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Nottingham Planning Board – February 3, 2009- APPROVED & AMMENDED

NOTTINGHAM PLANNING BOARD
February 3, 2008

PUBLIC SESSION
APPROVED & AMMENDED
Type of Meeting:
Scheduled 
Method of Notification: 
Posted at the Nottingham Municipal Building & Nottingham Post Office

Meeting Location:
Nottingham Municipal Building

Members Present: 
Mr. Dave Smith; Chair, Mr. Peter Gylfphe; Vice Chair, Mr. Scott Canney, Ms. Traci Chauvey; Alternate Member, Ms. Sue Mooney
Members Absent: 
Mr. Bill Netishen; Selectmen’s Representative, Robert “Buzz” Davies: Alternate Member, Bob Davidson, Ms. Cheryl Smith; Alternate Member
Others Present: 
Mrs. Lisa Sears; Land Use Clerk, Skip Seaverns, Bill Dear, Charlene Andersen, Carl Schmottlach, Elaine Schmottlach 
Mr. Smith called the meeting to order at approximately 7:08 pm. Mr. Smith explained that it was the second hearing on these proposed Zoning Ordinance changes. He noted that they could not make changes or additions at this point. Ms. Chauvey noted that they could vote on whether or not to remove something.
Ms. Chauvey was seated for the vacant seat. A Copy of the Zoning Ordinance as presented at this meeting is attached.(to the original set of minutes available in the Planning Office)
Review of Previous Minutes

The Board decided to table the minutes until the next meeting.

2009 Proposed Zoning Ordinance – 2nd public hearing
Chair Smith opened the hearing. He read each of the proposed changes.
Ms. Chauvey noted that the proposed articles Z1 “removal of the definition of cluster development” and Z9 “cluster subdivisions are not allowed”; should be not be on the ballot. 
Discussion was on when these were put in the Zoning Ordinances (ZO). Mr. Gylfphe believes they are left over and should be kept on the ballot so that the ordinances can be cleaned up. Ms. Chauvey and Chair Smith believe these were added in when the Planning Board removed the whole cluster development section, a few years back. 

Ms. Chauvey did not want to leave it so that there wasn’t any mention of not allowing cluster developments in the ZO. Chair Smith noted it could leave it open for someone to propose a cluster development if they remove every mention of it in the ZO.
Mrs. Sears explained when this board last worked on these changes, they believed that the new Conservation Overlay District (COD) was going to move forward, so they proposed removing these (Z1 Z9) because the COD was going to be the replacement. She didn’t believe it was a house cleaning issue. She also noted that the COD was not going on the ballot this year.
MOTION by Ms. Chauvey to remove Z1 & Z9 from these 2009 proposed Zoning changes.
SECOND by Mr. Smith
DISSCUSSION: Mr. Gylfphe again proposed that it should be left in and let the voters decide. Chair Smith noted that if someone was to go to the ZBA for a cluster development then we will have a definition of that. There was brief discussion on the wording but no changes were made. They were just defining what was not allowed. Mr. Gylfphe also felt it was too late for these kinds of changes. Chair Smith disagreed noting that was what tonight’s meeting was for. 
VOTE 4-Aye. 1- Opposed 0- Abstained MOTION PASSED Mr. Gylfphe opposed the vote.
Chair Smith moved on to read each of the proposed changes. Areas of discussion were on:

Z2: Removing Buildable Area and replace with Lot Envelope. Chair Smith noted the Board wanted to better define what could be built in a lot, excluding the setbacks. Mr. Seaverns questioned the wording of “state and local regulations” but the Board noted that it was left general on purpose. It was also noted that the board removed the HISS mapping standards/requirement as they are no longer used within the industry. 

MOTION by Mr. Canney to submit Z2 to the warrant as written. 
SECOND by Ms. Chauvey 
VOTE 5-Aye. 0- Opposed 0- Abstained MOTION PASSED 

Z3: Fit for building: add drainage ways.
MOTION by Mr. Gylfphe to submit Z3 to the warrant as written. 
SECOND by Ms. Mooney
VOTE 5-Aye. 0- Opposed 0- Abstained MOTION PASSED 

Z4: Frontage was better defined as on a Class V road as better. It was noted this was now to match the state regulations.

MOTION by Mr. Gylfphe to submit Z4 to the warrant as written. 
SECOND by Mr. Canney
VOTE 5-Aye. 0- Opposed 0- Abstained MOTION PASSED 

Z5: Structure was changed to be more specific and what it includes and doesn’t include. Members of the public asked about different examples of this. 

MOTION by Mr. Gylfphe to submit Z5 to the warrant as written. 

SECOND by Ms. Mooney

VOTE 5-Aye. 0- Opposed 0- Abstained MOTION PASSED 

Z6: Unfit for building’s definition was changed to include drainage ways.
MOTION by Mr. Gylfphe to submit Z6 to the warrant as written. 

SECOND by Ms. Mooney

VOTE 5-Aye. 0- Opposed 0- Abstained MOTION PASSED 
Z7: Dwelling Unit Requirements: Chair Smith noted that this section was separated out into sections to allow for applicants to the ZBA to only apply for the sections they need at the time and not by asking for one item in the whole paragraph in turn get more. They also added that shared driveways will keep to the common boundary and be put in each owner’s record. They also changed 60,000 down to 30,000 to be consistent.

MOTION by Mr. Gylfphe to submit Z7 to the warrant as written. 
SECOND by Mr. Canney
VOTE 5-Aye. 0- Opposed 0- Abstained MOTION PASSED 

Z8: Multifamily development: change was from 60,000 to 30,000 to be consistent.

MOTION by Mr. Canny to submit Z8 to the warrant as written. 
SECOND by Ms. Mooney
VOTE 5-Aye. 0- Opposed 0- Abstained MOTION PASSED 

Discussion continued on buildable area vs. and lot envelope, and not allowing building in the setbacks.

A resident asked the Board their intent in regards to growth. Chair Smith noted it was just to maintain the current standards and not to actively increase the number of residents. They briefly touched on cluster developments. This ZO would not increase the number of lots allowed. 

Z10: Building Permit Requirements: this was to match the State requirements. 

MOTION by Ms. Chauvey to submit Z10 to the warrant as written. 
SECOND by Mr. Canney
VOTE 5-Aye. 0- Opposed 0- Abstained MOTION PASSED 
Z11: Building Permits: It was noted these changes were to match existing procedures.

MOTION by Mr. Gylfphe to submit Z11 to the warrant as written. 
SECOND by Ms. Mooney
VOTE 5-Aye. 0- Opposed 0- Abstained MOTION PASSED 

Z12: Transfer and expirations of building permits: just matching the State requirements.
MOTION by Mr. Gylfphe to submit Z12 to the warrant as written. 
SECOND by Ms. Mooney
VOTE 5-Aye. 0- Opposed 0- Abstained MOTION PASSED 

Discussion was on the Board’s upcoming meetings and workshop dates. The Board will have a workshop on Subdivision Regulation Review on February 11th, regular meeting on February 18th and NO workshop on February 25th.
Planning Board Positions on the ballot

The Board discussed what the open positions are and they questioned if the open seats that were posted were correct. Ms. Chauvey will follow up on this.

Point of Order: Mr. Gylfphe left the meeting before the motion to adjourn.
Ms. Chauvey noted that the impact fee study petition was submitted to the Board of Selectmen with 45 verified signatures.
MOTION by Ms. Mooney to adjourn.
SECOND by Mr. Smith
VOTE 4-Aye. 0- Opposed 0- Abstained MOTION PASSED 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Lisa L. Sears

Land Use Clerk

These minutes are subject to approval at a regularly scheduled Planning Board meeting at which time the above minutes are corrected or accepted.
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