CHINA PLANNING BOARD
MEETING of JULY 12, 2011

Approved Meeting Minutes

Members present:  Chairman Breton, Milton Dudley, Toni Wall and Kyle Pierce.

Others present:  Code Enforcement Officer Scott Pierz, Planning Board Secretary Martha Wentworth, Robert Dowe, Madeline Dowe, Patience Lenk, Dorothy Greene, Tim Greene, Mark Goodwin, Amy Calder, Jean Topar, Ray Topar, Doug Ide and Richard Sears.

Chairman Breton opened the meeting at 7:00 P.M. and immediately welcomed Planning Board Member Kyle Pierce to the China Planning Board.  At 7:03 P.M. Chairman Breton moved to the public hearing for the conditional use permit application by Central Maine Power (CMP) regarding proposed upgrades to CMP’s bulk power transmission system known as the Maine Power Reliability Program (MPRP), the scope of which will impact Rural and Shoreland Districts (including Stream and Resource Protection Districts) in China, Maine.  Portions of the MPRP Project are within the East Basin Watershed of China Lake.  

Chairman Breton asked Mr. Douglas Ide of TRC Engineers to provide an overview of the project to the public.  Mr. Ide introduced Mark Goodwin of Burns and McDonnell, project engineers for CMP.  Mr. Ide went on to explain CMP’s power transmission and distribution system and how the project was intended to upgrade the provisions of bulk power transmission in CMP’s power corridor.  Mr. Ide continued by explaining that a study was required by Federal regulations to determine if Maine had enough capacity to prevent a power blackout from occurring, and some faults were found.  Mr. Ide also explained that in the Town of China approximately ten (10) miles of the corridor would be affected.  Mr. Ide said that CMP had purchased a fifty (50) foot swath of land on the east side of the current power line up to Route 3, and a forty (40) foot portion on the west side of the corridor north of Route 3.  Mr. Ide proceeded to tell the public that the upgrade would involve an upgrade to a three hundred forty-five (345) kilovolt transmission line, and that with the expansion the corridor would be two hundred seventy five (275) feet wide north of Route 3 and two hundred sixty five (265) feet wide south of Route 3. 

.  These new lines would augment the existing transmission lines previously in use for many decades. 

Mr. Ide shared the following information:	

1. Two hundred twenty-five (225) new “structures” (i.e. poles) would be installed.
2. Eighty five (85) poles would be reused.
3. Three (3) single poles would be made of steel and the rest would be wooden.
4. Clearing was scheduled to begin in November 2011.
5. Construction of the new lines was scheduled to begin the fall of 2012.
6. The MPRP Project was expected to be complete by January 2014.
7. The estimated cost of the project was twenty six million dollars ($26,000,000).

Mr. Timothy Greene, whose parents were an abutter to the power corridor at 809 Lakeview Drive, asked if the Town of China had sold a portion of the land behind the school to accommodate the MPRP Project.  Mr. Ide advised Mr. Greene that to date all land acquisitions had been from private owners.  Mr. Greene expressed that he was not notified about any purchase.  Mr. Ide explained that if the Mr. Greene was not notified then his land was not needed for the project (he was an abutter on the west side of the corridor).  CEO Pierz explained to Mr. Greene that he was sent notification by certified mail as he was a land abutter to CMP’s corridor.

Ms. Coldwell, from The Morning Sentinel, asked about the cost of the total project. Mr. Ide indicated that the estimate was One billion, five hundred million dollars ($1,500,000,000).  Mr. Goodwin interrupted and stated the revised estimate was one billion, four hundred million dollars ($1,400,000,000) and that China’s construction estimate of twenty six million ($26,000,000) was just that, an estimate.  Ms. Coldwell asked how many acres would be affected.  Mr. Ide suggested that thirty-nine (39) parcels had been purchased in China.  Of the seventy-five (75) towns impacted by the MPRP he stated that CMP had received permission in sixty-nine (69) of those towns.  He commented that some Towns did not require permits.

Ms. Coldwell asked Mr. Ide if the project was expected to raise the electrical rates.  Mr. Ide responded that Maine was part of the Northeast power grid and the rates were based on usage and population.  This region included six (6) states and the cost was a percentage of usage based upon population.  He said there was an eight percent (8%) cost share in Maine. Mr. Goodwin advised there would be a slight increase in Maine’s rates.  

Mr. Ide said that CMP was doing a very good job to avoid or minimize disruption to any natural resources.  Mr. Goodwin provided an example of where the contractor in Windsor, Maine were laying “mats” in wetland areas and in upland approaches to wetlands as well, but that regulations only required the mats be used in wetland areas.  

CEO Pierz asked Mr. Ide to explain the third party inspection procedures.  Mr. Ide explained that the third party inspector would be hired by the Department of Environmental Protection (DEP).  Mr.  Ide explained that the third party reports could be provided to the Town of China for its records.  Mr. Goodwin also said that Burns and McDonnell would have inspectors on the project, and that the local Code Enforcement Officer was welcome to also inspect the progress on the job.

Chairman Breton asked Mr. Ide about the impact on animal habitats.  Mr. Ide reported that there were several “on-the-ground” surveys of the animal and plant species, including wetlands and vernal pools.  The project had identified a list of significant resources, and plans were to avoid significant impacts whenever possible.  He said both the DEP and the Army Corps of Engineers had already permitted the MPRP Project.  He added that the Maine Public Utilities Commission had also issued a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity for the project.  When asked directly about osprey nests, Mr. Ide stated that there were no osprey nests found in China, Maine.  Ms. Patience Lenk, an abutter located along the Dutton Pond Road denied that statement and said there was a nest near her home and it had been there for several years.  Mr. Ide reviewed the report and again reported that there were no “active” nests shown in the China, Maine based upon CMP’s current research.  He said that he would double check to see if this nest was missed in the initial investigative report.  Mr. Ide did explain that the nest in question could be on a pole that was not being removed.  Ms. Lenk also admitted that the pole may actually be in Albion, Maine.  Mr. Ide stated that if a pole needed to be replaced CMP had to properly handle the nests.  Mr. Ide continued by saying that osprey nests were regulated, and CMP had a permit to remove certain number of nests per year.  Mr. Goodwin interjected that there was a difference between an active and an inactive nest.  Mr. Goodwin went on to say that if the nest was inactive it could be removed and destroyed.  Mr. Goodwin further explained that an active nest had chicks or eggs in it and CMP was required to leave that nest alone until it was vacated.  If the nest was active and the pole absolutely needed to be removed due to time constraints, CMP needed permission from the Maine Inland Fisheries and Wildlife Department to remove (i.e. destroy) the nest by following a strict procedure.  

Ms.  Coldwell asked if Mr. Ide or Mr. Goodwin had any specifics to share about the number of people this project would employ.  Mr. Goodwin provided Ms. Coldwell with a “hotline” business card that she could call to get answers to those questions.

With no further questions or comments from the public, Chairman Breton closed the public hearing at 7:36 P.M. and announced that the Board would take a five minutes recess.

Business resumed with a motion from Planning Board member Dudley and a second to that motion from Planning Board Member Wall to approve the minutes of April 28, 2011 as presented.  The Board voted 4-0 to approve the minutes as written.  

The Planning Board went to recess and reconvened at 7:42 P.M. with communications.  CEO Pierz shared the following information:

1. The Town has distributed a survey on the Transfer Station regarding services and costs;
2. CEO Pierz reported on conference dates for education on installing septic systems;
3. CEO Pierz provided a copy of the newsletter from DEP on Shoreland Zoning News;
4. CEO Pierz discussed the need to get Planning Board Member Kyle Pierce the Maine Municipal Association’s manual on compact disc, and to get her signed up for The Maine Townsmen newsletter and to have her review information on the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA);
5. Town Manager L’Heureux sent an email in regards to the public official’s workshop in Augusta on August 31, 2011.

Chairman Breton continued the meeting onto the topic of home occupations.  CEO Pierz asked that the Planning Board Members review Level 2 Home Occupations.  

Chairman Breton said he would like to have Level 1 Home Occupations completed first, identifying the fact that Level 1 did not allow retail sales.  Also included in Level 1 Home Occupations were requirements for off-street parking.  Although the proposal did not include specific numbers of parking stalls, it provided for “adequate year-round off street parking” and defined the layout and individual size of parking stalls.  After the June 28, 2011 meeting Chairman Breton asked CEO Pierz to rewrite Level 1 to prohibit retail sales.  Planning Board Member Wall did not agree as she thought the way Level 1 was currently written customers could still purchase commodities such as artwork, clothing, etc.  Regarding the intent of retail sales, Chairman Breton gave a specific example of someone who wanted to build bird houses and then take them to a local store to be sold.  Chairman Breton re-stated that there should be no on-site retail sales under Level 1.  Planning Board Member Pierce asked if someone were to give a class on building bird houses would that be considered Level 1 Home Occupation.  Planning Board Member Dudley suggested that the Level 1 be assigned based on how the business was normally operated.  CEO Pierz continued to explain that under Level 1 there should be no signage.  Chairman Breton said that under Level 1 there should be no additional foot traffic to the property.  Planning Board Member Dudley referred back to the accountant’s home office, and said that may necessitate customers visit to their accountants.  CEO Pierz recommended that the Planning Board would need to rework the details of what was expected for Level 1 Home Occupations.

Chairman Breton suggested that CEO Pierz consider merging Level 2 and Level 3 and perhaps review the square footage thresholds in the process.   Planning Board Member Dudley wanted Level 1 to be more specific.  Planning Board Member Dudley gave the example of an on-site retailer, such as a seller on eBay, who should be allowed under Level 1.  Planning Board Member Wall wanted to see Level 1 restrict retail sales.  CEO Pierz indicated that Level 2 would allow for up to three (3) employees and that any signs must meet the local sign provisions.  Chairman Breton asked CEO Pierz to draft a revision and bring it back to the Planning Board to review.  Planning Board Member Dudley suggested there be only two levels.  The two levels should consist of one level that involved permitting by the Code Enforcement Officer, and one level that required Planning Board approval. 

CEO Pierz communicated that the public hearing for Nancy Rodrigue’s Green Bean Coffee Shop was originally to be held July 26, 2011.  However, without a solution regarding the requirements for a public water supply, CEO Pierz said there would be no findings of fact at that meeting.  Chairman Breton asked for a motion to reschedule the public hearing until a later time.  Planning Board Member Dudley made motion to postpone the public hearing for the Green Bean Coffee Shop until documentation is available to identify a suitable water source for the proposed business.  Planning Board Member Wall seconded the motion and, with no further discussion, the motion passed by a 4-0 vote.

Chairman Breton asked if there was any additional business to conduct and, with no further discussion, Planning Board Member Dudley made motion to close the meeting and schedule the next meeting for July 26, 2011.  Planning Board Member Wall seconded the motion.  The motion passed 4-0 and the Planning Board adjourned at 8:34 P.M.   



*For a complete review of the discussions, findings, motions and votes of this meeting please refer to the audio tape for July 12, 2011. 
China Planning Board Meeting Minutes of July 12, 2011	Page 4


