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Application 2008-9 – JP Murphy Highway – P 30, Lot 50 – Applicant: JBach Realty, LLC
Attorney Alfred Ferruolo was representing the applicant.

He indicated that the site was nearly six acres in size but a majority of it was wetlands and not buildable.

Robert Boyer, local land surveyor for the applicant, explained that the proposed structure was approximately 14,400 square feet in area and was proposed for the northerly end of the site fronting on Crudale Drive, which is a dead end street.
Because of the limited usable land that is available, the front yard requirement needs to be reduced from 50 feet down to 28 feet with parking along the front of the building.  The fleet for the proposed sweeper service company will be stored and maintained within the structure and will enter and exit from the rear of the building through overhead doors.
The Town Planner indicated that the proposed use was allowed under the “sanitary services” category, and the building’s location on the northerly end of the property was in effect screened by the vegetated wetlands from Murphy Highway.  He also added that it appears that 80 percent of the parcel is wet or unsuitable for development, and the proposal may be the least relief necessary to put this parcel into productive use.
The Town Engineer asked if the parking could be placed in the rear of the site instead of in the front of the building.
Mr. Boyer relied that it could be done but the building might have to be moved closer to the street to allow for access and maneuverability along the rear of the building.  He added that the plan provides the required parking spaces by ordinance, but the nature of the business would only generate minimal employee parking as no customer parking is required.
The Town Planner also indicated that the Wastewater Facility Superintendent conveyed to him his concern about making sure that the appropriate oil and grease traps are installed at the site and that they be approved by his office.
The Building Official agreed on the location of the building and the hardship with the land, and also felt that it was the least relief necessary to accommodate development on this site.
The TRC members had no other comments on this proposal and recommended that the application be forwarded to the Planning Board for its review and recommendation.
Pre-Application – Minor Subdivision - 29 Angell Street – P 2, Lot 570 – Applicant: Curt Desautels.
Attorney John Brunero was representing the applicant.

He indicated that the applicant wishes to subdivide his existing lot to create a separate lot to build a house for a family member.  He has prepared two alternative plans and is looking for input from the TRC as to the feasibility of such a subdivision.

Although the subdivision can meet the lot area requirements, the lot frontage for the new lot and lot width requirement for both lots cannot be met without some relief from the Zoning Board.

Attorney Brunero felt that Drawing #1 was a better plan as it did not create a “dog leg” area in the rear of the lots.

The Town Planner suggested that Drawing #1 be modified to have the property line follow the edge of the existing driveway and then follow to the rear of the to provide the land area needed for the new lot and to widen the lot frontage of the new lot.

The Town Engineer indicated that the existing drive might have to be modified to provide for the 6 foot setback for driveways from property lines.  The applicant responded that such an adjustment could be made if the project was approved.

The TRC members had no other comments on this proposal and recommended that the plan be revised as suggested and that the pre-application be forwarded to the Planning Board for its review and comment.

Certificate of Appropriateness – Arctic Design Control District – 1227 Main Street – P 5, Lot 17 – Applicant: Artic Mission, Inc.
Mr. Charles Nault, representing the Artic Mission, indicated that he is proposing a projecting sign that is 3 feet by 3 in size and will hang over the sidewalk from the front of the building, as shown on the submitted plan.
He has determined that this is a minor activity under the ADCD and that he can approve all minor improvements with the input and guidance of the TRC.   He also added that the design and colors of the sign, in his judgment, were in keeping with the spirit and intent of the ACDC.

The Building Official stated that the clearance under the sign panel must provide a minimum of eight foot clearance under the sign.

The Town Planner will check the ADCD ordinance to see if he can approve the sign as proposed or other action by the Planning Board is required.   The applicant’s representatives indicated that they would lower the mounting height to 12 inches if additional approvals are required.

The TRC members recommended that the Town Planner issue a Certificate of Appropriateness for the proposed signage for this location.

Application 2008-7 – 52 Coit Avenue – P 27, Lot 92 – Applicant: Edward & Laurie Grassia.
Ms. Grassia, the applicant was present.

She stated that she had been before the TRC for an earlier plan for the addition to her property that included an in-law apartment and is now proposing an addition to her existing residence containing a two-car garage, den, deck, and farmer’s porch. 
Because it is a corner lot, and the location of the existing house, the addition cannot be constructed without dimensional variances to the front, corner side, and interior side lot setbacks.
No site plan was included with the submission as the applicant stated that the Town already had a survey plan from the prior submission.

The Town Planner stated that a survey plan should have been included showing where the addition was proposed in relationship to the existing house and the required setbacks.  The architect’s plot plan does show the approximation but does not show some of the distances from the property lines.  He did recall that the plot plan does reflect the TRC suggestion from the prior addition proposal be setback more from Carder Street. 
The Building Official suggested that the applicant’s architect calculate the total square footage of building on the lot to make sure it does not exceed a 25 % coverage ratio.  If it does she would need to add that variance to the application to the Zoning Board.
The TRC members had no other comments on this proposal and recommended that the proposal move forward to the Planning Board with the TRC comments addressed for its review and recommendation.
Application 2008-8 – 36 Nottingham Drive – P 12, Lot 272 – Applicant: Michael Bedard.

Mr.Bedard, the applicant, was present. 
Mr. Bedard stated that the location of his house on the corner lot restricts his ability to place a 15’ x24’ above ground pool in his rear yard without relief from the rear yard setback.  The existing deck would have to be removed or modified in order to comply.

The Town Planner stated that without removing the deck there was not enough open yard to locate the pool within the required setbacks.   The variance appears to be the least relief necessary to allow the accessory use on the property.

The Building Official stated that there would have to be a six foot fence around his lot or around the pool as a safety requirement.  The applicant stated that the fence would be placed on top of the pool.

The TRC members had no other comments on this proposal and recommended that the proposal move forward to the Planning Board with the TRC comments addressed for its review and recommendation.

Street Name Approval – 147 & 151 Legris Commons Lane – P 15, Lot 7 – Applicant: Empire Acquisitions Group.
There was no one present representing the applicant.
The Town Planner indicated that this was a request to approve of the name of the private drive for the Legris Commons condominium complex and that the process required that the TRC review and approve the name for 911 purposes.
Both the Fire Chief and Police Chief had no objection to the name but the numbering system for the units should follow the odd-even numbering system required by the 911 system.

It was the consensus of the TRC members that the proposed name was acceptable and that the Building Office coordinate the numbering system with the Fire and Police Departments.
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