China Planning Board

Approved Meeting Minutes
February 27, 2007

Planning Board Members Present:  Dwaine Drummond, Scott Rollins, Dee L’Heureux, Peter Foote.

Others Present:  Code Enforcement Officer Scott Pierz, Planning Board Secretary, Lisa Knight, Mary Grow, Paul Macdonald, Dewey Ryan, Jason Rushing, Vic Montminy, Richard Norton.  

7:05 PM Business meeting called to order:

Planning Board Chairman Rollins called the meeting to order at 7:05 PM.  Planning Board member L’Heureux was appointed to voting capacity.

Review of Minutes:   


Review draft meeting minutes of January 23, 2007 and February 13, 2007.  

Planning Board Chairman Rollins asked the Planning Board if there were any comments or additions to the meeting minutes of January 23, 2007.  Planning Board member Foote made a motion to accept the minutes as written.  Planning Board member Drummond seconded the motion.  The Planning Board voted 4-0, all in favor, to accept the meeting minutes of January 23, 2007, as written.  

The meeting minutes of February 13, 2007, were tabled, as there were not enough members that were present on February 13, 2007, to vote.  
Communications:  

CEO Pierz presented items under communication with the Planning Board.  These items included:  

CEO Pierz stated that the Comprehensive Planning Committee Meeting was scheduled on February 28, 2007.  This was a shift from the regular Thursday meetings.  The meeting would be held at 6:30 PM and would discuss Housing and Community Profile.  

CEO Pierz stated there was a copy of a letter from the Code Officer to the Town Attorney, Alton Stevens, regarding The Cabins dated February 15, 2007.  That item was still pending review by the Planning Board.  The attorney was on vacation last week.  CEO Pierz stated he would call so this could be moved forward.  
CEO Pierz stated upcoming public hearings for March 13, 2007, were The China Dine-ah and Baer-Muller subdivision.  Planning Board member Foote wanted to know if the representatives from the Baer-Muller subdivision were going to address the debatable issue regarding easement.  CEO Pierz stated they were looking for a final answer.  CEO Pierz stated he did not really let the applicants know the direction the Planning Board was headed.  Planning Board Chairman Rollins wanted to be sure the applicants were aware the Planning Board had concerns in that direction.  

CEO Pierz stated that the Sears subdivision review was commenced last year and had been resubmitted.  It was now a 10-lot subdivision with after-the-fact and additional lots.  It was off the Alder Park Road and Sears Drive.  There was a boundary dispute with a sliver of land on the east side that you would see on the land.  There was a piece of new road as well.  CEO Pierz stated this may also be scheduled for the March 13 meeting.  

CEO Pierz stated that Peter Garrett from the ground water firm who had met with the Planning Board regarding the Ouellette property on the Windsor Road had been invited to attend the Selectmen’s meeting Monday night to discuss Low Impact Development for another possible measure for phosphorous control. 

CEO Pierz stated that the MMA (Maine Municipal Association) local Planning Board and Appeals Board workshop for new board members would be in Auburn at the Hilton on March 15 at 5:30-6 pm and 6-9.  It would be at the Black Bear Inn on April 3, and in Presque Isle on June 14.  
CEO Pierz stated that regarding Oest Associates and the project with CMP, the Planning Board may want to be aware of it and maybe have some review over.  CEO Pierz stated the Planning Board may want to invite a representative of Oest to brief the Planning Board.  

7:20 PM Discussion items 


Discussion regarding proposed revisions to the China Land Development Code, Chapter 3, Subdivision Ordinance, regarding minimum construction standards for private roads in major subdivisions. 
Planning Board Chairman Rollins stated that the Planning Board could talk about the history of how we got here and try to finalize this.  “It has gone through the Town Attorney.  It was brought to the Select Board and then brought back to the Planning Board.  More changes had been made.  We are pretty set with this -  the only thing is specific standards and going over that.”  CEO Pierz stated that Jamie Pitney had sent an e-mail that was read regarding language to be added to ordinance.  

Vic Montminy provided the Planning Board a copy of the Winslow Ordinance that was obtained from the Winslow Code Officer.  

Planning Board Chairman Rollins stated he would like to entertain any comments from the audience before the Planning Board discussed this issue.  Paul Macdonald stated he was trying to figure it out, using Sears as an example.  “He has a small road going in, and he is going to put another subdivision in.  Any future subdivisions that are beyond the subdivision that is already there, would the main road have to be brought up to code?”  Planning Board Chairman Rollins stated that the Winslow code talked about future upgrades but China did not have similar language in its Ordinance.  Regarding Mr. Pitney’s e-mail, CEO Pierz asked Mr. Pitney if an upgraded travelway was intended for any future expansions of existing development.  Mr. Pitney stated that any travel would go through the existing subdivision and come into the new phase.  Everything to that point would be grandfathered, but the new addition would have to meet code.  CEO Pierz stated it was his understanding that the Sears Road was not proposing any standard at all.  Mr. Pitney stated that to him, an after-the-fact subdivision should be caught by this.  Jason Rushing stated that the Ordinance would apply to any new development of just the extension of the existing road.  Planning Board Chairman Rollins added that only if it did not trigger subdivision review.  Mr. Macdonald asked, “Wouldn’t they have to upgrade the front part of the road?”  Mr. Montminy stated if he had a subdivision and all of a sudden he was going to save himself on the first part of the subdivision and build another 20 lots and extend the road. “What happens to that first 2000 feet?  We are going from a narrow road to a wide one.  Who pays for the fire trucks?  Is that owned by the Town when they have to be repaired?  If they go on these roads and break down, all of us would have to pay.  The project should be bonded.  If the person who develops the land and does not meet standard then you have something to fall back on.  There should be a certain width with shoulders allowed.  You are throwing good money away.  Some of these roads are not approved.  That is too bad.  Those people are paying good taxes.  They pay the same taxes as I am, and I am on a good road.”  Planning Board Chairman Rollins stated that if they wanted the Town to take the road over, they would need to build the road to a higher standard.  “If someone comes in and wants to subdivide, what about the first section?”  Planning Board Chairman Rollins stated that that was why the Planning Board would like the language put in. “If I had a 5-10 lot subdivision and later want to build 30 more on it, it all needs to be built up.”  Planning Board member Drummond stated that the reality was there are some areas where that cannot happen.  “There was an issue of having to acquire some property to every landowner to bring the road up to code.  There is not much you can do about roads that exist now.”  Mr. Pitney stated that he felt this was not dealing with a first time subdivision, they would be covered.  “It could be written that if there was going to be an upgrade, the whole thing would need to be fixed.  CEO Pierz stated that Mr. Macdonald’s example where there would be lots of traffic flow that would impact the first part of the road, concrete trucks, etc., that was in part what happened to Tarybelu Lane.  Mr. Montminy stated that if it was a driveway, it would not be built to standard either.  Mr. Pitney stated that when he was on the Planning Board there was a lot of argument of existing roads.  Planning Board member Foote stated it was open ended right now.  Planning Board member Drummond stated it would need to be solved with a definition.  Mr. Pitney added, “If that means you need to clear the gravel way, so be it”.  

Planning Board member Foote stated he did not want to lose sight of the purpose of this Ordinance, but he did not think the Planning Board could not have a developer upgrade their existing road.  That would not work.  Mr. Montminy stated that if it were not a Town road, but someone wanted to build something at the other end, the Town could not tell me that he did not have to develop that whole road.  Planning Board member Foote stated that technically Tarybelu Lane was not built incorrectly when it was first put in.  “We cannot go in now and say do it now.  We are talking about new development.  In my eyes this was set to be a brand new road off Lakeview Drive.  If you had a functioning Road Association that would come together as a corporation and decide with a developer building the new road, there is nothing to say they cannot work that out.  The developer could give the Association money to make repairs to the road.”  Planning Board member Foote stated that the Ordinance states that two lots would be all a driveway could serve.  Mr. Rushing stated that in regard to what Planning Board member Foote said, the way it is currently written, the Association would have no recourse to stop a developer to do what he wanted to, including fixing what they tear up.”  Planning Board member Foote stated that if the Association owned the road, the developer would give up the rights to it.  Mr. Pitney stated there would be one variation.  “If I own 80 acres and develop in 20 acre chunks.  If an Association had the right to the first 20 acres, I retain access to the road for future development.”  Planning Board member Foote stated there were a lot of hypothetical situations.  We could sit here all night and discuss that.  CEO Pierz stated that the Planning Board’s role was to think ahead.  Something Elwood Ellis had stated earlier, “Someone has a driveway with a 30-foot wide right of way.  You want to be able to say you want to bring that road up to standard and he is stuck.  There is that provision on the waivers where you have had a couple developers who have received waivers based on what the code says.  There is going to be something that does fit in the box.  Mr. Macdonald stated that the developers might not have the width to do it, but that did not say you could not make them upgrade the road as far as gravel and depth.  “They should have to bring the roads to the best standards they can with what they have.  By doing that, the developer would have to at least bring it up to the base.”  CEO Pierz stated that the Planning Board could write it up that if the developers could not do that, they cannot subdivide.  
Mr. Macdonald stated that because the road did not have the width, we did not want them to not have growth.  CEO Pierz stated the waiver provision was in there for those kinds of examples.  Planning Board Chairman Rollins stated that what the Planning Board could do as part of a waiver is say instead of bringing it to width, put in turnouts instead if they could.  Planning Board Chairman Rollins stated that if there are a lot of private roads, “I may have a lot of land and want a subdivision but do not have control over the first part of the road.  Mr. Pitney stated that he shared Planning Board member Foote’s concern but did not feel comfortable with waivers.  “You do not want to say the waiver would be a way to go around it.  You leave yourself open.  We could say if you want to develop, you may need to bring the road up to standard.”  Planning Board member Drummond stated it should not be on the Town’s back to land that they do not have access to develop.  I do not have a problem with saying sorry you do not meet the definition of a road.  I do not think we could get so specific we are going to cover every possibility.  Mr. Rushing asked if it were possible to say that any preexisting road that does not meet standard would have to meet the specifications or have a waiver granted.  Planning Board member Drummond stated there could be no waiver below a certain width.  CEO Pierz stated that the Planning Board heard a lot on the McLellan Road, and it ended up being a 16-foot road.  “If you have a developer come in with a 12 foot road, wouldn’t that be unreasonable?  Mr. Pitney stated that if one was adding 4 lots, it is different than adding 16 lots.  Mr. Montminy stated that if you were to add two lots and kept adding to it, sooner or later you would be so far into hole you could not get out of it.  

Dewey Ryan stated that he was listening to the discussion this evening, and he did not think we were any further ahead than we were before.  “You have to set a standard.  It cannot be modified in any way.  If you have a 5-lot subdivision, you have to have a 20-foot travel way.  Eventually, maybe 10-15 years from now, they are going to become Town roads.  We are trying to avoid a Public Works Department.  You have to set a standard for a 20-foot wide road that applies to everyone.  What I hear is that you are trying to please this guy and this guy.”  

Dick Norton stated that first he heard the Planning Board had gone to 20 feet. “My first concern is that this discussion tonight was a whole new box of wax.  Something should be done to get into a new development.  The road should be at least as good as the one being developed.”  Mr. Ryan stated he was still concerned about the 20-foot road over what was required over regular roads.  Planning Board Chairman Rollins asked about shoulders.  Mr. Ryan stated that a 20-foot travel lane would require at least 26 feet wide with 3 feet on each side.  There had to be something to hold up the travel way.  Planning Board member Drummond stated he felt it should be 4.  Mr. Norton asked if the Planning Board was talking about a 28-foot road now.  “We were only talking 20 on the subdivision.”  Planning Board Chairman Rollins stated the shoulders would be one thing the Planning Board would want to look at.  

Mr. Montminy stated that good drainage was essential as well.  “On some of the roads, if the drainage had been proper, it would not have taken out the road.”  Planning Board member Foote asked, “Why don’t we nail down the standards and then backtrack on the after-the-fact developments.  Planning Board Chairman Rollins stated thought that “after-the-fact” was pretty clear that a roadway would need to meet the present standards.  Planning Board Chairman Rollins stated that the travel width is 18.  We have had input saying it should be at least 20.  Mr. Pitney stated he would look at other Ordinances to see if this was consistent with other ordinances.  Planning Board member Foote stated he would not be opposed to 18 feet width with a 4 lot or less development to say that they would have to bring it up to standard if they expanded the subdivision.  Planning Board Chairman Rollins asked, do we want to get into that, requiring different roads for different subdivisions?  Planning Board Chairman Rollins stated that at this point the question was to have 18 feet with no shoulder.  We have been talking 20 feet with 4-foot shoulders.  “We do not want to go too far overkill.”  Mr. Montminy stated that developers had to provide shoulders, stating that there would be nothing to hold the surface up.  “You would have to maintain a shoulder.  Four feet would be great.”  Planning Board Chairman Rollins suggested, “How about if we kept it at an 18-foot travel way with 4-foot shoulders.  
CEO Pierz stated that to be respectful to Mr. Rushing and Tarybelu Lane, he had heard a lot of the argument that that is what you bought into.  “If a developer built a new road, it would be worth x amt of dollars.  If you built a 20-foot road with 4 foot shoulders, the price of the lot would make up for the cost.  There has to be a better value on a better road.  Planning Board member Drummond stated that would be on the construction side, not so much the width of the road.  Planning Board member Drummond asked if the design had to be stamped.  “There is no engineer out there that is going to design a road without a shoulder.”  Planning Board Chairman Rollins stated that there should still be a spec on what the slope of the shoulder should be.  CEO Pierz stated that he and the audience heard what the Planning Board was saying: that roadway shoulders are needed.  “It needs to be put in here.”  Planning Board Chairman Rollins now the question is should it be 20 feet, 18 feet, 3 foot shoulders, 4 foot shoulders.  Dewey 20 and 4 or 3.  Planning Board member L’Heureux asked why you would want a lesser option.  Planning Board member Drummond stated the reality was that somehow our job was not to stomp out development.  Planning Board Chairman Rollins stated the firemen were telling the Planning Board to use a minimum of 16 feet for the width.  “We need to be mindful that this would be voted on.  We do not want it to be overkill.”  Planning Board member Drummond stated that the truth was that there would be some people who would want to make it a Town road and some who will say we should not be telling them to do at all.  
CEO Pierz stated that it was mentioned that the Streets and Ways Ordinance should be revised.  Mr. Norton stated that right now the Town requires 22-foot pavement, and it should be revised to 20.  CEO Pierz stated it was not a bad idea to make it 20, then all the developers would have to do to bring the road to Town standards would be to pave it.  Mr. Norton stated that 20-foot pavement and 4-foot shoulders were what was discusses previously but it never went anywhere.  CEO Pierz stated that if that was what the Planning Board was advocating in the back, he would go along with that recommendation.  Planning Board member L’Heureux stated it would be very consistent if the Planning Board continued to do it that way, then you get all the snafus that pop up everywhere.  

Mr. Ryan stated that once the Planning Board starts waiving something there would be all kinds of problems.  

Mr. Pitney stated that the biggest subdivision processed around here had been 14 lots.  “If the road begins to serve more than 20, it should be subject to the Town Ordinance.  That would put a cap on how much ease we give people.”  Planning Board member Foote asked, “Are you saying the if the developer falls under this as new development and later phase 2, then you boost everything up to the Streets and Ways Ordinance?  At some point you get above a certain number, the road will not survive as a heavily traveled road.”  Mr. Rushing stated that on Tarybelu Lane there are 20+ lots and they had been told that their road would not survive as a gravel road.  Planning Board Chairman Rollins sated it may be too that we are saying 20 lots served.  Mr. Rushing stated that if you were to go from 20 feet and 4-foot shoulders, all you would have to do is add 2 feet and you can say all you have to do is pave the road and it would be taken over by the Town.  CEO Pierz stated that he felt he was hearing from the Road Committee that they have had something on the backburner for the past 5 years and they would like the Planning Board to look at the Streets and Ways Ordinance.  Mr. Ryan stated it was supposed to have been written back when Rockwood Drive was built.  There was supposed to have been written a group of standards, but he was unsure of where the standards went.  “All my work is still holding up today.  I have a pretty clean record.”  Mr. Montminy stated that if the road is built right, it is going to last.  Planning Board member Drummond stated he thought the requirement to have it stamped should resolve any of those problems.  The road holding up is more of a design.  
Planning Board Chairman Rollins stated, “To clarify to make for changes, 20-foot wide, 4-foot shoulder, if greater than 20 lots or commercial, then pave it.  The grade will be changed from 8-10.”  Mr. Pitney stated that he felt the grade would be the major problem.  Planning Board member stated that it sounded like the Planning Board wanted to up the ante on the private subdivision and sounds like the Road Committee wanted to lower theirs.  “We may want to just merge the documents somehow.”  Planning Board Chairman Rollins stated that essentially the Planning Board was getting this to meet the Town Streets and Ways with the exception of paving.  Anything over 20 lots would have to be paved.  
Planning Board Chairman Rollins asked if there were any other comments.  “Crown 1/2 inch if gravel, ¼ if paved, 10% grade.  The maximum side slopes 3:1 slopes.”  Planning Board member Drummond stated that we are at the point where private development is getting harder.  Planning Board member Drummond stated the test would be if this were to get on the ballet.  “If the Town votes it down, we will know it is too much.”  CEO Pierz asked Mr. Pitney where his proposed language was going to go.  Mr. Pitney stated he did not know where to put it but it, but it must go in somewhere.    

Planning Board Chairman Rollins asked CEO Pierz to put the new wording and language in.  “We will see the changes made and then vote to move it on to the Selectmen.”  Planning Board Chairman Rollins stated, “We were talking about not allowing waivers for existing roads and making them meeting standards.  After 20 lots the standards apply and the road needs to be paved.”  

Mr. Ryan asked about culverts.  CEO Pierz stated that because an engineer would have to touch it, it would be put in.  Mr. Ryan stated that there was a discussion of practices going from 15 inch pipes when it used to be 12, stating that the new culverts on the Weeks Mills Road were 15 inch.  

Planning Board Chairman Rollins called for a 5-minute recess.  
8:41 PM  Additional business


Discussion regarding conditional use permits and Planning Board review fees.

Planning Board Chairman Rollins stated the last time the Planning Board had discussed P&M Driving School and there was talk regarding conditional use permits and what needs to come back to us with change of use with commercial activities.  “Do we want to set up guideline policies as to what can be set up with the CEO without structural changes and what would need to come to the Planning Board?”  Planning Board Chairman Rollins also stated that CEO Pierz wanted to discuss review fees.

CEO Pierz stated that his input into conditional use was that when the Planning Board makes the shift to the notion that existing commercial space should require additional review of what the occupancy should be, it created a number of situations that would create calamity.  “There are businesses out there that are out of business, a business down the road that was an office space that is vacant.  You may find others.  Chris Choate had asked about the China Mini Mall building.  If any one of the occupancies changed over, would you require them to come back?  You need to set a review of criteria.  It needs to be specified into the Ordinance.  The Town Office is going under the premise that it is the Planning Board authority, whether the Planning Board feels it needs to set a policy or redraft the Ordinance and levels of review of the CEO with the Planning Board.”  Planning Board Chairman Rollins stated that in the past the Planning Board had done it both ways, or like we did and had him come into the Planning Board.  CEO Pierz stated that when the new owner took over at Lakeside Country Store, it used to be Christy’s.  From the restaurant to P&M Driving School, they all met with the Planning Board.  Planning Board member Drummond asked if the CEO had done any permitting of commercial businesses.  CEO Pierz stated he does not believe he had.  Planning Board member Drummond stated that his personal feeling was that you would have to come up with some definition of like use.  “If a Chinese restaurant closes and a pizza place opens in its place, I don’t care, but if a printing place should open there, it would have environmental differences. and I think we should see it.  Whether it was administrative function, food service function, etc, you would have to define what the differences were.”  CEO Pierz asked, “If a retail gift store went into where a chiropractor was - It would be different.  CEO Pierz stated that if you pick things out of conditional use criteria, then you have a starting point.  Planning Board Chairman Rollins stated, “The first thing to think about is the process broken?  It is an undue burden for people to come in.  My question is how much time is involved?  How much extra time would it take for the CEO to prepare the applicant for a conditional use permit to come before the Planning Board?”  CEO Pierz stated that with the Choates' situation there was a lot of time involved.  “Moving paperwork back and forth, sitting with them to go over everything.  For them that work was something that I directly worked with them on.  For a hardware store to a restaurant, they hired a professional engineer and brought in a great packet and were prepared to meet with the Planning Board.”  Planning Board member Foote stated that he felt CEO Pierz spends way too much time with applicants.  CEO Pierz stated that that was what this office was all about, helping people and getting them prepared.   Planning Board member Foote stated that CEO Pierz could educate people, but he did not need to walk them through these.  CEO Pierz stated he had seen conditional use applications that have been done that could have been done in crayon that the Planning Board had accepted.  Planning Board member Foote stated, “We made Eddie Bailey come in to add a U-Haul trailer.  CEO Pierz stated that it has been flushed out that the Planning Board has been in control of those conditional use permits.  “It is not that the administration that wants to do that, but I would like to get applicants as ready as I can.”  
Planning Board member Drummond asked if the restaurant across from the school were to become a used car lot, wouldn’t we want to see that?  Planning Board Chairman Rollins stated the question for him was that some applicants may not feel it is right, but does the Planning Board feel that something would be broken in us reviewing any change of use in commercial building?  CEO Pierz stated he really felt that the Planning Board had not seen any change of use permits.   Planning Board member Drummond stated that his point on the Choate’s was that they were in a hurry, but that was not our problem.  CEO Pierz stated that part of it is what happened afterwards.  They needed somebody to inspect the building.  They went to the Fire Chief.  They did not do that.  I called Tom Stephenson who has certain licenses.  Mr. Stephenson did that for them because the Fire Marshall could not do the inspection.  They needed the permit.  They needed a letter from CEO Pierz stating there was no condition of occupancy.  They still needed 3 pieces of documentation after they left the Planning Board.  Planning Board member L’Heureux asked Planning Board Chairman Rollins if he was willing to change the verbiage.  Planning Board Chairman Rollins stated this topic was brought up by the Choates’ situation, and he wanted to bring it up for discussion.  CEO Pierz stated that maybe the Planning Board would need to be proactive and send letters that state the commercial use of the building has to go through review on conditional use permitting through the Planning Board, and they need to contact the Planning Board.  “Welding shops and garage repair are not things you would do in your home.”  CEO Pierz stated that a woman had called for someone to inspect her septic system because she is going to be preparing food to distribute to markets.  

Planning Board member Drummond stated that if it was for the same use, he would just assume not see them.  “I would like to see less people to save more time for more complex issues.”  

CEO Pierz stated that there was going to be a move to examine the building permit and Planning Board review fees as well as numerous amount of other fees.  “The fees I am interested in talking about have been effective since January 1, 1997.  “If you apply for a new house it is $50, garage $20.  The administration would like to see a more accurately defined cost to cover the cost of the administration.”  Planning Board member Drummond asked who had done the analysis of that cost.  CEO Pierz stated he was currently trying to do that.  Some communities are right with us.  Some go by square feet.  “I have toyed a little bit about LURC’s (Land Use Regulatory Commission) promotion of increased fees based on square footage only.  Just looking at the permits last year, I do not think the Town of China is ready to charge people $150 to build a house.  I have talked to a couple of people who are in the Town Office regularly.  On the commercial end of it, like a mega expansion like a grocery store, some of those fees should be commensurate.  Maybe a flat fee plus .20 a square foot.  The input is to try to get cost fees to be commensurate with the actual cost of doing the business.  A Conditional use permit to be seen is $50.  If you get the permit, it is $75.  The cost of putting a public hearing in the paper is running up to $150.  Planning Board Chairman Rollins asked if any changes go to the Select Board and then Town vote.  CEO Pierz stated it was changed in the 90s to allow the Selectmen to set the fees.  CEO Pierz stated there is no pre-application fee.  Planning Board Chairman Rollins stated that maybe if someone wanted to come talk to us 3-4 times, maybe they should pay for it.  CEO Pierz stated that the Code Officer is a lightning rod for everyone who is disgruntled.  Planning Board member Drummond stated that the Planning Board could say we are not doing preliminary meetings anymore.  Planning Board Chairman Rollins suggested we give applicants one preliminary.  “It is interesting looking at what some of the other towns have done.  Clinton is $5 for a building fee.  Waterville is $1350 for a single family house.  The average for communities in the area is about 500,  .40 a square foot for commercial.”  Planning Board member Drummond stated that somebody building a 12,000 square foot home should pay more.  Planning Board member Foote stated, “So you are penalizing someone for building a bigger house?”  CEO Pierz stated, “What Pete said is very true. People complain that they pay taxes, why would we want to pay them more on a building permit fee?”  Planning Board member L’Heureux stated that you could not make you everybody happy when you increase fees.  CEO Pierz stated that it might have to be done, but to what degree?  It is more acceptable in small increments than in big chunks.  Planning Board member L’Heureux suggested going up a percentage every year.  CEO Pierz asked if the Planning Board agreed with flat fees or flat fees plus square footage.  Planning Board member Foote stated maybe for commercial but not residential.  Planning Board member Drummond asked if it took any longer to review a big house versus a small house.  CEO Pierz stated it really didn’t.  Planning Board member Drummond asked about the plumbing application fees, “Do we get it all or does some go to the State?”  CEO Pierz stated that 75 stays here, 25 goes to the State.  Planning Board member Foote suggested just doubling all the fees.  CEO Pierz stated that is easy to say, but we need an explanation as to why.  Planning Board member Foote stated it is because the fees have not been increased for10 years.  

CEO Pierz stated he was hearing pre-application fee and a fee with every time they come here; $50 for  review fee, $75 for permit fee.  “Maybe there should be an additional square foot fee if new construction for commercial but not residential.   How about minimum subdivision fees?  Should $100 be doubled? A $ 200 minimum fee and $50 per lot?”  Planning Board member L’Heureux stated applicants would recruit that when they sold the lots.  Planning Board member L’Heureux reiterated that the fees had not been changed in 10 years.  Planning Board Chairman Rollins added, “Look at the house values in the last 10 years.”  Planning Board member Foote stated that a lot of time the builder just wraps it up into their cost.    

Mr. Macdonald stated that the only thing with a fee structure he would have a problem with would be the replacement of a well or leach field.  CEO Pierz stated that that was a fee set by the State.  

Planning Board member Drummond made a motion that CEO Pierz continues to gather information  about the cost of administrations and other Town’s fee structures.  Planning Board member L’Heureux seconded.  The Planning Board voted  4-0, all in favor, to request that CEO Pierz gather information on administration costs and other Town’s fee structures.  
Planning Board member Drummond made a motion to schedule the next meeting for March 13, 2007 and to adjourn the meeting.  Planning Board member Foote seconded the motion.  The Planning Board voted  4-0, all in favor, to schedule the next meeting for March 13, 2007, and the meeting was adjourned at 9:37 PM.  
PAGE  
10
CHINA PLANNING BOARD MEETING MINUTES of FEBRUARY 27, 2007
 


