors had no problem with the Downs property rezoning 
but they were envious because they would not be gaining the flexibility that the Downs zoning would 
allow and their properties were constrained as to height and number of units or business use.  He stated 
that he did not appreciate the lack of flexibility he would have. 

Mr. Fellows closed the public hearing. 

Mr. Mazer stated that development was necessary for this Town and he was in favor of this proposal 
which was created with a lot of effort and a lot of different input and limiting development was not 
something he could deal with.  He stated that he had heard from many people that they should have voted 
for the racino where there would have been a Town center.  He stated that he was glad to see renewed 
interest from Scarborough Downs; he stated that he thought there should be another opportunity for the 
voters to consider the racino and the Town needed to be progressive and take into account that there were 
many citizens who were on a fixed income and could not pay high taxes; he stated that taxes had not gone 
down because some developments were entities that did not pay taxes.   



 
 

 
 

Mr. Bacon noted that the three VR-4 lots were recommended by the Long Range Planning Committee 
because they abutted the existing VR-4 Zone on Sawyer Road and the 200 acre Warren Woods property 
that is protected and access could be from Sawyer Road.  He stated that the VR-4 would allow multi-
units.  Mr. Thomas stated that he wished the VR-4 lots could be included in the overall plan and under-
stood the residents’ concern but had to consider what the Long Range Planning Committee members 
thought about the future.  He noted that there was a vast amount of land that would be protected and he 
was in favor of the map change and supported the Ordinance changes as written. 

Mr. Chamberlain stated that he was supportive of the amendment which was recommended by the 
Comprehensive Plan.  He asked whether the Master Plan would be required for the first development pod; 
Mr. Bacon replied that the Master Plan would be required before any piece of the property was proposed 
for development but it would be a conceptual plan for where the infrastructure, such as roads and inter-
sections, may go so the Planning Board would understand how the first project would fit into the overall 
site but there would be flexibility for the developer.  Mr. Bacon stated that there could be a small project 
but the developer would have to consider 50 acres around that project to show how it would fit.  Mr. 
Chamberlain stated that the Planning Board would have the opportunity to do some good work but could 
also make a major mistake because of the latitude the zoning allowed.  He stated that it would be critical 
that the area be designed to the nth degree.  He stated that he was also concerned about the vast number of 
units required for affordable housing; he stated that the Town did not have a handle on affordable housing 
and the requirement could be a mess if the Town was not prepared.  Mr. Bacon noted that there was a 
requirement of 20% open space under the infrastructure plan.   

Mr. Bouffard stated that he supported this proposal and the opportunity for Scarborough Downs to 
develop as they saw fit within reason; he stated that he hoped there would not be a rush to develop the site 
all at once and he looked forward to seeing the proposals. 

Mr. Fellows stated that he supported this proposal; he stated that he understood the concerns about growth 
and the desire to preserve green space and there would be preserved space in this area.  He stated that this 
seemed to be the place that should be developed since it is in the middle of Town and would take some of 
the pressure off other areas.  He stated that he understood the concern that the racino was a volatile issue 
and it was clear that there had been a lot of discussion with stakeholders.  He stated that there was a 
strong desire by the Long Range Planning Committee that the Town not take a position on the racino 
issue but it made sense to be flexible.  Mr. Fellows stated that it would be nice to preserve the land but it 
was privately owned with the ability to be developed under the zoning.  He stated that this proposal had a 
lot of opportunity for the Planning Board to play an active role in shaping the development.  He stated 
that the Board sent a positive opinion to the Town Council. 

6.  Piper Shores, Maine Life Care Retirement Community requests amended site plan review for 
additional parking spaces at previously approved site on Piper Road 

The Board had no questions.  Mr. Fellows noted that the materials showed that each of the items had been 
addressed thoroughly and he had no issues. 

Mr. Fellows moved to approve the site plan amendment for the proposed parking lot expansion as 
depicted on the plan dated May 22, 2013; Mr. Thomas seconded. 

Voted 4-0; Mr. Mazer was not in the room and did not vote. 



 
 

 
 

7.  Eastern Carpet Cleaning, George Gadbois requests amended site plan review to construct a 1,250 
square foot addition to the existing building at 63 Pleasant Hill Road* 

Mr. Chace stated that the Sanitary District was comfortable with this amendment and the 
applicant had provided a cut sheet for light fixtures. 

Mr. Scott Decker, of SYTDesign, explained that they wanted to expand the existing structure by 
1,250 square feet for a total of 6,300 square feet; he stated that there would be an overhead door 
in the addition.  He stated that the roofline would split the water flow and water from the pave-
ment would run down to a sandy area to take care of stormwater.  Mr. Decker stated that they 
used only 350 gallons of their 700 gallon capacity per day for the sewer so any additional flow 
would not be a problem.  He stated that the addition would not be sprinklered so there would be a 
fire lane on the west side with gravel and grass; he stated that erosion control would be created at 
the top of the bank.  Mr. Chace noted that there were no comments from Mr. Wendel regarding 
stormwater. 

The Board noted that all items had been addressed and there were no comments. 
 
Mr. Fellows moved to approve the site plan amendment dated May 20, 2013; Mr. Thomas seconded. 
 

Voted 5-0 
 
8.  NKB Properties, Inc. requests conversion of an existing 1,027 square foot residence and 438 square 
foot garage to office space at 248 U. S. Route One 
 
Mr. Chace noted that there were questions about stormwater management at the last meeting so the ap-
plicant had returned with new stormwater plans.  He stated that the parking lots between this site and 250 
Route One would no longer be joined.  He stated that they proposed nine spaces though only five spaces 
were required by the Ordinance and the Board should determine intent for the extra spaces because the 
Town liked to minimize impervious pavement.  Mr. Chace noted that the Board could not approve the 
existing garage for maintenance work on vehicles from the abutting lot.  He stated that other minor issues 
were the screening to the residential property to the south and timing of the light fixtures.  He stated that 
there had been an analysis of the sewer pipes which showed that the lines were fully functional and the 
Sanitary District would consider that analysis. 
 
Mr. Lee Allen, of Northeast Civil Solutions, explained that 248 and 250 Route One were under separate 
ownership and there was no longer any connection between the two sites.  He stated that the applicant 
agreed to close off the two Route One curbcuts and construct a sidewalk; he stated that some trees would 
be cut down but the two birches would remain.  He stated that they would erect a six foot stockade fence 
at the southern property line and the trees would be removed at the abutter’s request.  Mr. Allen stated 
that the timing of the lights would depend on the tenant but would be as minimal as possible.  He stated 
that they proposed nine parking spaces because they did not know what type of tenant or tenants they 
would have and they may need spaces for visitors or a business that used trucks.  He stated that four of the 
spaces would be of porous concrete.  He stated that the roots had been cleaned out of the sewer pipes and 
the Sanitary District would review the video of the pipes.   
 
To a question from Mr. Bouffard, Mr. Allen reiterated that there had been some thought that the present 
tenant of 250 Route One would become the tenant at this site but that was no longer the case and there 
would be no connectivity between the two separate sites.  Mr. Allen stated that snow would be plowed to 



 
 

 
 

the green space around the parking lot or the rear spaces if they were not used or would be removed from 
the site.  Mr. Chamberlain stated that his concern was the amount of pavement; Mr. Allen showed the 
porous spaces and stated that the handicap space was not close to the building because of the grade of the 
driveway that did not meet ADA requirements for a ramp.  To a question from Mr. Chamberlain, Mr. 
Allen replied that trash would be removed by a cleaning service so there was no need for a dumpster.  Mr. 
Chamberlain stated that he would rather see five parking spaces with more constructed if needed, which 
would allow more green space; Mr. Allen reiterated that four of the spaces would be porous concrete 
which would drain like grass. 
 
To questions from Mr. Thomas, Mr. Allen replied that the porous parking spaces would be good for 
storing snow; he stated that the abutter at 250 Route One did not want to eliminate the Route One curbcut 
and there was a grade difference that would not allow vehicles to cross over.  Mr. Chace stated that a 
guardrail would help.  Mr. Thomas stated that there should be a separation between the lots and a curb 
would work.  He stated that he had no problem with the additional parking but there needed to be a place 
for snow storage. 
 
Mr. Mazer asked about the use of the garage; Mr. Allen replied that the garage would be for storage only 
and would meet the intent of the Ordinance.  Mr. Mazer agreed that there should be differentiation 
between the two lots.  Mr. Fellows asked why only four of the spaces would be porous; Mr. Allen replied 
that the porous spaces were created where the water ran naturally and stated that the pavers would be 
yellow/white.  Mr. Bacon noted that the Morrison Center had a split parking lot such as this.  Mr. Fellows 
stated that he was comfortable with the plan.  
 
Mr. Fellows moved to approve the office space with the following conditions: 
 
1.  Prior to the issuance of a building permit the plan set shall be revised to include: 
     a. a 6’ stockade fence along the southerly property line; 
     b. the addition of a traffic measure adequate to prevent cross vehicular access at the terminus     
     of the parking field. 
 
2.  Prior to the issuance of a building permit the applicant shall provide written evidence from 
the Sanitary District that the design of the sewer system is satisfactory. 

 
3.  Prior to the issuance of a building permit an easement for the maintenance of the Route One 
sidewalk shall be provided to the Town. 
 
4.  Prior to the issuance of Certificate of Occupancy the Planning staff shall approve the details 
and hours of operation for the parking field lighting fixtures. 
 
Mr. Thomas seconded. 

Voted 5-0 
 
9.  Biddeford Savings Bank requests review for mixed use development at 206 U. S. Route One 
 
Mr. Chace stated that the applicant had done a good job responding to staff comments; he stated that all 
the access easement drafts had been received but the sidewalk easement should be extended to 10 feet 
deep for maintenance access.  He stated that the only major items pending were the DEP and DOT 
permits and this could be a Consent Item at the Board’s next meeting following issuance of those permits. 
 



 
 

 
 

Mr. Mike Eon, representative for Biddeford Savings Bank, explained that there would be a 13 acre 
preservation easement abutting Stratton Woods; he stated that the Fire Department was satisfied and there 
would be a sewer pump for each building.  He stated that the bank’s ATM would be in the rear and would 
have constant lighting.   
 
Mr. Thomas complimented all the representatives of the applicant on their efforts and attention to the 
Board’s comments.  To a question from Mr. Bouffard, Mr. Andrew Johnston, of SMRT replied that there 
were two different elements to the parking areas because they were trying to maximize the pervious 
spaces in the rear where the field was but in the front they would have to dig out the land to put in stone to 
make the area pervious.   Mr. Johnston stated that there would be a stop sign at the exit from the bank 
where the traffic from both drive-throughs would meet. 
 
To a question from Mr. Chamberlain, Mr. Tom Gorrill, of Gorrill-Palmer, replied that the driveway from 
the Centervale property was one-way because of its proximity to Route One; he stated that two-way 
traffic through that crossover would create a bottleneck for vehicles entering the site from Route One.  He 
stated that the exit from Centervale allowed drivers to use the traffic light from this site. 
 
Mr. Fellows stated that the Board would be prepared for a Consent Item when the agency permits were 
ready. 
 
10. Eastern Village, Ballantyne Development LLC requests amended subdivision plan review for changes 
to the maximum building height* 
 
Mr. Chace explained that the Traditional Neighborhood District Overlay was created to provide design 
flexibility and to allow mixed use subdivisions and housing types.  He stated that Mr. Anderson wanted to 
look at raising the maximum building height from 35 to 45 feet.   
 
Mr. Kerry Anderson, of Ballantyne Development, stated that the 35 foot height limit restricted quality 
design by creating squat Victorian buildings which were designed to be  high in nature; he displayed 
renderings of designs of a structure at both heights.   
 
Mr. Chamberlain noted that Mr. Anderson’s designs were incredible and kept within the era; he stated 
that his concern was that the existing 35 foot buildings would feel dwarfed.  He asked whether this would 
allow a four story flat roofed building.  Mr. Anderson stated that there were some designs that did not 
work with the 35 foot height and he did not intend to build more than two stories and he would make sure 
nothing was out of scale and asked for the faith that he would do the right thing. 
 
Mr. Bouffard asked whether this would set a precedent and asked whether, given the small lots, some 
homes would live in the shadows of 45 foot houses; he asked what percentage of the homes would be 
higher than 35 feet.  Mr. Anderson replied that he could not venture a percentage but it would be a small 
number because the houses in question were very expensive; he stated that he would not locate a house 
this size next to smaller townhouses.  He stated that other developments in other areas with this type of 
neighborhood had houses 45 to 65 feet high.  Mr. Anderson stated that he paid attention to the design 
within the entire site and how the structures mixed; he stated that this house would be on a larger lot than 
most of the others. 
 
Mr. Chace noted that the townhouses would come back to the Board for site plan approval for the design.  
Regarding setting a precedent, Mr. Bacon stated that there were very few zones that allowed this flex-
ibility so the Board could determine lot size and height and distinguish from other projects. 
 



 
 

 
 

Mr. Mazer asked whether the neighbors were aware that there may be a 10 foot higher structure.  Mr. 
Anderson replied that everyone in the project supported what he was doing and everyone wanted to make 
sure he stayed with the project; he stated that he took a lot of time to make sure he did everything right. 
To questions from Mr. Thomas, Mr. Anderson replied that there were people who realized the value of 
this type of neighborhood with its amenities.  Mr. Thomas asked whether there were other homes in Town 
that were this height; Mr. Anderson replied that there were older homes of this height in Dunstan and 
other areas.  Mr. Bacon stated that the TVC Zone allowed 45 foot height limits. 
 
Mr. Fellows stated that he was satisfied and agreed that the vertical presence was consistent with the spirit  
of the TND Zone and took into account Mr. Anderson’s track record.  He stated that this was a specific  
environment and did not set a precedent; he noted that there were false second stories on some buildings 
because the Board wanted the height and it was good that there was the opportunity to create real height. 
 
Mr. Fellows moved to approve the fifth amended subdivision plan for Eastern Village allowing a 
maximum building height of 45 feet; Mr. Mazer seconded. 
 

Voted 5-0 
 
11. Scarborough Property Holdings, LLC requests site plan amendment review for previously approved 
site at Payne and Ginn Roads* 
 
Mr. Chace stated that the applicant would like to remove the previously approved diesel pumps and re-
place them with a car-wash and freestanding vacuum stations; he stated that the issues were circulation 
and design standards.  He stated that the design standards limited the view of carwashes from the road-
ways and considered landscaping, the vacuum station should be coordinated with the principal structure 
with color detail and the canopy feature.  He stated that minor cleanup of some of the notes had been 
done, there were comments from Mr. Tubbs about the reduced area for snow storage and staff was 
comfortable.  Mr. Chace stated that the Board could approve this with a condition that the amended DEP 
order be received. 
 
Mr. David Latulipe, who represented the applicant, stated that he thought they made the plan better with 
reduced traffic trips and less pervious pavement; he stated that there would be a single bay tunnel carwash 
with an overhead door and one small door and the features matched the store with clapboards.  He stated 
that the queuing pattern would stay the same and they had pushed back the canopy and put the vacuum in 
sequence so it was not a prominent feature; he stated that the top of the canopy would be blue and they 
had put some small lights on the inside which would shine on just the cars.  Mr. Latulipe stated that they 
had added a lot of trees and had reduced the amount of impervious surface which would not change the 
stormwater management.   
 
Mr. Thomas stated that the vacuum stations were ugly and the roof should be pitched to blend with the 
others; he noted that it looked as if there were enough screening.  He stated that the carwash was 
satisfactory.  Mr. Mazer agreed and asked about traffic flow for the carwash.  Mr. Latulipe replied that 
there would be 50 feet toward the exit so there was plenty of room for traffic.  To a question from Mr. 
Mazer, Mr. Latulipe replied that in two to three weeks they would have confirmation of the tenant of the 
restaurant site.  To questions from Mr. Bouffard, Mr. Latulipe replied that the dumpster was moved nearer 
the back and they eliminated two parking spaces and put in benches.  To a question from Mr. Chamber-
lain, Mr. Latulipe replied that one could pay for the carwash at the gas pumps or at the carwash itself with 
change.  Mr. Fellows stated that this was a good circulation pattern and he appreciated the attention to the 
design elements and the willingness to change roof of the vacuums as stated by the applicant. 
 



 
 

 
 

Mr. Fellows moved to approve the site plan amendment dated May 31, 2013 with the following 
conditions: 
 
1.  That a copy of the amended DEP permit be submitted to the Planning Department prior to the issuance 
of a building permit; 
2.  That all applicable conditions and findings from the Board’s April 22, 2013 approval remain in effect; 
3.  That a revised drawing of the vacuum station canopy be reviewed and approved by the staff; 
 
Mr. Mazer seconded.                                          

Voted 5-0 
 
`12. Administrative Amendment Report 
 
Mr. Chace stated that the Chairman had administratively approved outdoor seating in a green space at 
Chaba Thai on Route One in Dunstan. 
 
13. Town Planner’s Report 
 
Mr. Bacon stated that the Long Range Planning Committee would be looking at ordinance amendments 
following a workshop regarding Red Brook watershed.  He stated that the Committee had talked about 
local capacity for DEP reviews and, given our ordinance levels and adding some DEP standards, the 
Town may conduct some reviews locally which would be an advantage in terms of time to get develop-
ments through the process.  Mr. Bacon stated that the Transportation Committee was working on things 
the Board had been approving, such as the sidewalks in Oak Hill and crosswalks and walkways.  He 
stated that the Black Point Road sidewalk was being considered as well as landscaping improvements on 
Route One. 
 
To a question from Mr. Mazer, Mr. Bacon replied that the Dunstan improvements were slated to be 
completed in mid-July. 
 
Mr. Bacon and Mr. Chace noted that this was Mr. Chamberlain’s last meeting and thanked him for his 
work on the Board. 
 
14.  Correspondence 
 
Mr. Fellows noted that there was a letter from Rocco Risbara III regarding a neighborhood meeting to be 
held on Wednesday, June 5, 2013 at the United Methodist Church at 5:30 P. M. to discuss their plans for 
their Griffin Road property in anticipation of moving forward to the Planning Board this summer 
. 
15. Planning Board Comments 
 
The Board members thanked Mr. Chamberlain for his service and for teaching them a lot about residential 
projects.  Mr. Chamberlain stated that serving on the Board had been a wonderful experience for him and 
thanked the staff for their efforts.  He stated that Scarborough was on the cutting edge of planning and he 
would miss the Board.   
 
Mr. Fellows noted that he had attended the planning session at Dunstan and found it very informative.  
Mr. Bacon stated that there would be final renderings and a conceptual plan from the seminar of what the 
zoning could initiate and he would distribute it to the Board. 
 



 
 

 
 

 
Mr. Chace stated that he had sent an e-mail regarding a Board member serving on the ad hoc Historical 
Committee; Mr. Thomas stated that he would like to be that member. 
 
16. Adjournment   
 
The meeting was adjourned at 9:40 P. M. 
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