
Town of Scarborough, Maine

Zoning Board of Appeal June 10, 2015

Agenda

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

2. Roll Call

3. Approval of Minutes (May 13, 2015)

4. Appeals

a. Appeal No. 2549 – A Special ExceptionAppeal by Go Green Landscaping, Inc., 4 Royal Ridge Road,
Assessor’s Map U37 Parcel 18

5. Zoning Board Comments

6. Adjournment

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



Zoning Board of Appeal June 10, 2015

MINUTES

Members Present Staff

Mr. Crockett Mr. Longstaff, Zoning Administrator
Mr. Richard Mrs. Patterson, Recording Secretary
Mr. Maroon
Mr. Stark
Mr. Loisel
Mr. Hebert

1. Call to Order

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

2. Roll Call

The Recording Secretary called the roll; Mr. Crockett and Mr. Richard were absent, both arrived
within 5 minutes of the meeting starting.

Mr. Maroon informed the Board that Mr. Stanhope resigned his position, leaving an open position
on the Board.

3. Approval of Minutes (May 13, 2015)

Mr. Stark made a motion to approve the May 13, 2015 minutes; Mr. Loisel seconded the motion.
Vote was unanimous.

4. Appeals

a. Appeal No. 2549 – A Special ExceptionAppeal by Go Green Landscaping, Inc., 4 Royal Ridge Road,
Assessor’s Map U37 Parcel 18

Lee Allen with Northeast Civil Solutions is representing Dave Melevsky with Go Green
Landscaping. Mr. Allen explained that the applicant was before the Board seeking a special
exception to permit outdoor storage of materials in the B3 district. Mr. Allen informed the Board
that the applicant is currently working with the Planning Board. Mr. Allen explained that the
applicant would like to store materials such as loam, mulch, and sand in outdoor storage
containers. He explained that the containers will be behind the building and not visible from
Royal Ridge Road.

Mr. Loisel asked what the product volumes would be that the applicant is expecting to store in
the containers. Dave Melevsky, Go Green Landscaping explained that most items will be
seasonal and that most product will go directly to the job site. He approximated 20-40 yards,
depending on the product. Mr. Melevsky informed the Board that the products his company uses
are all natural so there will be no dyes or chemicals on the stored product.
Mr. Maroon asked if there would be any retail sales. Mr. Melevsky explained that this is a
wholesale facility only.

Mr. Stark asked if the equipment would be stored outside, Mr. Melevsky plans to store all
equipment inside the new facility.



Mr. Maroon opened the item for public comment, there was no public comment. Mr. Maroon
closed the public comment.

Mr. Maroon asked Lee Allen to address the criteria that was presented in writing for the
standards for special exception. In addition to the written responses, Mr. Lee elaborated on the
hours of operation as 7:30 to 4.

Mr. Stark asked if there was sufficient room to go around the building if the containers
were located on the right side of the building verses the left side. Mr. Allen pointed out
on the site plan the amount of room there is and stated it is sufficient.

Mr. Maroon asked for the Boards responses to the standards of special exception and if
they had been adequately met.

a. The proposed use will not create unsanitary or unhealthful conditions by reason
of sewage disposal, emissions to the air or water, or other aspects of its design or
operation:
Mr. Stark stated that the materials will be located on pavement and that no
hazardous materials are being stored at the location. Board was in agreement that
this condition had been met.
b. The proposed use will not create unsafe vehicular or pedestrian traffic
conditions when added to existing and foreseeable traffic in its vicinity:
Mr. Richard stated it was not intended for retail and that employees would be the
additional traffic in and out and was in support of the item. Mr. Loisel pointed
out that a traffic study has been done and was also in favor of the item.
Board was in agreement that this had been met.
c. The proposed use will not create public safety problems which would be
substantially different from those created by existing uses in the neighborhood or
require a substantially greater degree in municipal fire or police protection than
existing uses in the neighborhood:
Mr. Maroon could not see how this would attract any additional nuisances in the
area. Board was in agreement that this had been met.
d. The proposed use will not result in sedimentation or erosion, or have an adverse effect on

water supplies:
Mr. Richard and Mr. Maroon both stated that the applicant had addressed the future stormwater
facility and run off. Board was in agreement that this had been met.
e. The proposed use will be compatible with existing uses in the neighborhood, with
respect to physical size,  visual impact, intensity  of use, proximity to other  structures
and density  of development:
Mr. Stark felt the applicant had demonstrated that there was plenty of room for the
facility and it worked well at the site with the storage area behind the building and
screened from view. Board was in agreement that the standard was met.
f. If located in a Shoreland zone as depicted on the Town of Scarborough Official
Shoreland Zoning Map, the proposed use will comply with all of the requirements of the
Town of Scarborough Shoreland Zoning Ordinance:
Mr. Maroon noted that development does not occur in the shoreland zone. Board was in

agreement.
g. The applicant has sufficient right, title or interest in the site of the proposed use to be
able to carry out the proposed use:
Mr. Maroon stated applicant had provided with application a purchase and sale
agreement meeting the standard. Board was in agreement.
h. The applicant has the technical and financial ability to meet the standards of this Section and

to comply with any conditions imposed by the Board of Appeals pursuant to subsection 5 of this
Section:



The applicant had provided documentation under separate cover showing financial
capability. The Board was in agreement this standard had been met.
i. The proposed use will be compatible with existing uses in the neighborhood, with
respect to the generation of noise and hours of operation:
Mr. Stark stated that the hours of operation are acceptable and conservative with regard
to surrounding uses. Board was in agreement.

Mr. Stark made a motion to approve #2549 as presented; Mr. Loisel seconded the
motion.

Vote was unanimous 5-0.

5. Zoning Board Comments

Mr. Loisel thanked the staff and consultants for hosting the Higgins Beach workshop. Mr.
Longstaff noted that the workshop was well attended and the feed-back received will be helpful
with future development and zoning.

6. Adjournment

Meeting was adjourned at 8:11 P.M.


