Isle au Haut Planning Board
Minutes of the Meeting of June 16, 2015

Regular Members Present: Bob Gerber, Dan MacDonald, Bill Clark, Steve Shaffer (by
telephone)

Alternate Members Present: Jeff Burke

Applicants Present: Bob Leone (by phone); Bill Stevens (Agent for the Chamberlains); John
DeWitt and Kendra Chubbuck; Grady Watts

Public Present: Meghan Cooper, William Stevens, Jim Wilson

The Meeting was called to order by the Chair, Bob Gerber, at 7:01 PM at the Town Offices.
With Bill Calvert being absent, the Chair appointed Jeff Burke to act as a voting member at the
meeting.

Old Business

It was moved by Bill Clark and seconded by Dan MacDonald that the minutes of the January
23, 2015, be approved as written. There was no discussion and the motion was approved
unanimously.

The Chair reported on actions he has taken since the last meeting in January and he circulated
around the table copies of correspondence he has issued to various parties that either answered
questions on the interpretation of the Ordinances or addressed issues relating to pending permits
or permit condition removal. The matters discussed are summarized below and copies of
correspondence for items 1, 2, 3, 4, and 6 are attached. Item 7 may be viewed on the Town
website in the “Planning Board” section.

1. Chamberlain lot site visits and responses to Stevens’ questions

2. Chamberlain lot initial review and rejection of Building Permit Application

3. Van Doren application for 60 square foot addition to residence; CEO permit issued

4. Leone request for approval of sediment and erosion control measures for primary
residence construction—site visit and correspondence re defects and the need for full
Board approval

5. Discussions and emails with State Shoreland Zone coordinator about required
revisions to IAH State-mandated Shoreland Zone Ordinance

6. Generic responses to Stevens’ questions relating to the need for PB permits for
wells and utility poles and lines

7. Write-up for new Town website on need for updates to Town Comprehensive
plan and zoning ordinances and some generic issues like cutting trees in the Shoreland zone

8. Lapse of Board member terms due to delay in Annual Town Meeting; Selectmen
re-appointments; re-election of Chair

The Chair reminded those present that Planning Board approval of a permit or subdivision could be
appealed by parties with standing within 30 days of the Planning Board action. If there is a formal
appeal, it must go first to the Town Board of Appeals. Any appeal of the Board of Appeals’ decision
would then go to Superior Court. This is to remind applicants that they proceed at their own risk
with their site alterations until the 30-day appeal period to the Planning Board decision has
expired.
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New Business:

1. Leone—This is a request for approval of sediment and erosion control measures so construction
on primary residence can start in State Shoreland Zone and Town Accessible Interior on east side of
Long Pond. The Chair summarized the history and the request for the removal of the sediment and
erosion control barrier installation and inspection condition on the Building Permit. The Chair had
done a site inspection and issued a letter (Item 4 under Old Business above) concerning the defects.
The Leones corrected the deficiencies and now ask for Board approval for the removal of the
Condition. It was moved by Dan MacDonald and seconded by Jeff Burke to state that the condition
requirements had been met and that construction could now commence and that the Chair was
delegated to do any follow-up required on compliance. The Chair will send a letter documenting
the removal of the permit condition to the Leones.

2. Chamberlain—Sue and Wendell Chamberlain, through their agent, William Stevens, requested a
Building Permit on Lot 1 of the Arlena Tully Subdivision on the northeast side of Long Pond. The
original application of 5/1/15 was rejected because it was incomplete (Item #2 in Old Business,
above). The Chair met on the site with Bill Stevens to discuss the requirements for sediment and
erosion control and a revised application was submitted on 6/6/15. The request is for a building
permit for well, road, power, telephone, cable, septic system, and primary residence in State
Shoreland Zone and Town Accessible Interior. There was a discussion of the possible need for extra
measures to protect pond water quality in the case of a septic pump failure (pumping will be
required from the septic tank to the leachfield), but it was concluded that none was needed and the
risk to the Pond was minimal. It was moved by Bill Clark and seconded by Dan MacDonald to
accept the Application and grant a Building Permit for the requested items, including limits of
clearing, based on the narrative and plans submitted with the conditions that the standard cutting
and sediment and erosion control standards are met and that the Chair is delegated the authority to
provide any follow-up on compliance with the conditions. The Chair will send a letter approving the
building permit application.

3. John DeWitt and Kendra Chubbuck—Application submitted for an extension of overhead power,
telephone, and cable and the drilling of a new well in Head Harbor. The electric, telephone, and
cable would begin at an existing pole on Blaisdell’s property, then generally run south to the east of
the Head Harbor private Right-of-way on the east side of the harbor, ending at the DeWitt and
Chubbuck lot, just north of the Acadia National Park property. The purpose of the line is to supply
electric and communication utilities to Head Harbor residences. A plan was provided with a
tentative layout of the utilities, subject to changes that may be needed in the field by the installation
crew that is being contracted to do the work by the Isle au Haut Electric Power Co. This utility
application is required because the Town of Isle au Haut Zoning Ordinance requires Planning Board
approval of “public utilities” and the State-imposed Shoreland Zoning Ordinance considers any
man-made structure in the Shoreland Zone to require a permit. In order to provide documentation
of “right, title, and interest”, copies of signed easement agreements from each property owner
whose land would be crossed by the project are required. There were three easement agreements
outstanding as of this meeting, but those agreements were expected to be forthcoming shortly. The
application for the electric and communication lines and the well drilling application were also
lacking narratives and some other specifics needed to document the projects. It was moved by Dan
MacDonald and seconded by Bill Clark to approve the installation of the utilities and well, subject to
the condition of submittal of the narrative and other missing data (including a better site plan to
scale), and to the standard conditions for sediment and erosion control, and that the Chair be
delegated the authority to review the data submitted for completeness and deal with any follow-on
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compliance issues. The Chair will send a letter approving the applications and will grant the
permits once the applications are complete.

4. Grady Watts and Geraldine Wurzburg—Application for a new well to be located on their
property at Sheep Thief’s Gulch, south of Outlet Brook, southeast of Long Pond. The Applicant’s
current well is producing poor water quality and yield. The State-mandated Shoreland Zoning
Ordinance defines a well as an “accessory structure” and requires that the Planning Board issue a
permit for same. The well is located about 180’ from the “normal high water mark” and is therefore
in the Shoreland Zone. The Applicant provided all of the required information for the Application at
the meeting. There was a question as to whether the proposed well would be located 100’ from the
current septic tank and it was not known, exactly, if that was the case, but it appeared to be close. It
was moved by Bill Clark and seconded by Dan MacDonald that the Application be approved and a
permit issued for the well with the condition that the well be located 2100’ from the septic tank,
and with the standard sediment and erosion control conditions and that the Chair be delegated the
authority to deal with any follow-up compliance issues. The Chair will send a letter approving the
permit for the new well.

5. Discussion of revision of Town’s two Zoning Ordinances to update them and provide more
flexibility for marine and general business activities in a part of the Thoroughfare shoreline. The
Chair described the need to revise the two zoning Ordinances in force in the Town. He described
the need to deal with a doubling of the number of pages in the State Shoreland Zoning Guidelines.
The Chair has annotated the January 2015 copy of the State Guidelines (see this on the Town
website in the “Planning Board” section) to show what has been newly added and what has been
changed from the current 1994 /1995 version that is in legal effect in the Town. He stated that the
Town has 2 years to adopt its own Shoreland Zoning Ordinance that had to be at least as strict or
stricter than the State Guidelines or else the State would impose the new Guidelines upon the Town
as is. He stated that in addition to the fact that the State Shoreland Zoning map is very restrictive
(basically all shoreline areas are zoned either for Limited Residential or Resource Protection), that
there are many new standards and criteria—particularly related to vegetation cutting in the
Shoreland Zone—compared with the current Ordinance. He stated that negotiations are needed
with the State DEP and given the large and comprehensive nature of the changes, this will take
some time so that probably it would not be realistic to take this to the Annual Town Meeting until
March 2017. Meanwhile, he suggested that the Town Ordinance be updated for a vote at the March
2016 Annual Meeting and include the new zone changes that we would ultimately want to bring
into the Shoreland Zone Ordinance.

It was moved by Bill Clark and seconded by Dan MacDonald to adjourn the meeting. Motion passed
unanimously and the meeting was adjourned at 8:45 PM.

Respectfully submitted,

Digitally signed by Robert G. Gerber
, /f Location: Isle au Haut, ME
Date: 2015.07.30 22:27:28 -04'00'

Robert G. Gerber, Chair



Isle au Haut Planning Board
Town of Isle au Haut, ME 04645

April 25, 2015

Response to questions from William Stevens sent to PB Chairman by email on 4/25 /15

This letter is intended to provide guidance concerning tree cutting on and near the Town resource
protection zone and the State-mandated Shoreland Zone near Long Pond. On Isle au Haut, there are
twa zoning ordinances in force and, within the zone covered by the State-imposed Shoreland
Zoning, that Ordinance makes it clear that the more restrictive Ordinance requirements are what
contral.

It appears from the context of the questions that the questions revolve around what is permitted in
terms of tree cutting within areas affected by both the State and Town Zoning Ordinances and in the
vicinity of the Tully Long Pond Subdivision, in particular, of which Mr. Stevens is a valid agent.
Therefore, my responses should only be interpreted as applying to this specific area and not
generalized to other Shoreland areas such as those fronting on the ocean.

The questions are presented, along with my interpretations of the ordinance language and intent.

The general question | have regards the PB position about clearing of trees in the shoreland
zone and the RPZ. If there are a few trees in an otherwise naturally open area that may be
approaching 12,000 sq. fi.(fern brake for instance) does cutting the few trees represent creating
an opening over 12,000 sq. f£.? Or does the cuiting of the one or two trees represent just the
crown area of the trees involved? Are dead standing trees considered a part of clearing area?

First, I presume the reference to the 12,000 square foot opening has to do with the condition the
Planning Board put on the Tully subdivision that the maximum amount of clearing per lot was
12,000 square feet. That is just one limit on the amount of clearing. It cannot overrule the limits
provided in the ordinances, particularly the State-imposed Shoreland Zoning Ordinances. For
example, the State Ordinance sets out restrictions on cutting in Sections 15 P & 0. In those sections
there are restrictions on both selective cutting and on clearcutting. Within 250 feet of the pond, the
total area of forest clearing is restricted to 10,000 square feet, but no single clearing can exceed
5000 square feet and there must be a minimum of 100 feet between that and the next clearcut. The
Town Ordinance basically prohibits “timber harvesting” within 125 feet of the pond.

There are natural openings on these lots that have pre-existed for long periods of time. Itis my
opinion that these existing natural openings do not count in calculating the area of permitted
cutting. The intent of the cutting restrictions is to minimize erosion, sedimentation, and water
quality impacts on the pond, but the existing openings are stable and thus it is the new areas of
cutting that poses the threat, not the existing naturally vegetated openings or areas of ledge
outcrop. Therefore, cutting trees on the edge of existing naturally occurring openings is counted as
only the amount of incremental openings in the crown that are created.
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on a Great Pond {based on my reading of Section 15(P)1 together with the wording of Section
15(P)2 of the State Ordinance). However, Section 15(P)1 does state that tree cutting is allowed for
“safety purposes” within 75 feet of the Pond. Itake this to mean that dead trees or live trees leaning
dangerously close to a structure could be cut within this 75-foot zone. The Town Ordinance is
silent on the issue of pruning, but I think the precedent of pruning as established in the State
Ordinance is well established: pruning is allowed greater than 75 feet from Long Pond.

As a final note, I want to bring the focus of this discussion back around to the issue of sediment and
erosion control. Both the State and Town Ordinances stress the importance of sediment and
erosion control during timber harvesting and the special conditions added to the Tully subdivision
approval include a particular provision that no clearing for roads, septic systems, or other
development of the lots shall be done until the Planning Board is satisfied that erosion controls are
in place prior to the clearing or construction work beginning. The Conditions of approval require
Planning Board inspection of these erosion and sediment control measures prior to start of
construction that disturbs soil. This may require incremental placement of erosion control
measures as access roads are built progressively farther into the property from the Main Road,
realizing that movement of large volumes of hay bales and placement of culverts and level
spreaders are not easy without road access.

Any appeal to any of the rulings or opinions in this letter can be taken to the full Planning Board and
overruled or amended if the majority of the Board votes to do so.

Respectfully submitted,
Digitally signed by Robert G.
. Gerber
Location: Cape Elizabeth, ME
Date: 2015.04.25 09:58:44 -04'00'

Robert G. Gerber, Chair
[sle au Haut Planning Board
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Stevens Page 2 of 2 Chamberlain BP application

om the plan is to stake them out in the field, and then do the required field measurements to
them accurately on the plan. The leachfield is already staked in the field. The approximats

n is shown on the attached plan, but you should verify that. Also, if time is critical in terms of
ing access to the well driller, you might first apply only for the access road to drili the well.
know, you have to obtain your septic field permit from the Stonington LP1.

tully submitted,

| Haut Planning Board
Digitally signed by Robert G,

gj) 2 f ; Garber
e al s /é% Location: Isle au Haut, ME

" Date: 2015.05.11 10:42:51 -04°00"
:G. Gerber, Chair

nents: Planning Board Application Checklist; portien of the DEP BMPs, called “Sediment and
1 Control Plan”, Base Plan (2-foot contour map of a portion of Lot 1 at scale 1"=40")
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Date of First Written Application Submission: i Revl Rev?2
Date of First Response on Completeness: ; Revl Rev2
Submission Checklist for Town and State Ordinances
ftem Description Check, if |
yes
i Deed, lease, option (e.g., evidence of right, title & interest) . Vo
2 Agent Authorization, if applicable %
3 Scaled Plan of lot lines, proposed clearing limits, existing & prop.
structures, roads, docks,(erosion & sediment control measures -~ Vo
4 Written Narrative of nature of proposed Iand use and construction
5 Completed HHE-200 forms if onsite sewage disposal required v
6 Description of Water Supply and Estimated Daily Water Demand v |
7 Description of Proposed Safety Measures for any Haz or Dangerous Mtl MENA
8 Pian and written description of access from public ROW, incl any T
casement description, if applicable v
9 Dated, signed application cover sheet with certification statement that
“information in the application is complete and correct e

Apphication Approval Checklist for Town Ordinance

I Water quality of the ocean, lake, brooks, or the water
supply of an abutter or other landowner will N OT be
adversely and materially affected, &% that high probability
of such adverse and material effect exists,




‘That significant air pollution would NOT occur in violation of either
primary or secondary standards establishgd by the Federal

. v

Government or the State Government at a high probability of such

air pollution would exist B

A public nuisance or a fire hazard would NOT be created

Access from public rights- of- way or from the shore would be NOT 9

inadequate for the traffic likely to be created

A proposed land use would NOT be seriously destructive of the present o

character of the island and grossly offensive to a

majority of the residents and non-resident taxpayers counted as one body
tion Approval Checklist for State Ordinance
Will maintain safe and healthful conditions; ~
Wﬁ'“?‘m““mmwﬂmmiamwwdmnme
Wmmymwmwofwww; b
m&m edverse impact on spawning grounds, fish, aquatic life, bird or other
“Will conserve shore and visual, i

i Saer as well a5 actual, points of access 1o inland and v
AN protect archaeological and historic resources as désignated in the compreheasive v
wgﬂ Dot mdy m existin I S ial R v
heries Activities district: * o 1 8 Comawecd |1/ A

Wil avoid problems associated with flood plain development and uge: v
Is in conformence with the provisions of Section 1S, Land Use Standards

"Public Hearing: M// A

to Abutters? Yes X No M/

sement in Newspaper? Yes A NoN¥
"Board Decision on Approval/Denial:

ition Approved w/o Conditions? _ Yes No
ition Denied? Yes No

s for Denial, if any: (attach denial reasons, if necessary)
ition Conditions, if any: (attach approval conditions, if necessary)

Note: For all development subject to State Ordinance, Sections I5P & Q will be
standard conditions; for Town Ord., Sections VI(L)1-6 unless waived
‘Signing of Final Subdivision Plan: N /#

of Appeals Board Decision, if Applicable: Attach relevant Appeals Board Record
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Isle au Haut Planning Board
Town of Isle au Haut, ME 04645

May 2, 2015

Mr. Harold S. van Doren
69-1010 Keana Place B302
Waikoloa, Hawaii 96738-5734 via email: haroldvandoren@mac.com

Dear Mr. Van Doren:

The Planning Board received your application for an addition on your house via mail on April 25,
2015. The house is located in the Accessible Shoreland Zone as defined in the Town Ordinance.
The house is outside of the State-imposed Shoreland Zone. According to the Town Ordinance the
CEOQ is authorized to issue building permits for additions of less than 100 square feet to houses.

Your application consisted of the “Application Processing Documentation” form, a narrative
description, site plan at scale 1"=100’, intermediate scale plan at 1"=25’, and detailed plan at 1" =
4.4'. and certification statement. These documents are incorporated in and made a part of your
official file on this matter.

The plans meet all existing Town Ordinances and | hereby approve them subject to the standard
conditions relating to sedimentation and erosion control:

Q. Erosiop apd Sedimenation Coprgl

1. Al aa:umes w‘hich 'Lw?lve filling, grading, excavation or other similar activities which resuit in
;:;hbdnzed soil m;dh;om and which require a permit shall fequire 3 written soil erosion and
mentation coutrol plan. The plan shall be submitred 1o the permitting authority for approval

and shell include, where applicable, provisions for: » =

4 Mulching and revegetatios of distarbed soil.
b. Temporary runoff control features such as hay bales, silt fencing or diversion ditches.

£ Permanent stabilization structures such as retaining walls or riprap,

2. In order lo creae the, least poteatial for erosion, develo i i
the, D i pment shall be designed to fit with the
topography and sails of the s#e. Areas of sieep slopes where high cats and fills may be required
shall be avoided wherever possible, and namursl contours shall be followed as clesely as possible.

3. FErosion and sedimentation control measuses shail appl j
I / nas y to all aspects of the proposed project
involving fand disturbance, and shall be in operation during a1l stages of the activity. ‘The

;mum of exposed soil at every phast of construction shall be minimized to reduce the potemial
or erusion, :




Van Doren Building Addition Page 2 of 2 May 2, 2015

4. Any expos.od ground area sln_ii be emporarily or permanently stabilized within one (1) week
from the time it was lase acavely worked, by use of tiprap, sod, sesd, and melch, or other

effective measures. fo all casas permanem stabilization shall occur within nine
initial date of exposore, Tn addition: O o of the

a. Where mulch is used, it shall be applied at a rete of a least one {1} bale
e 3} ) per five hundred
{500) square feet and shall be maintained until 3 catch of vegetation is established,

b. Aachoring the muich with netting, peg and twine or other suitable method may be required
maintain the meleh cover, e ¢

<. Additional mrcs.shall be taken where necessary in order 1o avoid siltation into the waler,
Such measures may inelude the use of staked hay bales and/or silt fences.

Do not make any significant deviations from your plans without first coming back to the Planning
Board for an amendment to the application.

Sincerely,

Isle au Haut Planning Board

Digitally signed by Robert G. Gerber
; /f Location: Isie au Haut, ME
Date: 2015.05.02 19:33:18 -04'00"

Robert G. Gerber, Chair and CEOQ ex officio
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RGG to Leone Page 3 5-26-15 communication on Long Pd Lot

This is the first case since | have been on the Board where this State-certified CEO might be needed,
so [ don’t know what the full procedure is to engage him, should that be necessary. If you haven't
permitted the structure yet, I suggest you call Douglas and discuss it and he can tell you what has
been done in the past. 1 know the Planning Board has a budget to pay the CEO when he acts on the
Town’s behalf.

I just wanted to make sure you get yourself legal because in these times, there isn't much you can
hide from Google Earth and all the other sets of orthophotographs that are available to compare
one year to another to detect land use changes on private property. 1, myself, have aerial
photographs of [sle au Haut from 1998, 2003, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2011, 2012, and 2014 so you can
see how | can narrow down when visible structures are built, land is cleared, and roads built.

In summary, my best advice to you is to fix the deficiencies in the silt barrier, as | have noted, and
focus on cutting trees for now, Once the Board has a new Chair and can get the approval of the
other Board members to act on behalf of the Board, you can receive your condition compliance.
Also, check on the deck permitissue, There is not rush on that but it is something you should take
care of if you never obtained a permit.

Respectfully submitted,

Isle au Haut Planning Board
Digitally signed by Robert G.
Gerber

W M Location; Isle au Haut, ME

Date: 2015.05.26 15:38:10
-04'00"

Robert G. Gerber, Member

Attachments: Leone plot plan showing where silt barrier extension is needed; DEP BMPs for silt
barriers;






MAINE EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL BMP revised 10/2012

B-1 SEDIMENT BARRIERS

PURPOSE & APPLICATIONS

A sediment barrier is a temporary barrier installed across or at the toe of a slope. Sediment

barriers may consist of filter fence, straw or hay bales, a berm of erosion control mix, or other

filter materials. Its purpose is to intercept and retain small amounts of sediment from disturbed or

unprotected areas.

The sediment barrier is used where:

« Sedimentation can pollute or degrade adjacent wetland and/or watercourses.

= Sedimentation will reduce the capacity of storm drainage systems or adversely affect
adjacent areas.

» The coniributing drainage area is less than 1/4 acre per 100 ft of barrier length, the maximum
length of slope above the barrier is 100 feet, and the maximum gradient behind the barrier is
50 percent (2:1). If the slope length is greater, other measures such as diversions may be
necessary to reduce the slope length.

= Sediment barriers shall not be used in areas of concentrated flows. Under no circumstances
should hay bale or erosion control mix barmriers be constructed in live streams or in swales
where there is the passibility of a washout.

CONSIDERATIONS

Sediment barriers are effective only if installed and maintained properly.
Silt fencing generally is a better filter than hay bale barriers.
If there is evidence of end flow on properly installed barriers, extend barriers uphilt or
consider replacing them with temporary check dams.
Straw or hay bales should only be used as a temporary barrier for no longer than 60 days.
Silt fences (synthetic filter) can be used for 60 days or longer depending on ultraviolet stability
and manufacturer's recommendations.

« Sediment barriers should be installed prior to any soil disturbance of the contributing drainage
area above them,

SPECIFICATIONS

Filter Fences

This sediment barrier utilizes synthetic filter fabrics. It is designed for situations in which only
sheet or averland flows are expected. Generally pre-manufactured synthetic silt fencing with
posts attached is used. See the detail drawing located at the back of this section for the proper
installation of siit fences.

« The filter fabric shall be a pervious sheet of propylene, nylon, polyester or ethylene yarn and
shall be certified by the manufacturer or supplier.

s The filter fabric shall contain ultraviclet ray inhibitors and stabilizers to provide a minimum of
6 months of expected usable construction life at a temperature range of 0 degrees F to 120
degrees F.

» Posts for silt fences shall be either 4-inch diameter wood or 1.33 pounds per linear faot steel
with a minimum length of 5 feet. Steel posts shall have projections for fastening wire to them.

e The height of a siit fence should not exceed 36 inches as higher fences may impound
volumes of water sufficient to cause failure of the structure.

» The filter fabric shall be purchased in a continuous roll cut to the length of the barrier to avoid
the use of joints. When joints are necessary, filter cloth shall be spliced together only at
support post, with a minimum 6-inch overlap, and securely sealed.

» Post spacing shall not exceed 6 feet.
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To: William Stevens <wmstevens@tds.net>

1 will be back io the island tomorrow (Thursday) through next Tuesday, then need to come back for knee
surgery.

Please take the Vallilees off the well drilling list. There has been a delay on the land sale and that,
combined with seme other complications, will make it impossible to get permits, etc., by mid-July. So the
Valliiees told me to cancel for this year.

On the wells to be drilled and permitting: | would say that if there is an existing dwelling and an old well is
being rejuvenated or fracked, then no permit (considered maintenance); If a new well on land that
previously had no well, as long as a permanent new road not built and any damage to the ground is
contained by silt fencing and the ground is replanted then no permit; If a new dwelling is being built and
they have a building permit from the PB and a well is shown on the plan, then the well is considered to
have been approved as part of the BP. If ne building permit has been issued for a lot and a road has to be
consfructed to get to the well drilling site, then the Ordinance says the Planning Board has to approve the
road construction (in any zone). In the Town Ordinance a well is not considered a structure, so the only
thing triggering a permit requirement wauld be road construction. In the Shoreland Zone, however, the
definition of structure would include a well (which would be an "accessory structure") and the State
Shoreland Ordinance says that the CEO approves those. The CEOQ for Shoreland Zone permitting is
Douglas Stover of Blue Hill, 374-2032. | can't act as CEO for permitting required by the Shoreland Zone
Ordinance because | don't have the CEO certification. There is one other condition under both the town
and state ordinance that would trigger a permit and that is if there is over 10 CY of filling or

excavation required to prepare the well drilling site. Also, for the State Ordinance, there is a limit of the
amount of clearing that can be done in the Shoreland Zone and that is 10,000 square feet of forest canopy
opening so creating a path and opening for the well of over 10,00C square feet in a virgin Shoreland Zone
site would not be allowed. | don't know if DeWitt, Watts, etc. have permits for wells. | presume that if they
got a building permit they are covered, but you should ask them. | am not going to foilow the well driller
around to see if all the landowners have permits. It is their responsibility to get a permit if they need one
and the Town would only do a compliance check if someone complains.

As for utility poles: Under the Town Ordinance, a Planning Board permit is required for "pubfic utilities"”
although a pole is not considered a "structure” under the Town Ordinance and there is no definition of a
"public utility". | would be puzzled as to how to interpret this in the case of a buried utility (a buried cable
would not be considered a structure under the town ordinance.) Since at the time the ordinance was
developed, the only "public utility” on the island was the electric power company, | would have to conclude
that they meant to include power poles and power lines since that is basically, by logic all that they could
have included. In most ordinances, utility installations in public rights-of-way would be exempted, so |
should put that on my list of changes to make to the ordinance. As with the well, if the extension of power
and telephone was listed in the building permit, then no additional permits would be required.
Replacement or maintenance of existing lines do not need a permit. In all other cases it looks like a permit
is required. | guess the PB would primarily be concemed with the clearing required as part of the
installation, and, if any soil is disturbed, then that proper sediment and erosion control is applied.

Yes, you can leave the Chamberiain application at my house, but | have to leave the island again for my
knee surgery from June 10-14.

Bob
[Quoted text hidden)
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