



Kitty Hawk Planning Board
Meeting Minutes
January 15, 2015 – 6:00pm
Kitty Hawk Municipal Building

AGENDA
1. Call to Order/Attendance
2. Approval of Agenda
3. Approval of Minutes:
a. December 11, 2014 Meeting
4. Administrative Report:
a. Town Council Action from January 5, 2015.
5.  Text Amendment:
a.  Subsection 42-129(4) – Allowing New Structures to be Constructed on Properties Containing Nonconforming Uses.
6. Site Plan Review/Conditional Use Permit:
a. Johnson burgess Mizelle & Straub – Shared Parking CUP – 4016 n. Croatan Highway
7. Subdivision:
a.  West Village Subdivision – 30 Lot Subdivision off of Kitty Hawk Road
8. Discussion of Hazard Mitigation Plan
9. Comments:
a.  Chairman Northen
b. Town Attorney
c. Planning Director
10. Public Comment
11. Adjourn
1.  CALL TO ORDER/ATTENDANCE:  Chairman Northen called the meeting to order at 6:00pm, followed by roll call by Recording Secretary, Patricia Merski.
PLANNING BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT:  Oscar Northen, Chairman; Lynne McClean, Vice-Chair; Chuck Heath, Member; John Richeson, Member; Bryan Parker, Member; Dylan Tillett, Alternate; Russ Eriksen, Alternate.
STAFF PRESENT:  Rob Testerman, Planning Director; Steve Michael, Town Attorney.
2.  AGENDA:  Planner Testerman indicated that the proposed Text Amendment on the submitted Agenda has been taken off as there have been issues with the application and would be presented at another meeting.
· Chairman Northen then declared the Agenda approved with the modification as presented.
3.  APPROVAL OF MINUTES:  Hearing no changes to the December 11, 2014 Minutes, the Chair declared the Minutes approved as submitted.
4. ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT:  TOWN COUNCIL ACTION FROM JANUARY 5, 2015 MEETING:
· Mr. Testerman summarized the action of the Town Council Meeting as follows:
· The Town Council approved the conditional use permit for the medical and veterinary offices by Putter Lane.
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· A concern was raised by the residents of Putter Lane regarding traffic access to the Lane.  The Town Council added a condition that signage would be put in place to indicate that the access would only be for emergency vehicles.
· The Town Council also approved the Atlantic Dentistry site plan and will schedule a public hearing for both the Atlantic Dentistry and the Home Depot conditional use permits.
5. SITE PLAN REVIEW/CONDITIONAL USE PERMITS:
a.  Johnson Burgess Mizelle & Straub – Shared Parking Conditional Use Permit – 4016 N. Croatan Highway.
PROPOSAL:  The Applicant is requesting approval of a conditional use permit to establish a formal shared parking agreement with the restaurant adjacent to the property, BK Shuckers. The existing facility at 4016 N. Croatan Highway has been issued a building permit to convert approximately 1,453 of existing attic space into 703 square feet of file storage space and 750 square feet of office space to support additional employees.  The additional floor space requires additional parking spaces to stay in compliance with the Town parking standards.

The Proposal, as submitted, would allow BK Shuckers to share 7 parking spaces with the Applicant and the Applicant would not be able to use BK Shucker’s parking spaces during the restaurant’s peak season business hours (11:00am-11:00pm, May through September) nor during special events. 

The shared parking would allow the Applicant to fulfill town parking requirements without expanding their own paved parking area, which would result in the preservation of existing landscaping and avoid any potential detrimental effects to adjacent properties.

The Applicant’s peak season is January to April 15, operating hours being M-F, 8:30am-5:00pm, which is when the need for additional staff and parking arises.  The Applicant currently has 21 existing on-site spaces, and with the additional employees, would need an additional 7 spaces.  BK Shuckers has the minimum 73 parking spaces which meets the minimum requirement with no excess parking per parking standards.

No new access ways and no new signage is proposed at this time.  The Applicant has 21 existing spaces and needs an additional 7 spaces and with the conditional use permit (CUP) approval, would be allowed the use of 7 additional spaces during certain times of the year.
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CONDITIONAL USE FINDINGS:
Per the standards of Section 42-99(b)(7), in order to approve this application, the Town Council must make the findings of the proposed conditional use:
a. Does not materially endanger the public health or safety.
b. Does meet all required conditions and specifications.
c. Will not substantially injure the value of adjoining property or be a public nuisance.
d. Will be in harmony with the area in which it is located and be in general conformity with the comprehensive plan.
e. The proposed shared parking agreement has no impact on land use and is not applicable to the comprehensive plan.
· It was brought to the attention of Town Attorney Michael the afternoon prior to the  6:00pm January 15 meeting, that the ordinance for shared parking states that within any one site the required number of parking spaces assigned to one use may not be assigned to another use except as provided in the Subsection.  Shared parking shall be a conditional use requiring approval by the Town Council and subject to the requirements proposed by the Town Council in 42-99 which leads to a conditional use permit(CUP).   However, Section K states that any off-street parking spaces required by any use within a residential or commercial use district shall be provided on a single lot user by which it is required.  That section removes the possibility of shared parking by conditional use if they are on separate sites which could possibly require the need for a Text Amendment in additional to a Conditional Use Permit (CUP).
· Chairman Northen then asked Mr. Michael if they (Johson, Burgess, Mizelle & Straub & BK Shuckers) could come up with a legal document that they could both agree on to satisfy the ordinance?
· Mr. Michael stated that the ordinance requires that the shared parking be on the same site parcel and these are two separate parcels.  He also stated that he was there when the ordinance was created, mainly for the strip malls which were having problems with related parking requirements of restaurants open at night to be able to use the parking the various businesses weren’t using.  At that time, there was no discussion about shared parking between adjoining parcels.  
· Chairman Northen then brought up an example of a church using other parking areas during Sunday morning services when there is overcrowded parking and the patrons my use other parking areas across the street or in nearby lots.
· Here Mr. Michael stated that the Applicant is coming in to get a building permit to add the spaces and that space is going to require that they cannot now get on their site.  Mr. Michael stated that there will need to be a Text Amendment and then follow up with a Conditional Use Permit (CUP).
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· Mr. Eadus of Quible & Associates, representing Johnson, Burgess, Mizelle & Straub came forward and stated that the Applicant has already obtained a building permit and they already have an informal agreement with their neighbor, BK Shuckers.  Mr. Eadus stated that they want to follow the Town’s ordinance and when they met with the Town’s previous Planner they discussed the process.  The goal is to make the site viable without tearing out or putting in the new parking lot and they understand that they may need a Conditional Use Permit (CUP).
· Chairman Northen indicated that a Text Amendment would be appropriate and asked if there was a Text Amendment, would we also require a legal agreement between the two parties and Mr. Michael stated that the Text Amendment would allow that.
· Planner Testerman stated that conditional use findings will not substantially injure the value or the adjoining property or be a public nuisance.  The only adjoining property that would be affected would be BK Shuckers who would be signing the agreement.
· This will be in harmony with the area in which it is located and be in general conformity with the comprehensive plan.  The proposed shared parking agreement has no impact on land use and is not applicable to the comprehensive plan.
· Chairman Northen asked if there would be a problem with a Text Amendment and Planner Testerman said, ‘no’ and Chairman Northen stated that if the Board suggests that part of the recommendation would be a Text Amendment and would then be referred to the Town Council for review at their February meeting and would the Applicant then have to come back to the Planning Board to redo?
· Mr. Michael indicated that the Planning Board would have to look at the Text Amendment separately and that it could not be included as part of the recommendation for the Conditional Use Permit (CUP) tonight.  It would have to be put on the Agenda and come back to the Planning Board and the Planning Board would then have to approve the Text Amendment.
· Chairman Northen then stated that this proposal would be withdrawn and put on the agenda for the February meeting and the Applicant would need to work on a Text Amendment.
· Here, Mr. Michael stated that the Applicant would not have to come back and reapply and the CUP would piggyback on the Text Amendment.
· Mr. Eriksen asked if the work had already been done and if the additional employees had been hired and Mr. Eadus stated that the work had already been done and that the additional employees have not yet been hired.
· Mr. Eadus also stated that both parties have seen the shared parking agreement and it is just a matter of going through the process.
· Mr. Eriksen wanted to know if the Applicant was still using the building without the issue being resolved and Mr. Michael stated that the Town has an unwritten policy that the Town doesn’t look for violations if people are pursuing remedies to solve the problem and gives them a grace period.
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· Vice-Chair McClean inquired if the additional parking spaces would affect the handicapped parking requirements and Planner Testerman replied, ‘no’ and that the additional 7 spaces were based on the square footage of the property.
· Chairman Northen then stated that this application would be tabled until the February Meeting.
6.  SUBDIVISION:  West Village Subdivision – 30 Lot Subdivision off of Kitty Hawk Road
· (At this time, Alternate Brian Parker recused himself from the discussion, as he is currently employed by the Applicant’s engineer, Quible & Assoc.) 
PROPOSAL:
The Applicant has submitted a revised application and preliminary plat for the West Village subdivision.  The plat outlines a proposal to resubdivide four (4) existing parcels totaling 22.31 acres into thirty (30) lots.  A new road connecting to Kitty Hawk Road, waster line and underground electrical line would be constructed as part of the subdivision.
PRIOR APPROVAL:  
At its meeting on December 2, 2013, Kitty Hawk Town Council voted unanimously to approve a preliminary plat for the West Village Subdivision.  The approved subdivision divided the subject properties into thirty (30) lots.
· Due to new ownership this proposal has to be treated as a new application as the previous approval expired on December 3, 2014. 
Per the new application, the following Staff Analysis was brought forth:
· Subdivision & Road Names:  The proposed names for the subdivision (West Village) and new road (West Village Road) have been reviewed by Town Staff and Dare County E-911  to check on similarity with other, existing subdivision and road names.  Both of the proposed names are acceptable.
· Zoning:  The subject properties are presently wooded, undeveloped and zoned Village Residential (VR-1).  The VR-1 district allows the density of single-family residential development proposed for these properties.
· Lot Size:  The minimum lot size in the VR-1 district is 15,000 square feet.  Lot sizes for the thirty (30) parcels in the proposed subdivision range from 15,000 square feet (0.35 acre) to 89,745 square feet (2.06 acres).
· Wetlands:  Wetlands designated by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) are included in the lot size calculations.  However, any wetlands classified as coastal marsh under the N.C. Coastal Area Management Act (CAMA) are subtracted from the calculation of lot size for the affected lots.
· A large percentage (over 42%) of the subject property consists of USACE wetlands (9.38 of the 22.31 acres).  However, the applicant has proposed to divide the property in such a manner that all of the proposed lots contain an adequate building area.
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· Before the Applicant can construct the proposed road and other improvements, the Applicant must obtain a permit from the USACE to fill approximately 0.5 acre of wetlands in the designated hatched areas on the preliminary plat.
· Road Frontage:  Lots must have a minimum road frontage of twenty-five feet (25’) on cul-de-sacs and fifty feet (50’) in all other situations.  All of the proposed lots comply with these standards.
· Lot Width:  The minimum lot width in the VR-1 district is seventy-five feet (75’), measured at the front building setback line on each parcel.  All of the proposed lots comply with this standard.  Lots 12, 20, 21, 22 and 24 do not meet the width requirement at the streetfront, but widen to the minimum required width at the front building setback line.
· Bulding Setbacks:  Minimum building setbacks in the VR-1 district are ten feet (10’) along the side yard and twenty-five feet (25’) at the front and rear.  All of the minimum building setbacks are properly shown on the preliminary plat. To be noted, the front/rear setbacks for Lots 1 and 2 are measured from Kitty Hawk Road as these two (2) lots will only gain access from W. Kitty Hawk Road rather than West Village Road.
· Road Access:  In a previous review, per note #5 on the preliminary plat states that Lots 1 and 2 will only gain access from W. Kitty Hawk Road.  To ensure this requirement, a statement to this effect must be recorded in a covenant or deed restrictions for these two (2) lots.  All other twenty-eight (28) lots will gain access from the proposed West Village Road.
· Road Rights-of-Way:  The proposed new road meets the standards to be classified at a local residential subdivision street, which is required to have a minimum right-of-way of only thirty feet (30’).  The Applicant has proposed to develop the road to the greater standards of a collector or secondary road. Consistent with these standards the proposed right-of-way is fifty feet (50’) wide with additional road easements of five feet (5’) in width on both sides of the right-of-way.
· Town standards state that the right-of-way for a cul-de-sac must have a diameter of at least one hundred feet (100’).  The plat shows a diameter of one-hundred two feet (102’) for the cul-de-sac right-of-way.  An existing sixty foot(60’) wide right-of-way running along much of the western side of the property will be abandoned as part of the proposed subdivision.
· Road Width:  The proposed road meets the standards to be classified as a local residential subdivision street, which is required to have a minimum road width of only eighteen feet (18’).  The Applicant has proposed to develop the road to the greater standards of a collector or secondary road.
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· Road Width (cont’d.)  The West Village Road will not have curbs and gutters, the minimum road pavement with is twenty feet (20’).  The proposed road pavement is twenty feet (20’) in width (with 3’ shoulders) and meets this minimum standard.  A note stating that the road will be constructed to NCDOT subdivision standards will be added prior to the Town Council review.
· The proposed road is longer than one-hundred fifty feet (150’), the NC Fire Prevention Code, Appendix D requires a cul-de-sac ninety-six feet (96’) in diameter or other acceptable turnaround to accommodate emergency vehicle maneuvering.
· Road Design:  The proposed road does not meet the standards for a ‘rolling terrain’ with designated speed of 25mph and during their review and approval of the original preliminary plat, the Planning Board and Town Council both made a decision to accept the Applicant’s proposal that the road be treated as mountainous/hilly terrain which allows the proposed tighter curve (shown on the plat) of under a 20mph design speed.  The proposed road design is identical to the previously approved preliminary plat.
· Water Lines:  The Applicant is proposing to install an eight-inch (8”) water line to serve the subdivision.  This line will connect to the existing six-inch (6”) Dare County water main running along the west side of Kitty Hawk Road.  A flow test was conducted and found the water flow and pressure adequate to serve the proposed subdivision.  The Dare County Water Department and NCDENR Division of Public Water Supply must grant approval of the plans and specifications for the water lines.  
· As an added note, the proposed water line specifications are identical to the previously approved preliminary plat.  Per Note #5 on the site plan, Lots 1 and 2 will be served by the existing waterline along W. Kitty Hawk Road.
· Fire Hydrants:  The Applicant has proposed to install six (6) new fire hydrants within the proposed subdivision.  The Dare County Water Department must also grant approval of the hydrant locations and specifications as part of its review.  
· Septic:  All of the proposed lots will be served by individual, on-site septic systems.  A septic permit must be obtained from the Health Department prior to the issuance of a building permit for each lot.
· Electric Lines:  The Applicant is proposing to install underground electric lines for the project. Dominion Power will have to approve plans and specifications prior to installation of the lines.
· Stormwater Management:  The Applicant plans to apply for a low-density stormwater permit from the NCDENR Division of Energy, Mineral & Land Resources.  When issued, it is likely that the conditions of this permit will limit the amount of building area on certain lots.  These restrictions must be delineated on the final plat.





Kitty Hawk Planning Board
Meeting Minutes
-8-

Easements:  The revised preliminary plat references three (3) types of easements in the proposed subdivision:
1.  Utility Easement:  Each lot in the proposed subdivision is subject to easements for the installation and maintenance of utilities.  The width of these utility easements is fifteen feet (15’) where abutting roads and five feet (5’) along the sides and rear of each property.
2. Road Maintenance Easement:  An easement of five feet (5’) in width extending along both sides of the proposed road right-of-way is provided for the purpose of road maintenance.
3. Pedestrian Access Easement:  The northern side of Lot 18 contains a pedestrian access easement ten feet (10’) in width from an existing footbridge over the canal  to West Village Road.  
POTENTIAL CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL:  Land Use Plan:  The Town of Kitty Hawk’s adopted CAMA Lane Use Plan designates the subject parcels as a ‘low-density residential area’ on the future land use map and is defined as a density averaging two (2) units per acre with Lots of 15,000 square feet or greater.  The proposed thirty (30) lots on the twenty-two (22) acres of the subdivision appears to comply with the stated description for development in a low-density residential area.
· Chairman Northen wanted clarification for the access off Kitty Hawk Road for Lots 1 and 2.  According to the plat, the waste water easement on Lot 1 is that something that has to be kept clear or can a driveway go over that?  And, can you cross that to access to Lot 2?
· Michael Strader of Quible & Assoc. A driveway for Lot 2 could be placed in the easement, and Chairman Northen asked would it be a concern if one could either come off the new street or come right into the entrance to the new street?
· Mr. Strader replied they the Applicant would like to gain as much separation from any new proposed driveway access from the proposed West Village Road entrance and could easily be addressed on the site plan.
· Vice-Chair McClean asked Mr. Strader whose responsibility it is to keep the tree limb heights to 13’6” and Mr. Strader stated that the Applicant will be required to set that up with the Association and that the Association would then be responsible for that and also for the maintenance for the entire roadway.
· Mr. Eriksen indicated a correction on the plat showing the easement on Lot 18 on the north side where the footbridge is, should there be a six foot (6’) easement?
· Mr. Strader indicated that in the most recent proposal it would be to remove the pedestrian easement and not maintain that particular footbridge.  He also indicated that the previous Applicant did plan on upgrading the footbridge and maintain the pedestrian easement and the current Applicant does not have any desire to upgrade that footbridge and is not proposing any additional easement.
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· Mr. Eriksen then had a question as to how the lot sizes were calculated and cited the following concerning the wetlands: “Wetlands designated by the USACE are included in the lot size calculations; however, any wetlands are classified as coastal under CAMA are subtracted from the lot size of the affected lots.”
· Chairman Northen indicated that Planner Testerman would check further into this matter.
· Mr. Parker asked if Lot 7’s shoreline is under CAMA jurisdiction as it seems to Mr. Parker that the shoreline cuts into that property line where it says 220’ of Lot 7?
· Mr. Strader indicated that shorelines were excluded in the lot calculations and none of the coastal marsh areas were involved in the calculations and the delineation.
· Mr. Eriksen then asked if on Lot 19 easement for the property owner behind; has that been taken away and Mr. Strader indicated that the property owner have abandoned their right to the easement.
· Mr. Strader went on to say that Lots 3 and 2 are big lots and extend across where Carrinda Lane is are lots that are already built on.  Should they come forward in the future they would have the opportunity to do that and the Board would have to review. Again, the property owner’s right is not taken away and there is no reason at this time to show an easement.
· Chairman Northen asked for a recommendation and Vice-Chair McClean read the following recommendation:  “I recommend approval of the preliminary plat for the West Village Subdivision that divides off of W. Kitty Hawk Road into thirty (30) lots, subject to the following conditions are previously discussed.”
· Chairman Northen asked for a “aye” or “nay” vote and Mr. Parker opposed the recommendation stating that VR-1 residential is a low-density district and if it the intent of the Village to reduce the amount of density there or keep it which seems not to fit because ½ of ½ of all the lots are basically wetlands and he voted against.
· Chairman Northen asked the Board to vote and Vice-Chair McClean agreed with Mr. Parker as did the remainder of the Board Members.  Chairman Northen indicated that was a recommendation and that the Town Council would have the final say and that this would go to the Town Council for review.
· Mr. Eriksen then asked how the recommendation could be voted against as the proposal has met all of the requirements and Chairman Northen acknowledge Mr. Eriksen’s comment.
7. HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN:
BACKGROUND:  The current Hazard Mitigation Plan was done by Dare County with appendixes by the individual municipalities.  The plans are required to be updated every five years.  FEMA is now encouraging regional Hazard Mitigation Plans, as a result, Wooten and Company, a private consultant firm, is in the process of preparing the Albermarle Regional Hazard Mitigation Plan (ARHMP).  Generally, the hazards include flooding, hurricanes, storm surge, no’easters and more broadly, earthquakes, mudslides, volcanoes, etc.  The ARHMP incorporates multiple counties and the Community Rating System (CRS).  
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This should reduce the number of plans that are submitted to FEMA for review and approval.  The regional plan will need to be approved and forwarded to the state for approval and then submitted to FEMA for their approval and to receive accreditation.

Dare and Currituck Counties, which are CRS communities, are required to have a local planning committee.  This committee has been meeting for several months to discuss the integration of individual plans and requirements into the regional plan, which will help earn CRS points.  The Town of Kitty Hawk has been participating in these meetings and providing pertinent information important to be included in the regional plan.  The region and individual municipalities ear points that provide discounts on the flood insurance rates offered to this area; therefore, it is important to get as many CRS points as we can to get recertified. Next year, Dare County and the municipalities within will transition to a new CRS manual.  The point assignments have increased for Hazard Mitigation Plans so it is important to develop a plan that will help to provide the citizens and property owners discounts on their flood insurance.

As members of the Planning Board, you are representatives of the Towns’ residents and property owners, therefore, it is important for you to be part of the process of the review of the information submitted by the Town to Dare and Currituck local planning committee and provide any comments.

· Per attachment K:  Kitty Hawk Hazard Mitigation Plan – Goals & Actions.  The Goals and Actions listed on the attachment are the meat of the plan and the five goals and actions listed at the top of the attachment are goals that have been identified in the new regional plan.  The Table on the attachment shows what the Town is doing and what goals it meets by doing the individual actions.  Most of these were included on the previous Hazard Mitigation Plan and have been updated.  
· No action is required of the Planning Board and Staff is requesting the Board to review the Hazard Mitigation Plan and provide feedback and/or recommendation regarding the information to Wooten & Co.  Wooten & Co. are looking to submit to the State by the end of the first week in February.  The State will then give its feedback, submit to FEMA for approval.  Once FEMA approves, every locality is required to take it to the Town Council for final approval and then an updated Hazard Mitigation Plan will be adopted prior to the current plan expiring
· Chairman Northen asked if there were any comments concerning the Hazard Mitigation Plan and there were none.

8. COMMENTS:  Chairman Northen asked for the February 12th meeting be moved to February 19 as Planner Testerman will be attending an Erosion and Sedimentation Control Workshop which is required by the State and all of the Board agreed to move the next Board meeting to February 19.
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· Chairman Northen asked for any further comments and Mr. Eriksen replied.
· Mr. Eriksen commented on the last vote and felt that the last vote was bad example of “Robert’s Rules of Order.”  Mr. Eriksen knows that once the vote starts, as an Alternate, there is no further opportunity to discuss or comment and that if there is going to be a discussion there should be a discussion and then a ‘vote’.  Mr. Eriksen also felt that this happened one time before and when it went to the Town Council, the Council looked at the proposal and didn’t like the looks of it even though the Planning Board had already approved the project.  
· He also stated that if the “the Planning Board doesn’t like the look of it that’s one thing, but if it meets the standards, it seems to me that we have to approve it.  The thing that bothers me is the fact that, instead of voting, we are discussing during the voting process and that leaves some of us out.”
· Chairman Northen agreed that Mr. Eriksen’s observation was a valid one and more can be gained by having more discussion about a project.  Chairman Northen also stated that we (the Board) may have the right to do something, but the Town Council may not like to see that happen.  The Town has the right to deny a project, even though an Applicant has the right to do it, the Applicant can go back to court.  “That’s why, we as a Board, review these projects/recommendations.”
· Mr. Eriksen then stated that “my understanding of the Planning Board in reviewing a recommendation is to make sure that the recommendation meets the standards and not to decide on something on whether we like it or not.”
· Vice-Chair McClean stated that we, as a Board, do not approve things, the Board only recommends.
· Mr. Michael then stated that the comments made, legally or not, if you hadn’t voted it would have counted in the affirmative and that members of the Board need to speak up when appropriate.
· Chairman Northen stated that is why he asks for comments/concerns before he asks a member of the Board to make a recommendation.  
· Mr. Eriksen stated that the way the recommendation was read, it was to approve and we can also recommend ‘not to approve and not read verbatim off of the agenda or off of the proposal.
· Mr. Michael stated that it would read in the minutes that the “Planning Board declined to approve the recommendation.” Vice-Chair McClean also stated that there is no reason not to recommend approval because it meets all of the requirements and she didn’t have to support that approval.
· Vice-Chair McClean again stated that all the Board can do is review the application.
· Concerning the opposition vote, if the project meets the letter of requirements but does it meet the intent of the low-density development that the Town sees in the Land Use Plan and the direction of the Town and Mr. Parker agreed with that statement.
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· Vice-Chair McClean then stated that the Town Council does not have to agree with the Board on anything; the Board can recommend all day long and the Town Council can ignore the Board all year long.
9. PUBLIC COMMENTS:  Mr. Craig Tillett came forward and said that he had built the footbridge over the canal many years ago when his children were little and that he wanted to make sure that that was not included in the proposal and was told that it was already taken off.
· Mr. Strader stated the the bridge splits; ½ of the bridge is on Mr. Tillett’s land and ½ of the bridge is on the proposed Lot 18 and Vice-Chair McClean asked where the bridge terminates – on Lot 18? And Mr. Strader said that it continues to the other ½ of the bridge onto Lot 18.
· Mr. Tillett wants his area to be continued to be a secluded area and that the easement would be cancelled and was informed that it was cancelled.
10. ADJOURN:  Hearing no further comments, Chairman Northen adjourned the meeting at 6:50pm.



__________________________________________
[bookmark: _GoBack]Oscar Northen, Chairman

Respectfully submitted by Patricia Merski, Recording Secretary.





