KITTERY TOWN PLANNING BOARD MEETING
Council Chambers — Kittery Town Hall 200 Rogers Road, Kittery, Maine 03904

AGENDA for Thursday, October 22, 2015
6:00 P.M. to 10:00 P.M.

CALL TO ORDER-ROLL CALL-PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE-APPROVAL OF MINUTES-9/24 & 10/8/2015

PUBLIC COMMENTS - Public comment and opinion are welcome during this open session. However, comments and
opinions related to development projects currently being reviewed by the Planning Board will be heard only during a
scheduled public hearing when all interested parties have the opportunity to participate. Those providing comment must
state clearly their name and address and record it in writing at the podium.

PUBLIC INFORMATIONAL PRESENTATION

ITEM 1 -Memorial Circle and Related Improvement Plan.

Action: Hear presentation and public comment and make recommendations.

Maine Department of Transportation (MDOT) Locally Administered Project consultants will discuss preliminary designs
for Memorial Circle and related improvements including pedestrian access along State Road (U.S. Routel) to Adams
Drive. Representatives from Wright Pierce Engineers, and Gorrill-Palmer traffic engineers will present-progress to date
obtain feedback and answer questions.

NEW BUSINESS

ITEM 2 - 24 Williams Avenue — Shoreland Development Plan Review

Action: approve or deny plan. Owners/applicants Doug and Karen Beane request consideration of their plan to construct a
new deck with pergola, garage and breezeway to an existing single family dwelling within the required 100-foot setback,
and front and side yard setbacks (Tax Map 9, Lot 16) in the Residential — Urban (R-RU), Shoreland Overlay (OZ-SL-
250%), Zones. Agent is Ken Markley, Easterly Survey.

ITEM 3- Board Member Items / Discussion
A. Streets within the Foreside.
-Review findings from site walk.
B. Action List
C. Committee Updates
D. Other

ITEM 4 — Town Planner Items:
A. Code Amendment update
B. Other

ADJOURNMENT - (by 10:00 PM unless extended by motion and vote)
NOTE: ACTION LISTED IN ABOVE AGENDA ITEMS IS FOR REFERENCE ONL Y AND THE BOARD MAY DETERMINE A DIFFERENT ACTION. DISCLAIMER: ALL AGENDAS ARE SUBJECT TO REVISION ONE
WEEK PRIOR TO THE SCHEDULED TOWN PLANNING BOARD MEETING.TO REQUEST A REASONABLE ACCOMMODATION FOR THIS MEETING CONTACT STAFF AT (207) 475-1323.
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TOWN OF KITTERY, MAINE UNAPPROVED
PLANNING BOARD MEETING OCTOBER 8, 2015
Council Chambers

Meeting called to order: 6:00 p.m.

Board members present: Chair Ann Grinnell, Vice chair Karen Kalmar, Mark Alesse, Secretary Debbie
Driscoll-Davis, David Lincoln, Deborah Lynch and Robert Harris

Staff present: Chris Di Matteo, Town Planner and Rebecca Spitko, Assistant Town Planner

Pledge of Allegiance

Minutes: September 24, 2015

Ms. Driscoll-Davis asked to have the wording altered on page 2, line 61.

Ms. Kalmar asked to include the full name of Tom Emerson on line 257.

Mr. Lincoln commented on the description of Stephen Kosacz’s public comment (line 95), noting it was
not clear and may have omitted a statement made by Mr. Kosacz regarding the parking issues in Kittery
Foreside. Mr. Lincoln asked for a review of the meeting’s audio to provide more detail. Ms. Driscoll-
Davis agreed to review audio.

Ms. Driscoll-Davis added she will also review lines 270 and 279 for accuracy.

Ms. Grinnell stated she will abstain on a motion to approve minutes until a requested review and
update to the minutes have been completed.

Public Comment: Ms. Grinnell opened the floor for public comment. Hearing none, Ms. Grinnell closed
public comment.

ITEM 1 - York Hospital — Modification to an approved plan

Action: grant or deny plan approval. York Hospital requests approval to amend a previously approved
site plan with the addition of a new second freestanding sign as a general information sign along State
Road. Property is located at 35 Walker Street at State Road in the Business Local 1 and Mixed Use Kittery
Foreside Zones; Tax Map 4 Lot 168. Agent is Ken wood with Attar Engineering.

Mr. Steve Pelletier, Chief Operating Officer of York Hospital, gave a presentation to the Board, which
included the following points:

e The use of primary care physicians is declining as citizens instead rely on episodic care.

e Episodic care is more efficient and cost effective at a walk-in community center than a hospital
emergency room.

e Kittery Walk-In Clinic serves approximately 50 patients a day.

e Approximately 50% of patients served are residents of Kittery, 25% residents of Elliot and the
remaining 25% a conglomerate of residents from Portsmouth, York and other surrounding
towns.

e The current signage on the building does not immediately identify it as a medical practice and
does not include a street number.
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e The clinic’s entrance is located on Walker St.

e Requesting a second freestanding sign to be placed on U.S. Route 1 so individuals traveling both
north and southbound on Route 1 can see it, while still remaining visible by way of Walker St.

e Mr. Pelletier noted this sign would be in a good position in the event the clinic expands in the
future to include ambulatory services.

e The proposed sign meets the town code requirement of a 20" setback from a state road.

Ms. Grinnell opened the floor to questions from board members.

Mr. Lincoln asked to clarify the purpose of the sign. Mr. Pelletier stated the purpose is to quickly identify
the clinic to travelers who bypassed the Walker St. entrance. Mr. Lincoln noted the sign does not include
a directional arrow directing prospective patients to the entrance so the sign does not meet Mr.
Pelletier’s current objective. Mr. Lincoln asked if Mr. Pelletier was interested in identifying building
specifically as a walk-in facility. Mr. Pelletier affirmed. Mr. Lincoln asked if Mr. Pelletier considered
adding more signage on the actual building instead of seeking an additional freestanding sign. Mr.
Pelletier noted that, at this time, they had not considered that, as they do not want to clutter the
building to avoid overwhelming already compromised individuals with information. Mr. Pelletier noted
the proposed sign also has space on it where they could add information about any future specialties
that may be added to the practice. Mr. Lincoln noted that he feels there is too much information on the
proposed sign, which hinders its readability. He also stated he does not know if, in practice, it will
actually be visible to both north and southbound lanes of traffic.

Mr. Harris added he drove by the proposed site of the sign heading northbound. He recommended a
simpler sign would meet Mr. Pelletier’s stated objectives better than the proposed sign. Mr. Harris
suggested a simple directional arrow without the website, street number and extra space for future
specialty services.

Ms. Driscoll-Davis added a question about code ordinances and asked to clarify how many businesses
occupy the building. Mr. Pelletier replied that, although affiliated, the EMT unit used by the clinic is
privately owned and not the same business. Ms. Driscoll-Davis mentioned code 16.8.10.6.2.B which has
different code standards for signs for single and multiple business facilities. Code states a multiple
occupied building is permitted two signs if the business fronts and has public access on multiple streets.
Mr. Pelletier stated the clinic has public access from Route 1 in the way of a paved path that leads to the
entrance. A discussion occurred as to whether a walking path meets the requirements of an approved
point of access for a business.

Ms. Grinnell asked the board for a consensus that the building holds more than one business. Mr. Harris
noted that he was unsure as the businesses operate together as one unit. A discussion incurred and
consensus was formed that this was two distinct businesses and therefore the request for the sign falls
under section 16.8.10.6.2.B.2 and does not require approval from the planning board. Ms. Grinnell
instructed Mr. Pelletier to apply for a sign permit and closed the item.

Board Member ltems
Mr. Di Matteo passed around materials to board members detailing the status of all agenda items
presented to the board since March 2015, as requested by Mr. Lincoln. Ms. Kalmar requested continued
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status reports of agenda items be presented to the board on a monthly basis. Ms. Grinnell stated board
members will review the status report and return with comments.

Ms. Kalmar welcomed and introduced the new Assistant Town Planner, Rebecca Spitko, to the town.

Mr. Lincoln commented on the recent newspaper article describing the conflict between the town code
enforcer and a property owner who placed a mural on her house. Mr. Lincoln wanted to have on record
that the code enforcer is doing a good job by questioning code definitions and implementation.

Ms. Driscoll-Davis updated the board on the status of the comprehensive plan hiring process:
® A consulting firm has been selected and are currently in the process of working out contract
details
¢ Atour of the town to familiarize consultants with areas of interest is planned for October
29, 2015. including, for example:
o Notable businesses
o Rural areas
o Affordable housing areas
o Mobile home parks
o Thevillage area
Ms. Driscoll-Davis added that if any of the board members had specific areas they felt important for the
comprehensive plan team to visit to email them to herself or Mr. Di Matteo. The tour is scheduled for
Thursday, October 29, 2015.

Town Planner Updates

Mr. Di Matteo provided an update on the Bypass stating they are behind schedule due to some back and
forth with the state. Mr. Di Matteo proposed having a second Planning Board meeting in November
since the consultant contract expires at the end of the year.

Ms. Grinnell moved to schedule a second meeting in November
Ms. Driscoll-Davis Seconded
Motion carried: 7-0-0

Additional PB meeting scheduled for 6pm on Thursday, November 19, 2015.

Mr. Di Matteo also updated the board on the status of the code amendments. 5 out of the 8
amendments passed at the council public hearing held on Monday, September 28, 2015. The
amendment item involving the sewer project is scheduled for Wednesday October 14 and the final two
amendment items will be at the October 26" council meeting. Ms. Kalmar stated she will attend both
council meetings. Ms. Grinnell will attend on the 26,

Mr. Di Matteo informed the board of new FEMA maps which are in for review. The maps will have a
scheduled appeal period during the spring/summer season of 2016 and a final draft is planned for
January 2017. It is expected the maps will be effective summer 2017.
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Mr. Di Matteo stated he will have an update on the Kittery Foreside parking issue discussed during the
last board meeting on the meeting scheduled for October 22™. Ms. Kalmer suggested a group to
physically walk the Foreside streets in order to determine potential appropriate parking solutions. Ms.
Driscoll-Davis and Ms. Grinnell suggested inviting public works and/or the Fire Chief. The planning board
agreed to meet at The Main Squeeze at 1pm on Thursday, October 22, 2015. No rain date for walk was
chosen.

Mr. Di Matteo invited board members to the Maine Municipal Association’s Local Planning Boards and
boards of Appeal workshop to be held on Thursday, October 29, 2015; 4:30 — 8:30. Ms. Lynch and Ms.
Grinnell stated they might attend. Ms. Spitko will attend.

Ms. Grinnell asked if there were any additional updates. None presented.

Mr. Alesse moved to adjourn,

Ms. Driscoll-Davis seconded.

Motion carried: 7-0-0

The Kittery Planning Board meeting of October 8, 2015 was adjourned at 6:50 p.m.

Submitted by Rebecca Spitko, Assistant Town Planner, on October 14, 2015.
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PLAN REVIEW NOTES -
Memorial circle and Related Improvements
Public Information Presentation

Town of Kittery Maine
Town Planning Board Meeting
October 22, 2015

ITEM 1 —Memorial circle and Related Improvement Plan

Action: Hear presentation and public comment and make recommendations.

Maine Department of Transportation (MDOT) Locally Administered Project consultants will discuss
preliminary designs for Memorial circle and related improvements including pedestrian access along State
Road (U.S. Route 1) to Adams Drive. Representatives from Wright Pierce Engineers and Gorrill-Palmer
traffic engineers will present progress to date, obtain feedback and answer questions.

Background

The scope of the proposed improvements, actually two separate state funded LAP (Locally Administered
Projects) projects, is to construct: 1) a shared use path along State Road (U.S. Rt. 1{not the Bypass as
stated on the plans})with granite curb that extends from Memorial Circle and ends at the Kittery Estates
entrance, and may continue, dependent on available funding, to Adams Drive; and 2) Realignment of
Memorial Circle, including granite curb, guardrail and multi-use paths and sidewalks to address overall
traffic safety and accommodate pedestrian and bicycle traffic.

The goal of the shared multi-use path in these projects is to connect residential neighborhoods to the south
and east of Route 236 with the Kittery outlet district, providing a space for foot and non-motor vehicle
traffic among outlet patrons and employees.

Planning for this proposal began in 2012. Several updates have been made since the last meeting with the
Planning Board. A summary of the updates are as follows:

e The layout of Memorial Circle will be significantly altered than originally plan, including splitter
islands with cross walks and granite curbing installed so that it may accommodate the addition of
a multi-lane option in the future

Rogers Rd extension will not be aligned to create a T-intersection with State Road

Sidewalks will not be designed along Route 236 & Adams Drive

Due to budgetary restrictions, no trees or shrubs will be planted as part of the project

Lighting will be installed along Memorial Circle and crosswalks installed associated with the
circle improvements.

Staff Comments

Staff, including the Commissioner of Public Works and Town Manager, plan to meet with representatives
from the Maine DOT and the consultant on Wednesday, October 21 to discuss the Preliminary Design
Reports (PDR). Attached the PDRs for both projects that include plans for your review.

Board Action
No formal board action is required. The projects require an opportunity for public input and it was
determined that the planning board meeting would be an appropriate venue. After listening to the

consultant’s presentation and hearing from the public, the Board may want to share any comments they
may have on the planned improvements.

P\PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT'PLANS AND PROJECTS\Memorial Circle. MDOTLAP_2012\2015\PRN 10-22-15 MemCircle Item 1.doc
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October 6, 2015
MaineDOT WIN 18184.00/W-P Project Nos. 12532A and 12533A

Mr. Chris DiMatteo
Town Planner
Kittery Town Offices
200 Rogers Road
Kittery, Maine 03904

Subject: Town of Kittery, Maine — Memorial Circle Improvements and Route 1 Shared Use
Path — Materials for October 22, 2015 Planning Board Meeting

Dear Mr. DiMatteo:

Materials for inclusion in the Planning Board packet for Kittery’s October 22™ Planning Board
meeting are attached for your use and distribution to Planning Board members. Since the Planning
Board last saw the project in November of 2012, there have been some changes to the project that
are worth noting:

e Upon the conclusion of DOT’s peer review process, it was determined that the circle layout
would be more significantly altered as part of this project, requiring that curbing and striping
be re-defined. The Circle’s curbing will be set to accommodate a future, multi-lane option,
but the project will initially be striped to reflect single lane approaches.

e Rogers Road Extension will not be aligned to create a T intersection at both ends, based on
direction from Town staff

o Sidewalks will not be designed along Route 236 and Adams Drive

e The planting of trees and shrubs will not be performed in conjunction with this project, due
to budgetary constraints

¢ Lighting will be provided on the circle and at crosswalks associated with the circle

Please be in touch if you have any questions.
Very truly yours,

WRIGHT-PIERCE

%{a\m

Cc: Norman Albert, Town of Kittery Public Works
Don Ettinger, Gorrill-Palmer

Offices Throughout New England | www.wright-pierce.com 99 Main Street
Topsham, ME 04086 USA
Phone 207.725.8721 | Fax 207.729.8414
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September 30, 2015
MaineDOT WIN 18184.00/W-P Project No. 12533A

Mr. Brian Keezer

Maine Department of Transportation
Multimodal Program

16 State House Station

Augusta, Maine 04333-0016

Subject: Town of Kittery, Maine —Route 1 Bypass Shared Use Path, DRAFT PDR

Dear Mr. Keezer:

Enclosed is a draft Preliminary Design Report for the Route 1 Bypass Shared Use Path Project in
Kittery, Maine. Small adjustments to the design are anticipated as the project moves through design
development, however, no substantial changes are expected, pending approval of the DE application
we submitted this week. The PDR focuses on the base bid LAP portion of the project, though the
bid alternate plans to be paid for separately by the Town are also included. Costs are higher than
they were during our scoping exercise of last year because they include portions of the pathway in
front of the shopping plaza and on the traffic island that had previously fallen into Gorrill-Palmer’s
estimate for Memorial Circle.

Please do not hesitate to call or e-mail me in the event you have any questions or require additional
information.

Very truly yours,

WRIGHT-PIERCE

«:’é“ » Z Claste_

Cc: Norman Albert, Town of Kittery Public Works
Don Ettinger, Gorrill-Palmer
Tom Reinauer, KACTS

Offices Throughout New England | www.wright-pierce.com 99 Main Street
Topsham, ME 04086 USA
Phone 207.725.8721 | Fax 207.729.8414



TOWN OF KITTERY, MAINE
Route 1 Bypass Shared Use Path

MaineDOT WIN 18184.00, W-P Project #12533
Preliminary Design Report
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Route 1 Bypass Shared Use Path Kittery, ME
DRAFT Preliminary Design Report 18184.00

Date: October 1, 2015

Municipality: Kittery

WIN: 18184.00

Route: 1

Federal Project Number: STP-1818(400)X

General Information

Project Type: Construction of a shared use path

Project Location(See Attached Plans): The proposed sidewalk will follow the east side of State
Road/Route 1 from the match line with the Memorial Circle project at STA 107+81 to Adams
Drive, creating a bicycle and pedestrian connection from the planned improvements at
Memorial Circle to Adams Drive, a low volume road that extends toward the Kittery Outlets.
Only the portion of the project from STA 107+81 to STA 115+45 on State Road/Route 1 is
considered part of the LAP project.

Project Length: 0.14 Mile (764 LF) in the LAP portion of the project (STA 107+81 to STA
115+45), and 0.16 Mile (858 LF) in the Town/Bid Alternate portion of the project (STA 115+45
to STA 115+68 and STA 120+00 to STA 128+59)

BRLM: ERLM: RLM Date:

Program: Multimodal

Program Manager:

Project Manager: Brian Keezer, MaineDOT Multimodal Project Manager

Engineer of Record: Jan Wiegman - Wright-Pierce

Designer: Jennifer Claster - Wright-Pierce

Town Contact: Norman Albert, Commissioner of Public Works

Beginning Point of LAP Project Discussed in this PDR: STA 107+81on State Road/Route 1
End Point of LAP Project Discussed in this PDR: STA 115+45 on State Road/Route 1
FHWA Oversight:

Planning

Project History: Planning and initial design of this project began prior to 2012. The project
scope has changed to incorporate public input and budgetary considerations. The current
project scope is the result of meetings that occurred between May and November of 2014
involving KACTS, the consultant team, the Town, and MaineDOT.

Purpose & Need:

The Town of Kittery intends to construct an asphalt shared use path with a grassed esplanade
and granite curb along State Road/Route 1 from Memorial Circle to Adams Drive. Only the
portion of the project from Memorial Circle to the driveway of Kittery Estates is considered part
of the LAP project, for budgetary reasons. The shared use path will help to connect residential
neighborhoods to the south and east of Route 236 with the Kittery outlet district on Route 1 - an
observed desire line for workers traveling on foot or by bicycle to jobs in the outlet district — and

WRIGHT-PIERCE = 1
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Route 1 Bypass Shared Use Path Kittery, ME
WP #12533 / MaineDOT 18184.00



Route 1 Bypass Shared Use Path Kittery, ME
DRAFT Preliminary Design Report 18184.00

will provide an extension of the shared use path being provided around the circumference of
Memorial Circle.

o Brief Summary of Proposed Scope of Work: The overall guiding design principles for the
shared use path improvements consider the MaineDOT Highway Design Guide - Volume 11 and
the 2012 AASHTO Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities. The following additional
design considerations were incorporated into the project to date:

o Minimize impacts to private property;

o Minimum shared use path width of 8'-0" feet, and minimum esplanade width of 3'-0”
including the curbing — wider where right-of-way permits; and

o Signage will be incorporated for bicyclists using the path

MaineDOT will undertake the right-of-way process for any temporary construction or grading
rights that are needed.

e Scope Changes: The sidewalk on Adams Drive and the sidewalk on Rte 236 to Frisbee
Commons have been eliminated. Rogers Road will not T into Route 1. The sidewalk in
front of Kittery Estates will be replaced. Instead of a sidewalk on Route 1, a shared use
path will be installed.

Traffic
e Corridor Priority: 1
e Functional Class: Minor Arterial
e NHS: Yes?
e Posted Speed: 25 mph
e Design Speed: 25 mph
e 2015 AADT: 6336
e 20XX (Design) AADT: ?
e DHV:?
e CRF:?
e High Crash Locations: None in the project area

Design (See Attached Plans)
e Travel Lane Width: 11'-0" Travel Lane (if Design Exception is granted)
¢ Shoulder Width: 3’-0” Shoulder (if Design Exception is granted)
e Front and Back Slopes: See plans — 4:1 side slopes required
e Guardrail Slope: N/A
e Clear Zone: 12 feet

Existing Pavement Structure
e HMA Pavement: ¢
e Recycled Layer: ?
e Base Course Gravel: ?

WRIGHT-PIERCE == ,, 2
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Route 1 Bypass Shared Use Path Kittery, ME
WP #12533 / MaineDOT 18184.00



Route 1 Bypass Shared Use Path Kittery, ME
DRAFT Preliminary Design Report 18184.00

e Subbase Course Gravel: ?
e Shoulder Pavement: ?

Pavement Structure Design on Path (See Attached Plans)
e  HMA Pavement: 2” 12.5 MM HMA
* Recycled Layer: N/A
e Base Course Gravel: 12" Type B called Type D, but matching Type B sieve analysis
e Subbase Course Gravel: N/A
e Shoulder Pavement on Rte 1: 1.5” surface course of 12.5 MM HMA, 2” binder course of 12.5
MM HMA, match existing slope

Pedestrian/Bicycle Accommodations:
The DE is being requested to provide a bicycle facility in the form of a shared use path. The
proposed 11 foot travel lane and 3 foot shoulder are being requested to allow some room on the
shoulder for more experienced cyclists who prefer to ride on-road.

ADA Compliance:

¢ Sidewalk: 8’-0” minimum on path, 5’-0” wide concrete sidewalk connecting to existing 5'-0"
wide concrete sidewalk. Both are compliant. 2% cross slope.

e Ramps (Crosswalk): 8’-0” min. width. 12:1 max. slope for a max. run of 15 feet. Cast iron
detectable warnings provided at commercial driveways and road intersections, full width of
ramp.

e Ramps (Entrance): 8'-0” min. width. 12:1 max. slope. Provided at residential driveways.

Design Exceptions:

e The project applied for a Design Exception from MaineDOT for SW - Shoulder Width,
with an explanation for the path and esplanade widths as part of the application. The
application form is included as an attachment to this report.

¢ ADA Exceptions: No

o Driveway Exceptions: No

Environmental Permits/Issues

e NEPA: There was no substantial opposition to the project raised at the public meetings held to
date. The Town received a NRPA Tier1 permit in 2012 for an area adjacent to Memorial Circle
(also part of WIN 18184.00), which is being considered together with this project for
environmental review purposes. We anticipate the project will fall under a Categorical
Exclusion for NEPA requirements.

e  MHPC Signoff: ?

¢  MHPC Mitigation: ?

e DEP: Based on our review of the project area, and the location of the proposed work, we do not
expect to work within wetland or vernal pool areas, or within protected wildlife habitat areas,

WRIGHT-PIERCE = 3

Engineering a Better Environment =

Route 1 Bypass Shared Use Path Kittery, ME
WP #12533 / MaineDOT 18184.00



Route 1 Bypass Shared Use Path Kittery, ME
DRAFT Preliminary Design Report 18184.00

and therefore we do not expect permitting under the Maine Department of Environmental
Protection Natural Resources Protection Act and/or the Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE).

e ACOE: Based on our review of the project area, and the location of the proposed work,
we do not expect to work within wetland or vernal pool areas, or within protected
wildlife habitat areas, and therefore we do not expect permitting under the Maine
Department of Environmental Protection Natural Resources Protection Act and/or the
Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE).

o Fish Passage: N/A

e Watershed: Spruce Creek

e In-Stream Work-Window: N/A

e Wetland Mitigation: None anticipated. Based on the project being located largely within
the road right-of-way and generally in previously disturbed area, a full wetland
delineation was not completed as part of this project, however, the National Wetland
Inventory was reviewed and the data incorporated into the overall design of the project.

e Public Lands: None

e Ch 500 - Stormwater/MS4: The overall Route 1 Bypass Path project construction will
disturb more than one acre of area during construction and a significant portion of this
disturbance will be located within the existing or proposed roadway right-of-way and on
previously disturbed areas including existing roadway and shoulders. As a result the
project will require a Stormwater Permit By Rule and Maine Construction General
Permit for the construction. Overall, the work will create less than an acre of new
impervious surfaces where there is now a vegetated surface. The project, as designed,
does not require stormwater treatment as the disturbed area is less than five acres, and
the additional impervious surfaces are less than one acre.

e Endangered Species: None

e Soil Contamination: ? Possibly at Gas Station

e Other: As noted above, the Town received a NRPA Tier1 permit in 2012 for an area adjacent to
Memorial Circle (also part of WIN 18184.00). The path project considered in this PDR is not
expected to affect the existing NRPA Tier 1 Permit.

e Avoidance & Minimization; It is not anticipated that the proposed work will affect significant
natural resources. There are no natural resources mapped within the project area. As noted
above, the project will be located largely within the road right-of-way and generally in areas
previously disturbed, such as paved roadway and shoulders.

Right of Way Coordination (Estimated)
o Total Existing Width: 66'
e Total Proposed Width: 66
o # of Abutters: 5
e # of Acquisitions: Potentially a few feet of right-of-way will need to be acquired from about
STA 180+25 to STA 109+25 to allow for maintenance of the path. Also, a foot of right-of-way

WRIGHT-PIERCE = 4
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Route 1 Bypass Shared Use Path Kittery, ME
DRAFT Preliminary Design Report 18184.00

may be needed to be acquired between STA 111+75 and STA 112+75 to allow for maintenance
of the path.

e ¢ of Slope Easements Needed: 4

e # of Drainage Easements Needed: None

e # of Temporary Rights Needed (Does not Include Drainage and Slope Easements): 2 total.
1 for curb installation at the M H Parsons and Sons Lumber Property and one for the removal
and 1 for the reconfiguration of an existing concrete sidewalk and granite curbing at the Kittery
Retirement Residence, LLC property.

e # of Relocations: None

Utility Impacts/Issues

To date, Letters 1,2 and 3 have been sent to the utilities, and some responses have been received from
some of the utilities. An on-site utility coordination meeting will be held when the design has
progressed and more responses are received from the utilities. Initial responses indicate that the existing
conditions information will need to be updated for gas, sewer, and underground telecommunications.

e Aboveground Utilties: There are three existing CMP poles in the Town/Bid Alternate portion of
the project that have highway lights mounted on them and are not anticipated to be affected by
the proposed work. The path is expected to maintain a 2’ horizontal clearance from them.
There is one CMP pole (37.12) that has nothing mounted on it that should be removed for the
Town/Bid Alternate portion of the path.

e Underground Utilities: Within the LAP project area, one catch basin will be converted to a
drain manhole, and a connection will be made to a new 4’ diameter catch basin that will be
placed at the new flowline. This project will require coordination of the proposed 15” storm
drain line and 4’ diameter catch basin with existing water and gas lines. Gate valves and curb
stops will need to be adjusted to meet new finish grades by the Water District to accommodate
the project. Where these adjustments will be made in areas to be paved, the Water District will
adjust the valves and curb stops and the contractor will pave around them. Unitil will field
locate some service lines missing from the plans later in October, in the vicinity of the
former weigh station. Gas runs along Sate Road and Route 1 past the proposed
improvements.

e Pole List: Not needed. No poles are in the LAP project area and none are expected to be
affected. Coordination needed for removal of one pole with nothing attached to it.

e Utility Agreements: Not needed. Coordination still needed. Modifications to the Town’s storm
drain system are the only issues that are expected to require coordination, but no formal
agreements with the Town will be necessary. No other agreements are anticipated. The
Town/Bid Alternate portion of the project will require a connection to be made to an existing
catch basin on Route 1.

e RR PRTS: N/A

¢ Railroad Agreement: N/A

e ROW lIssues Related to Utilities: None expected.

Geotechnical Coordination

WRIGHT-PIERCE = 5
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e Field Analysis: Borings and probes have not been conducted for this project.
e Preliminary Recommendations: N/A

Public Process
e Proposed Public Contact Method and Date: Public Planning Board meetings were held in
Kittery on October 25, 2012 and November 29, 2012 to provide an opportunity for the public to
comment on the design. Comments from the meeting were reviewed with town officials, and the
project scope was modified considerably in response to comments received. Notes from the
Planning Board meetings have been included as an attachment to this PDR.

A presentation of the revised plan set, including the path bid alternate and Memorial Circle, is
scheduled for the Planning Board meeting on October 22, 2015, and a final public presentation
is planned for the week of January 4, 2016.

e Concerns Raised at Preliminary Public Meeting: Concerns resulted in the Rte 236 and Adams
Drive sidewalks being eliminated from the project scope.

¢ Municipal Agreement: ?

Construction Schedule
e PS&E Date: July 19, 2016
e Advertise: August9, 2016
e Bid Opening: August 30, 2016
e Construction Begin: September 14, 2016
e Construction Complete: November 13, 2016

TAME Results
e Maintenance of Traffic Issues/Concerns: Maintenance of Traffic will be per MUTCD
standards. It is anticipated that a full road closure will not occur, however, temporary
one lane alternating of traffic may be necessary to conduct the work.

Budget

e Summary: The current probable cost estimate for the base bid, LAP portion of the shared use
path project is approximately $244, 100, a figure that will change as the plans are refined,
based on the outcome of the design review process. See the table below for a breakdown of
general costs. A detailed schedule item construction cost estimate and right-of-way cost
estimate are provided as Attachment 5. The MaineDOT workplan has identified $2,280,000 for
total project funds for Memorial Circle and the shared use path {Construction, PE, CE, and
ROW).The Town's share of the cost after PE and right-of-way mapping will be 10%, which
results in a Town contribution of approximately $24,410 for the base bid portion of the path
including r-o-w acquisition, r-o-w negotiation & administration, construction, and CE.

Programmed Available PDR Estimate
PE $47,500 $47,500 $47,500
Right of Way Mapping ! ? ?
WRIGHT-PIERCE = 1
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By DOT

Right of Way 2 2 $1000

Acquisition

Right of Way ? ? $10,000

Negotiation/Administrative

by DOT

Construction ? ¢ $170,607.41

CE ? ? $12,000
TOTAL $ $ $244,107.41
TOTAL Cost /Mi. $1,743,624.36

Funding Strategy (Sources)

Summary of Preliminary Engineering
e Existing Conditions:

o

C

Geometrics: Variable. Ranges from 17' travel lane, 4’ paved shoulder and asphalt curb
to 17" travel lane, no shoulder and no curb in the project area

Pavement Structure: Not sure

Drainage/Hydrology: The roadway is currently curbed in places, with one catch basin
intercepting runoff on the east side of the roadway near the Kittery Estates driveway
toward the end of the LAP portion of the project. Where the roadway is uncurbed,
drainage appears to run along the edge of the shoulder.

Right-of-Way/Utilities: See above.

e Proposed Design:

o]
e}
O

O O 0 O

o]

Hz. Alignment: Follows road centerline

Vertical Alignment: Follows existing roadway

Typical Section: 11'-0" travel lane/3'-0" shoulder/granite curb with 7” reveal/3'-0" or 5'-
0" esplanade (from face of curb)/8’-0” asphalt shared use path

Pavement Structure: 2” 12.5 mm HMA, hand placed on path

Drainage/Hydrology: The existing catch basin near the Kittery Estates driveway will be
converted to a manhole top, since it will be located within a new sidewalk area. A new
catch basin will be installed at the flowline, with a storm drain connection to the existing
catch basin.

Guardrail: N/A

Intersection Geometry: N/A

Right-of-Way: See above.

Utilities: See above.

Specific Design Issues: See summary of design considerations, below

¢ Path Section:

o Path width: 8'-0” (Concrete sidewalk will be 5’-0”)
o Esplanade width: 3'-0" or 5’-0” grassed esplanade (from face of curb)
o Type 1 Granite curb (7" reveal)
WRIGHT-PIERCE = 7
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o Surface: 2 inch depth 12.5 MM Hot Mix Asphalt

o Base Material: 12 inch depth of aggregate base type “B” called "D", but spec’d with B
aggregate sizes.

o Cross Slope: 2% Max.

e Shoulder Section:
o Width: 3 feet, defined by painted fog line
o Surface: 2 inch depth 12.5 MM Hot Mix Asphalt binder course and 1 1/2 inch depth
12.5 MM Hot Mix Asphalt surface course.
o Base Material: Existing gravel shoulder base material will be reconstructed in accordance
with MaineDOT specification section 205.
o Cross Slope: Matches existing

Draft PDR Distribution Team Comments and Response

Deadline:

Preliminary Approval
Date Approved by:

Approved for Public Meeting:

Public Participation Comments and Response

Additional Team Comments and Response

Deadline:

Final Approvals

Public Participation Complete:

Approved for Final Design:

WRIGHT-PIERCE = 8
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TOWN OF KITTERY, MAINE APPROVED
PLANNING BOARD MEETING November 29, 2012
Council Chambers

Meeting called to order at 6:07 p.m.

Board Members Present: Deborah Driscoll, Tom Emerson, Susan Tuveson, Bob Melanson, Rich
Balano

Members absent: Ann Grinnell

Staff: Gerry Mylroie, Town Planner; Chris Di Matteo, Assistant Planner

Pledge to the Flag

Minutes: November 8, 2012

Ms. Tuveson moved to accept the minutes of November 8, 2012 as amended
Ms. Driscoll seconded

Motion carried unanimously by all members present

Public Comment:

Public comment and opinion are welcome during this open session. However, comments and opinions
related to development projects currently being reviewed by the Planning Board will be heard only during a
scheduled public hearing when all interested parties have the opportunity to participate.

PUBLIC HEARING

ITEM 1 — Kittery Center/ Municipal Center / Circle of Honor — Modifications to an Approved
Plan. Action: Hold a Public Hearing, review plan and grant or deny preliminary/final approval. The
Town of Kittery in conjunction with the Thresher Memorial Project Group proposes to create a Circle of
Honor memorial area on the east side of Town Hall. The purpose is to enable the recognition of all men
and women from Kittery that have given their lives in service to the Nation. The area is located at 200
Rogers Road in the Business Local (B-L) Zone and identified as Map 22 Lot 20A and 20. Town
representative is Gerald Mylroie, AICP, Town Planner.

Mr. Mylreie summarized the Thresher Memorial Project Group proposal:

1. 129-foot flagpole in the center of Memorial Circle, with related landscaping and improvements.
The pole would be centered on a 30-foot diameter circle, with a black stone base and
cobblestones leading up to the pole. The location could also accommodate other memorials in the
future. He noted Council has approved the flag pole installation.

2. A memorial courtyard (Circle of Honor) adjacent to the Town Hall with memorial plaques,
memorial bell, and embossed bricks to honor veterans. Others have suggested the inclusion of
sculptures, fountains, etc. that may be considered pending fundraising efforts.

The Public Hearing opened at 6:23 p.m.

Martha Peterson, read a letter to the Planning Board (attached) from a group of concerned citizens.
Susan Emery, School Lane, concurred with the letter’s concerns and thought more effort to solicit public
input should have been made. The proposed plan is too reminiscent of Washington, DC and does not
reflect Kittery’s more rural character.

Peter Bowman, applauded the efforts put into the Thresher Memorial project to date. As a supporter of
the letter, he would like to see additional public input in the project. The symbolism of the 129-foot flag
pole would be lost at the proposed location due to traffic patterns around Memorial Circle. He strongly
urged the Board to adopt the recommendations presented in the letter,
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D. Allan Kerr, Colonial Road, presented a photo board of the men lost on the Thresher. He asked why
the opposition to the design is so late in the process. There will be no need for people to cross to the
circle, as the memorial with the names of those lost will be located in the memorial park. Four markers
noting the name and date will be placed along the perimeter of the circle. The flagpole will be viewed
from the memorial park via the rain garden. The project is a fitting memorial to the lives lost and their
families.

Gary Beers, Thresher Memorial Group, noted the numerous meetings held in the design process were
open to the public for input. The proposal has been viewed and endorsed by Submarine Veterans Inc.,
Thresher Based Chapter. There is a $93,000 budget with $74,000 raised to date from donations based on
the proposed design. The Council has endorsed the placement of the 129-foot flagpole, and has received
a building permit. The MDOT is reviewing as well, for safety considerations, and a permit is expected.
The Thresher Memorial Project Group has sought public input and has issued regular press releases
regarding the project.

William MeDonough, the existing trees in the circle were to be re-located in rain garden. He
recommended the trees in the circle should stay and the flagpole be placed in the front center of the circle,
where the existing set of flags are located.

David Lincoln, Shepards Cove, presented photos of the traffic circle as it currently exists to each Board
member. He asked if the flagpole placement went through the Planning Board process; and did the rain
garden project go through the Planning Board process? The proposed Circle of Honor cannot be seen
from the traffic circle area through the rain garden. He recommended the Board review the plans for the
rain garden, specifically as it abuts the shopping plaza. Couldn’t the Thresher memorial be located in the
park area rather than in three separate areas, where it is more accessible?

Wendy Pomerey noted she approached the committee with her concerns. Though this is privately
funded, the memorial is for the entire community and those impacted by the tragedy.

Melissa Paley, Kittery Point, this project is on public land and asks why a RFP process has not been
pursued for public land development. She was not aware of any request for public input and discussion.
Mr. Emerson stated he believes the Town Council would need to approve any projects on public land.
Peter McLeod, Norton Road, spoke of his recollection of the tragedy as a young child. He felt the noisy
and busy location is not suitable for this memorial. It is important to memorialize the loss, but this will
not be a destination memorial.

Ray Yarnell, Shephards Cove, asked for a summation of the approval process.

Mr. Emerson explained the process began as an application with a sketch plan, which the Board
reviewed and accepted. The project is still before the Board and under review. The location of the
flagpole was granted through a Land Use Code amendment in 2011 that also went through the review
process. The rain garden was not brought before the Board prior to construction, and the memorial park
area has not been approved. It is possible to have approval of some parts of the proposal, but not others,
as the Board wishes.

There was no further public testimony.

The Public Hearing closed at 7:05 p.m.

Mr. Mylroie responded to the letter read to the audience and Board. He explained his role in designing
the memorial began with the 129-foot flag pole approved by the Planning Board and adopted by Council
through a change in the Land Use Code. He explained how the memorial park, Memorial Circle, and
development of the rain garden evolved to link the proposal from one location to another. He addressed
the types of materials for the flag pole base, memorial markers, Thresher signage, etc.

Mr. Emerson noted his concerns of the proposal, specifically:
— Parking in Town Hall employee lot for access to the memorial park,
- Navy Museum memorials,
- There is no specific plan, sketches only,
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- Potential of pedestrians crossing Rogers Road to access the memorials,

- Impact on the rain garden, as it is an engineered design,

- Methods to prevent pedestrian’s crossing traffic to the Memorial Circle,

- Other than the flagpole itself, a full landscape and design plan is needed, including proposed
materials, and it needs to be tied in with the existing site and engineered plans.

Mr. Melanson noted the objective is to have the flagpole in place for a dedication ceremony.

Mr. Beers stated they hope to have a hole dug prior to freezing, with pole installation and lighting
installed approximately two weeks prior to the dedication ceremony on April 7, 2013.

Mr. Emerson reminded the Board an ordinance change is needed to address LED lighting.

Ms. Tuveson suggested the groups work together to address landscaping and design. Mr. Beers stated
the group had been invited to participate in the planning process and should they wish to participate in
further discussion they are welcomed. As this is privately funded, any changes would have to be funded,
as well.

Mr. Melanson moved to continue this review to include a landscape plan, ornamentation and pedestrian
movement plan for the Memorial Circle, to include engineered plans for the rain garden and a landscape,
ornamentation, and design plan for the memorial park.

Ms. Tuveson seconded

Ms. Driscoll suggested continuing discussion on all designs except the flag pole, and to remove the
sidewalks in the rain garden, and to re-plant and shade/buffer the existing plaza.

Mr. Melanson withdrew his motion

Mr. Melanson moved to continue review of the Kittery Center/ Municipal Center / Circle of Honor —

Modifications to an Approved Plan, subject to submittal of:

1. A landscape plan, including tree removal and transplants, appropriate pedestrian cautions, and
ornamentation plans for the Memorial Circle;

2. A grading, ornamentation, and landscape plan for the rain garden;

3. Alandscape, design and grading plan, including proposed ornamentation, for the memorial park area.

Ms. Tuveson seconded

Mr. Mylroie noted the flagpole base and removal of trees from the center has been submitted, and asked

if the Board is accepting this. Mr. Melanson stated the proposal for landscaping needs to be re-

submitted, in addition to ornamentation. Ms. Tuveson noted the flagpole installation has been approved.

Ms. Tuveson proposed to amend the motion to exclude the installation of the flag pole from the motion
as it has received prior approval.

Ms. Driscoll seconded

Ms. Driscoll asked about the existing landscaping where the flagpole will be installed. Mr. Emerson
stated if the amendment is approved, the center tree and four surrounding trees would be removed to
allow for the installation.

The amendment carried unanimously

The original motion carried unanimously
End of Item 1

Break
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ITEM 2 — Kittery Center / Memorial Circle and Related Improvement Plan.

The Maine Department of Transportation (MDOT) Locally Administered Project consultants will discuss
the planning process for the re-design of Memorial Circle and related improvements including pedestrian
access along State Route 236 (Rogers Road) from Frisbee Commons to Adams Drive and U.S. Route
One. Representatives from Wright Pierce Engineers, and Gorrill-Palmer traffic engineers, will present
progress to date, obtain feedback and answer questions.

John Edgerton, Wright-Pierce introduced Jennifer Claster, Wright-Pierce and Tom Gorrill, Gorrill-
Palmer. He noted since the October meeting, they have met with MDOT regarding the community’s
interests. They hope to move from preliminary to conceptual design following the input from this
meeting. Items of interest from the prior meeting included:

1. Adams Drive/Ox Point Drive — ROW access is still unresolved to encourage bicycle and pedestrian
access to this area from Rogers Road and Route 1.

2. Rogers Road Extension and the impact on historical society — Following additional review, it has

been determined there will be no impact on parking in the front of the museum, while still providing

safe pedestrian passage.

Combination of Qld Post Road and by-pass off ramp

4. General discussion seemed to prefer a sidewalk along the south side of Rogers Road. Crosswalk
locations and site visibility need further review.

(%)

M:s. Driscoll asked why there is a need for state and federal input on the Adams Drive portion of review.
Mr. Edgerton explained their review is needed because of controlled access issues pertaining to
highways. It is possible the ROW could be shifted, allowing for a sidewalk along Route 1 rather than
Adams Drive.

Mr. Melanson asked about the possibility of shifting Rogers Road to allow for a sidewalk. Mr.

Edgerton explained this would be a significant alteration to the roadway, including shifting the crown of

the road and creating other maintenance issues. While not impossible, it is not an encouraging approach.

Ms. Claster identified changes to the plan:

1. Adams Drive — further discussion is needed.

2. Proposed shared use path along the weigh station area could include a reduction in commercial
driveway accesses.

3. ROW information indicated parking and a sidewalk could be installed in front of the Historical
Society. This design has not been finalized.

4. Shared use paths proposed around the south and west side of Memorial Circle connecting to Old Post
Road, State Road and Rogers Road.

5. MDOT was not receptive to shifting the center line of Rogers Road, and the water tower side of the
road was the preferred sidewalk location. Crosswalks were proposed at Goodsoe Road and north of
the Shepards Cove entrance. There remain concerns about relocating telephone poles and historical
structures.

[unidentified] Shepards Cove, requested a left turn lane be established at the Shepards Cove entrance.
[unidentified] Shepards Cove, concurs with the request for a left turn lane, noting there have been
accidents at that location. Mr. Edgerton stated MDOT has data regarding high-crash areas and this could
be reviewed, though widening that area is not part of the current review.

David Lincoln, challenged the need for a sidewalk on Rogers Road.

[unidentified] disagreed, stating walkers use Rogers Road all the time, and believes there is a need for a
sidewalk.

[unidentified] asked for re-consideration of a sidewalk along the north side, rather than trying to place
crosswalks across the Rogers Road to access a sidewalk, even if the road needs to be shifted.
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Mr. Edgerton stated MDOT is not supportive of this alternative, though it may be preferred. Ms.
Claster noted the location of the cemetery on the north side is too close to Rogers Road to allow for a
sidewalk that meets design standards.

[unidentified] discussion regarding utility and gas lines along Rogers Road.

Peter McLeod suggested shifting the road in front of the cemetery to provide room for a sidewalk. He
noted the use of traffic circle is limited with placement of a memorial in the circle.

Bill McCarthy stated he is not in favor of a sidewalk on Adams Drive; and the speed limit around and
access to the traffic circle should be lowered.

Ms. Driscoll asked if there could be a tip down and up on either side of the cemetery so a sidewalk will
not impact it. Mr. Edgerton explained this would impact the continuity of the sidewalk.

Mr. Emerson stated the location of the sidewalk at Adams Drive on the Route 1 side is preferred. He
noted the location of the “Welcome to Maine™ sign encourages parking for photographs and could be a
safety hazard. The area is maintained by residents but trash accumulates and is an unsightly welcome.
He asked about sidewalks on Old Post Road. Mr. Edgerton explained if Old Post Road and by-pass
were reconstructed, a sidewalk could be part of that reconstruction, but this is not yet confirmed.

Peter McLeod stated he was not in favor of a sidewalk on Adams Drive.

Tom Gorrill summarized the October meeting appeared to support leaving the circle the way it is now.
The proposed changes would include re-design of islands on each approach to the circle in an attempt to
slow traffic. The ramp from the Route 1 by-pass could be removed from accessing the circle and
combine with Old Post Road at some location. Another possibility to handle Rogers Road traffic to the
circle would be to create a slip lane to the circle for this traffic heading to Route 236. Ms. Driscoll stated
this could make the traffic worse as it impacts traffic exiting the circle to Route 1 north.

Discussion followed regarding

1. Combining the Old Post Road and by-pass ramp, including feasibility and ROW negotiations

ruled by federal and state projects.

2. The time-line for improvements to the Route 236 overpass improvements were discussed, though

no definitive completion date was identified.

3. Signage at the circle, utilizing yield signs instead of stop signs.

4. Removal of the traffic circle altogether, or removal of as many of the access roads as possible.
Ms. Tuveson asked about narrowing Rogers Road. This would lower traffic speed and allow for
sidewalk room.

Mr. Edgerton asked for Board direction.

Mr. Emerson stated where there are crossings, there should be stop signs. In summary, people seemed to
prefer placing sidewalks along the Goodsoe Road side; a sidewalk on the green space along Adams Road;
there did not appear to be a consensus in utilizing a slip lane at the circle; limited interest in the Rogers
Road extension; interest in coming off the by-pass to Old Post Road, with consideration given to
emergency vehicle access; support of access changes to the circle; retain circle as it is. Ms. Driscoll
stated a crosswalk at Meeting House Village should be considered if the sidewalk is constructed on the
north side of Rogers Road. Mr. McLeod stated he is against crosswalks. Ms. Claster asked about the
proposed shared-use path to the circle, around the south and west side of the circle. Mr. Emerson stated
the concern is traffic around the circle. Ms. Tuveson noted shared use doesn’t work in her opinion. Mr.
Mylroie stated sidewalks should connect around the entire circle. Graphics and signage need to be
improved and limited to avoid confusion. Pedestrian tables could be installed at crosswalks to calm
traffic.

Donald Gray noted Council voted to not construct sidewalks on Adams Drive.

End of Item 2
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ITEM 3 — Town Planner Items:

A. Selected Commercial Recreation definition and LED lighting amendments to the code (pending)

B. Proposed Overlay Zone (pending)

C. Kittery Foreside outdoor seating evaluation (pending)

D. Foreside Quality Improvement meeting to be held Wednesday, December 12 at 6:00 p.m.

Mr. Emerson re-iterated the need for the Planning Board to see projects proposed by the DPW and noted
communications to the Town Manager in that regard. The DEP has granted an after-the-fact permit for
the work conducted in the rain garden, but local approval has not been granted.

Mr.Melanson. moved to adjourn
Ms. Tuveson seconded
Motion carries unanimously by all members present.

The Kittery Planning Board meeting of November 29, 2012 adjourned at 9:50 p.m.

Submitted by Jan Fisk, Recorder — December 4, 2012
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Attachment

November 29", 2012

Dear members of the Kittery Planning Board:

We have been following the press about plans to build a memorial to the USS Thresher
that sank in 1963, claiming the lives of 129 officers, crewmen, and military and civilian
technicians. We are grateful to the group of citizens and elected officials who have
taken the initiative to commemorate this tragic event that so deeply impacted the lives
of many in Kittery. The group has worked tirelessly for years to conceptualize and
fundraise for a memorial that will both honor the lives lost, and bring an important piece
of history to the forefront of our community.

With all due respect to the Thresher Memorial Committee, we are concerned that the
design being discussed has fundamental flaws, and, if realized, will result in a memorial
that is poorly suited 1o its location and challenging to maintain going forward. We also
feel that a more imaginative, less literal and derivative design would be more
appropriate for this commemoration. We are a group of professional landscape
designers and architects, senior Shipyard officials, and concerned citizens of Kittery
who would like to work with the Thresher Memorial group to come up with a more
suitable design to commemorate this important piece of Kittery’s history

Memorials to great heroes, wars and significant events are an art form that date back
many centuries. They come in many forms, from very literal depictions of generals on
horses to more complex installations combining landscaping, sculpture and plaques.
Large installations vary widely also, from the grand, cathedral-like World War I
memorial to the more introspective, subtle and deeply-emotional Vietnam Memorial in
Washington DC. There is no one right way to design a memorial — what makes a
memorial work well is that

« it has a coherent vision and expresses clearly the intent of the memorial
« it is original

« its symbolism is readily understandable

» it is well-suited for its location.

With these criteria in mind, we have several concerns about the current design of the
Thresher Memorial.

1. The multi-part design of the current Memorial, with a section adjacent the Town
Office, another in the triangle undergoing conversion to a water garden, and the
flagpole in the Traffic Circle, needs to be a coherent and related visual piece,
purposefully linked together, in order to be understood.
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2. The centerpiece of the current Thresher Memorial, a 129-foot flagpole, is likely to
seem grossly out of place in the Traffic Circle. This flagpole will be nearly as tall as
Boon Island Light. Seen from miles away, the flag will resemble a truck stop beacon
off the highway. Seen from anywhere close, it will simply be a large diameter pole.
People driving around the traffic circle would have to crane their necks to see the flag
atop the giant spire. The rationale that its height represents one foot per life lost is a bit
of symbolism likely to be entirely lost on most viewers.

3, The fact that the flagpole will need to be illuminated seems like a poor choice at this
time of soaring energy costs. While LED lights would be highly efficient, why design a
memorial at this point in time that depends on electricity to fanction?

4, The current design calls for planting 129 cherry trees all around the traffic circle.
Cherry trees are beautiful trees of course, and their springtime bloom is a sensation in
places like New York City and Washington DC. However, cherry trees are not well
suited to the colder winters in Maine, and they are likely to need replacing every few
years. Using plants that are tough, beautiful, and thrive in this environment, will not
only look appropriate, but also be a cost savings to Kittery both in their longevity, and
in their need for maintenance.

5. The black granite base around the large diameter pole will be lost in the middle of
the vast rotary circle and may be used to better advantage in one of the two other sites
where viewers can see it, touch it, and admire it at closer range. It could be inscribed
with easy to read and accessible information about the Thresher, including the list of
every person lost in this tragedy.

6. The spread-out nature of this design raises other concerns about safety. People who
are inclined to get out of their vehicles to appreciate the Memorial may want to go from
section to section. This would mean crossing Rogers Ave from the Town Office toward
the Bagel Caboose, and then again across the very chaotic Traffic Circle.

7. The Traffic Circle currently has other war memorials. We suggest that there are
ways to enhance these other memorials rather than overshadow or replace them.

8. With so many parts of the traffic circle in play due to the State DOT’s improvement
of Route 1, it would seem prudent to be sure the Thresher memorial is designed so that
it complements and integrates with other aspects of the traffic flow and pedestrian
sidewalks. If the Statc determines, for example, that Rogers Road Extension could be
discontinued, this would open a range of other options for the design of the memorial.

Just as the group of citizens who want to illuminate the new Memorial Bridge has
enlisted the assistance of a professional lighting specialist, we would hope that a group
planning something as significant and permanent as a new memorial would seek input
from people who have a deep understanding of landscape design. It is typical for
organizations contemplating memorials to put out a Request for Proposal notice in order
to keep the design process transparent, and allow for the best options to be considered.

L3
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We are eager 1o offer our assistance pro bono to work with the Thresher Memorial
Committee to see the best possible project take shape that will be an effective, moving,
integrated and durable commemoration of an important piece of Kittery’s history.
Sincerely,

David Batchelder

Martha Petersen, Masters in Landscape Design

Peter Bowman, Former Shipyard Commander

Melissa Paly, Communications Consultant, CrossCurrent Communications

Wendy Pomeroy, Landscape Designer/Artist

Russell White, Attorney



TOWN OF KITTERY, MAINE APPROVED
PLANNING BOARD MEETING October 25, 2012
Council Chambers

Meeting called to order at 6:05 p.m.

Board Members Present: Deborah Driscoll, Ann Grinnell, Tom Emerson, David Kelly, Susan Tuveson,
Bob Melanson

Members absent: Rich Balano

Staff: Gerry Mylroie, Town Planner

Pledge to the Flag

Minutes: October 11,2012

Mr. Kelly moved to accept the minutes of October 11, 2012 as amended
Ms. Grinnell seconded

Moeotion carried unanimously by all members present

Public Comment:

Public comment and opinion are welcome during this open session. However, comments and opinions related to
development projects currently being reviewed by the Planning Board will be heard only during a scheduled public
hearing when all interested parties have the opportunity to participate.

There was no public comment.

PUBLIC HEARING:

ITEM 1 - Proposed roof-top deck for Higgins Residence, Shoreland Development Review.

James Higgins, owner and applicant, requests approval for a new deck at their property located at 2 Bridgeview
Terrace, Tax Map 2, Lot 42D Residential — Suburban Zone and Shoreland Overlay Zone.

Rui Monteiro-Claro, representing James Higgins, reviewed and summarized the application before the Board.

The public hearing opened and closed at 6:15 p.m. as there was no public comment. Mr. Monteiro-Claro noted a
neighbor has reviewed the application and has no objections to the project.

There was no board discussion.

Mr. Kelly read the Findings of Fact:

Owner and Applicant, James D. Higgins, proposes to construct a new roof top deck at an existing three-dwelling
apartment, located at 2 Bridgeview Terrace in the Residential Suburban and Shoreland Overlay Zones, Tax Map 2, Lot
42D.

Hereinafter the “Development”.

Now therefore, based on the entire record before the Planning Board as and pursuant to the applicable standards in the
Land Use and Development Code, the Planning Board makes the following factual findings:

I. Standards in the Shoreland Overlay Zone
16.3.2.17. D Shoreland Overlay Zone — Standards are met
Vote: 6 infavor _0 against _0Q abstaining
Chapter 16.7 General Development Requirements are met
Vote: _6 infavor _0 against 0 abstaining
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1I.  Procedures for Administering Permits For Shoreland Development Review

16.10.10.2 D. An Application will be approved or approved with conditions if the reviewing authority makes a positive
finding based on the information presented. It must be demonstrated that the proposed use will:

1. maintain safe and healthful conditions;
Vote: _6 infavor _0_against _0 abstaining

2. not result in water pollution, erosion or sedimentation to surface waters; Not applicable.
3. adeguately provide for the disposal of all wastewater; Not applicable.
4. not have an adverse impact on spawning grounds, fish, aquatic life, bird or other wildlife habitat; Not applicable.

5. conserve shore cover and visual, as well as actual, points of access to inland and coastal waters;
Vote: _6 infavor _0 against _0 abstaining
6. protect archaeological and historic resources; Not applicable.

7. not adversely affect existing commercial fishing or maritime activities in a commercial fisheries/maritime activities
district; Not applicable.

8. avoid problems associated with floodplain development and use
Vote: _6_in favor _0 against _0Q abstaining

9. is in conformance with the provisions of this Code; and
Vote: _6 infavor _0 against _0 abstaining

10. Recorded with the York County Registry of Deeds.
Vote: 6 in favor _0_against _0 abstaining

NOW THEREFORE the Kittery Town Planning Board adopts each of the foregoing Findings of Fact and based on these
Findings determines the proposed development will have no significant detrimental impact, contingent upon the following
condition(s):

Application Waivers: 16.10.5.2.B.1 (plan size); 16.10.5.2.B.1 (Boundary Survey); 16.10.5.2.B.10. a thru 0; 16.10.5.2.C.2. a
thru ¢; and 16.10.5.2.C.3 thru 12.

Conditions of Approval:

1. Prior to the release of the signed plans, the applicant must pay all outstanding fees associated with the permitting,
including, but not limited to, Town Attorney fees, peer review, newspaper advertisements and abutter notification.

2. Incorporate architectural and site information on a plan suitable for recording that includes the calculations for the
existing and proposed volume, floor area and impervious area for the property. Provide said plan to Town Planner for
review prior to recording at the York County Registry of Deeds.

3. Prior to issuance of a building permit and any earth moving or soil disturbance, one (1) mylar copy and two (2) paper
copies of the recorded Plan and any and all related state/federal permits or legal documents that may be required, must be
submitted to the Town Planning Department.

Therefore, move to accept the above Findings of Fact as read, Application Waivers and Conditions of Approval and
approve the proposed Development in the Shoreland Overlay Zone on the property located at 2 Bridgeview Terrace, Tax
Map 2, Lot 42D and authorize the Planning Board Chairman to sign the Final Plan and Findings of Fact.

Vote: _6 infavor _0 against _0 abstaining
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Approved by the Kittery Planning Board on the 25™ day of October, 2012.
Per Town Code Section 16.6.2 Appeal of Planning Board, Board of Appeals, or Port Authority Decision.

A. An aggrieved party with legal standing may appeal a final decision of the Planning Board to the York County Superior
Court in accordance with Maine Rules of Civil Procedures Section 80B, within forty-five (45) days from the date the decision
by the Planning Board was rendered.

NEW BUSINESS:

ITEM 2- 20 Bayview Lane Renovations, Shoreland Development Review.

Action: Accept or deny preliminary plan application and schedule a public hearing. Robert and Rosa Marsilia,
applicant, requests approval for repairs and additions at the property located at 20 Bayview Terrace, Tax Map 2,
Lot 80 Residential — Suburban Zone and Shoreland Overlay Zone.

Robert Marsilia, applicant, summarized the application before the Board. Mr. Marsilia noted the project will
retain the foundation and walls, not a tear down, and garage will be on same footprint. The expansion is within
the 30% volume increase allowance.

Mr. Kelly noted his appreciated for the completeness of the calculations on the plan.

Earldean Wells, Conservation Commission, requested that notes on the plan indicate what parts of the existing
house/garage will be torn down and rebuilt.

Mr. Emerson stated the garage extends over the foundation, so the replacement will be on the same footprint, not
foundation.

Mr. Kelly moved to find plan substantially complete, accept for preliminary plan review, and schedule a public
hearing.

Ms. Tuveson seconded

Motion carries unanimously by all members present

A Public Hearing for this item was scheduled for November 8, 2012. In lieu of a site walk, the Board requested
the Planner, Mr. Mylroie, confirm existing site conditions on behalf of the Planning Board.

PUBLIC INFORMATIONAL PRESENTATION:

ITEM 3 — Kittery Center / Memorial Circle and Related Improvement Plan.

The Maine Department of Transportation (MDOT) Locally Administered Project consultants will discuss the
planning process for the re-design of Memorial Circle and related improvements including pedestrian access
along State Route 236 (Rogers Road) from Frisbee Commons to Adams Drive and U.S. Route One.
Representatives from Wright Pierce Engineers, and Gorrill-Palmer traffic engineers, will present progress to date,
obtain feedback and answer questions.

John Edgerton, Wright-Pierce, introduced Jennifer Claster and Tom Gorrill. He then presented a description via
Power Point (attached), outlining proposed sidewalk connections between the existing sidewalk on Route 236
near Frisbee Commons and the existing sidewalk at the outlets on Route 1 north near its intersection with Adams
Drive, and re-design of the Memorial Circle area.

Jennifer Claster, Wright-Pierce, presented a map illustrating areas where sidewalks would be constructed along
Rogers Road and Route 1, noting ROW and pedestrian safety concerns, existing utilities, and a small cemetery.
However, which side of Rogers Road to place sidewalks has not been determined.

Tom Gorrill, Gorrill Palmer, summarized the findings regarding collisions and congestion at Memorial Circle.
He explained the difference between a roundabout and a rotary, noting it was determined a rotary is still the best
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method to handle traffic in this the area. The problem is the approaches to the Circle, but by utilizing some
roundabout design on these approaches, the cost to improve the area would be reduced while improving safety.
Possible combining of the off-ramp with Old Post Road was considered, and this could be incorporated in the
future.

Mr. Emerson asked that the public hearing consist of two parts, sidewalks and then Memorial Circle.

Sidewalks

Bill St. Laurent, Rogers Road, believes a north side sidewalk would be difficult with the location of people’s
homes, utilities and the cemetery. A south side sidewalk could be done very nicely, and allow room for bicycles.
The north side could be improved even if no sidewalk installed.

William McDonough, 132 Rogers Road, stated a water line was just completed on the north side and the
cemetery needs to be considered.

Larry Estes, Brave Boat Harbor Road, noted the addition of sidewalks will impede the ability for autos to pull
aside for emergency vehicles.

Susan Emery asked that scenic resources and character be preserved, and that a sidewalk on the south side
appears more feasible.

Bob Collins, 17 Adams Drive, noted sidewalks should be on the north side of Adams Drive, otherwise they will
be too close to existing homes, taking away front lawns. Further, who will shovel and maintain those sidewalks?
Very few people use this road now, except for summer employees of the Outlets.

Donald Gray, 19 Adams Drive, stated there should be no sidewalk on either side of Adams Drive as they would
disturb existing drainage, remove front property or existing trees. Adams Drive is hardly used. He referred to
Adams Drive as a country road and sidewalks are not needed

Bill McCarthy, 27 Adams Drive, concurred that there should be no sidewalk on either side of Adams Drive.
However, consideration could be given to a sidewalk and bike land on the guardrail side of Rt. 1.

Bruce Lakin, 5 Ox Point Drive, stated there is no need for sidewalks, and they will reduce property values.

Bob Young, Kittery Historical and Naval Society, noted the Rogers Road extension and proposed sidewalks may
involve taking the Museum’s front yard, impacting existing veteran displays. He noted the Museum has
submitted other proposals to the Department of Public Works, Council and Planning Board and hopes they will be
included during further discussions and planning,

Norm Leon, Haley Road, noted his concern of the Rogers Road extension in front of the Museum. There is no
need for a sidewalk in front of the Museum, impacting the monument flag and memorial for Vietnam and Korean
veterans.

Dave Durling, 29 Adams Drive, agrees there are few users for a proposed sidewalk on Adams Drive. There are
only six families along Adams Drive and everyone appears comfortable walking along the roadway:.

Gay Lakin, 5 Ox Point Drive, concurs with others who believe new sidewalks are not necessary on Adams Drive.
She said Mr. Mylroie told her a new traffic light would direct traffic one-way down Adams Road, to Kittery
Estates, thus preventing those on Adams drive from driving north, and stated this is a terrible idea. All this talk of
connecting the Memorial Bridge to the Foreside with sidewalks doesn’t make sense as people want to build a
multi-million dollar parking garage in the Foreside so they won’t have to walk.

Nancy Roy, 2 Ox Point Drive, noted there are so few numbers of people who walk along Adams Drive that
sidewalks should not be built. The expense to build sidewalks should be used elsewhere. Outlet employees use
Adams Drive through the summer, but are then gone. A sidewalk would impact the natural drainage area to
Spruce Creek. Adams Drive is a quiet residential area, a country lane, with little traffic and no need for sidewalks
and the expense of installation. She asked who would maintain sidewalks in front of people’s homes, where
porches and front steps would be lost. The proposed street light idea to re-route traffic down Adams Road is a
bad idea. She asked who initiated this sidewalk idea, as she and the residents are opposed to it.

Mr. Emerson stated this is a MDOT project. Ms. Roy asked if it ‘we have to have it’. This is a waste of funds
where there are other more important priorities.

Tracy Durgin, 130 Rogers Road, noted the trees lining Rogers Road may be old, but they should be considered
before removal. He supports sidewalks, but believes the impact on utilities and traffic patterns need to be
considered as well.
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Norm Leon, stated that, no matter who suggested these sidewalks, they don’t want them and they don’t want to
pay for them.

Gay Lakin stated a sidewalk to nowhere invites walkers from the outlet area that don’t belong in the residential
neighborhood.

Tom Emerson, Planning Board Chairman, Ox Point Drive, noted his concerned regarding people backing out
from the Museum parking onto the Rogers Road extension. If sidewalks are located on the south side of Rogers
Road, pedestrians must cross the street a couple of times to reach the Community Center, and stop signs for
crossing

John Edgerton, Wright-Pierce, clarified that traffic signals previously referred to are not part of this proposal.
Deborah Driscoll, if no sidewalk, would there be opposition to opening up the guardrail area for pedestrians and
bicyclists to use Adams Drive, with striping along Adams Drive for such?

John Edgerton, if using federal funds, their standards must be met. However, this does not preclude the Town
from doing something less costly and less invasive with their own funds.

Dave Durling noted there is a paved section at the end of Adams Drive that could be included.

Bill McCarthy stated he believed it would be a hazard to open up the area behind the guardrail where bikes could
access Adams Drive, but rather install sidewalks and bike lanes along Route 1.

Ann Grinnell asked who the Town’s decision making and review authority. There is no Council member or
DPW representative present at this hearing. She also noted her concern about crossing Rogers Road from Town
Hall to Frisbee Commons if there is a sidewalk on south side. Additionally, the Museum wants to participate in
the discussions regarding impact on their site.

John Edgerton stated review by the Board is part of the process, but the Council would have final approval
authority to expend funds. This public input is exactly what they need to proceed with further discussions with
DPW. Nothing specific has been proposed in the Museum area, and their concerns need to be incorporated into
future plans.

Ann Grinnell summarized that Adams Drive residents seem to not want sidewalks in their neighborhood that
would invite shoppers from the outlets. She also noted that discussions regarding a parking garage located at the
water district would not be used because people would not walk from there to the Foreside.

Memorial Circle

Larry Estes, Brave Boat Harbor Road, asked what are the planned changes to the circle.

Tom Gorrill explained there are no planned changes to the traffic circle. The proposed changes will be to the
approaches to the traffic circle.

Norm Leon stated the Blue Star monument to World War 2 veterans is at the circle so there should be no changes
to the circle. If there are any improvements, it should be to the sightline from Rt. 1 by-pass and the Route 236
overpass, which should help reduce accidents.

Susan Emery said she has heard the circle will be ‘denuded’ and is pleased to hear there are no proposed changes
to the circle.

Oscar Boyth, 179-181 State Road, the “Dog House”, noted he has never seen accidents at the traffic circle in 8 2
years and there does not appear to be heavy congestion accessing or using the traffic circle. This appears to be a
solution in search of a problem, and asked why money is being spent on an unnecessary project. Some of the
proposed changes, including granite curbs and trees, will negatively impact business around the circle and he is
opposed to these changes.

George Riley asked if the changes would impact the Central Fire Station’s access to the circle if the ramp and/or
O1d Post Road access is eliminated.

John Edgerton stated there has been consideration of combining the ramp and Old Post access into one access,
rather than retaining the existing two accesses to the circle.

Bob Collins suggested the only part of the traffic circle with a stop sign has resulted in all the traffic accidents.
Mr. Emerson closed the public portion of this hearing.

Susan Tuveson appreciates the idea of altering the circle approaches and incorporating pedestrian use in an effort
to achieve traffic calming. She also noted any changes to the interior of the circle will honor all veterans.
Tom Gorrill concurred, that the proposals are for primarily for safety not volume.
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Ann Grinnell asked about sidewalks around the circle.

John Edgerton responded this has not been determined. Is there is a need to link and provide connectivity with
sidewalks and bike lanes feeding to or from the circle or from one side to another? It appears there may be more
need for connectivity from the north/south, There is a cost/benefit consideration, but if it cannot be justified, and
is rejected by the community, money will go elsewhere. He noted the Town is contributing 10% to the total costs
for these improvements.

Deborah Driscoll is the Route 236 overpass part of this project, and how this will impact the changes currently
under consideration?

John Edgerton stated the Route 1 north ramp will be addressed and be considered in the overpass project.

Susan Tuveson commented the interchange to return from the outlet area is a nightmare.

Tom Emerson commented the number of signs need to be reduced as they are confusing to the average
driver/visitor. The yellow bollards at the State Road access needs to be cleaned up as well.

Gerry Mylroie explained the DPW Director had a conflict and could not attend. Though the speed limit on
Rogers Road is 25 mph, he suggested by narrowing Rogers Road to include sidewalks and separations will reduce
the speed of motorists. The center line could be moved depending upon which side of the road sidewalks would
be installed. The land use zone along Adams Drive is zoned Commercial. Do the residents wish to consider a
zone change from Commercial to Residential in the Adams Drive area? The Rt. 236 bridge project will be
brought before the Board.

Dave Durling stated he would be in favor of a zone change 10 residential.

Donald Gray stated he is against changing the zoning, and to bring this up at this time is inappropriate as it
causes confusion. He also asked that notice be sent three weeks in advance of a meeting.

Bill McCarthy concurred with Mr. Gray.

There was no further discussion.

End of Item 3

NEW BUSINESS:

ITEM 4 — Kittery Center/ Municipal Center / Circle of Honor — Site Plan Minor Amendment —

Action: Review and Comment. The Town of Kittery in conjunction with the Thresher Memorial Project Group
proposes to create a Circle of Honor memorial area on the eastside of Town Hall. The purpose is to enable the
recognition of all men and women from Kittery that have given their lives in service to the Nation. The area is
located at 200 Rogers Road in the Business Local (B-L) Zone and identified as Map 22 Lot 20A and 20. Town
representative is Gerald Mylroie, AICP, Town Planner.

Mr. Mylroie presented the proposed plan for the Circle of Honor (Attachment 2):

Mr. Melanson moved to review this item as a major amendment to an approved site plan

Ms. Grinnell seconded

Ms. Tuveson stated she agrees, noting it appears that the Department of Public Works needs oversight
Motion carries unanimously by all members present

It was agreed a public hearing will need to be scheduled, but Mr. Emerson noted no site plan was included in the
application, and wetland mapping is needed given the recent issues, so it can be addressed and taken ‘off the

table’. Parking is also an issue that needs to be addressed, and this amendment needs to be seen in its totality.

No further action was taken on this item
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ITEM 5- Town Planner Items:

A.

Selected Commercial Recreation definition.
Deferred

Lewis Farms II Subdivision final plan submittal extension

Jeff Clifford, Altus Engineering, presented the request for extension, explaining the developer had submitted
a LOMR (map revision) to FEMA and the final approval is expected November 23, 2012. The ordinance
allows for Board review deferral while awaiting decisions from other review authorities.

Ms. Tuveson moved to approve the Lewis Farm I subdivision final plan submittal extension for 6 months,
from November 23, 2012 to May 23, 2013

Mr. Melanson seconded

Motion carries unanimously by all members present

Debrief: October 20, 2012 Planning Board Workshop
This will be discussed at the next meeting.

Upcoming Town Council Workshops
i. Monday, October 29, 2012 —6pm - Sidewalks
ii. Wednesday, November 14,2012 - 6pm — Memorial Circle and Kittery Foreside/Kittery Crossing Projects

Sustain Southern Maine (Partnering to strengthen our economy, environment and community) — Centers of
Opportunity Project in Kittery
This will be discussed at a future meeting.

Other updates

Mr. Emerson noted 50 State Road will be returning to the Planning Board for a change in the approved site
plan, as what was built. He asked the Board combine the public hearing requirement and review at the same
time due to tenant needs.

DPW Project Schedule — A schedule has been shared with the Board, and the review process for DPW
projects needs to be discussed.

Ms. Tuveson moved to adjourn
Mr. Melanson seconded
Motion carries unanimously by all members present.

The Kittery Planning Board meeting of October 25, 2012 adjourned at 9:00 p.m.

Submitted by Jan Fisk, Recorder — October 30,2012
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ATTACHMENT 1

(please click on this page to open up the entire document for review)



Kittery Planning Board APPROVED
October 25, 2012 - Minutes Page 9 of 9

ATTACHMENT 2



ATTACHMENT 3
Detailed Cost Estimate




Memorial Circle Project - Shared Use Path on State Road/Route 1
Kittery, Maine
DRAFT PDR -F y Opinion of P ble Construction Cost for LAP Base Bid - STA 107450 to 115445
0.14 Mile (764 LF)

Notes 1) Construction costs are based on the Draft PDR plans dated October 2015. 2) Work mes curb llation/repl removal of existing toncrete sidewalk, 1' width gnnd and
overlay + 2' width full depth paving and 6" depth of gravel along new curblines on Route 1 3) PE costs include Wnight-Pierce's costs for PE for the Shared Use Path on Rte 1, including contracied
lamounts and anticipated change orders. Costs for DOT's administrative staff ime are not inciuded

Qctober, 2015
W-P Project #12533A/MaineDOT WIN #18184.00

Pay item Approximate Unit of Unit Price

1:umlmr Mo Descnption l.‘g'uamlg{ Measure Dollars Amount DosieTe
201.111 CLEARING 1 LS $750.00 $750.00
201.23 REMOVING SINGLE TREE - TOP ONLY 2 EA $492.25 $984.50
201.24 REMOVING STUMP 2 EA $207.30 $414.60
202.01 REMOVING AND RESETTING MAILBOX 1 LS $900.00 $200.00
202.203 GRINDING FOR PAVEMENT OVERLAY AT SHOULDER JOINT 85 sY $13.00 $1,105.00
203.20 COMMON EXCAVATION FOR PATHWAY AND RELATED GRADING - this overlaps with 608.45 190 CY $12.85 $2,460.50
203.21 ROCK EXCAVATION*** 10 cY $139.55 $1,395.50
203.24 COMMON BORROW FOR SIDEWALK AND RELATED GRADING 10 CY $24.24 $242.40
205.41 RECONSTRUCTION OF EXISTING SHOULDER - PLAN QUANTITY 250 SY $32.00 $8,000.00
206.061 STRUCTURAL EARTH EXCAVATION - DRAINAGE & MINOR STRUCTURES BELOW GRADE™** 10 cY $22.58 $225.80
206.07 STRUCTURAL ROCK EXCAVATION - DRAINAGE & MINOR STRUCTURES** 10 CY $219.18 $2,191.80
304.10 AGGREGATE SUBBASE COURSE - TYPE D - 12" UNDER PATHWAY, DRIVEWAYS, AND BEHIND CURB) 270 CY $32.00 $8,640.00
403.208 HOT MIX ASPHALT, 12.5 MM SURFACE (1.5" depth over 3' wide curb shoulder) 22 TON $200.00 $4,400.00,
403.208 HOT MIX ASPHALT, 12.5 MM SURFACE - 2" ON PATHWAYS AND DRIVEWAYS 70 TON $153.00 $10,710.00
403.213 HOT MIX ASPHALT, 12.5 MM BASE (2" depth for curb shoulder over 2' wide curb shoulder) 20 TON $200.00 $4,000.00
411.10 UNTREATED AGGREGATE SURFACE COURSE - FOR BACKING UP GRAVEL DRIVEWAYS 4 CY $78.04 $312.16
603.159 15" CULVERT PIPE OPTION IIl - SMOOTH INTERIOR CORRUGATED POLYETHYLENE PIPE 23 LF $75.00 $1,725.00
604.09 CATCH BASIN TYPE B1 1 EA $3,000.00 $3,000.00
604.164 REBUILD CATCH BASIN - CORE EXISTING DRAINAGE STRUCTURE FOR 15" SD 1 EA $1,378.57 $1.378.57
604.160 ALTER CATCH BASIN TO MANHOLE 1 EA $1,100.51 $1,100.51
608.08 REINFORCED CONCRETE SIDEWALK - EXTEND FROM KITTERY ESTATES 15 SY $90.00 $1,350.00
608.26 CURB RAMP DETECTABLE WARNING FIELD 149 SF $65.00 $9,685.00
608.45 CONSTRUCT SIDEWALK (includes removal of existing pavement surface and excavation) 540 SY $34.57 $18,667.80
609.11 VERTICAL GRANITE CURB TYPE 1 (with fiowable fill - flowable fill is incidental) 553 LF $40.00 $22,120.00
609.110 SPECIAL GRANITE CURB - 25" (with flowable fill - flowable fill is incidental} 95 LF $40.00 $3,800.00
615.07 LOAM - 4" DEPTH 65 cY $28.90 $1,878.50
618.13 SEEDING METHOD NUMBER 1 (1 UNIT = 1,000 SF) 5 UNIT $36.00 $180.00
627.73 4" WHITE PAVEMENT MARKING LINE - SHOULDER - ONE SIDE ONLY 520 LF $0.61 $317.20
627.75 WHITE PAVEMENT MARKING (CROSSWALK) 1,000 SF $2.20 $2,200.00
629.05 HAND LABOR, STRAIGHT TIME*** 24 HR $37.39 $887.36
£631.12 ALL-PURPOSE EXCAVATOR (INC OPER.}*** 1 HR $127.06 $127.06
631.32 CULVERT CLEANER (INC QPER.)*** 1 HR $170.63 $170.63
645.106 DEMOUNT REGULATORY, WARNING, ROUTE MARKER SIGN 2 EA $78.25 $156.50
645116 REINSTALL REGULATORY, WARNING, ROUTE MARKER SIGN 2 EA $145.51 $291.02
652.350  |TRAFFIC SIGNS 14 SF $25.00 $350.00
652.361 MAINTENANCE OF TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES 25 cD $300.00 $7,500.00
652.38 FLAGGER 380 HR $21.00 $7,980.00
652.390 \WORK ZONE TRAFFIC CONTROL 1 LS $12,000.00 $12,000.00
656.750 |TEMPORARY SOIL EROSION & WATER POLLUTION CONTROL 1 LS $5,000.00 $5,000.00
659.10 MOBILIZATION 1 LS $20,000.00 $20,000.00
801.03 TEST PITS 4 EA $500.00 $2,000.00
***INDETERMINATE QUANTITY Construction Total $170,607.41
Preliminary Engineering (PE) for Shared Use Path on Rte 1 Bypass - Does Not Inciude DOT Costs - see Note 3, above $47,500.00
Right-of-Way Costs (ROW)| $14,000.00
Construction Inspection (CE) $12,000.00
Estimated Project Total $244,107.41
Project Length 764 LF - Cost per Linear Foot $319.51
Project Length .14 Ml - Cost per Mile $1,743,624.36
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Design Exception Review Team
Meeting Worksheet

Date: September 29, 2015
Submitted by: B. Keezer

Project Name:  Memorial Circle Improvements & WIN : 18184.00

Sidewalks
Project Scope:  Reconstruction Route: US Route 1 Bypass/State Road
Program: ultimodal (LAP)

ote: Une form pei z':lrf gcation. rlease jut in al fields that are i:p}h’{é able

teview Team consideration. Also, attach a map or otne

describe the issue and recommended actior

What is the Design Exception(s): The proposed right shoulder width on the Route 1 Bypass is less than the 4
foot required standard from STA 107+50 to STA 115+50 for a minor arterial that is roadway Priority 1, with an
AADT of 6336 and a posted speed limit of 25 mph. The total proposed distance from the centerline to right curb
is 14 feet (which is proposed to be met with an 11 foot travel lane and 3 foot shoulder). To meet the standard, the
distance from the centerline to right curb would need to be 16 feet (which could be met with an 11 foot travel lane
with a 5 foot shoulder or a 12 foot travel lane with a 4 foot shoulder). The proposed shared use path is the
minimum width of 8 feet from STA 107+00 to STA 115+50, and the proposed esplanade width adjacent to the
shared use path is 3 feet including the curb from STA 107+00 to STA 110+25. The 3 foot esplanade width is
narrower than the recommended minimum distance of 5 feet.

Previous Project Design Exception Activity (if any): None

Summary of overall Project Improvements: The scope of work will include renovating Memorial Circle with a
new layout and striping plan, as well as building a shared use path around the circle and extending along one side
of the Route 1 Bypass to where it meets Adams Drive. Where possible, the shared use path is 10°-0” wide, but it
is proposed at 8°-0” from STA 107+00 to STA 115+50 due to right-of-way constraints.

Design Exception Considerations:

° Reason(s) a Design Exception(s) is needed:
The project proposes to create a continuous shared use path connecting Adams Drive to Memorial Circle to
accommodate cyclists and pedestrians traveling to and from Kittery’s outlet district. Requiring cyclists to
use the existing roadway along the affected portion of US Route 1 Bypass/State Road is not a desirable
alternative to providing a sidepath in this area. The required standard of 4 feet for the shoulder noted cannot
be achieved while creating a continuous bicycle and pedestrian facility through this area without requiring
acquisition of right-of-way and affecting abutting private property or reducing the esplanade width. A
pathway wider than 8 feet cannot be created in this area without reducing the esplanade width or requiring
right-of-way acquisition.

° Are there other Alternatives: Yes, but not preferred.

o The travel lane could be 12 feet and the shoulder could be widened to 4 feet. From STA 107+50
to STA 111+50, this would reduce the width of the esplanade to 1 foot, including the curb. From
STA 111450 to STA 115+50, this would reduce the width of the esplanade to 3 feet, including
the curb.

o The travel lane could be 12 feet and the shoulder could be widened to 4 feet, the esplanade could
be made a constant 5 foot width and the path could be widened to 10 feet from STA 107+50 to
STA 115+50. This would result in a need to acquire additional right-of-way for the pathway, and
associated property impacts.

o The travel lane could be 12 feet, the shoulder width could be 2 feet, and the path could be
widened to 10 feet between STA 107+50 and STA 115+50. From STA 107+50 to STA 111+50,
this would reduce the width of the esplanade to 1 foot, including the curb. From STA 111+50 to
STA 115+50, this would reduce the width of the esplanade to 3 feet, including the curb.
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° What mitigation is proposed to minimize impact of the Design Exception: The DE is being requested to
provide a bicycle facility in the form of a shared use path. The proposed 11 foot travel lane and 3 foot
shoulder are being requested to allow some room on the shoulder for more experienced cyclists who prefer to
ride on-road. Between STA 107+50 to STA 111400, cyclists on the 8 foot wide shared use path will be
moving slowly, due to three crosswalks, and multiple tip-downs. The posted speed on this stretch of roadway
is 25 mph, but the existing 17 foot travel lane and 4 foot shoulder may encourage drivers to exceed the
posted limit. Reducing the lane and shoulder widths may help to reduce driving speeds and calm traffic,
improving safety.

° Attribute Description Label (see abbreviation list in the next section): SW

Attachments (include crash data, PDR plan sheet, and any other items that help describe/show the DE
need): Existing conditions plans and plans of the shared use path layout from Memorial Circle to Adams Drive

Provide additional narrative description, if needed:

Show Controlling Design Criteria below: BW; CS; DS; HA; HC; LW; MG; SC; SE; SSD; SW; VA; VC;
BR; CZ; GR

Controlling Design Criteria: Value: BRLM: ERLM:
Sw 3

Regional Engineer Approval-Initials

I DE TEAM REVIEW & COMMENTS I

Program Policy Team Decision:

Alternatives or Mitigation Recommended:

Requires External Notification to Whom:

Approved by: Position: Date:

E-Mail this form to: duane.brunell@maine.gov
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MaineDOT - HIGHWAY PRELIMINARY DESIGN REPORT

Project Name: Kittery Memorial Circle Draft Distribution Date: 10/05/15
WIN: 18184.00 Final Distribution Date:
Town(s): Kittery Route(s): 1, 1A Ramp, 236, Old Post Road

WIN: 018184.00 Federal Project No:

Project Type: Traffic Circle Improvements

Project Location: Kittery Memorial Traffic Circle, intersections of Route 1, 1A Ramp, 236, Old Post Rd

Length: 0.15 +/- Miles [BRLM: 091 | ERLM:1.10 | RLM Date:
Program: Multimodal - LAP Program Manager: Jeff Tweedie
Project Manager: Brian Keezer Designer: Gorrill Palmer

FHWA Oversight: Yes Engineer of Record: Don Ettinger
PLANNING

Project History:

The Project is located in York County in the Town of Kittery at the Kittery Memorial Circle. The Memorial
Circle is a six (6) leg traffic circle located at the intersection of Route 1, 1A Ramp, Route 236 and Old Post
Road. The project will implement operational, capacity and safety improvements to the Memorial Circle and
will provide bicycle and pedestrian accommodations. Work will include modifications to approach roadway
splitter islands, installation of sidewalks and side paths and provisions for truck turning aprons. Additionally,
full depth reconstruction of the Route 1A Bypass Off-Ramp is proposed to improve geometry and traffic flow
entering the traffic circle.

Within the limits of approach work along Route 1, Route 236, Old Post Road and also within the Memorial
Circle, the proposed design will include full depth reconstruction in the roadway widening and curbing areas
and a 1 %4~ pavement overlay along the existing pavement areas. The proposed reconfiguration of the Route 1A
Bypass Off-Ramp includes full depth reconstruction of a 12’ travel lane and 4’ paved shoulders.

The project includes provisions for sidewalks and side paths around the entire circle with connections to a
proposed path on State Road (Route 1.

The project has been designed for posted 25 MPH design speeds utilizing low speed urban and interchange
ramp design criteria.

Purpose & Need:

This is a traffic safety improvement project. The geometry and location of existing traffic circle entries do not
promote the most efficient traffic operations and do not provide accommodation for pedestrian and bicycle
users. The improvements to the Kittery Memorial Circle are proposed to improve traffic circle operations,
safety and provide accommodations for pedestrian and bicycle users. While a single lane circle is proposed as
part of this project, the curbing width has been designed to allow for a partial two-lane circle in the future if

additional capacity is needed.

Brief Summary of Proposed Scope of Work:
Scope of work includes modifications to the Kittery Memorial Circle to improve operations, capacity and safety
of the circle and to provide for bicycle and pedestrian accommodations. Realignment of the Route 1A Bypass
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MaineDOT - HIGHWAY PRELIMINARY DESIGN REPORT

Project Name: Kittery Memorial Circle

WIN: 18184.00

Draft Distribution Date: 10/05/15

Final Distribution Date:

Off-Ramp is also included in the scope to improve the safety and operations of the circle. Work also includes a
1 2" pavement overlay within the project limits.

Scope Changes:

The original scope included the realignment of the Route 1A Bypass Off-Ramp away from the circle with a new
connection on Old Post Road. Work also included development of the circle splitter islands consistent with a

roundabout design.

GHD, serving as a peer review consultant for MaineDOT (Department) recommended that the Route 1A Bypass
Off-Ramp be realigned slightly and still be connected to the circle. GHD also modified all of the splitter island
layouts and developed a proposed curbing layout to accommodate both a signal lane circle and a future partial
two-lane circle. The scope of this project is to construct the single lane circle layout only.

The original scope of work also included geometric improvements to the Rogers Road intersections with Route
236 and State Road (Route 1). Due to limited funding, improvements at Rogers Road were eliminated from the

project.
TRAFFIC

Section 1 — Route 1 Section 2 — Route 1 Section 3 — Route 1A

N/O Traffic Circle 5/0 Traffic Circle Bypass Off Ramp
Corridor Priority 1 2 1
Functional Class Minor Arterial Principal Arterial Principal Arterial
NHS/Non-NHS Non-NHS NHS NHS
Posted Speed 25 MPH 25 MPH 35 MPH (1)
Design Speed 25 MPH 25 MPH 25 MPH (1)
2015 AADT (Current) 6336 9356 2329
20XX AADT (Design)
DHV
CREF (Critical Rate Factor)
201X - 201X:
High Crash Locations:

Section 4 — Route 236 | Section 5 — Route 236 | Section 6 —

W/O Traffic Circle E/O Traffic Circle Old Post Road
Corridor Priority 1 3 5
Functional Class Principal Arterial Minor Arterial Major Urban Collector
NHS/Non-NHS NHS Non-NHS Non-NHS
Posted Speed 25 MPH 25 MPH 25 MPH
Design Speed 25 MPH 25 MPH 25 MPH
2015 AADT (Current) 7648 11177 1383
20XX AADT (Design)
DHV
CRF (Critical Rate Factor)
201X - 201X:
High Crash Locations:

KitteryCircle-DraftPDR-100515.docx
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MaineDOT - HIGHWAY PRELIMINARY DESIGN REPORT

Project Name: Kittery Memorial Circle

WIN: 18184.00

Draft Distribution Date: 10/05/15
Final Distribution Date:

(1) The existing Route 1A Bypass is posted for a 35 MPH speed and there is no posted speed for the Route
1A Bypass Off-Ramp. The proposed ramp design is based on a 25 MPH design speed. Signage will be
provided for a ramp posted speed of 25 MPH.

DESIGN (Attach Highway Design Requirements Form)

Typical Section

Section 1 — Route 1 Section 2 — Route 1 Section 3 — Route 1A

N/O Traffic Circle S$/0 Traffic Circle Bypass Off Ramp
Travel Lane Width 11’ 12° 12°
Shoulder Width 3’ 4 4
Front Slope 4:1 4:1 4:1
Back Slope 2:1 Typ. 2:1 Typ. 2:1 Typ.
Guardrail Slope 2:1 Max. 2:1 Max. 2:1 Max.
Clear Zone 12° 10° 12

Section 4 — Route 236 | Section 5 — Route 236 | Section 6 —

W/O Traffic Circle E/O Traffic Circle Old Post Road
Travel Lane Width 12° 12° 12’
Shoulder Width 5’ 5’ 4’
Front Slope 4:1 4:1 4:1
Back Slope 2:1 Typ. 2:1 Typ. 2:1 Typ.
Guardrail Slope 2:1 Max. 2:1 Max. 2:1 Max.
Clear Zone 12’ 10° 10°
Pavement Structure

A pavement structure analysis (DarWIN Design) will be coordinated with MaineDOT during final design to
ensure adequate pavement structure is provided.

Pavement Structure Analysis Results

Layers

DarWIN Design

Pavement ME Design

Thickness

Type

Thickness

Type

Hot Mix Asphalt Pavement

Recyeled Layer

Base Course Gravel

Subbase Course Gravel

Shoulder Pavement

Pavement Design Coachpoint Date: None

Final Pavement Structure Design

Design Method

Layers

KitteryCircle-DraftPDR-100515.docx
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MaineDOT - HIGHWAY PRELIMINARY DESIGN REPORT

Project Name: Kittery Memorial Circle Draft Distribution Date: 10/05/15

WIN: 18184.00 Final Distribution Date:
Thickness Type

Hot Mix Asphalt Pavement 6” 19mm/12.5mm

Recycled Layer

Base Course Gravel

Subbase Course Gravel 247 D

Shoulder Pavement 6” 19mm/12.5mm

Note: If the final pavement structure design is different from both the DarWIN and Pavement ME designs,
provide comments below.

Comments:
Pavement design to be coordinated and finalized during final design.

Pedestrian/Bicycle Accommodations

Summary of Pedestrian & Bicycle Accommodations:

No pedestrian and bicycle accommodations currently exist at the Memorial Circle. The proposed scope of work
includes construction of sidewalks and multi-use paths along roadway approaches and around the circle. Cross
walks are proposed at the splitter island locations consistent with roundabout standards. These at grade
crossings are of sufficient length and width to function as comfortable pedestrian and bicycle refuge islands.
Bicycle accommodations are provided where bicycles can exit the roadway onto side paths prior to entering the
circle and reenter the roadway upon exiting the circle, similar to roundabout standards.

Proposed sidewalk improvements on Route 1 will tie into an existing sidewalk south of the traffic circle and
will tie into a proposed side path north of the circle that is planned for construction in conjunction with this
project.

Improvements to Route 236 west of the traffic circle include construction of a bicycle path which ties into the
existing shoulder at the limit of work. East of the traffic circle pedestrian accommodation will be available
from a future pathway that has been partially constructed and passes through adjacent property to connect with
Rogers Road.

Proposed outside shoulders with widths varying from 4’ to 5” will provide additional accommodations for
bicyclists.

ADA Compliance
Existing and Proposed Facilities

Existing Compliant Upgrades Proposed Compliant
Conditions (Y/N) Proposed (Route 1, Route (Y/N)
(Y/N) 236 & Old Post
Road)

Sidewalks None Exist N/A N/A Yes Yes

Width N/A N/A N/A 5 to 10° Yes

Cross-slope N/A N/A N/A 2.0% Yes

Ramps None Exist N/A N/A Yes Yes
(Crosswalk)

Width N/A N/A N/A 10° Typ. Yes
KitteryCircle-DraftPDR-100515.docx Page 4 of 11
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MaineDOT - HIGHWAY PRELIMINARY DESIGN REPORT

Project Name: Kittery Memorial Circle Draft Distribution Date: 10/05/15
WIN: 18184.00 Final Distribution Date:
Slope N/A N/A N/A <8.33% Yes
Detectable Wamings N/A N/A N/A Yes Yes
Ramps None Exist N/A N/A None N/A
(Entrance)
Width N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Slope N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Pedestrian None Exist N/A N/A None N/A
Signals
(Y/N) N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Non-Compliant facilities shall be upgraded according to the guidelines set forth in the most recent
MaineDOT ADA Compliance Policy. If a facility cannot be upgraded to full compliance due to technical
infeasibility, the facility shall be upgraded to the maximum extent feasible. Technical infeasibility refers
to physical or structural limitations. Upgrades cannot be considered technically infeasible solely on the
basis of cost. If facilities cannot be upgraded to full compliance according to the Policy, a Design
Exception must be requested.

Summary of measures taken to upgrade non-compliant facilities:

Design Exceptions

Shoulder Width
Controlling Element Required Standard Proposed Design Date Approved
Shoulder Width 4 37 TBD (1)

ADA Exceptions (Yes or No): No

Driveway Exceptions (Yes or No): No

(1) Work connects to side path project where Wright-Pierce has requested a DE for shoulder width.

ENVIRONMENTAL PERMITS / ISSUES

Team Member: Wright Pierce

The Town of Kittery received a NRPA Tierl permit in 2012 for impacts to a wetland area adjacent to Memorial
Circle between Route 1 and Route 236 in the northeastern corner of the project. The proposed traffic circle
improvements are generally contained within the existing circle footprint and no additional wetland impacts are
anticipated.

NEPA (4F, 6F, sect. 106): CE In-Stream Work-Window: TBD
MHPC Signoff: TBD Wetland Mitigation: TBD
MHPC Mitigation: TBD Public Lands: TBD
DEP: PBR Ch. 500 — Stormwater/MS4: NA
ACOE: NA Endangered Species: TBD
Fish Passage: TBD Soil Contamination: TBD
Watershed: TBD Other:

Avoidance & Minimization:
KitteryCircle-DraftPDR-100515.docx Page 5 of 11
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MaineDOT - HIGHWAY PRELIMINARY DESIGN REPORT

Project Name: Kittery Memorial Circle Draft Distribution Date: 10/05/15
WIN: 18184.00 Final Distribution Date:

It is not anticipated that the proposed work will affect significant natural resources. There are no natural
resources mapped within the project area. The overall Memorial Circle project construction will disturb more
than one acre of area, including the roadway, during construction and a significant portion of this disturbance
will be located within the existing or proposed roadway right-of-way and on previously disturbed areas
including existing roadway and shoulders. As a result the project will require a Stormwater Permit By Rule and
Maine Construction General Permit. Overall, the work will create less than an acre of new impervious
surfaces where there is now a vegetated surface. The project, as designed, does not require stormwater treatment
as the disturbed area is less than five acres, and the additional impervious surfaces are less than one acre.

As noted above, the project will be located largely within the road right-of-way and generally in areas
previously disturbed, such as paved roadway and shoulders. Based on this, a full wetland delineation was not
completed as part of this project, however, the National Wetland Inventory was reviewed and the data
incorporated into the overall design of the project. Based on our review of the project area, and the location of
the proposed work, we do not expect to work within wetland or vernal pool areas, or within protected wildlife
habitat areas, and therefore we do not anticipate the need for permitting under the Maine Department of
Environmental Protection Natural Resources Protection Act and/or the Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE).

As noted above, the Town received a NRPA Tierl permit in 2012 for impacts to a wetland area adjacent to
Memorial Circle (also part of WIN 18184.00).

We anticipate the project will fall under a Categorical Exclusion for NEPA requirements.

RIGHT-OF-WAY COORDINATION

Team Member: MaineDOT

Most of the proposed work will stay inside the existing right of way however temporary grading rights will be
needed in isolated areas.

Section 1 — Section 2 — Section 3 - Old | Section 4 —
Route 1 Route 236 Post Road

Total Existing Width: 66° Varies 66°

Total Proposed Width: 66° Varies 66°

# of Abutters: 7

# of Acquisitions: 0. No acquisitions are expected however temporary grading easements may be required.

# of Relocations: 0

Reserved Areas: TBD

Building Availability: TBD

UTILITY IMPACTS/ISSUES
Team Member: Wright Pierce

Above Ground Utilities: ~ Overhead utilities present around the perimeter of the circle. Utilities include
power, cable and telephone. Overhead lighting on utility poles is present in
isolated areas of the circle.

KitteryCircle-DraftPDR-100515.docx Page 6 of 11
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MaineDOT - HIGHWAY PRELIMINARY DESIGN REPORT

Project Name: Kittery Memorial Circle

WIN: 18184.00

Draft Distribution Date: 10/05/15

Final Distribution Date:

Below Ground Utilities:

Underground utilities include sewer, water, gas, electrical and

telecommunications. Water infrastructure is shown on the plans. Other
underground utilities have partial information shown on the plans and Wright
Pierce is coordinating with the Utilities to provide better clarity on the plans.

Necessary for this Project?

Coordination Still Needed?

(Yes or No) (Yes or No)
Pole List: Yes Yes
Utility Agreements: TBD Yes
RR PRTS: No No
Railroad Agreement: No No

ROW issues related to utilities: Existing poles are located within or near the existing ROW line. Relocations
of poles may require additional ROW. Adjustments to the sidewalk and side path layouts will be considered to
minimize overhead utility impacts and adjustments to the proposed drainage design will be considered to
minimize underground utility impacts. Further coordination between the utilities and the proposed design will
occur during final design.

GEOTECHNICAL COORDINATION — Geotechnical explorations are not expected to be necessary for this
project.

Team Member: NA
Field Analysis: NA
Preliminary Recommendations: NA

PUBLIC PROCESS

Proposed Public Contact Method and Date(s):
Preliminary public meetings were held on October 25, 2012 and November 29, 2012. The formal public
meeting is scheduled for October 22, 2015.

Concerns Identified at Preliminary Public Meetings: Comments presented at the public meetings were
primarily related to the necessity of incorporating sidewalks at several locations and discussing impacts to the
World War Il veterans monument located at the circle.

Municipal Agreement: TBD

M&O ISSUES /CONCERNS

KitteryCircle-DraftPDR-100515.docx
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MaineDOT - HIGHWAY PRELIMINARY DESIGN REPORT

Project Name: Kittery Memorial Circle Draft Distribution Date: 10/05/15
WIN: 18184.00 Final Distribution Date:
CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE

PS&E Date 7-19-16

Advertise Date 8-9-16

Construction Begin Date 9-15-16

Construction Complete 7-15-17

TAME RESULTS (Transfer results from returned Tame Request Form) (To be determined by MaineDOT)

Morning Restrictions
Evening Restrictions
Maximum Closure Length
Minimum Lane Width

Additional Comments:

BUDGET
Programmed Available PDR Estimate

Date 6-26-13 9-19-15 9-31-15
Preliminary Engineering $0 $235,073 $285,650
Right of Way $155,900 $75,000 $50,000
Construction $809,156 $1,794,323 $1,691,836
Construction Engineering $80,000 $179,073 $140,000
Other
TOTAL $1,045,056 $2,283,469 $2,167,486
Total Cost per Mile: NA NA NA
Funding Strategy
(Sources):

SUMMARY OF PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING
Existing and Proposed Design Elements (including variances from design standards)

Horizontal Alignment:

The proposed horizontal alignments generally match the existing roadway centerlines, with modifications to the
geometry at the proposed splitter islands. Proposed alignments generally are carried to a common point located
at the center of the traffic circle, similar to roundabout design standards.

KitteryCircle-DraftPDR-100515.docx Page 8 of 11
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MaineDOT - HIGHWAY PRELIMINARY DESIGN REPORT

Project Name: Kittery Memorial Circle Draft Distribution Date: 10/05/15
WIN: 18184.00 Final Distribution Date:

Design criteria such as length of curve, radius and middle ordinate are generally not applicable to this project, as
the layout of the splitter islands are more in accordance with roundabout and traffic circle standards than a
typical roadway alignment. Roadway cross slopes are proposed to match existing cross slopes.

The proposed Route 1A Bypass off-ramp is designed to provide an improved connection to the circle. The
proposed realignment results in a more favorable entry angle into the traffic circle and also achieves greater
separation from Old Post Road. The proposed off-ramp alignment is designed to achieve a 25 mph design
speed in accordance with MaineDOT standards. Ramp cross slopes are in excess of 9% at the proposed limit of
work (matching existing cross slope), therefore proposed ramp design slopes are in excess of the typical 6%
superelevation for a portion of the ramp.

Vertical Alignment:

The Route 1, Route 236 and Old Post Road vertical alignments are proposed to generally match the existing
vertical geometry but accounting for a 1 %" pavement overlay. The vertical alignment through the proposed
splitter island provides detail on the proposed island grades, and the profiles are not intended to represent a
roadway alignment developed to design standards in those areas.

The Route 1A Bypass off-ramp vertical alignment is designed to match the Route 1A at the limit of work and
designed to transition appropriately into the circle. The off-ramp vertical alignment meets the standards
required for a 25 mph design speed.

Typical Section:

The proposed Route 1, Route 236 and Old Post Road typical sections generally consists of 12° travel lanes and
4’ to 5° outside paved shoulders. There are some locations of 11° and 14° travel lanes and 3" outside paved
shoulders. The inside shoulder width, in areas of the splitter islands and the circle center island are generally 2’
in width. Granite curbing, both vertical and sloped are proposed along the shoulders and variable width
esplanades, sidewalks and side paths are proposed outside of the curbing. Truck aprons are shown in areas
where vehicle off tracking is expected. The proposed design includes full depth reconstruction as required for
curb installation and construction of proposed splitter islands. A 1 %4 pavement overlay is proposed for the
remaining roadway width within the limits of work. Closed drainage is proposed in areas as required to drain
the roadway and subgrade.

The proposed Route 1A Bypass off-ramp consists of a 12’ travelway with 4° paved shoulders and sloped granite
curbing. The proposed design includes full depth construction including closed drainage.

Pavement Structure:

The proposed pavement structure within areas of full depth construction is assumed as 6™ hot mix asphalt and
24” aggregate subbase course — gravel. The proposed pavement overlay is assumed to be 1 /2" in thickness.
Coordination on a pavement structure design will be completed during final design.

Drainage/Hydrology:

In areas of proposed curb installation, underdrain is proposed to ensure adequate subgrade drainage. The
exception is the splitter islands where the subgrade is designed to positively drain to the outside roadway edges.
Surface drainage is proposed primarily to match the existing condition, with the addition of catch basins as
required to collect roadway drainage where new curbing is proposed.
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MaineDOT - HIGHWAY PRELIMINARY DESIGN REPORT

Project Name: Kittery Memorial Circle Draft Distribution Date: 10/05/15
WIN: 18184.00 Final Distribution Date:
Guardrail:

Guardrail is proposed along Route 236 east of the traffic circle in the area of a high fill slope. The proposed
guardrail extends beyond the limits of roadway work in order to replace the existing non-compliant guardrail
section.

Intersection Geometry:

The traffic circle geometry was developed by GHD to promote operations similar to a modern roundabout.
Entry and exit angles and widths have been designed to control user speeds and promote additional capacity
through the traffic circle. The intersection was designed for single lane traffic circle with single lane
approaches on all legs, however the proposed curb to curb width at Route 236 and the center circle provide the
ability to restripe for a partial two-lane configuration in the future.

This PDR documents the requirements for a single lane traffic circle and does not address the requirements of a
partial two-lane traffic circle. Incorporation of a partial two-lane traffic circle design will likely require design
exceptions for shoulder widths and truck turning movements. The accommodation of truck turning movements
for the partial two-lane traffic circle design may require wider travel lanes and shoulders as well as additional
and revised truck aprons.

Right-of-Way:
The proposed grading limits extend beyond the existing ROW limits. Proposed grading easements will be
required.

Utilities:
Overhead and underground utilities are present. Resetting of overhead utilities will be required. Conflicts with
underground utilities will be evaluated in final design.

Other Design Issues:

Existing cross slopes in proposed pavement overlay areas generally do not meet the required cross slope
standards. Options available for consideration during final design include; request a design exception on cross
slopes, revise the cross slopes with pavement shimming and milling or revise the cross slopes assuming partial
depth reconstruction (pavement removal, grading and repaving).
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Project Name: Kittery Memovial Circle Draft Distribution Date: 10/05/15
WIN: 18184.00 Final Distribution Date:

DRAFT PDR DISTRIBUTION TEAM COMMENTS AND RESPONSE
Comments:

Comment Deadline Date:

PRELIMINARY APPROVAL

Approved for Public Meeting Date:

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION COMMENTS AND RESPONSE
Comments:

ADDITIONAL TEAM COMMENTS AND RESPONSE
Comments:

Comment Deadline Date:

FINAL APPROVAL

Public Participation Complete Date:

Approved for Final Design Date:
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Gorrill-Palmer Consutting Engineers Inc.Opinion of Probable Construction Cost

10/4/2015

Job Number: 2683.01
MaineDOT WIN  18184.00
Project Location: Kittery Memorial Traffic Circle Improvements

Comments Preliminary Construction Estimate

Date Revised 8/31/2015

Calculated By: JW

Checked By: BH, DE

Notes: 1. MaineDOT workplan has identified $2,280,000 for total project funds (Constr, PE, CE, ROW)

2. Construction costs based on PDR dated 9/30/2015. Work assumes curb replacement,

widen and overlay, 1.5" HMA overlay, 6" HMA & 24" ASCG in full depth reconstruction areas, new catch
basins, new underdrain in curb areas.

3. Lighting costs are estimate only at this time, not based on lighting design.

Preliminary Estimate - Traffic Circle
Ham kem Description ] Unit Unit Price Guantity Aot
REMOVING SINGLE TREE TOF ONLY EA 645.00 0

REMOVING STUMP EA 300.00 0 -
REM MANHOLE OR CATCH BASIN EA 600.00 3 1,800.00
PAVEMENT BUTT JOINTS sY 14.00 650 9,100.00
FDMMON EXCAVATION Y 21.00 3800 79,800.00
ROCK EXCAVATION cY 150.00 50 3 7,500.00
ISTR ROCK EXCAVATION CY 150.00 50 $ 7,500.00
AGGREGATE SUBBASE COURSE - GRAVEL cY 35.00 2850 H ©9,750.00
HOT MIX ASPHALT 19.0 MM HMA T 150,00 310 46,500.00
HOT MIX ASPHALT 12.5 MM HMA SURFACE T 150.00 610 91,500.00
403,200 HOT MIX ASPHALT 9.5 MM (INCIDENTALS) T $ _ 185.00 300 55,500.00
403213 HOT MIX ASPHALT 12.5 MM BASE T 150.00 156 23,250.00
40015 BITUMINOUS TACK COAT - APPLIED G 14,00 460 ©6,440.00
502.342 CONCRETE TRUCK APRON CY 400.00 70 28,000.00
603.159 12 INCH CULVERT PIPE OPTION Il LF 62.00 64 3,068.00
603.175 18" CULV PIPE OPTICN 11l RCP. F $  115.00 34 3,010.00
604,072 CATCH BASIN TYPE A1-C EA 3,450.00 B 27,600.00
604.092 CATCH BASIN TYPE B1-C A 3.120.00 3 $ 18,720.00
604.16 ALTER CATCH BASIN TO MANHOLE EA 1,160.00 2 2,320.00
604.164 REBUILDING CATCH BASIN EA 2,100.00 L] 8,400.00
6" UNDERDRAIN TYPE B IF 30.00 2210 66,300.00
12" UNDERDRAIN TYPE C LF 3 45.00 1250 56,250.00
GR TYPE 3C - SINGLE RAIL F 20.00 325 H 6,500.00
TERMINAL END - SINGLE RAIL - GALVANIZED STEEL EA 50,00 1 50.00
TANGENT GUARDRAIL TERMINAL- ENERGY ABSORBING EA 3,000.00 1 3,000.00
CURE RAMP DETECTABLE WARNING FIELD SF 80.00 460 36,500.00
VERTICAL CURB TYPE 1 LF 3 40.00 1150 46,000.00
VERTICAL CURB TYPE 1- CIRCULAR 3 $ 50.00 50 2,500.00
TERMINAL CURB TYPE 14 FOOT, EA 160.00 18 2,880.00
TERMINAL CURB TYPE 1 8 FOOT. I[;A 350.00 13 4,650.00
CURB TRANSITION SECT B-TYPE 1 EA 345.00 1 345.00
CURB TYPE 5 TF 30.00 3000 60,000.00
CURB TYPE 5 CIRCULAR LF 80.00 215 17,200.00
PLAIN RIPRAP Y 75.00 2 150.00
LOAM CY 50.00 700 35,000,00
[618.1301 SEEDING METHOD NUMBER 1 - PLAN QUANTITY N 60.00 57 3,420.00
6161201 MULCH - PLAN QUANTITY UN 55.00 57 3,135.00
EROSION CONTROL GEOTEXTILE |5 5.00 5 25.00
LANDSCAPING (BEACH GRASS) s 10,000.00 1 10,000.00
24" FOUNDATION EA 1,050.00 34 35,700.00
627.733 4" WHITE OR YELLOW PAINTED PAVEMENT MARKING LINE F 0.80 6500 5,200.00
621.75 |WHITE OR YELLOW PAVEMENT & CURB MARKINGS SF s 3.00 1750 5,250.00
TEMP PVMT MARKING LINE, WHITE OR YELLO S §_ 5,000.00 i 5,000.00
HAND LABOR, STRAIGHT TIME HR S 25.00 20 800.00
ALL PURPOSE EXCAVATOR (INCLUDING OPERATOR] HR 3 160.00 20 3,200.00
TRUCK - LARGE (INCLUDING OPERATOR] HR $ 75.00 20 1,500.00
CHAIN SAW RENTAL (INC OPERATOR] HR 5 55.00 8 440.00
STUMP CHIPPER [INC OPERATOR) HR 145.00 [ 7,160.00
FRONT END LOADER {INCLUDING OPERATOR) HR 100.00 20 5 2,000.00
CULVERT CLEANER [INCLUDING OPERATOR] AR Z40.00 () 1,920.00
LIGHTING s 100,000.00 1 100,000.00
FIELD OFFICE TYPE A iTEA 12,800.00 1 12,800,00
ROADSIDE GUIDE SIGNS SF $ 40.00 1700 $ 68,000.00
REGULATORY, WARNING, CONFIRMATION, & ROUTE ASSEMBLY SIGN, TYPE | SF B 42.00 800 5 33,600.00
STEEL H-BEAM POLES LB $ 6.00 9800 [ 58,800.00
652.312 TYPE Ill BARRICADE EA S 200.00 16 § 3.200.00
652.33 DRUM EA $ 45,00 200 $ 9,000.00
652.34 CONE EA $ 15.00 200 $ 3,000.00
652.35 CONSTRUCTION SIGNS SF $ 15.00 500 $ 7,500.00
652.36 MAINTENANCE OF TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES [ $  340.00 180 $ 61,200.00
652.38 FLAGGER HR. $ 20.00 1500 $ 30,000.00
652.41 PORTABLE CHANGEABLE MESSAGE SIGN EA $  4,500.00 6 $ 27,000.00
656.75 TEMPORARY SOiL EROSION & WATER POLLUTION CONTROL s $ _ 6,000.00 1 $ 6,000.00
659,10 MOBILIZATION LS $ 150,000.00 1 $  150,000.00
ESTIMATE SUBTOTAL 1,538,033.00
10% Continge 153,803.30
CONSTRUCTION TOTAL 1,601,836.30
Preliminary Engineering (PE) 199,650.00
MaineDOT Preliminary Engineering (PE) 56,000.00
Right of Way Costs (ROW) 50,000.00
Construction Inspection (CE) [§___120,000.00
!PROJE;CT TOTAL $  2167.486.30

10f1



g€ 40 Sl HIWTVd Yy .
S| 3000 w SI0Z ‘2 M390.400
1 SNVId ASYNINITIY S

HIAWNN L33HS =
= syuawaaoxdiur Y[emapis PUE (LI Jyjed | ‘ssedig T 2)noy 10j dwiel Jjo mau y NHOM 10 44008
@
M m 1984 U} W03
= g ure1801 [EPORBINI ‘LOC 2UTEH : e = ™ ™ |
= M s vaav mvaoosd | B = ? |
H e —————
IS LNOAYT
m m M peoy 1504 PIO L
w - PUR 9EZ 3IN0Y ‘[ INOY jO UOIISIANUL 3] 1B AJaNTY Ul 21 [BELIOWAN %gm
o) 52! . Z 7 o
o a ~ Sy Z
M= T 5
=RE e S #
L m 9EZ 2LNOW 00+90Z wisS \
=
e el e el
A
=2
= | g
a 7l
SEBE|S
CElaiglE
G E Yo,
=== v .y N N 5 M — e ———
= z1

aLva

14

-awol

ubp 311117100 FORUBIHNDON

AVMHOH oS

JUPUNIW SLIOWIBST

WAAWNN T
HANIYNDIS

(3712410 J1d4vHl)
S3TN GI'0 *HLON3T LO3rodd

—m 19— Uy ur] Juzean

) e BET ¥,
G PP e R suonaag sso1) o H”,\Mrl 1amag -ueg 3 wze_uﬁn‘@‘i.:eu i o
el Kl 1 il -+ (JnoAeT suel-njnjy) ueld 3urding co _vw —‘ w —‘ z —; _3_3“2.— 3 “_:_.:m vc.._ a1em 3o !ﬂﬁﬂ.ﬂiﬁw H__.uu”
D6, “Lmoke TP AEE) Mw:ﬂmmw avoy 1S0d 470 % RIS o R
L e e e —_—
g e g RS R S AR soquo1g acZ J1N0H ‘I 3LN0OY e ppaspuD PaSodns]  emmm—
o er e sue[g pasodosd @ Junsg O -
z - suonoag ead<], >I—lz Doo xmo> posudosg @ FensicE @ _E.;Hh_g_“”m PR
e R R e s R 139Ys AL podig-Aenianei
o R J10¥ID TVIMOWIIN AMILLIM | =5 5
181X U] S1EE 'S1UNe) ‘umo)
SLHAHS 40 X4ANI ANIOAT NV'Id

GlOZ/G/01:0900

AdALLIYX 40 NMO.L

AMILLYY 40 NMOL




:ﬁm_ow.humonow * meJ<n— -
woxtsaugudgnad s
Synaay ‘ssvLespuadsay ‘sdiuoneey |_ l_ wmmgw
N L N N i
(HLdFQ 1IMWED ONILSIXT HILVHI
wzanon 1aans | 391705 OL LON — O FdAl 1INV ISHN0D FSVEENS FIVOTHON b2 — G IdALTIAVHO ISUN0D TSVEENS ILYOIHOI NINZI  4ynn 37y SNLISIXT HILYM
" P win w0 394 TIAvE9 ISundd ISVEENS IuvoFuagw 5T
AVIMINO INININVG 2711 LTSy Xim 0H.9 SIIVA [~ SSWYO HOWIE HIM WVOTH  SIMVA — LIVHJSY XIN 10H.9
1 ez | , [ wmes 21
“TAVINIXOYISY S| TWOicAL HIWT HIONA NMOHS ONINOIIVLS FHL g - L5 s — L. o ot
S31evA T e —————— —_— Teg SIIVA
AYMIIAVHL FHL SV INVS IH TIvHS SIS TS s AR Hegem “ xa A
-3 w i L . L 39 TIvi INX. AV HITINOHS IHL L STlava = "dAL'S Id4AL QD S31EvA
2= SLURY ORI M ST UISH 50, TR DCLR0 Tt Bl 23 i
HL N K
= FNIT INFNFAYS 40 IDDT ONILSIXT FHL JO0 JAISNI #2 ¥ A (NN ) SINEVA| 2 2 |iNIn 4) S3lavA 4
i e S 0 G 4,86 L B B b | s sy e S
a o= SVIHV NOLLOMISNOITH Hid3T TING FHL NI NOLLVIOT INI1 L0OMVS ININIAvd FHi B . LRl L NN ). STV (NIft Z) SIIHVA SIrvA
B | = M ‘FOTS AVMITAVYL ON[ISIXT HILYK G
1 UUv 1lu CINOIVYIS TG TIVHS INIAINVG OGNV FSVEENS
=y IHL 40 STSHNOD TIV 04 SNOLLOTS GILVATIINIJNS ONV TYWHON HIOG 504 SNMOHI '+ NOLLINYISNOT B
S H AVMIIAVYL FHL SY IgOTS IAVS FHL_IFAVH TIVHS dITIOHS 3015
e i MOT IHLHIGINOHS FAIS MOT 3L 40 301 3HL STIFINT NOILYATIIUIANS NIHM T
— ; ;
aQ 5 %8 G3IIXI LON TWHS S3TJOTS SSOHD 40 STUvY Nl IWINTAIG JveEFITV HIAOTION. ‘2 1T COLOw A1 S3T00 VA5
— TeNINON AWALT BEHOZ QU G2EO2 VIS
— O 36 0L OFONIINI F4v SNVTd IHL NO NMOWS SY SHIJIO FSVGENS OWv ININIAVE FHL Ae/17 BE-L01 OL £9-50¢ VLIS
o | 153008 Lif 90500 0L G-l WIS
16158 QL £0-4 VIS
=z | ™ L Bl¥ 0Ll VIS
Lf 80°€ O B9+ VIS
w LY 180 Ol 690 ViS5
YIVMIOIS anv
SO0 0L §r-dOE VIS FOVNVIIST BENT HITA Y THIAD INTAIAVS
JAVY 30 SSVJAET 31608 NOIID3S Waldad
HEERERRRRE
13131 Ayl £
memmmwmm 0335 QN mvol
b iz el b m m wm 5 0 FdAL TIAPED FSUNOD ISVEENS FIVITHIIV 42 | G 3L TTIAVED FSHN0D FSVEENS IIVITHIIY 2t —— 0 3JULTIAVES FSHN0D ISvEANs IivoIHoov »2
i EEEN LTHASY KIN 10H 5 — i S [THASY KN 10H 2 o 22| [ 4TSy i o9
W. 3 1 3 { g FL0N 335 AVTHIAD ININIAVL 271
=— e — LNIAVS
g %z sTigva =l Fgveo
= | | o = U404
i — u = WILSixT —
8 o | vuazzs 5 mors s3Tdva STava 93352 MO 7z 7z Jaeit S3lava
B % HVA
GAL'S IdAL G
ol | ¢ s3l T|NIN 4 S3TevA| T
EAAERE HIVA/ XTI MIIS. ds3 TS AvMIZAVEL
=T | | qums AVMTIAVYL ST GOFG) SIEVA  ININ.G) SIIMVA  SIIHVA STIGvA
ol g £ > 21
gl & NOLLOMYLSNOD &
g 4 NOLLORSISNGD @ quna 40 34
3 @
17 §1-B0Z OLIG-202 WIS
14 690 Ol 000 Vi$
VYHOUVII9 ONY Y IVMIAIS
4T 2146 0L 000 VIS El d
Tvi3d aNv IS G3INTD NOTIOFS WoIdd
Q335 ONv AVO1
T 3IdAL TIAVEI FSHNOD FSVEENS FIVOTHIN $2— 0 FdiL TIAVED FSUN0D ISVEBNS FIvITHITY 2! 0 3d4LTT3AVED FSHN0D ISYEENS TIVOTHIY 42
LTVHASY XIN 10H .3 Al . iy (W G'6) LTHHGISY XIN OH & — _ LIWHASY XIN 10H 9
% dAL'S L )
A HIAO ININGAY 211 9 710w 335 < e, 5 Juow 375 AVIIA0 INININ 2711
2 100MvS e \ anvs | Iavua
- !
M L r ¥ ¢ [ ] ]
= = IWILSINT s
2 z S5 s Ml 0235 @ mrots ri == AR *,
C] STIVA 3avyo S
WW = | u:kumn. e a335 3 MOT4 ,
b m ﬂ ol e L HAVS/NTYMIQIS k ‘d53 _ AVMTIAVEL r“
= WML AL ahien £ TO9) SIMVA (500 SIEVA T SIILVA STIgvA f
M AVMITAY L | TS| | _
aM‘ Ed - 2) mN..t(Ak £ 4R 40 FIvA NOILINYLSNOD &
H i
%
2 NOLLONULSHOD @
z
&

o)y

ubp* T¥DidiA L “Z00\KomubiA O

AVRHOH -vosig

JIPUNIW -aLIDLASY)

SI0Z/5/01:0100




se 40 olevisoor _ HIWTVL Y
sy esaammns oo Rl-t-len)

&

95 3dAL UVHGHVND
HIGNON LITHS ; Jos e sﬁml —— /
os sz ] sz
ONT TYNINEFL 1vEGEvNd
> Nyid Favy9 0L NISYE
o HILVD 1SaY

SIHSYENLIG ALY AL VoY ST
Jron 34
L) NOHY
(DL FLIIINOD
ANIOR LING H.LL. m‘...ﬂim

QI NIVINIVHN

3GvI3 0L NISVE
HUVD L5gY

<P
&~ 30vy0 01 wisvE

e HILVI LSAFQY

INInIavd OWILSIXT HOLv 7
Ne0M. 40 LinyT " 7
00'Ea- L0 ’ ’

SNVId
dAT24I0 TVIHONWINW
AYHTLLIA

0o+10v

SEEREREE
BHHHEH R ANIOF LING HLIM
m RBRH B i ANTNIN ONILSIXT HILVA
211 EE B ‘ NHOM 40 IAFT
i n 5 u@ 4
; 2 .
_
|8 a ‘ XNATIAA T 1
HIE ﬁ
- |
m B
z| 2
Z
e * vIuY G335 GNY
E| B YO INIHIAYS
‘ ONILSIXT 3AON3Y
i @t
pam %
o e /
ININTAVS ONILSINT HILVA
XHOM A0 _LIN(T
A
| —
g %
W
2 = * % g2 g3y
23 2 wior tb%, HLM
z" & INFNIAYS ONILSIXT HILYN NOLLYNSON] A0
= oM 40 LinlT WLISIAT TLPAIXOHSY : 00T ZoE 5
QOFRIB! NIM LIIGHd NI93E
g 0F18-208 VL5
=
i |
m NOLLYWGOAN! INFANDITY d04 N¥Id JIYL3INC39 335 7 Byt SSvdAg 1 FL0H
H i e STI0N
3
i

ubp"{uoyg £ 00N KDMEIN OO wOUdY §

AVMHOH U0

JIPEIW BWOUSH)

SI0Z/6/01:2100




AWV N
17194509

494 JO 81035

—

o5 s [} g2

5€ 40 ; o_m-.humﬂ.new ‘
“T ey e
HIGWNN LITFHS
= Q}
=
=
o
. mm \
™
= (23 s
Z ﬂm =
[ &
= ¢
o
“.I. ANIALY.
H TVLINTONVL T
EEREERRRRE
5| 5|
_mmwmmwmmm
BT EERE 2
m. W%,
i m
i
ik rd
ER \
gl &
Bl =
W
mzoﬂiz
enos
=
:
] )
2% 1
2|z
=
m
5 &
i
:

INIOF LING HLE
hzm:.u\‘ﬂo...vs.km..kmtu»(
tw_o‘skbb._.:q

JHL ONF
YHGSYNI

/

IE I NvsGEvNa

/

/ JE IdAL UVHTEVAD

/ka IYNINGTL TIvEaEvng

/ Fron 34

Wid

%
Z,
B
i
%,
%
3
2

ANIOF £L0G HUM
ININIAVG DNILSIXT HOLYH
HHOM S0 LimlT
0OF@I8I_NIM LIIMCYS NI
SLir-602 VIS

AT dVHSIY

QNYIS] 4
FI2I6 VLS = 00000 VLS

e oo A % 7 m\‘
\.....\
=2

o
" 3avuo oL visve
HIIVI LSOFGvY

ANIOP LLNE HLIM
ININIWS ONILSIXT HILVN

Fon3y

FAvVED 0L NISYE
HILYD LSNiav

NOLLYYOd¥0D aNVIHLNOS 3
dvd Q3LIW ALv3y m\C.mEHW

U AL} NOHY
I0NYL FLI4IN0D
FIVHS

A3V NIVINIVH

3avG3 01 NISvE
HILWD LShIaY

w2014 $00\ADRYBLIOON ™ -SLuoUS

AVMHOH uorsing

JHPURIW BwOU SIS

SioZscrsouaieg




SNV c AVMHEIH 00vBLEL i
N LS SdT11404dd ¢
WITWON F'd =1 8
z
AT0UID TVINONWAN P 0
TY/LLY N ﬁ
AWALLDE 40 NMOL AdILLIN 5
B
i
Q ! Q 8 B 8 ] b a & ? ® 8 8 8 8
Fd vem g E 2 "
& #0873 & 2 g g; g
i S
Lo 1 00T %t:‘:
zgr08 13 ! H )
I - 1\33'73 4 < ig
GLN-0IE VUS = IAS B3
L] S '% E4 St 8 —
PR E g oy osic2 8
s
$RIE = ATTT Y8 i
BOCa-608 VIS - L 1 =
8 0L 13 8 i £ 3 E
b aror 73 ® h P E] £ E
o<
0L "3 ¥ 3 (.D n—
590¢ 737 Rigk o672 13
o
dat
g
] s reeta A
1508 17 %68 13
Q
o 8 vwn 8 3
9508 17 g | 85 pec17 8 &
" DOTE-BOE VA5 + IAd B 5
[y
] %0E 13 S vIEa o
1y eg0L17 @ . 80UC-'ATIT __ grec 13 w
000608 VIS « IAd i
<
- g o
o3 F4 ] E
wos 13 Zec 13 @
Wy
FoL 3 BE T3 =
LR zr6r 13 3
@x
g I3 8 L'or'm s
1zig 13 g zvor13 §
&
8 M3 E 13
Mg " (1
* 4 sgv 13 vs 2 & 73
& ]
& 2 & 5498 - AT1T Er 13
é 9,45 73 = 0005408 VS - OAd 6ok 13
Q
= g x
X g E k
& g 3t} Sy S
& g 553 B
3 k& =
P = &L W) S 8
2 _J 187573 & 5 &
& y 8 ] 9 ? E 8 Q &
8 ] $
" zozcT3 A
e
fze 13
raa
scEe 7 H] 8 £ ® 7 8 iy R
" Pic{3a]
& J> ]
] § Ll g §
£s2¢ 13 p27E 73
8 475 3 ﬁ L sum
& 892g 13 2 2925 13
'z 3 &3
sger 13 o]
8
£
[.X =) 2 Bim
ogzc 13 x 2 2075 13 a
-~ w =
o
$ § e 3
SR § 8 E aiE 13 § @
0ee 73 & £ cne i
W
2 'e
& g W
3 g
s LR RnE] s [N ) [ SE] s
- a 3
z 60573 ¥ &3 Ll E}I
82 1HE "3
Ve Fl b6 73
ze 3 0 3 3 [=]
spzs 13 SFE
923 [} 8 wn w
0s2c 13 § oI R o k:
L | s
®
? vam g o rem o g offle §
& fgEE13 S ) 280£73 b
9 g Q ® 9 8 g 8 @ ] < 9 8 8 g 8
gl
L
§
SL0Z/5/01:2100 HpunW SwDuBSH AVMHOH oisig ubp B 01g™GOONADRYBI\ODN ™ sewpuBl 4




s€ 40 Eou.hnmw.mon mm£J<& N W0 E0S
oo ssupsdygirtd wen )
‘s ‘srusapuodsay dpgUOnsey TNHHOD o g 0 g ias
@ 0s 52 o S2 “Z1or
avod 1s04 gio ! 3Lnod
HIAWNN L33HS 15084
00-50¢ 00w0r 00-500 00-20r 00108 99000 00-601 00-201 0050/
% g g F £ ¢ Fp PR pPh Pm pm @x ph p 3 F e Fip Bl gR PR BB BR O FR PR g 07
& & & I b o oy ag “f g wm 2y 2y 2 4 14 Z i g o8 it bl -] Lo £y - i
“ “ 2 © 8 b 4 b & 2 & & ]
sz sz 52 =4
= AVTHIAD INININYS S| .
=
s ONNOS NILSIX
= & ApE-- 9 X1 - 94 oc or
bl - e Ame— el PR O
9 [S - e o e R S T W = NNOUD OWLLSIX.
=] .HIG. — 2 7982 " 9 e
o = i R (N SN S [N 1 N S (. Ve A I (o | (2
bt — o FAVH9 QIS0 773 b e
— 1 H -
L |aH g _zgee
| Q < PITH-LOF VIS « TAd STB0 VLS - [Ad
wu m o 190E - o or 0¥+ ATIZ or
FeZr-SO0F VIS = TAd ey 2929901 V.15 - IAd
a ovig P SrL AT
m STTEOF VLS - TAd LSS0 VLS - 2
= L81€ = 7313 ANIOF LG HilM o ¥ ST s
TZS1-50F VLS * TAd 2500+ 713 O L e s 00290 VIS + TAd
2L 2 ATTT GZ9k-20F VIS = [Ad HOM 0 LfA1T 0000201 V1S » Ihd
0000-50F V1S = TAd OE = ATTF 95 HE-I0F VLS
o5 95°GE-208 VIS « TAd 05 05 INIOr _LING HLIM =
INININVS INELSIXT HIIVN
T=TaT WHOM JO LIRET
3|2| 2|21 23121218 3 AVIHTAO ININTAV Y 00°88-201 VIS
mmmmmmmmmM ) 55 55 g6
HEREEEEHNE 0050 00-+0r 00-50r 00-206 0008 9900r 0080/ 00-200 00-50¢
283"
m i
i
g
18l
£ ! 3iNoy
i g 00-901 00501 0O-#0/ 00-50¢ co-zo! 0010/ 05-001
g e £ £ & £ B B B B ER PR Em PN Pm PR PR En Ep ER PR P B P
4 2 g g £ £ g g g g g fp Fe B fe fw Bw By Ey  ER  Bw By % ¥
H ] & x H & 8 S R & & 8
g sz sz
AVIYIAD INFRIAVY T
xb20-« 9
a5 Y457 al.alrl.llrlnllfll QNNOHD SNILSIX. or
L 086z-'A713 FGVH9 0ISOLON
€ it GE6EI01 VIS = [Ad s¢
BULLEON VIS < fAd 62 = "AFT.
ZZUE AT 661610/ V1S » IAd
TO0r-£01 VIS + [7d 1208 - "AF13
o an T TOTE100 VIS = TAd o
095500 VIS - 1Ad PrOS + ATIT
ShiE - e 0062200 V1S - IAd
e BEEOVS - I7d S6'0F = 'ATIZ
g s __J6UE « ATIT Q005 G0N VIS = IAd o
SZELO VIS - TAd IE1E = A1
e 00 £-201 VIS = [Ad
] o 000050/ V1S = (Ad
nm A os LMIOE LG MM i
UNINIAYS ONELSIXT HOLVH
8 m e 20 Tt
z 33 55
Z 00-90¢ 00501 00-40 00-50/ 00-20¢ 00401 05-001
H
3
5
H

umus)

ubp-ayjoid =900 Koaubei 00N

AYMHIH cuoisiig

JpUNIW aWou RS

SI0Z/6/01:810Q




1901 40 G09S
s 40 s | HIWTVC P
oz s :
eS| Y09 ——
NL a5 52 2 §2 “ZisoH
afg 3Jinod TTT055
HIBWNN 133HS Hoed
oo-£rz oo-212 ooz o0-012 00602
oz S e P g e P r b " 2 P pm glm o2
H & £ 5 g 3 # 7 2 £ i e
z g & £ H E £ g o £ H En  El
& ®
sz sz
=
= 3qve9 AIS0d0,
= i aNNCYS SNILSIX 5
oo =
@ [=Z
el=Ea e e e e e B g L ST
| —3 13 P st
i B e
e = e
7 |27 et
o e or
o] e
i
c
e LNIOP LU0G MUK
= sk & ININIAVS ONLLSIXT HOLVN b
00'¢8Ig! MM 1308 NI
241602 VIS
05 340 anIAva %8
EERERRERRE
Rl = i
m b m m HHE 0052 00-21Z 0012 ooz 00-602
H Fd
EIEEN
12|
2 e
]
3
iER
2 9cg FinoY
of |2 00-602 00.802 00-202 00-902 00-502 00-#0Z 00-£02 05-202
& | R
“ (=] m m m o = m m i mn m m 0z
. R CNE CEETEECEE PP MR BB OYOCY OECY RTE OE P O PEDE PR ofpoas B E
4 = 2 fu  Bw  BEpx Bg EBp £y B =y g I g g g £ = £ g I =@ BB Eg 2y ¥ B L% £ n
gl g L3 R 2 g ] 2 ® 3 d Cl & ] ® 4 % & R
g R gz AVTYIA0 ININIMVE S T sz
AU e
ONNOHS INILSIX. — g =
of o5
= sf
2892 - ATIZ
30vY9 GISCIOY. BO00L08 Vi + TAd
- AT
or O0GLE02 ¥iS  [Ad o
29'92 = 'AT13
0576-208 V1S - 1A
£rEE - 'AFTT
M ar 2506202 VIS « IAd L
M 09'CC = "AFIF
. 0054202 VIS - 1Ad Z0715+203 V.5 = IAd
2 =] o ZLEL - AT ER ﬁ.ﬂsﬂ.«u xm‘..__hu
@ m = 05 OS2 H+0Z WIS = Ind hwu@ e 2o 1iHIT 05
g 0225 - 'ATI3 Him LI30g MISFG
BO00+02 WIS - 1A
=
m 59 55
z 00602 o00-002 00402 00-902 00-502 00402 00-£02 05-202
:
3
&
H
H

sewouy |

bp°ap 039~ 00 \AomuBINNOON

AVMHOH  LOmSiag

JIPUNOW -BWIDLIISH

SI0T/S/09100




S€ 40

HINWTVA N

on_lonuu&ﬁ
o sonedggLaT oo
w g snnsedsey whgeoneey TMHHOD
itk e —
oot 05 o os &.A.;
SS'9T = 3 LE'96 = 3 WEL = 3 %015
Vo P8 = L ZT'TET = 1 IBZT = L
vid A0PST = 1 £9'8BEC = AbSe =1 -
.00°Z6T = ¥ 00°ZZT = ¥ 00'PET = Y é
W1 .6°0£.L5050 = ¥ T 9LTH0sZTT= § 1 S'SPHZLT = ¥ A »
9°6T.05.6Z = a -5'6¥.L5e0F = Q .I'Z0.ZE.62 = Q . o3
Q= 50°0p+8 = Id 9110+, = Id POLE+E = 1d S ..mm
o | &= 6¥ viva 3AEnD 8Y Viva anund 4¥ Viva 3ANND 9v viva IA¥ND
™ 5
Q= E] 150 = 3 886 = 3 960 = 3 .s8'99 = 3
= |0 = 1 LTS = | ST'TS = L 06T = L TLEel = o 4
= oo 9 JIpoT =1 IEL6 =1 J96°LE = 1 WOELT = 1 G)
riafint o 00T = W 0S°£ZT = @ {00'681 = d 00°ZET = ¥ S
=] = -3 ¥ 91.0'6050.ZZ = ¥ T WL’ OPEVeEY = § V1.LSTOETT = § V1 .p'Z5.BPe96 = U Eow S
=0 -3 a LELZLLZIT= a LE'91.98ebt = Q EPSHT0E = a JLUZKTER = Qe
— [ TS'6E+y = 1d 82'80++ = 1d LE'9SHE = Id 64°98+Z = 1d THEGHT = Id o
a o SY viva 3A¥ND PV VIVG 3ANND £V Viva 3AdND TV viva 3A¥ND ¥ viva 3A¥ND &
[ep)
Ly & 5
o = LY
5
= - S 2
[ Ca 3 5
= & Y
= & %
o o
i n = 304
> =
> 2 T e
i~ N e T
£ 4 FO 0L gy
o i ER i o e
%0, 8 e
3 €Ty 1 du.ooko
: e €3 5 &
i g 3 ,p'P000098 N L
= 00+802Z
00+ ]
oIz 6ac+mo~ ﬁ
¥
- K : 00+6DE
& 9€Z 3unoy i e T P =
g o SeIETY V1S e
= | £y ..em.ma,nrh
4 vis = 1
H SELT = 3 61'8L = 3 #$9'7 = 3 ol ged M Zv etV
0L'8FT = L J0TZL = L {Z6'6E = L oL L5
96°T6Z = 1 SB'SEZ = 7 LE'6L = i L = 04
A 00579 = o .00'00F = o L00'C0E = ¥ ETEG) s
Al W LE'SSSPeSZ = ¥ V1 LS'PESS.EE m U V] L8U7.60.5T = ¢ 4 oL
P'Z0.0Te6 = Q JZ'STETel = Q .6'P5,50:61 = a
S IL'GI+OTZ = Id SL'SI+L0Z = Id TS'IZ+EQZ = Id
A z| 2 €3 viva 3aund 22 viva 3aund 13 Wivg 3Aund
=1
2 2 B
g F 2y,
2N
By, b
B
EB'EZ = 3 JES'L = 3 Ov
(LB'9IT = 1 B8LT = L #
£2'92p = Ib'SS =7
08'0L6 = ¥ .00°00Z = u
T .9'90,T1e5T = ¥ ¥1 .6°02,25451 = ¥
690,055 = Q JTS8E8T = Q
=] SO'SZHOTT = g YP6L+I0T = Id
m S8 viva 3AUND +8 ¥iva 3AWND
- o »0°0T = 3 OLE =3 OF'0 = 3
3= = IT'P9 = 1 5609 = L LT'SS = L
£2 LTb2) = Q€121 =1 €0ET = 7
s o] 00°00Z = W .00'005 = ¥ 00°skZS = W
o W LTOLESE =V V1 LSTIOPSCET = ¥ N LZ'SZ.STol = W
=] WHTEBEBT = Q OEELZIT = @ A9'TES01 = Q
= BEZ0+S0T = 14 99'BE+Z0T = Id SSZI+I0T = Id
. =z €8 vivd 3aund 26 viva 3AdnD 19 vivg 3auno =
5 S|
H £
] §
P
5
2
&

LT
Stizie
LUPED
.00°0098
T L PEESHE
wP'B5.6E20
PEIB+Z0P
13 VAVQ IAYN

LR TR

3
1
3
o
v
a
Id
=]

&
4
#0991 = 3
BLPE = L
BS99 =
00°91Z = 3y
I B'9E 1Sy =V

WO'EETESZ = Q
ZO'PZ+E0E = Id
€4 Viva asdnd

-
ST'SE =

I P ZEZTLRE
«#'50,05007 =
01 1S+20€ =
ZQ V1va JIAWND

Eogearuw

OP'0 =

007001 =
.00°00Z =
00°00STT =

T .T0055.0 =
WUOELZD =
SB'SSH+SOE =

10 Viva 3A¥ND

HAWoUR

ubp Ay swoag=goo\Komubsn 00y

AVRHOH uaisiag

PLNOW BWDLIES)

SH0/6/01:3100




€ 40 argvissaoe HIAWTVA >
@ T e Rhli-}-[eld]

uIANNN L133HS %&H

[¥7] 05 -4 ] 52

m NYId

2 o] \

zZ =

Q=

e =

| = = INIOF 1U0G HLL

H — ANINIAVS ONILSIXT HALYI
Ll e XHOM A0 LING
Z | = 3 2107 V15

|
Z
=1 Goriol
Z m = \\.\ Wy M
Qlsg = .
[ ] i =
E | nuomh%n. 2 o -
— L
w [

z JEF N
T ¢ —
T | N\
HEERREHEAH N %,

2 _ %
it L\
| : % “

Al _ %
|
El m _
z 2
Bl B |
e
ot _
_rl —_—
ey
2 c
I |
2 _
5
e H
: ) .

+90T

o

) /
o
ANIQr LLAG HLIM
ANINIAYS ON[ISIXT HILYN
NHOM 40 LINIT
00685l NIM LIFM0¥d NISIE

Sor 50 00+50p

0978202 V1S

206+ 00,

)
A
o
g
¥
H
00++0p
&
1
o,
o
<
°
Q -
3
3 '3
2
R
S B
2 T
l
£5 9 1
e \
X i =3
w
N ,.M.
h)
N_
&
*
B | T
3
21
i
w NOILYAYOANI GvOH
& WILSIXT FIVAIXOHDY
SSVAG | FLNOH
</ %

&

+E£0

1Z.

ot

(-

NOLIVHOdHOD ANVIHLNOS 3HL
dIHSYINLEYd QILIWN ALTYIY mt.m_xnu

00+10t

ey

LNIOF LLNE HiTM
ANININES ONILSIXT HILVA
YHOM 40 LIniT

P61 i

XNIATBIA T

N

ANINIAVY INILSTXT HOLYR.
NHOM 40 LIN(T

—_— ]

00+25F

:awovag §

ubp-z-1 Buidi)s euo SuOTEO0N

AYRHOIH uotsiig

JHIPUNI BUIBUIBSH

GLOZ/G/01:0100




S€ 40 0l LS¥L00 _ mm2|_<& Y m__
s Mo z 1294 0 9095
SOOI ol ITNHHOD % ————— ==
O .H o.w os sz 0 52
cm.. NS
HIIWNN 133HS H u.w —_
7 . 1 e —
2 \ \ |
o ?
Z |z rN] 5 / \ |
Q= .
2 \ |
- T e—— — o
=[5,/ \ \ S
L e
2 | 9 . \
o | & . -
ZH & —_—— /
e | S & , .
Z | e \
3) E: R e
= (3 NS e
)
o nﬂM \ ANIO LING HAIM
FnTAve SNLISIXT WAL /
n"“ 22160 V1S
M B o ! f /
= NI B N
Jyam_nﬂww .{U.WHAWOI.D,_TH /
SHEHAEHERE ¥ Moty
mm L \ R /
RHREL R
P el Vs \
- [
f 2 =l &
] \Z
‘ ; v \
\ e E.“._Q, LLNG HAIM
i | o o
AP S / WaNTAv NLISIXT HOLYA
| | PTIOI VLS
HilE N \
z
I : 3 i N _—
5 ¥ & 0 _\ Ifllllll
/ 4 \, — - 3 5
- ; | 3O
& g v
‘ =) =
s ¥ w - P A
oS W08 3 ) ) ﬁ
0 2 2 0 S \
m - ¥ (Y axn.o i
A NO
|8 / ﬁ s, 550N, rvuncs s
2 (=]} ,
g3 =
2 4 LWIOF N8 HU.
e| ANINIAVS DNILSIXT HILV)
5 e
P, S\
) = =) i oaaso
: = & d
m - xXe ~po+L0t Tl m & S .
H : ; 5 AY 4 Lt

HIPUNIW BOuSS() AYMHOH ORIy ubip'Z-7 buidsjS eu07 UnTRION sewouRpy

SI0Z/5/04:9%00




o

Ry b

S ouevesvioe HIAWIVAL -
11 e i iy 1TI¥H0D
HIBWNN L33HS 124 JO Y005
w os se a 52
M w3
= 1 \
Z =
Z =
= e
- |C
w e .M uS V15
E e <
= =]
= w - A Go+L0T
m w | — &
u = [t mt&xu 2
_.F. = gvod u“.ﬂ._.mca A 4
>
= : =
_.u.,lu =2 \l/
ERERRRRRRE T
b mm 4 el * /
O o o o Rl B2 P i
_m HEHEE .mw
E % /
| %
m b,
1% ] _ ,w..o
1EIE _
B 2 _
z| #
gl 2
i |
e _
pan _
F T i
=
: |
HEE |
8 al
: |
185 |
3 o

+901

ANINI NS ONILSIXT HILYN
HHOM J0 LIN(T

OO'FBIB! Wit LI3r0dd NI2FE
oF18- VIS

By —~.
by -~
in!
o
d
)
i=
g
x|
8
=)
)
preetO CIEETT
a
2
S
|
]
]
. in)|
N\ 4ﬂ
—Q\ AY
hY
¥ i
o
8
+
s
3
A
Tt
=L

2%

RTE

»
-~ Py
-
~. u
~
,/
% £Y
W
AN d
k> g )
'3
) N
\
A\
\
\
\
\
\
\
ot \
o
Sl \
[}
|
hi ]
I \
1
i 4,
00+505 !
U +
7 €01
2 i
Il
/
h) Wl
’
/
/
/
U
o, ’
&4 /
s
v
Fa
'
’ 2
., I
s |+
byt -
-
3 .
: X
2
o
=
Al
& M.
4
N_‘

NOLLYASON] oY
ONILSIXT FIVNIXOHdSV

$SvVd4g | 3L0d

ot

NOLLYYOdYH0D ANVIHLNOS 3
ﬁ dIHSHIANLYYd QALIWM ALTVIY mtwuxnw

LGP

adio
+Z0p
00+10¢
ANIOF NG HLIM
INIFNIAYS SNLISIXT HILVH
NHOM_J0 LINET
V.
XN3TIRIA € 1

/ NINTAYS OMILSIXT HILVH

NHOM 20 LinIT
g 1L

PEREO

0+Zog

awousyly

wbp'z-| Buidiag auo7 oM HON

IMHOH MOSIMG

PPUNO AWDUISH

SH0T/S/01:00




5¢ 40 o HIAWTVL "
N .ﬁ SR i sl 14409

HIGNNN LITHS 1994 jo O35

e
A =
X
% INIOF LING HLTH

Em&u:«qg.ﬁm_iuz&.\: /
e N,
ZL1-60Z VA5

(ANVT-LITAN) NVId ONIdIYLS
JTOHID TVIHMOWHW
AYILLIA

SEND 0133

¥ S0ty
T S0tz
T S0k

3730 B0

AT Grwies
w3oenn Toms
o
£
(2]
4
b
—

20

)
R
—

7 / ANIOF LING HAIM
! / NINIAYS SNIISIXT HOLYH

mﬂ u w H \ ey g SO S / Ferscin o
M m . f/// B / T
B

. | S o > ] nrlIlIlrr
H A\ =
A ]y
.— s - . x l.l.l’\\n -
= L T . o ol
: o o 0 ~ > - _ U
s L F ) b v
I k¥ P
5 » ’ 9 e e % . v \
. o ¥ . ™ '+
i o f/z i or® .
w y
wd :
b mzoma g 4 : A // ﬁ
an0® = 2 5 : h / .
= < Y2 o...co 7
g P NN 4
‘ .. ,_ NOLLYHOJ¥0D QNVIHLNOS JHL
m i ; dIHSHINLYYY QAUIWIT ATV SALSINHD
® (=] J ,
£3 % 4 | |
g A
£ 7 \
g ANIOP LG HL) & ,
| ININIAVS ONILSIXI HALY) ; ! ,
=| NHOM 4O LINIT 1 ]
W 068201 VIS ) ! o |
z / g
2 & / 3 o |
: i S M
(& ] E
] ) 0o+20% o Ery 3 : /
2 |\..\\ o 1< iy o i , ————
7 \ m _ \ r—ﬂ $
¥

-BuwoURY §

ubip'z-7 Budisg 2607 om0V

AYMHOH uasiag

JIPUNIW :BWDU RSN

GLOZ/5/01:8100







ITEM 2

PLAN REVIEW NOTES October 22, 2015
24 William Ave. M3 L16
Shoreland Development Plan Review

Town of Kittery Maine

Town Planning Board Meeting
October 22, 2015

ITEM 2- 24 Williams Ave —Shoreland Development Plan

Action: approve or deny plan. Owners/applicants Doug and Karen Beane request consideration
of their plan to construct a new deck with pergola, garage and breezeway to an existing single
family dwelling within the required 100-foot setback, and front and side yard setbacks (Tax Map
9, Lot 16) in the Residential — Urban (R-RU), Shoreland Overlay (OZ-SL-250"), Zones. Agent is
Ken Markley, Easterly Survey.

PROJECT TRACKING
REQ'D DESCRIPTION COMMENTS STATUS
NO Sketch Plan NA
NO | Site Walk At the Board’s discretion
Determination of
YES Scheduled for 11/12
Completeness /
NO Public Hearing At the Board's discretion
Final Plan Review and .
Yes . Feasible for 11/12
Decision /
Plan Review Notes reflect comments and recommendations regarding applicability of Town Land Use Development Code, and standard
planning and development practices. Only the PB makes final decisions on code compliance and approves, approves with conditions or
denies final plans. Prior to the signing of the approved Plan any Conditions of Approval related to the Findings of Fact along with waivers
and variances (by the BOA) must be placed on the Final Plan and recorded at the York County Registry of Deeds. PLACE THE MAP AND
LOT NUMBER IN %: HIGH LETTERS AT LOWER RIGHT BORDER OF ALL PLAN SHEETS. As per Section 16.4.4.13 — Grading/Construction Final
Plan Required. — Grading or construction of roads, grading of land or lots, or construction of buildings is prohibited until the original copy of
the approved final plan endorsed has been duly recorded in the York County registry of deeds when applicable.

Background
Planning Board review of this project is required by 16.10.3.2 Other Development Review

because it is located in the Shoreland Overlay Zone. The existing use is a nonconforming single-
family dwelling on a nonconforming lot. The majority of the existing deck is located within the
100-foot setback from the HAT and a portion of the house is within the 100-foot setback from
the HAT and the 15 foot side setback on the westerly side of the property. Both the easterly side
setback and front setbacks are met. The lot does not meet minimum square footage for the R-U
zone.

The proposal is to construct a 24°x24” garage and a 125 square foot breezeway to attach the
existing dwelling to the newly constructed garage. Both the breezeway and garage are outside
the 100-foot, front and side yard setbacks.

Staff Review

The proposal is to replace the deck with a larger 336 square foot deck and construct a decorative
pergola. After speaking to the MDEP, it was determined that the decorative pergola is considered
part of the deck and not an extension of the principal structure. To determine the setback for the
deck the applicant applied Title 16.3.2.17.D.2.B.
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b. Accessory patios or decks no larger than five hundred (500) squre feet in area must be set
back at least seventy-five (75) feet from the normal high water line of any water bodies, tributary
streams, the upland edge of a coastal wetland, or the upland edge of a freshwater wetland. Other
patios and decks must satisfy the normal setback required for principal structures in the
Shoreland Overlay Zone.

The proposed deck and pergola are outside the 75" setback and are therefore permissible.

Maximum devegetated area in the zone is 20%. The plan depicts the property’s existing
devegetated coverage is 2,260 square feet, 12.9% of the total property. The proposed
development would create 627 square feet of new devegetated area. Total proposed devegetated
coverage is 16.4% of the total property.

Maximum building coverage in the zone is 20%. The proposed development will increase the
building coverage from 6.2% to 11.3%.

The proposal for the construction of the garage, breezeway and deck appear to meet the
standards of Title 16. All structures exist outside of the required setbacks, do not increase the
nonconformity of the dwelling and do not exceed devegetation or building coverage levels for
the property.

Staff recommends the approval of this plan with minor changes to the plan
e Update plan to include the dimensions of existing structures & vegetation
e Update plan to identify existing and proposed building coverage square footage and
property percentiles
e Identification, location and addresses for abutter residing across Williams Ave (M9 L7)

Recommendations

The proposed development appears to meet the requirements of Title 16, as described with the
conditions included in draft findings of fact. After accepting the application the board should
determine if a public hearing is wanted.

The Board should first accept the plan application.

Move to accept the Shoreland Development Plan application dated September 24, 2015 from
Doug & Karen Beane for 24 Williams Avenue (Tax Map 9, Lot 16) in the Residential-Urban
and Shoreland Overlay Zones...

The Board may move to approve with conditions (suggestions provided below) and proceed to
reading and voting on the Findings of Fact.

Move to grant conditional approval for the Shoreland Development Plan application dated
September 24, 2015 from Doug & Karen Beane for 24 Williams Avenue (Tax Map 9, Lot 16)
in the Residential-Urban and Shoreland Overlay Zones...

PAPLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT\PLANS AND PROJECTS\MY L 16124 Williams - Planning notes.doc9 L16 (24 Williams Ave)\24 Williams
— Planning notes.doc
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Kittery Planning Board

Findings of Fact
For 24 Williams Ave
Shoreland Development Plan Review

WHEREAS: Doug & Karen Beane requested approval of their Shoreland Development Plan to
construct a garage, breezeway and reconstruct a deck less than 500 square feet in size and
located further than 75 feet from the HAT attached to an existing nonconforming dwelling
located at 24 Williams Ave (Tax Map 9, Lot 16) in the Residential-Urban and Shoreland Overlay
Zones, hereinafter the “Development” and

Pursuant to the Plan Review meetings conducted by the Town Planning Board as noted;

| Shoreland Development Plan Review | 10/22/2015 |

And pursuant to the application and plan and other documents considered to be a part of a plan
review decision by the Town Planning Board in this Finding of Fact consisting of the following
(hereinafter the “Plan”):

1. Shoreland Development Plan Application, received September 24, 2015.
2. Site Plan, Easterly Surveying, Inc., September 17, 2015

NOW THEREFORE, based on the entire record before the Town Planning Board and pursuant
to the applicable standards in the Land Use and Development Code, the Town Planning board
makes the following factual findings and conclusions:

FINDINGS OF FACT

Chapter 16.3 LAND USE ZONE REGULATIONS
16.3.2.17.D Shoreland Overlay Zone
1.d The total footprints of the areas devegetated for structures, parking lots and other impervious
surfaces, must not exceed twenty (20) percent of the lot area, including existing development,
except in the following zones...

Findings: The proposed development’s devegetated area does not exceed twenty (20) percent of
the lot area.

Conclusion: The requirement appears to be met.
Vote: in favor against abstaining

Chapter 16.7 GENERAL DEVELOPMENT REQUIREMENTS
Article III Nonconformance
16.7.3.1 Prohibitions and Allowances
A. Except as otherwise provided in this Article, a nonconforming conditions must not be
permitted to become more nonconforming

PAPLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT\PLANS AND PROJECTS\MS L1624 Williams - Planning notes.doc9 L16 (24 Williams Ave)\24 Williams
— Planning notes.doc
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16.7.3.5 Types of Nonconformance

16.7.3.5.5 Nonconforming Structure Repair and/or Expansion

A. A nonconforming structure may be repaired or maintained and may be expanded in
conformity with the dimensional requirements, such as setback, height, etc., as contained in this
Code. If the proposed expansion of a nonconforming structure cannot meet the dimensional
requirements of this Code, the Board of Appeals or the Planning Board (in cases where the
structure is located in a Shoreland Overlay or Resources Protection Overlay Zone) will review
such expansion application and may approve proposed changes provided the changes are no
more conforming than the existing condition and the Board of Appeals or the Planning Board (in
cases where the structure is located in a Shoreland overlay or Resources Protection Overlay
Zone) makes its decision per section 16.6.6.2.

See 16.6.6.1 and its reference to 16.6.6.2 below.

16.6.6 Basis for Decision

16.6.6.1.B In hearing appeals/requests under this Section, the Board of Appeals [note:
Planning Board is also subject to this section per 16.7.3.5.5 above] must use the following
criteria as the basis of a decision:

1. Proposed use will not prevent the orderly and reasonable use of adjacent properties or of
properties in adjacent use zones;

2. Use will not prevent the orderly and reasonable use of permitted or legally established uses in
the zone wherein the proposed use is to be located, or of permitted or legally established uses in
adjacent use zones;

3. Safety, the health, and the welfare of the Town will not be adversely affected by the proposed
use or its location; and

4, Use will be in harmony with and promote the general purposes and intent of this Code.

The Board must also give consideration to the factors listed in 16.6.6.2.

Finding: The proposed garage and breezeway are located outside the required setbacks. The
prosed deck and pergola is less than 500 square feet an area and allowed between the 100-foot
and 75 foot setback from the HAT. The deck, however, is located within the side yard, though
less than the existing 4.3 foot en--croachment of the building.

The proposed development does not increase nonconformity.

Conclusion: The requirement appears to be met.

Vote: in favor against abstainin
16.7.3.6 Nonconforming Structures in Shoreland and Resource Protection Zones
16.7.3.6.1 Nonconforming Structure Expansion
A nonconforming structure may be added to, or expanded, after obtaining Planning Board
approval and a permit from the Code Enforcement Officer. Such addition or expansion must not
increase the non- conformity of the structure and must be in accordance with the subparagraphs
[A through C] below.
A. After January 1, 1989, if any portion of a structure is less than the required setback from the
normal high-water line of a water body or tributary stream or the upland edge of a wetland, that

PAPLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT\PLANS AND PROJECTS\MY L16\24 Williams - Planning notes.doc9 L16 (24 Williams Ave}\24 Williams
— Planning notes.doc
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portion of the structure will not be permitted to expand, as measured in floor area or volume, by
thirty percent (30%) or more during the lifetime of the structure.

B. If a replacement structure conforms to the requirements of Section 16.7.3.6.1.4 and is less
than the required setback from a water body, tributary stream or wetland, the replacement
structure will not be permitted to expand if the original structure existing on January 1, 1989,
has been expanded by 30% in floor area and volume since that date.

C. Whenever a new, enlarged or replacement foundation is constructed under a nonconforming
structure, the structure and new foundation must be placed such that the setback requirement is
met to the greatest practical extent as determined by the Planning Board, basing its decision on
the criteria specified in Section 16.7.3.5.2 — Relocation, below. If the completed foundation does
not extend beyond the exterior dimensions of the structure, except for expansion in conformity
with Section 16.7.3.5.3, above, and the foundation does not cause the structure to be elevated by
more than three (3) additional feet, as measured from the uphill side of the structure (from
original ground level to the bottom of the first floor sill), it will not be considered to be an
expansion of the structure.

Finding: The existing nonconforming structure is not expanding within the 100-foot setback
from the HAT. The proposal does not increase nonconformity.

Conclusion: Standards A-C are not applicable.

Vote: in favor against abstaining

Chapter 10 DEVELOPMENT PLAN APPLICATION AND REVIEW
Article 10 Shoreland Development Review
16.10.10.2 Procedure for Administering Permits
D. An application will be approved or approved with conditions if the reviewing authority makes
a positive finding based on the information presented. It must be demonstrated the proposed use
will:
1. Maintain safe and healthful conditions;

Finding: The proposed development does not appear to have an adverse impact.

Conclusion: This requirement appears to be met

Vote: in favor against abstaining
2. Not result in water pollution, erosion or sedimentation to surface waters;

Finding: Maine DEP Best Management practices will be followed for erosion and sedimentation
control during site preparation and building construction (see conditions #2 and #3) to avoid
impact on adjacent surface waters.

Conclusion: This requirement appears to be met

Vote: in favor against abstaining

P:APLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT\PLANS AND PROJECTS\MS L16\24 Williams - Planning notes.doc9 L16 (24 Williams Ave)\24 Williams
— Planning notes.doc
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3. Adequately provide for the disposal of all wastewater;
Finding: The development is connected to two sewer.

Conclusion: This requirement appears to be met.

Vote: in favor against abstaining
4. Not have an adverse impact on spawning grounds, fish, aquatic life, bird or other wildlife
habitat;

Finding: Maine DEP Best Management practices will be followed for erosion and sedimentation
control during site preparation and building construction (see conditions #2 and #3) to avoid
impact on adjacent surface waters. These conditions should be added to the plan.

Conclusion: The proposed development does not appear to have an adverse impact. With the
suggested conditions #2 and #3, this standard appears to be met.

Vote: in favor against abstaining
5. Conserve shore cover and visual, as well as actual points of access to inland and coastal
waters,

Finding: Shore cover is not adversely impacted

Conclusion: This requirement appears to be met.

Vote: in favor against abstaining
6. Protect archaeological and historic resources,

Finding: There does not appears to be any resources impacted.

Conclusion: This requirement appears to be met.

Vote: in favor against abstainin
7. Not adversely affect existing commercial fishing or maritime activities in a commercial
fisheries/maritime activities district;

Finding: The proposed development does not appear to have an adverse impact.

Conclusion: This requirement appears to be met.

Vote: in favor against abstaining
8. Avoid problems associated with floodplain development and use;

Finding: the proposed development is not within the floodplain

Conclusion: This requirement appears to be met.

PAPLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT\PLANS AND PROJECTS\MY L16\24 Williams - Planning notes.doc9 L16 (24 Williams Ave)\24 Williams
— Planning notes.doc
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Vote: in favor against abstaining
9. Is in conformance with the provisions of this code;

Finding: The proposed development appears to be in conformance with the provisions of this
code.

Conclusion: This requirement appears to be met.

Vote: in favor ___ against abstaining
10. Be recorded with the York county Registry of Deeds.

Finding: A plan suitable for recording has been prepared.

Conclusion: As stated in the Notices to Applicant contained herein, shoreland Development
plans must be recorded with the York County Registry of Deeds prior to the issuance of a
building permit.

Vote: in favor against abstaining

Based on the foregoing Findings, the Planning Board finds the applicant has satisfied each of the
review standards for approval and, therefore, the Planning Board approves the Shoreland
Development Plan Application of Doug & Karen Beane, owner and applicant, to construct a
garage and breezeway; and a 336 square foot accessory structure deck to an existing, non-
conforming single family dwelling located at 24 Williams Ave (Tax Map 9, Lot 16) in the
Residential-Urban (R-U) and Shoreland Overlay (OZ-SL-250°) zones and subject to any
conditions or waivers, as follows:

Waivers: None
Conditions of Approval (to be depicted on final plan to be recorded):

1. No changes, erasures, modifications or revisions may be made to any Planning Board
approved final plan. (Title 16.10.9.1.2)

2. Applicant/contractor will follow Maine DEP Best Management Practices for all work
associated with site and building construction to ensure adequate erosion control and
slope stabilization.

3. Prior to the commencement of grading and/or construction within a building envelope, as
shown on the Plan, the owner and/or developer must stake all corners of the envelope.
These markers must remain in place until the Code Enforcement Officer determines
construction is completed and there is no danger of damage to areas that are, per
Planning Board approval, to remain undisturbed.

4. No trees are to be removed without prior approval by the Code Enforcement Officer or
the Shoreland Resource Officer.

5. All Notices to Applicant contained herein (Findings of Fact dated 8/20/15).

PAPLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT\PLANS AND PROJECTS\MY L16\24 Williams - Planning notes.doc9 L16 (24 Williams Ave)\24 Williams
— Planning notes.doc
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Conditions of Approval (not to be depicted on final plan):

6. Incorporate any plan revisions on the final plan as recommended by Staff, Planning Board
or Peer Review Engineer, and submit for Staff review prior to presentation on final Mylar.

The Planning Board authorizes the Planning Board Chair to sign the Final Plan and the
Findings of Fact upon confirmation of compliance with any conditions of approval.

Vote of ___in favor____ against ___ abstaining

APPROVED BY THE KITTERY PLANNING BOARD ON October 22, 2015

Notices to Applicant:

1. Incorporate any plan revisions on the final plan as recommended by Staff, Planning Board or
Peer Review Engineer, and submit for Staff review prior to presentation of final mylar.

2. Prior to the release of the signed plans, the applicant must pay all outstanding fees associated
with the permitting, including, but not limited to, Town Attorney fees, peer review,
newspaper advertisements and abutter notification.

3. One (1) mylar copy of the final plan and any and all related state/federal permits or legal
documents that may be required, must be submitted to the Town Planning Department for
signing. Date of Planning Board approval shall be included on the final plan in the Signature
Block. After the signed plan is recorded with the York County Registry of Deeds, a mylar
copy of the signed original must be submitted to the Town Planning Department.

4. This approval by the Town Planning Board constitutes an agreement between the Town and
the Developer, incorporating as elements the Development Plan and supporting
documentation, the Findings of Fact, and any Conditions of Approval.

Per Title 16.6.2.A - An aggrieved party with legal standing may appeal a final decision of the
Planning Board to the York County Superior Court in accordance with Maine Rules of Civil
Procedures Section 80B, within forty-five (45) days from the date the decision by the Planning
Board was rendered.
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TOWN OF KITTERY MAINE

TOWN PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
200 Rogers Road, Kittery, Maine 03904

Phone: (207) 475-1307
Fax: (207) 439-6806

www.kittery.org

APPLICATION: SHORELAND OVERLAY ZONE
PROJECT PLAN REVIEW

Amount Paid:
FEEFOR | O s200.00 s
REVIEW
Date:
Map 9 Base Zone R-U

Parcel IZ::’(I’
PROPERTY e o T ) Areq 17,580+ S.F.
DESCRIPTION 16 0Z-SL-250"

Physical

Address | 24 WILLIAMS AVENUE, KITTERY, ME 03904

Name |DOUG & KAREN BEANE 24 WILLIAMS AVENUE
PROPERTY — _
OWNER’S 603-937-0069 Q\Agglrrgs KITTERY, ME 03904
INFORMATION Fax

Email DOUGBRBLUEWATERCONSTRUCTION-NH.COM

Name Name of

Business

APPLICANT’S Phone
AGENT Mailing
INFORMATION Fax S

Email

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

See reverse side regarding information to be provided.

Existing Land Use:

SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL

Proposed Land Use and Development:

SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL. PROPOSE 24' X 24°'

DECK W/ DECORATIVE PERGOLA.

GARAGE AND ADDITION,
PROPOSE 336 SQ. FT.
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BULONG 8502 S0. FT.
oeck 140 50, F1.

PAVENENT 1.040% 50, FT.

WALKWAY 130 50, FT.

ToT 2260% S0. FT. (2260 5. FT /17,380 50. FT. = 129%)
BuLONG. 5508 50, FT.

PAVEMENT s10¢ sa. FT.

WALKWAY 90¢ 50 FT.

PROPOSED GARAGE 576 SQ. FT.

PROPOSED ADDITON 1252 SQ. FT.

PROPOSED DECK 338¢ s F1.

ToTa 28074 S0 FT. (2867 5Q. FT /17,580 5Q. FT. = 16.4%)

NI#IG00 00 (To HAT)

EASING STRUCTURE. WITHIN 100 SETBACK

FLOOR AREA 2608 sQ. FT.
STRUCTURE VOLUME 8302 CU. FT.
30K EXPANSION CALUCLATION:

NO EXPANSION TO A NON~CONFORMING STRUCTURE IS PROPOSED.

Highest Annuol Tide (AT
NGVD29 Blov. 8.8
(NAVDSS Blv. 5.8)

Approx. STHA per FEMA FIRM

\/ (See Note 46)
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THE PURPOSE OF THIS SHORELAND OEVELOPMENT PLAN IS TO
10w & PROPOSED ADOITON, T0 AY EXSTNG BULDING LOGATED IV
THE SHORELAND OVERLAY ZONE. ALSO. TO SHOW A

OEGK UNGER 500 50, FT GUTSEE OF THE 75 RESOURCE SETBAGK,

'BASE ZONE: RESDENTIAL - URBAN (R-U)
CUERAY ZONE: WATER BGDY/VETLAO PROTECTON AREA - 250°
SL-250)

MINNUM LOT Si7E: 20000 SQ. FT.
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it Sione mONTACE:
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MAXMUM DEVEGETATED COVERAGE: 20%

PRINGIPAL AND ACCESSORY STRUCTURES SETBACK: 100 FT. FROM

NORMAL HIGH WATER, UPLAND EDGE OF A COASTAL WETLAND.

ACCESSORY PATIO/DECK < 500 SO. FT. SETBACK: 75 FT. FROM
NORMAL HIGH WATER, UPLAND EDGE OF A COASTAL WETLANO

PLAN SHOWNG PROPERTIES OF ELMER R. PRUETT, RUTH C.
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RELOCKION oF WLLIALS AVENUE. TOWN OF KITERY, Touk_ couNTy,
AN, SIRVEYED B MOULTON ENGNEERNG GO m:, 1853 AND
RECORGED AT WE RO AS PLAK BOOK 30 PAGE S

MOES
1. OWNERS OF RECORS
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17,5602 Sa. F1.

3. BASIS OF BEARNG IS PER PLAN REFERENCE #1.
4. ZONE REQUREMENTS AND SETBACKS SHOWN HEREON ARE FOR
REQUIREMENTS WITH THE TOWN OF KITTERY PRIOR TO DESIGN OR
DEVELOPENT.

1OR BOUNDARY BASED ON PLAN REFERENCES #1 AND
(Rt
6. THE SPECIAL FLOOD HAZARD AREA (SFHA) BOUNDARY SHOWN

HEREON IS APPROXWATE PER FEMA FIRM 230171 0O0B D, DATED
7/3/1
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October 1, 2015

Chris DiMatteo

Town Planner

Town of Kittery

Town Hall, 200 Rogers Road
Kittery, ME 03904

Dear Mr. DiMatteo:

On December 10, 2014 and January 7, 2015, STARR, the mapping contractor for the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA), discussed the model-backed Zone A development and redelineation of inland
riverine flooding sources via webinars. The results of these analysis were provided on August 12 and 13,
2015 during 30-minute community specific Flood Risk Review meetings wherein a set of work maps was
provided to the community for review and comment. These work maps are the basis for the Preliminary Flood
Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) for your community. Revised FIRMs are expected to be delivered to your
community in late winter/early spring of 2016, with the goal of having an Appeal Period in summer 2016 and
issue Letters of Final Determination in January 2017, making the maps effective in July 2017.

We are sending your community 2 copies of a DVD that contain work maps so you can review them and
provide us your feedback within 60 days with regard to the flood risk information shown on the maps as well
as other information (i.e., road names, bridges, etc.) shown on the maps. FEMA values your input with
regard to these maps. Please contact me, Brian Caufield, STARR Project Manager, by e-mail at
CaufieldBA@cdmsmith.com or by phone at (617) 452-6658, if you have any questions regarding these work
maps. Sue Baker, the Maine State NFIP Coordinator, is also available to answer questions about the maps.

Sincerely,

B O G

Brian Caufield, P.E., CFM
Project Manager

STARR
Enclosures:
Work Maps DVD (2 copies)
ce: Jeffrey D. Thomson, Chairperson, Town Council, Town of Kittery (w/o enclosure)

Robert Marchi, Code Enforcement Officer, Town of Kittery (w/o enclosure)

Earldean Wells, Chairperson, Conservation Commission, Town of Kittery (w/o enclosure)
Ann Grinnell, Chairperson, Planning Board, Town of Kittery (w/o enclosure)

Brett Costa, Chairperson, Board of Appeals, Town of Kittery (w/o enclosure)

Norman Albert, Commissioner of Public Works, Town of Kittery (w/o enclosure)

Sgt. Gary P. Eaton, Director, Emergency Preparedness, Town of Kittery (w/o enclosure)
Nancy Colbert Puff, Town Manager, Town of Kittery (w/o enclosure)

Maryann Place, Town Clerk, Town of Kittery (w/o enclosure)

Kerry Bogdan, Senior Engineer, FEMA Region I (w/o enclosure)

Sue Baker, CFM, Conservation and Forestry, Floodplain Management Program (w/o enclosure)
Alex Sirotek, Regional Service Center, Region I (w/o enclosure)

75 State Street, Boston, MA 02109  Telephone: (617) 452-6000 Fax: (617) 345-3901






STATE OF MAINE

SUPERIOR COURT DISTRICT COURTE L Y
YERK » 88. Location
Docket No. AP-2015-26 Docket No. RY.-
RICHARD M. BALANO NOTICE AND BRIEFING SCHEDULE
V. 80B Appeal of Governmental Actions

[0 80C Appeal of Final Agency Actions

TOWN OF KITTERY, PLANNING BOARD g . . .
[J 76G Appeal of District Court Civil Action

An appeal has been filed. Pursuant to the Maine Rules of Civil Procedure, the briefing schedule
for the appeal in this Court is as follows:

80B Appeal of Governmental Actions
The plaintiff’s brief is due 40 days after SEPTEMBER 21, 2015 , which is the
date on which the complaint was filed in this Court. Unless otherwise required by stafute, it Is the
plaintiff’s responsibility to submit the record of the proceedings on or before the date that the
plaintiff’s brief is filed.
The defendant’s brief is due 30 days after service of the brief by the plaintff.
The plaintiff has 14 days after service of the brief by defendant to file a reply brief.

[0 80C Appeal of Final Agency Actions
The petitioner’s brief is due 40 days after , which is the date on
which the state agency record was filed in this Court.

The respondent’s brief is due 30 days after service of the brief by the petitioner.
The petitioner has 14 days after service of the brief by respondent to file a reply brief.

[0 76G Appeal of District Court Civil Action
The appellant’s brief is due 40 days after , which is the date on
which the District Court Record was filed in this Court.

The appellee’s brief is due 30 days after service of the brief by the appellant.
The appellant shall have 14 days after service of the brief by appellee to file a reply brief.

e s s o s o s ke s 3 sk ke ok Sk s s o sk ke 3k ke o sk o ok sk ok Sk i ok K Sk oF o o5 ok ok o s oK ok e sk ok sk sk sk o ok ok sk sk sk ok sk koK ok ok sk sk sk ok sk ok ok ok sk sk sk ok sk sk sk skokook ok
A timely motion under the Maine Rules of Civil Procedure may suspend running of these time
limits.

FAILURE OF PETITIONER/PLAINTIFF/APPELLANT TO COMPLY WITH THESE
REQUIREMENTS WILL RESULT IN DISMISSAL OF THIS APPEAL.

Failure of respondent/defendant/appellee to comply with these requirements may forfeit the right to
be heard at oral argument.

Unless the court otherwise directs, all appeals will be in order for oral argument 20 days after the
date on which the responding party’s brief is due or is filed, whichever is earlier. The parties may, by
agreement, waive hearing and submit the matter for decision on the record and the briefs. The clerk of
court will schedule oral argument for the first appropriate date after the appeal is in order for hearing.

Date: OCTOBER 5, 2015 %mm"”f ) cegpba_
‘ Clerk

CV-161, Rev. 09/97






2012-2015
PLANNING BOARD ACTION ITEMS

ITEM # DATE BY ITEM PRIORITY ACTION TAKEN COMPLETE
1 8/9/2012 16.10.9.2 REDEFINE FIELD CHANGES: Major/Minor (for May 2015 TC 2 Staff to draft language for review
workshop)
2 10/13/2012 TE _|DPW PROJECTS COME BEFORE PB; NEED UPDATED LIST 2 CDM to discuss with DPW, report to PB
CDM to propose / December 2014; re-draft
for 1/22/15 discussion; Re-send 12/18 pkt to
PB for HOMEWORK; Board discussed
3 2/14/2013 DD |DEFINE COMMERCIAL RECREATION (for May 2015 TC workshop) 2 reducing to priority 2; staff is reviewing all
permitted uses/definitions, creating table of
uses
WORKSHOP: Cluster Ordinance needs work
5 4/25/2013 USABLE OPEN SPACE 1 Workshop held May 28; follow-up discussion
RETAIN ROAD FRONTAGE (Buffers) 6/25. .
TRAFFIC STUDIES
6 4/26/2013 ROADS / SIDEWALKS TO NOWHERE (ROW plans)/Shared 1
Driveways/ROW Standards/Emergency access roads
Discussed December, 2014: staff drafted
Site dev pre-meeting; CMA construction inspection; Ref: 16.4.4.1.A (for language for review, reviewed 3/12/15. Public ’
¢ S22 it May 2015 TC workshop) 1 Hearing and recommendation to Council Fiending
3/26/15
8 10/24/2013 | Staff |HAT - Highest Annual Tide: no Elevation 6 (for May 2015 TC workshop) 1 January, 2015
16.7.8 Land Not Suitable for Development:
16.7.8 Soil Suitability Guide; discontinue: replace with Net Residential 10/23/14 PB Review/Recommend to Council 3
¢ 02412013 Acreage calculations Pons for 11/10/14 approval; 5/4/15 TC workshop; Fanding
recommendation needed 6/25/15
10 11/14/2013 Fines 3 CDM to discuss with TM
16.7.3.5.6 Structure replacement outside of shoreland zone (missing from Board recommended to Council on 5/28, will :
11 11/14/2013 Staff code) 1 be before TC this summer Pending
Review flood hazard ordinance; 16.5.3.4: (esp. No alteration of the natural
12 11/14/2013 contour of the land by grading or filling for any purpose is permitted in an 3 Coordinate w CMA; draft language, if needed
area subject to periodic flooding. )
13 Comp Plan Items CPC*
i CDM will provide existing bike path plan;
1212/2013 - Pedestrian / Bike paths / Bike Racks disc. 12/18; req. input from T. Emerson
1/22/15; input to CPC when appropriate
- CONTINUE WORKSHOP WITH KCPC, KOSC REGARDING 1 - 3 ACRE - May 15, 2013 Workshop; December 3, 2013
3/28/2013 RR; and future land use regulation; restrict # building permits issued per workshop, w Soil Suitability; PB input to
year CPC* when appropriate

*CPC = Comp Plan Committee

Revised at mtg. July 23, 2015




2012-2015
PLANNING BOARD ACTION ITEMS

ITEM # DATE BY ITEM PRIORITY ACTION TAKEN COMPLETE
PB review: 10/23/14; rev. language
. . ) 12/18/14; 1/22/15 discussion; Foreside only;
14 1/23/2014 Outdoor Seating/Use of Public Way; extend to other zones Done CDM to work w/ NCP/TC to add to Title 5 Done
permanently; ordained by TC 4/27
Approved Plan Expiration; Requests for Extension; Expiration of Wetland Reviewed 3/27/14; PB approval 6/26/14; to
15 2212014 Alteration Permit Done | council 11/10/14; Effective 2/28/15 Done
16 212712014 AG |List of Committees/Boards to monitor Done |CDM to place in 2/26 packets Done
17 2/27/2014 Flag Lots (16.8.-16.9) Done Pending
Septic pretreatment requirement as bonus (See also: VII1.3.i.ii 2015 Code ;
18 32014 Amendments: Briefing Book, #38) Bons Pending
19 3/27/2014 DD |Kittery Historic Resources; historic designation identification 3
5/8/2014 Staff |Sign ordinance changes: 2 Workshop: 7/14/14; Int| Sign Assoc. 10/23/14
Message boardsiinternal & external lights & timers 16.8.10.2.C approved by TC, effective 2/28/19  Done
20
Window/A-frame & portable signs/banners
Sign character/appearance/administration & enforcement
Staff review; PB to discuss/recommend
: ; amendment if needed; PB to analyze results
e Siaziz0n b | |Parkingxredte 1 of Foreside Forum/site walk scheduled for
10/22
1/22/2015 Shoreland Zone: 3
Invasive plants; shoreland invasive plant removal
22 Excavation
Structure replacement; time periods
Shoreland definition CDM to research Code for use of term;
Discussed 1/22; Board to discussed results
23 1/8/2015 Foreside Review Committee (16.3.2.15.F) PR of Foreside Forums 4/23; ideals fo hire out
design review until Foreside study is
complete
STAFF
24 _ 2/28/2013 _ _c_uo>._.m DESIGN STANDARDS FOR LED LIGHTING: _ Staff
*CPC = Comp Plan Committee Revised at mtg. July 23, 2015 2




2012-2015
PLANNING BOARD ACTION ITEMS

BUSINESS OVERLAY ZONES: WHERE AND WHAT CHANGES: Workshop; Sustain So ME; set up January
25 10/13/2012 16.3.2.20 Proposed Quality Improvement Overlay; form based code vs. Staff/CPC | 2014 workshop; Further discussion; PB input
individual ordinances to CPC when appropriate
e a . Revise per Council Action / Re-visit: January
26 A ,_o_.MM:w . Wov_ﬁnﬂﬂﬂa\wmﬂw Title 12 amendment; approved by PB 10/24/13; to Staff  |2015: 1/15: Shared notification w/ DPW &
MERESIISS Planning per CDM
Definition: Substantially complete re: development vs. building permits (for Staff draft definition differentiating from bidg
27 10/24/2013 May 2015 TC workshop) Staff  |permits as appropriate
- ) Staff prepare information and possible draft
8 8/27/2015 Wetland Protection: Review how man-made wetlands are and should be statr . |arismhsh et for Boaids raview sifuture
regulated. .
meeting.
COMPLETED ITEMS
Complete [LEGAL NOTICES IN PACKET OR EMAILED TO PB MEMBERS (email to PB @ same time sent to publication) Complete
4/25/2013 [UNBUNDLE ZONING AMENDMENTS Complete / Ongoing
Complete |BUILDING PERMIT LIST IN PACKETS Complete / Ongoing
3/25/2013 |Amendment: 16.8.24.2 F (LED lights); amended 12/14 (allowing LED lighting) Ordained: 3/25/2013; ordained 12/14
3/25/2013 DISCUSS PUBLIC NOTICES; ABUTTER'S LIST EARLY, INCLUDE M/L AND PHYSICAL ADDRESS; Sales CoBISHE
(assessor) close April 1; system update in Fall S
4/25/2013 |Amendment: Speciality Food & Beverage ordained 6/10/2013
1/24/2014 |Foreside workshop with Council
1/24/2014 |REVIEW REPORT TO COUNCIL (RTC) FORMAT 1/24/2013
4/25/2013 |PB Workshop Update: training; education; conflict of interest; attendance/voting; Mmmw_m% January 10, 2014; MMA workshop
4/25/2013 |Title 16.11 Marine Development Sigelined; 12772014
2/14/2013 |Outdoor Seating/use of public ROW extension period/Title 5 (Seasonal only; extend sunset date) To Council 6/9/14
Proposed Ordinance Changes on line Packets posted online
4/24/2013 |ABUTTER'S LIST TO PB EARLY ON, BEFORE PUBLIC HEARING (at sketch plan)
Waivers; January 2014
Post Building Permits on Web Site Provided in Board packets
11/14/2013 |ByLaw Changes Adopted 1/22/15

*CPC = Comp Plan Committee

Revised at mtg. July 23, 2015




2012-2015
PLANNING BOARD ACTION ITEMS

2/28/2015|Approved Plan Expiration; Requests for Extension; Expiration of Wetland Alteration Permit Effective 2/28/15

Complete |Outdoor Seating/Use of Public Way; extend to other zones Effective 5/28/15

N\ *CPC = Comp Plan Committee Revised at mtg. July 23, 2015



SEPT |BUILDING PERMIT
2015 REPORT
# of Building Permits Issued 47
Value of Building Permits $ 1,770,183.00
Permit Fees Collected S 23,005.28
Impact Fees Paid S 4,250.00
Wammanuamw Fees Collected S 19,765.28 ]
Commercial Fees Collected S 3,240.00
Date Permit | | Impact
Issued # Property Owner Address Map Lot |C/R |Work Description Value Fee Fee
T
9/1/2015|15-262 ﬁocnnmﬁ Shealagh Gray |14 Manson Ave 37(4 R New  |Install a 24'x34' garage $ 68,00000 | % 841.00 | -
Replace plumbing fixtures and
window in bathroom; install new
light fixtures and door framing in
9/1/2015/15-263 |Camie & Bob Wiles 2 Sterling Road 14]112  |R  |Renov |kitchen $ 15,00000 | $ 14500 |-
9/1/2015/15-264 OTJ‘ & Michelle Richard | 117 Martin Road 20109 R New |Install insulation $  2,176.00 | % 25.00 | -
Hﬂs Hibschman & Clare [188 Brave Boat Remove and replace roofing, install
9/1/2015(15-265 Wﬂmﬁ.m Harbor Road 69(14D R Renov |3 skylights $  3,80000 % 25.00 | -
Renovations to kitchen, 3 bathrooms,
| windows and doors; Remove and
Kevin Fickenscher & replace porch; install elevator in
9/1/2015|15-266 Syzanne Olbricht N 34 Goose Point Rd 34/02B |R  |Renov |garage $ 385,000.00 | $ 5,900.00 | $ 1,375.00
9/1/2015|15-267 |Tyrus Wivell 23 Woodlawn Ave 16(05 R Repair |Repair siding, replace window $ 350000(% 2500/-
9/2/2015/15-268 |John Maher 53 State Road 3[148 |C  |Renov |Revise seating per plans $ 10,000.00 | $ 14500 -
9/2/2015|15-269 |Island Marine Service 32 Route 236 29(44 C New  |Extend roof 40' per plans $  92,000.00 | $ 1,480.00 | -
9/2/2015]15-270 Rite Chute 22 Woodlawn Avenue 10|56 R New Construct 16' x 20' garage $ 902500 % 133.00] -
9/3/2015]15-271 |Bruce Pilant 9 Barters Creek 35(3-5 R |New |Construct 10'x 12" shed $  1,500.00 | $ 43.00 |-
ol ] : ] R
l.o\mch_m 15-272 |Shawn Turner 9-11 Rice Avenue 3128A R New Install 26 solar panels on roof $ 2097500 % 276.70 | -
_ Exterior renovations per plans
9/9/2015(15-273 |Laurence Solomon 174 State Road 14|58 C  |Renov |submitted and install chimney $ 80,000.00 | $ 1,300.00 | -
| Cover existing 10'x13'6" deck and
9/10/2015(15-274 Einmm Rettaliata 52 Crockett Neck Rd 26|41 R stairs with new decking and stairs $  6,00000|% 97.00 | -
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Date ﬁ.a..:-mq Impact
Issued # Property Owner Address Map Lot |C/R |Work |Description Value Fee Fee
9/22/2015|15-298 |Dennis Estes 5 Goodwin Road 53|17 R |New |Install 10KW standby generator $  1,20000|$% 3940 -
9/24/2015|15-299 |Betty Backman 8 Rice Avenue 3|33 R |Repl |Replace "inkind" 18'x 20" garage § 2500000 |8 32500 -
9/24/2015/15-300 |Oscar Boreth 181 State Road 2214 R Refit |Commercial refit for BBQ Barn $ - $ 100.00 | -
Commercial refit for Back Channel
9/24/2015/15-301 |Thomasine Piche 7 Shapleigh Road 9(143 G Refit  |Outboards, LLC. $ 1,00000 (% 115.00]-
Construct new single family
residence per Planning Board
9/29/2015(15-302 |Robert & Megan Ramos |73 Tower Road 58(42 R New |approval July 2015 $ 675,000.00 | $ 8,125.00 | § 2,875.00
9/29/2015|15-303 |Martha Soucy 46 Williams Avenue 10[36A R Repl Replace sunroom 9' x 21" $ 48,100.00 | % 481.00 | -
9/30/2015|15-304 |George Essex 34 Norton Road 56[25A |R Maint |Replace roof shingles $  9,800.00 | % 25.00 | -
9/30/2015(15-305 |Philip Doucette 68 Norton Road 56(21-2 R Maint |Replace siding & roof shingles $ 10,000.00 | $ 25.00 | -
Install boiler, gas piping, & propane
9/30/2015|15-306 |Bill Girad 162 Norton Road 68|48 R |New [tanks $ 800000 % 121.00]-
Commercial refit for Lost Coast
9/30/2015(15-307 |Greenbrook LL.C 230 U.S. Route 1 22|14 C Refit |retail $ - $  100.00 | -
Construct 16' x 16' sunroom with a
9/30/2015|15-308 |Stephen Luber 2 Mill Pond Road 23(13 R |New [16'x16'deck $ 3580000 |% 451.00 -
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TOWN OF KITTERY
Office of the Town Manager
200 Rogers Road, Kittery, ME 03904
Telephone: 207-475-1329 Fax: 207-439-6806

ncolbertpuff@kitteryme.org

Nancy Colbert Puff
Town Manager

Town Manager’s Report to the Town Council
October 14, 2015

1. York Water District Cell Tower Lease — I met with Councilor Dennett to discuss his concerns
with the proposed multi-year lease. T am pleased to report that the York Water District was able to
make many of his proposed changes, which are visible (strikeouts and underlined insertions) in the
document contained in your packet.

2. Sewer Extension Update — The directional drill under Route 1.95 has been successfully completed
and pressure tested. This element of the work was of critical importance to the success of the
project overall, and was carefully designed and implemented. I would like to thank Eric Taylor,
Chief Operator of the Wastewater Treatment Facility, for giving me a guided tour of the operation as
it unfolded.

3. Wood Island Project Update — In conjunction with the Wood Island Life Saving Station
Association, we have issued an RFQ to ascertain interest and prequalify contractors for a bid
document to be issued sometime over the winter.

4. Comprehensive Plan Update — The Comprehensive Plan Committee has selected a consulting
team to assist us in the production of a new plan. Community Circle, in conjunction with RKG
Associates, Martha Lyon Landscape Architect, and AECOM, were unanimously chosen, and we
expect to kick-off the project with them this month.

5. Roadway Paving Repaits — We are finalizing our agreement with Dayton Sand and Gravel and
expect them to begin paving work very shortly while weather permits. As soon as we have obtained
a project schedule from them, we will publicize the work to minimize inconvenience to the
community.

6. Memorial Circle and Wentworth/Walker Projects — We continue to work on both grant-assisted
projects. The draft Preliminary Design Report (PDR) for Memorial Circle will be presented before
the Planning Board on October 227, and is on schedule to be advertised for bid in May, 2016. We
are meeting with Maine Department of Transportation (MDOT) to begin discussion on project
design this week. 1 have received complaints about lines of sight when making turns from Jones
onto Walker Street, and will specifically consult with MDOT on recommendations for improvement
as part of this work.

7. Athletic Fields Master Plan — The plan is now complete, and the consultant, in tandem with the
Kittery Athletic Fields Improvement committee (the citizen group that funded 50% of the plan), will
make a brief presentation to Council at its October 26t meeting.

8. FEMA Reimbursement for the January 26-28% Storm — We have received notice that we will
receive reimbursement of approximately $97,000 for our storm-related response.








