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Wiscasset Ordinance Review Committee Meeting Notes

December 14, 2009
Members Present: Doc Schilke, Pat Barnes, Karl Olson, Larry Lomison, Jeffrey Hinderliter (Town Planner).  Absent: Jackie Lowell, seeking replacement for Jill Lorom  
1. Meeting Opens at 5:37 PM.

2. Agenda items discussed: Future Land Use Ordinances- Conservation Commission (D1 12-14-09) and Historic Preservation (D1 12-14-09)
3. 23 November, 2009 meeting notes approved.  

4. Other Business.  Jeffrey begins with other business.  Jeffrey states he, Steve House and Karl Olson are interviewing for Jill Lorom’s replacement.  Jeffrey says that we should have a new member by January.  Jeffrey informs the ORC he will not be available for the meeting on the 28 December and asks if they wish to hold the meeting.  The ORC choose to cancel the meeting.  Jeffrey says that the Selectmen authorized the ORC to begin reviewing the Village Waterfront Ordinance.
5. Conservation Commission (D1 12-14-09).  Jeffrey discusses the CC policy.  He states the policy has already been adopted by the Selectmen and is currently used by the conservation commission.  There have been no problems the CC has identified with the policy during the 12 months it has been used.  It currently is a policy and not an ordinance.  Jeffrey would like to make this an ordinance and include it in the Future Land Use Ordinance book.  Jeffrey gives example how the CC works with the policy by explaining the town-wide trail mapping project they are currently involved with.  It was asked who the CC reports to- they report to the selectmen.  Jeffrey reminds the policy (and future ordinance) can be revisited once the ORC completes the 1st full draft of the Future Land Use Ordinances.
Recommendations: ORC feels the policy is acceptable as is.

6. Historic Preservation (D1 12-14-09).  Jeffrey explains the ORC considered the HP ordinance during 2008 and he is resurrecting this now because he wanted to be sure the 1st draft of this ordinance is complete so he can begin working on it with the ad-hoc HP Commission during early 2010.  Jeffrey goes through and explains each section of the HP ordinance.  The following was discussed:

· 7.1, A 1-6 (p. 13): to wishy-washy?  It should be more firm.  For example, A. (1) should have a period after “shall be”.  These standards should exclude phrases such as ‘reasonably possible”
· ORC discuss, in length, the appeals process.  The primary discussion was whether new evidence can or can’t be allowed during the appeals process.  Jeffrey explains there are two appeals related standards in the ordinance.  The first is an applicant can appeal directly to the HPC under the substantial or undue hardship standards.  The second is an appeal to the Board of Appeals.  Still, the question remains whether new evidence should or should not be allowed for the appeal process associated with the Board of Appeals.  Change appeals process with proper de novo review?
· Page 16 (c): after “that” add “the building or structure”

· Page 13 A. 1-6: remove words such as “reasonably possible” and “feasible”

Recommendations: Include recommended changes and clarify the appeals process associated with the Board of Appeals review.
Meeting adjourned: 6:50 pm.
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