TOWN OF WARREN
DEVELOPMENT REVIEW BOARD
MINUTES OF MEETING

WEDNESDAY JULY 20, 2005

Members present: Peter Monte, David Markolf, Eric Brattstrom, Virginia Roth and Lenord
Robinson.
Others Present: John Donaldson, Jim Trihy, Mark Bannon, Brian Shea, Don Swain, Dotty
: Kyle, Kenneth Friedman, Kathleen Friedman, Lenore Budd, Margo
: Wade, Miron Malboeuf and Ruth Robbins.
Agenda: e
1) Call meeting to Order 7:00 pm

_2)

3)

4)

g

6)

Amendment to permit 2004-01-CU Conditional Use — Mixed use of Roth Retail
Property, submitted by Virginia Roth, parcel ID 004001-501, 242 Main Street,
Commercial Dwelling.  Applicant is requesting removal of restaurant use. This
project requires review under Articles, 2. (Table 2.10 Warren Village Commercial) and
Article 5, Conditional Use, of the Warren Land Use & Development Regulations.

#2005-05-SD submitted by Land Plan Inc. & Lincoln Ridge LLC on behalf of Ward
Properties, approved 20-Lot subdivision of 170 +/- acres, continuation requested by
applicant to allow for legal opinion from the board’s Attorney Steven Stitzel regarding
reconsideration of the public access permission granted to the Catamount Trail
Association. '

Application #2005-02-PRD, 5-Lot PRD for Sketch Plan Review (6.2), submitted by

- James R. Trihy, seeking review of a Five Lot PRD at the Corner of Brook Road and

Behn Road, Parcel! iD.001003-102, 22 acres in the Rural Residential District. This
project requires review under Article 2, Table 2.2, Article 8, Subdivision Review, and
Article 7, Subdivision Standards Article 5, PRD Review, of the Warren Land Use &
Development Regulations

Application 2005-04-CU Conditional Use — Accessory Dweiling, submitted by Robin
Ashley, parcel ID 023005-400; 2505 Fuller Hill Road, 140 + acres, Dwelling, garage
and barns. Accessory Dwelling is located in the second story of Garage presently now
under construction. This project requires review under Articles, 4.1 Accessory
Dwellings and Article 5, Conditional Use, of the Warren Land Use & Development
Regulations. st B Y S :

OTHER BUSINESS
a. Review and approve Minutes from July 6, 2005

b. Review and sign Findings of fact & Notice of Decision for application #2005-06-
SD, Kenyon Boundary Line Adjustment.

1. Mr. Monte called the meeting to order at 7:07 pm.

2 (the Board took the agenda items out of order, calling item # 3 first, at which Mr.
Brattstrom did not participate as a DRB member).

#2005-05-SD submitted by Land Plan Inc. & Lincoln Ridge LL.C on behalf of Ward
Properties, approved 20-Lot subdivision of 170 +/- acres. :
Mr. Monte opened this hearing that was to reconsider the condition placed upon the applicant to
provide for a trail through the property for the Catamount Trail Association (CTA). The DRB had
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obtained an opinion from Town counsel in response to a legal opinion submitted by the applicant
that stated that the Board's action was not permitted under the Town Land Use Regulations and
was “unconstitutional”. The legal opinion submitted by Stitzel, Page & Fletcher essentially agreed
that the Board was not authorized to require the applicant to provide access to their property to
the CTA. PP

MOTION by Mr. Monte to amend the Board's approval and remove the condition that calls for the
applicant to extend the Catamount Trail over their property and to replace that with a request that
the applicant and the CTA work cooperatively together to extend the Catamount Trail over the
applicant’s property at such a location, if any, as the parties may mutually agree. SECOND by .
Mr. Markolf. VOTE: all in favor, the motion passed.

‘ i Yoros Y iy id ¢ t ] )
Mr. Monte then brought up the issue of the number of fire hydrants. The applicant submitted
plans calling for one (1) hydrant where the Warren Fire Department had requested three (3). Mr.
Monte said that it might have been an item that had inadvertently missed by the Board. Mr.
Markolf asked the applicant where they stood with getting their Act 250 approval. Mr. Donaldson
said that they were close. He went on to say that as far as the hydrants were concerned that the
Board had adopted some of the recommendations of the Fire Department, but not others. Mr.
Swain added that he felt the hearing was closed and that this was a settled issue. Mr. Monte
clarified that in signing the decision, which they anticipating doing, that the Board could consider
and debate any and all information that has been submitted. Mr. Malboeuf asked Mr. Markolf if
he knew if the Fire Dept. had submitted material to Act 250 regarding the hydrants. Mr. Markolf
replied that they had. Mr. Malboeuf went o to say that as a procedural matter that if Act 250
ended up agreeing with the Fire Dept. that the two permits would be out of sync, and that they
would have to come back before the DRB to amend their permit.

Mr. Monte then reviewed with:the.Board the draft of the final decision with the corrections
concerning the fire hydrant (only one (1)) and the deletion of their.original condition for the
Catamount Trail which will be replaced with the request voted upon earlier:in the evening. The
Board then took a few minutes to sign the decision. - AHUERErS TR R S i ROV

3. Amendment to permit #2004-01-CU Conditional Use — Mixed use of ﬁofh Retail
+ - Property, submitted by Virginia Roth, parcel ID 004001-501, 242 Main Street,
- Commercial Dwelling. Applicant is requesting removal of the restaurant use in the
- permit....... ey oty TR

In June of 2004, The Roth Family Partnership received a Conditional Use Permit that allowed for
mixed use of 242 Main Street for retail, office and restaurant use. This permit was appealed by a
neighbor specifically regarding the restaurant use. The Roth Family Partnership agreed to
withdraw their request for the restaurant use. It was also agreed that alf other aspects of the
permit would remain in full force and effect. Mrs. Roth appeared before the Board asking to have
the specific restaurant use removed from her.permit. (NOTE: Mrs. Roth was not acting as a
voling member of the Board for this hearing) - g

MOTION by Mr. Markolf to grant the appliéénf’é re'questvto déleté the r:estélirant use from the
permit issued June 9, 2004. SECOND by Mr. Brattstrom. VOTE: all in favor, the motion passed.

MOTION by Mr. Monte to let the record reflect that ail c;ther prévisions énd coﬁditidhs of permit
#2004-01-CU remain unchanged and in full effect. SECOND by Mr. Markolf. ‘VOTE: all in favor,
the motion passed. ; G poev e e g

MOTION by Mr. Monte to-adjourn the hearing on the Roth Family Partnership permit amendment.
SECOND by Mr. Brattstrom. VOTE: all in fayor, the motion passed. - . .~ - . v o

it
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4. Application #2005-02-PRD, 5-Lot PRD for Sketch Plan Review (6.2), submitted by James
R. Trihy, seeking review of a Five Lot PRD at the Corner of Brook Road and Behn Road,
Parcel 1D.001003-102, 22 acres in the Rural Residential District.

Mark Bannon of Bannon Engineering presented the particulars of the project for Mr. Trihy. He
started out by stating that though it was originally submitted as a PRD application, that after
conversation with Mr. Malboeuf have decided to change the application to a straight Subdivision
request with a slight property line adjustment. Mr. Bannon described the project, which is a
straightforward 5-lot subdivision, with no real issues —no problem with maintaining the required
setbacks, no significant habitat issues, some steep siopes, but can work around/with them. He
also stated that the old gravel pit would be used as the location for a common septic system for
lots # 1 and # 5, and that they would soften the edge of the pit. Mr. Bannon also told the Board
that they had spoken to the abutters and had not gotten any negative reactions to the proposed
project.

The Board members looked at the two roads into the project. One indicated a 15% grade for
about 50 feet. Mr. Monte asked Mr. Markolf how he thought the Fire Dept. might view that. Since
it was only for about 50 feet and was a straight shot, no turns, he didn’t think it would be a
problem. The second road followed an old logging road and would cut into some slope, one that
was created by the old gravel pit. Mr. Markoif also asked if there were any conservation areas
that they needed to be concerned about. Mr. Bannon pointed out a few areas that he
recommended remain undeveloped. As far as any potential recreation areas, Mr. Robinson
pointed out that access to the brook was best made from the road, as has been currently the
practice.

Mr. Markolf asked about the condition of Behn Road. Mr. Bannon said that as a town road it
looked good. He also added that during the time that some affordable housing had been
proposed for this site, the integrity of the bridge had been raised. At the time it had been checked
out and appeared to be in decent condition. Mr. Brattstrom said he thought he remembered that
the width of the bridge had been questioned. Mr. Bannon said that the previous proposal called
for more units, and that with this project of only five, it shouldn’t be an issue. The minutes from
September 17, 2003 were looked at and the only information regarding the bridge was a concern
from an adjacent property owner who questioned where the bridge could handie the increased
traffic. The minutes also noted that the Central Vermont Community Land Trust would research
the issue.

Mr. Malboeuf asked the Board if they wanted the applicant to meet with the Fire Department first
or schedule a site visit. Mr. Monte suggested that the applicant go to the Fire Dept. first. He
continued and asked if there was any reason why they couldn’t combine the next tow stages of
review into one meeting. Pending any unforeseen adversaries, he felt that the project was
certainly straightforward and didn’t contain any large issues. Mr. Monte suggested that Mr.
Bannon send an additional notice to all abutters when the next meeting had been scheduled.

Mrs. Roth asked Mr. Bannon if there was any 50-foot section of road that exceeded 12% grade.
He said yes, that there was that section he pointed out earlier. Mrs. Roth asked the Chairman
how the Board should deal with that when the subdivision standards call for a max of 12%. Mr.
Monte said that under Section 7.7 (L) that the Board could make exceptions under certain
conditions. Mr. Bannon stated that to keep within the 12% it would require a retaining structure.
Mr. Monte asked if the Board thought it was a situation of “unusual topographic conditions” that
would allow them to grant an exception.
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Mr. Markolf seemed to feel it was “ok”. Mr. Monte said he would defer to the Fire Department as
to their feeling. Mr. Markolf also informed the applicant that they would need to have a
Homeowners Road Maintenance Agreement for their final approval. He also asked how they
were going to deal with the bridge issue.  Mr. Malboeuf said he would check with the Town
Administrator to see if she had any information. Mr. Monte asked if they could tentatively
schedule the next hearing date. Mr. Malboeuf said that August 17"' could be a target date but
that he wanted to check the ca!endar £ Saky o e :
MOTION by Mr. Monte t6 adjourn this heanng until August 17"' at which time they would combine
the Preliminary Plan Review and Flnal Plan Approval SECOND by Mr Markolf VOTE: all i in
favor the motton passed :

5.’ Apphcatlon 2005-04-CU Condlttonal Use Accessory Dwetllng, submltted by Robm
; Ashlsy = . i

Mr. Bannon, on behalf of Robin Ashley, presented the applicant’s request to obtam Conditional
Use approval for the second floor of their newly built garage to be utilized as an Accessory :
Dwellmg Mr. Malboeuf said that it was a small apartment situated above the garage, 24x27 feet
in'size, and the 40% rule is not an issue as the main house is over 4,000 8q. ft. Mr. Markolf
asked about the total bedroom count and if the wastéwater system was adequate. Mr. Bannon
said that the system was originally designed to be able to accommodate thys additional living
space. (note: The bedroom count for the main dwelling is currently four as per the lister)
Conversation took place about how the space was to be used, family, staff, or as a rental space
Mr. Monte pointed out that there were two sets of standards, the Town’s and'the State Labor &
Industry Standards. As such, he wanted the applicant to be aware that State permits might be
required for an accessory dwelling and its use.

Mr. Monte asked if the setbacks were satisfied, and they were; Mr. Malboeuf stated that the
structure was not considered in the Meadowland; Mr. Monte also asked if the rule calling for no
more than 40% of the main dwelling be allowed for an accessory dweliing was met and it was;
and if there Was adequate parklng to whtch Mr, Malboeuf replled yes. .

MOTION by Mr. Monte Section 4.1, (B) Accessory Dwelling, is satisfied prowdlng that the permit
includes the language contained in Sectton 44, (B) (4) SECOND by Mr Markolf VOTE all in
favor the motton passed i :

MOTION by Mr. Monte that Section 5.3 (A) Conditional Use Review Standards, General
Standards, is satisfied by the addition of a 400- foot accessory dwelling on the property.
SECOND by Mr. Brattstrom VOTE all in favor, the motion passed

MOTION by Mr. Markolf that Section 5.3 (8) Conditional Use Review Standards, Specific
Standards is satisfied: SECOND by Mrs. Roth. VOTE allin favor the motlon passed

MOTION by Mr. Monte that the Board approves the applicant's request for a Conditional Use
Permit for an Accessory Dwetlmg SECOND by Mr. Markotf VOTE: all in favor the motion
passed et :



TOWN OF WARREN
DEVELOPMENT REVIEW BOARD
MINUTES OF MEETING ~ 7/20/05

6. Other Business

In “Other Business” the Board reviewed and signed the minutes from July 6, 2005, reviewed and
signed the Findings of Fact & Notice of Decision for application #2005-06-SD a Boundary Line
Adjustment for Kenyon, and reviewed and signed the mylar for the same.

The meeting was adjourned at 8:50 pm.

Respectfully submitted,

Ruth V. Robbins

DRB/PC Assistant

Peter Monte date
David Markolf date
Eric Brattstrom date
Virginia Roth date
Lenord Robinson date
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SUBDIVISION, PRD AND PUD 50! 00>
PERMIT APPLICATION s

Permit Applica{tion No.__

Application Re%uirements: The applicant shall submit to the Administrative Officer, at least 15 days prior
to a regularly scheduled Development Review Board meeting, a subdivision, PRD/PUD application and
associated fee. The application shall include, with the required fee, 1 original and 5 copies of a subdivisjon.
PRD/PUD appliation, and 1 original and $ copies of the proposed sketch plan that include the information
for sketch pla:g;plicaﬁons specified in Table 6,2. Copies of the proposed sketch plan shall be 11" X 17" or

smailer. Applicants are strongly urged to review the Town of Warren Land Use & Development Regulations
Articles 6, 7 and/or 8 before submitting an application.
{

1. Name of La‘\downer(s): J_a_nlgillihqt

Address: I_Lgt), Box 182 Stowe, VT 05672-0182. Telephone: 802-253-6815

2. Applicant(s)} if other than Landowner:

Address: __ | . Telephone:
3. Property L:%ations: Corner Brook Rd & Behn Rd
Zoning Distiiict: Rural Residential (RR)
4. Is the proposed development within the Meadowland District? Yes @
Is the proposed development within the Flood Hazard District? Yes @
5. Total acreage to be subdivided: 22 t/- 6. Total number of lots: 5

7. Attached eviflence of written notification to all adjacent property owners, together with a copy of the
documentation sent to adjoiners to explain the project (see Scction 9.8).

8. Attach a narmative describing the proposed subdivision (see Articles 6 & 7).
9. Attacha con‘plete sketch plan (see Table 6.2) of the project.,

10. To facilitate he subdivision, PRD/PUD approval process, the applicant should consult the Warren Fire
Departme re the initial meeting with the Development Review Board.

A/ PRSIt /w'_‘_.__..
Signature(%q!ﬂdowner(s) of Record /

Signature(s) of Applicant(s)

Fee Schedule
Minor Subdivision $100/lot

Major Subdivision $200/lot

Lot Line Adjusinjent $75 Date Application Received:
PRD/PUD Review $500

Hearing Notification Fee: $25 Fee Received: .....$700.00




