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Town of Litchfield 
Planning Board Minutes 

Thursday, October 2, 2014 
 
Location:    Litchfield Sportsmen’s Club 
 
Attendance (Members): Daniel Craft (Chairman), Paul Hempstead (Vice Chairman), 

Michael Seaman, Lorimar “Skip” Trafton  
 
Attendance (Alternates): Judy Bishop (Primary Alternate), Jeffrey Flaherty (Secondary 

Alternate)  
 
Attendance (Nonmembers): Steve Ochmanski (Code Enforcement Officer), Deborah M. 

Campbell (Secretary) 
     (Attendance sheet attached.) 
 
Excused Absence:  Joseph Campbell (Judy Bishop acted in his place at this meeting.) 
 
Nonexcused Absence: None  
 
Item 1:  Call to Order 

The meeting was called to order by Chairman Daniel (Dan) Craft at 5:40 p.m. at the 
Litchfield Sportsmen’s Club. 
 
Dan noted that Judy Bishop is acting in Joe’s place due to his absence. 

 
Item 2:  Consideration of Minutes 
 
 2.1  September 4, 2014 Minutes 

A draft of the minutes was included in the current meeting’s email notice emailed to 
the board members. 
 
A hard copy of the minutes was distributed at the current meeting. 
 

  The following corrections were noted for the minutes: 
 

p. 6, paragraph 3, line 3: Change “…no other trucks than what are going into pit 
now.” to “…no other trucks than Doug Tourtelotte’s are going to be hauling out of 
the pit.” 

  
  MOTION: A Motion was made by Skip to accept the September 4, 2014 minutes as 

corrected. Paul seconded the Motion. 
 
  DISCUSSION:  None. VOTE:  5-0-0 

 
Item 3:  Agenda Additions/Adjustments 
  There were no agenda additions/adjustments. 
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Item 4:  Scheduled Business 
 
 4.1  Review of the Application for a Proposed Gravel Pit 
   Located:  107 Upper Pond RD, Litchfield, ME, 04350 
  Map R07, Lot 26 
  Owned by:  Mary L. Stevens Cray 
  Represented by: Doug Tourtelotte 
      Doug Tourtelotte Excavation  
      369 Millay RD, Bowdoinham, ME, 04008 
 

Dan indicated that three additional items have been received from the applicant.  
These items are: 

 A written request to the Planning Board that the permit—if granted—expire on 
December 15, 2017. 

 A copy of an email from Mark N. Stebbbins, Mining Coordinator, Department 
of Environmental Protection, Bureau of Land  Water Quality, stating a mining 
permit from the Department is not required, and discussing the need for a 
Stormwater Permit-by-Rule. 

 An updated Site Plan 
 
The Board used the review criteria in Section 4, “Review Criteria, A, “Review 
Criteria,” in the Land Use Ordinance to complete the application review. 
 
1. The application is complete and applicable review fee has been paid. 

 
MOTION: A Motion was made by Mike and seconded by Skip that the 

application is complete and the applicable review fee has been paid. 
 
DISCUSSION:  None VOTE:  5-0-0 
  

2. The proposed activity will not cause unreasonable soil erosion or a reduction in 
the land’s capacity to hold water so that a dangerous or unhealthy condition 
results. 
 
MOTION: A Motion was made by Mike and seconded by Dan that the applicant 

has met these requirements by the submission of the updated site 
plan and a Storm Water and Erosion Control Plan. 

 
DISCUSSION: Information contained in section 8, “Neighborhood and 

Environmental Standards,” K (Erosion Control), L (Storm Water 
Control), and M (Phosphorus Control) was used in the review.  
Mike also noted that the silt fence at the lower edge of the pit is 
shown on the updated site plan 

    VOTE:  5-0-03. 
 

3. The proposed activity will not have an adverse impact on wetlands. 
 
MOTION: A Motion was made by Mike and seconded by Skip that the applicant 

has met these requirements since no wetlands are indicated. 
 
DISCUSSION: None. VOTE:  5-0-0 
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4. The proposed activity will not have an adverse impact upon any waterbody. 
 
MOTION: A Motion was made by Dan and seconded by Skip that the proposed 

activity will not have an adverse impact upon any water body based 
on the plan submitted. 

  
 DISCUSSION:  None.   VOTE:  5-0-0 
 
5. The proposed activity will provide for adequate storm water management. 

 
MOTION: A Motion was made by Mike and seconded by Dan that the proposed 

activity will provide for adequate storm water management as 
indicated on the updated site plan. 

 
DISCUSSION: Members discussed how the new legend on the site plan aided in 

showing the difference between current work and future work.  
The added note about elevations was also noted.  Mike noted that 
the arrows direct to the retention pond, and that storm water goes 
to the retention pond where it is retained. VOTE:  5-0-0 

 
6. The proposed activity will provide for adequate sewage disposal. 

 
MOTION: A Motion was made by Mike and seconded by Skip that this criteria 

was met by a waiver. 
 
DISCUSSION: None. VOTE:  5-0-0 

 
7. The proposed activity will not adversely impact any floodplain areas and will 

conform to the applicable requirements of the Town of Litchfield Floodplain 
Management Ordinance. 
 
MOTION: A Motion was made by Dan and seconded by Skip that this criteria 

has been met based on the submitted FEMA Map (E5 in the 
application).   

 
DISCUSSION:  None. VOTE:  5-0-0 

 
8. The proposed activity will not result in air or water pollution. 

 
MOTION: A Motion was made by Mike and seconded by Paul that the applicant 

meets this criteria if he complies with the condition that he will put 
down calcium chloride as needed. 

 
DISCUSSION: Mike noted there is no air quality standard in section 8, “Neighbor-

hood and Environmental Standards.”  Dan noted that the applicant 
had previously agreed to provide calcium chloride as needed, and 
adding this as a condition was appropriate. VOTE:  5-0-0 
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9. The proposed activity has sufficient water available for the current and 
foreseeable needs of the development. 

 
MOTION: A Motion was made by Mike and seconded by Dan that the applicant 

has met this criterion since there is no water source needed and he 
has requested a waiver for this. 

 
DISCUSSION:  None. VOTE:  5-0-0 
 

10. The proposed activity will not, alone or in conjunction with existing activities, 
adversely affect the quality or quantity of groundwater. 

 
MOTION: A Motion was made by Mike and seconded by Dan that the applicant 

has met this criteria based on what is in the diagram submitted. 
 
DISCUSSION: Mike asked what the requirements are if he digs into the  

aquifer.  Steve responded that state law and mining law regulate 
that. VOTE:  5-0-0 

 
11. The proposed activity will dispose of all solid waste in conformance with all local, 

state and federal regulations. 
 

MOTION: A Motion was made by Dan and seconded by Skip that the applicant 
has met this criteria by fulfilling the requirement for a waiver. 

 
DISCUSSION:  None. VOTE:  5-0-0 
 

12. The proposed activity will not have a significant detrimental effect on adjacent 
land uses or other properties that might be affected by waste, noise, glare, 
fumes, smoke, dust, odors or their effects. 
 
MOTION: A Motion was made by Mike and seconded by Dan that the applicant 

has met this criteria based on the information submitted and managed 
by subsequent addition to the plan for dust mitigation via the addition 
of calcium chloride. 

 
DISCUSSION: Mike noted that the Board is limited on what it can do since the 

hours of operation fall within the ordinance guidelines.  Mike noted 
that Board cannot control vehicles.  Dan asked about mud?  Mike 
stressed that dust is an issue, not mud.  Doug explained that they 
put calcium chloride in the wheel tracks for a couple of hundred 
yards…maybe 100 feet.  Asphalt is designated by the “Y” on the 
plan.  Doug and Mary showed the Board the area on the plan.  
Mike added that a condition to put down calcium chloride to 
mitigate dust will be added.  That gives Steve a way to enforce the 
ordinance.  It was also noted that Doug would bring in a statement 
confirming the hours of operations.  Steve suggested that this 
could be added to the conditions. VOTE:  5-0-0 
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13. The proposed activity will not cause unreasonable highway or public road 
congestion or unsafe conditions with respect to the use of highways or roads 
existing or proposed. 
 
MOTION: A Motion was made by Paul and seconded by Skip that the applicant 

has met this criteria based on the average number of trips that he 
submitted, and these figures will fit the capabilities of the roads 
involved. 

 
DISCUSSION: Paul reviewed the previous meeting’s discussions, and added that 

the Board has no criteria to address this specifically. VOTE:  5-0-0 
 

14. The proposed activity to the maximum extent possible will not have an adverse 
effect on historic and archeological sites, significant wildlife habitat identified by 
the Department of Inland Fisheries and Wildlife, or rare and irreplaceable natural 
areas. 
 

MOTION: A Motion was made by Mike and seconded by Dan that the applicant has 
met this criteria based on the information (letter from Department of 
Inland Fisheries and Wildlife; and email from Maine Historic 
Preservation Commission) submitted in section M of the application 
pertaining to significant wildlife habitat. 

 
DISCUSSION:   VOTE:  5-0-0 
 
15. The proposed activity shall conform to all the applicable requirements of the 

Town’s other local Ordinances and all State and Federal regulations. 
 
MOTION: A Motion was made by Dan and seconded by Skip that the applicant 

has met this criteria based on a letter from the Department of 
Environmental Protection which indicates that a permit has been 
accepted.   

 
DISCUSSION:  None. VOTE:  5-0-0 
 

16. The proposed activity will not unreasonably increase a great pond’s phosphorus 
concentration if the development is within the watershed of a great pond. 
 

 MOTION: A Motion was made by Mike and seconded by Skip that the applicant 
has met this criteria based on the fact that the development is not 
within the watershed of a great pond. 

  
 DISCUSSION: It was agreed that the development was not in the Cobbossee 

Watershed, and that it drained into Dead River. VOTE:  5-0-0 
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17. The applicant has the financial and technical capacity to meet the provisions of 
this Ordinance. 
 
MOTION: A Motion was made by Mike and seconded by Dan that the applicant 

has met the requirement and has presented acceptable artifacts that 
they have the capacity to meet the condition of the ordinance. 

 
DISCUSSION: None. VOTE:  5-0-0 

 
18. The proposal conforms to all the applicable provisions of this Ordinance. 

 
DISCUSSION: Mike opened the discussion by asking if everyone on the Board 
had received his email about the proposed condition.  Everyone had received it.  
Mark Russell noted that this email and related response(s) must be in the record.  
(See attachment.)  Mike described the email by saying this relates to the 
interpretation of “hours of operation.”  Mike added that “hours of operation” is in 
the ordinance.  It was agreed that applicant wants to add three years to the date 
of the permit.  Paul noted that the board does not set the condition.  Doug can 
bring something to the Board, and the Board can agree.  Dan read the letter from 
Doug. 
 
Mark Russell asked if that precludes someone else from coming in later and 
operating in the pit.  Steve said no. 
 
Mark asked about provisions for reclamation.  Steve explained that makes four 
years.  Trucking goes on after closure. 
 
Mary recapped what she said at the last meeting about her plans to sell her 
property.  There would not be any Upper Pond Road access to the pit when that 
occurs. 
 
Steve indicated that Doug will be completing operations in the pit according to 
the letter.  At the end of three years, he will be done including reclamation. 
 
Question from the audience:  Will the hours of operation be 8 a.m.-4 p.m., 
Monday-Friday?  Doug responded that is what he submitted in the letter.   
 
MOTION: Dan moved and Mike seconded that the application submitted by 

Doug Tourtelotte and Mary Cray for the proposed gravel pit located at 
107 Upper Pond Road, Litchfield, Maine, Map R07, Lot 26 be 
approved with the following conditions: 
1.  Sufficient calcium chloride will be placed for dust control and air 
quality. 
2. Time of Operation will be:  Monday-Friday, 8 a.m.-4 p.m. 
3. The closing of the pit—including reclamation—will be three years 
after the date of when the permit is given. 

 
DISCUSSION: Question from the audience:  Will there be any blasting?  Doug 

said, “No.” VOTE:  5-0-0 
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Dan suggested this would be a good place to break, and excuse 
anyone who was not staying for the rest of the meeting.  He 
explained to Mary and Doug that the Finding of Facts will be done 
at the end of this meeting, and they did not need to stay.  Doug 
and Mary exited the meeting. 
 

 4.2  Public Hearing at 6:35 p.m. for a New Retail Building Application 
   Location: Corner of Lewiston Road and Hallowell Road 
     Litchfield, ME, 04350 
   Map U16, Lot 002 

Applicant:  Litchfield DMEP X LLC 
Represented by: Travis Letellier 

  Northeast Civil Solutions Inc. 
  153 US Rt. 1 
  Scarborough, ME, 04074 

 
At 6:50 p.m., Dan called the Public Hearing to order.  Dan asked Travis to present an 
overview of the project.  Dan explained rules to audience. 
 
Dan asked whether anyone on the board has a conflict of interest with this project.  
Mike explained his property ownership in the area.  His property is the forested side 
of Hallowell RD.  He offered to recuse himself if necessary.  Audience comments 
were in favor of him remaining in his position on the Board. 
 
Brian Kent asked if the audience can ask questions during the review.  Steve and 
Dan conferred, and responded that the audience can ask questions as long as they 
are recognized by the chairman. 
 
Dan asked the Board for their thoughts about Mike staying on the Board.  The 
consensus of the Board was that he remain.  Mike read from the ordinance, and 
noted that Jeff is available as a secondary alternate.  Dan asked the applicant if they 
had any problem with Mike remaining, and they did not. 
 
MOTION: Dan moved and Judy seconded that Mike remain on the Board for this 

review. 
 
DISCUSSION: None.  VOTE:  4-0-1 
  Mike abstained. 
 
The following individuals presented information about the project: 

 Travis, EIT, Project Engineer, Northeast Civil Solutions, 153 U.S. Route 1, 
Scarborough, Maine, 04074; and 

 Bob Gates, Vice President of Net Lease Development, GBT Realty 
Corporation, 9010 Overlook BLVD provided information for the project.  
Travis represents the Applicant’s Authorized Agent, Northeast Civil Solutions, 
Inc.  Bob represents the applicant, Litchfield DMEP X, LLC. 

 
Bob provided a 2-sided drawing of the project.  It showed entrances, landscaping, 
size, as well as the location of the old railroad bed.  He noted that the old railroad 
bed will not be touched.  He pointed out that development will be on the right-hand 
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side of the site which has a size of 5 ½ acres.  He added that they are developing 
only 2 acres.  This keeps the development close to Route 126. 
 
Rayna:  Where is the entrance?  Bob pointed it out on the drawing, and explained it 
will be approximately where the ATM entrance is now on Hallowell Road. 
 
Joan Thomas asked about the building style and if changes can be made to the 
building.  Bob showed both sides of the display, described the building as being a 
metal building, and painted in earth tones tan and brown with tile on its face. 
 
Dan explained there is nothing in the ordinance that allows architectural review to 
change the building. 
 
Sara Lacharite expressed concern about the closeness of the Route 126 and 
Hallowell Road intersection with the site entrance.  She was concerned about turning 
safety from Route 126 to Hallowell Road.  She noted that diagrams show 36 feet for 
3 lanes.  She believes it should be wider.  Bob explained that all plans have been 
sent to the Maine Department of Transportation, and the project meets their 
requirements. 
 
Stephen Custer asked about environmental buffers and what they were.  He also 
asked about phosphorus run off to wetlands and whether there is concern for the 
well. 
 
Dan explained that Bill McMonagle, Director of the Cobbossee Watershed has 
reviewed this, and sees no problem so far.  He will be at the next meeting. 
 
Audience Member asked Steve what the abutters are zoned for.  Steve responded it 
is a Village District, and the development is too.  Dan read the description for a 
Village District from the ordinance. 
 
Brian Kent asked to follow up on the access road.  He thinks the distance from the 
entrance to Route 126 is less than the 175 feet shown.  He is concerned about 
sufficient sight distance and impeded traffic flow.  He wanted to know if the 
information is accurate. 
 
Sara added her concern about large trucks having sufficient turning room.  Bob 
explained that the DOT allows certain widths.  The limit here is 36 feet or less.  A 75-
foot truck will be making deliveries.  He added there are 12,000 stores like this one in 
operation today. 
 
Vickie Russell asked what kind of study was done to indicate that Dollar General 
should come to Litchfield.  Bob explained that the retailer tells him where they want 
to go; Bob builds the facility, and leases it back to the retailer.  He has no access to 
the study, nor would the Board. 
 
Francine Rudolph asked about Dollar General’s history.  Bob responded that the 
organization began in 1934 by a man named Turner.  The majority of the stores were 
opened after 1960 by his son.  Bob’s company has worked with them for 5 years.  
There have been no closures due to lack of business.  It might close if rent goes up, 
or operations moved to another location. 
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There was a question about geographical placement of the stores.  Bob responded 
that there is a big push into the Northeast right now.  There are 487 stores being built 
throughout the United States; 250 are being built in the Northeast, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, and Massachusetts.  There is a big push to Maine as well, plans to 
expand to the west as well.  The majority (75%) of the stores are in rural locations.  
Six exist in Maine, and seven are proposed for Maine. 
 
Mark Chadbourne noted one being built in Greene. 
 
Someone noted there is one approved about nine miles from Litchfield. 
 
Mr. Chadbourn continued by noting there are two stores already in town, and that the 
Boardd should keep those existing stores in mind when the Board reviews this 
application. 
 
Cynthia Dewitt noted she was opposed to it.  She preferred a rural appearance, not a 
box design.  She was concerned about increased traffic. 
 
Betty Jo Wade asked how long the building would last.  Bob responded it has a 30-
year life expectancy. 
 
Norm St.Clair (a non-Litchfield resident who is the owner of The Country Store) 
reviewed his store’s history.  He noted that due to a fire, he had rebuilt his store to 
look like a country store.  He believes the new store will hurt his business.  He 
thanked the meeting attendees for their support. 
 
Rayna reviewed her work on the Comprehensive Plan Committee, and stressed that 
the most important characteristic to town residents based on a survey that was 
conducted was “Litchfield’s rural character.” 
 
An audience member asked about tax revenues and projected sales.  There was 
concern about whether the town could support such a store. 
 
Mark Russell asked if there is a valuation.  Bob responded the projection was $1.2 
million in sales; and the building costs $900,000.  Mark noted this adds $1 million to 
taxable property in the town. 
 
Carmen Douglas asked about jobs.  Bob responded there would be 10 -15 
employees (half full-time; half part-time).  Full-time employees will have benefits.  
Hiring would be done from the local area. 
 
Joan Thomas suggested that the Board needed to consider what the community 
wants.  She believed the town wants buildings that conform to the character of the 
town. 
 
Brian Kent asked about peak traffic times and rates.  Bob responded peak time is 4-6 
p.m. with about 23 cars per hours. 
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Vickie Russell asked about the application and review processes.  She wanted to 
know if the applicant meets the ordinance requirements can the Board deny the 
application.  Dan responded that the Board cannot deny it. 
 
Stephen Custer asked whether town residents can start a petition.  Steve explained 
that any ordinance change would have to be done at town meeting next June. 
 
Mike added that there is a citizens’ initiative process and the Select Board.  Mark 
Russell noted the Select Board has no authority over the Planning Board. 
 
An audience member asked whether a moratorium could be done to stop 
development in a Village District.  Dan asked Mark, and Mark said this is not a 
“grandfathered,” situation, and the application has already been submitted to the 
Planning Board. 
 
Sara Lacharite suggested making it difficult for the applicant to meet the criteria. 
 
Paul asked if the applicant follows the rules, does that mean that they can build.  Dan 
affirmed this. 
 
John Upham asked about the definition of a Village District.  Steve noted the Table of 
Uses in the description, as well as the fact that that commercial development over 
3,000 feet is allowed in the Village District. 
 
Stephen Custer asked about density, wetlands, and the cemetery.  Sara Lacharite 
suggested a more traditional design.  She also asked about runoff from the parking 
lot.  She noted she saw filter ponds and Sara Lacharite catch basins in the drawings.  
Dan asked Travis to explain how these work.  Travis reviewed the phosphorus 
treatment filter pond description. 
 
Rayna asked about the underground gas tank.  Travis noted that tank is across the 
street at The Country Store.  Rayna wanted to know what was the tank shown on the 
diagram on the new site?  Travis explained that tank is the store’s 1,000 gallon 
propane tank. 
 
Brian Kent repeated his concerns about sight distances and the necessity for all 
information to be correct.  He also asked if the Board has any control over the 
building’s appearance or adherence to rural character.  Dan confirmed that the Board 
does not other than an incentive to builder to respond to the audience’s comments. 
 
Brian Kent observed that it appeared that the ordinance has to change. 
 
Bob explained that budget needs for this project are already done.  His organization 
is ready to build.  He suggested the residents work with changing the ordinance. 
 
Bob went on to explain that the new building will be energy efficient, and have extra 
insulation, as well as an entrance vestibule to conserve heat. 
 
Cynthia DeWitt noted her concerns about the building’s appearance. 
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Ann Gosline noted that this project’s size is three times the size of what is in the 
ordinance.  Since this is the first project of this magnitude, she asked the Board to be 
sure to consider whether this is dense design or sprawl. 
 
Rachel Sukeforth noted that the snowmobile trail will be left alone, and she thanked 
the Board. 
 
An audience member asked about the time needed to complete the project.  Bob 
responded that once work has started, it will take 120 days to opening date. 
 
Rayna pointed out the ordinance purpose for the Land Use Ordinance on p. 4 of the 
ordinance—specifically, Section 1.C.2, “To meet the goals and conform to the 
policies of the Litchfield Comprehensive Plan.”  She added that this is an historic 
area which includes the old inn and the church which was built in 1810.  She would 
welcome it if it fit better. 
 
Betty Jo Wade asked about the hours of operation and parking lot lighting.  Bob 
explained the hours are 8 a.m.–9 p.m. Monday through Saturday; and 9 a.m.-9 p.m. 
on Sunday.  He described the lighting as lights that have shields to prevent light from 
bleeding off-site.  The light points downward.  The retailer requires this type of 
lighting. 
 
Vickie Russell asked if they are ready to start now.  Bob responded they are.  The 
plan would be to complete the project next spring.  He added that the Department of 
Environmental Protection will take the longest time. 
 
Brian Kent called attention to Section 8.O. Signage.  He asked whether there will be 
any exterior signs.  Bob responded that a separate company does the signs.  The 
current ATM is the sign location. 
 
Sara Lacharite asked about the reputation of Bob’s company for using local 
contractors in their projects.  Bob responded that contracts will be put out to bid 
locally.  If anyone can do the work, they can bid.  After it is open, there will be snow 
removal and landscaping for local contractors.  Employment is local from the top 
down. 
 
Mark Russell asked about the store’s product line.  Bob responded that brand name 
are used.  It is a variety store, like a big box.  Its main competitor is Family Dollar.  
Walmart wants to compete, but it needs a smaller store model.  Prices are lower than 
Walmart.  Dollar General tries to buy US-made products in.  The stores are modeled 
after a general store. 
   
Carmen Douglas described several she has seen when visiting in the southern 
United States.  She described them as a higher-end store. 
 
Carmen asked if this activity in the area by Dollar General meant that Family Dollar 
would be coming to the area as well.  Bob responded that Dollar General is trying to 
buy Family Dollar.  Family Dollar is not coming to Litchfield. 
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Joan Thomas asked about runoff from snow melt since Route 126 is higher than 
where the store will be built.  The response was that the current ditch will stay, and 
the project meets federal requirements. 
 
Rayna asked whether any additions would be added to the building in the future.  
Bob said none were planned. 
 
Brian Kent asked about curbing.  Bob described where curbs were on the drawing he 
had brought with him.  These were along the sidewalk along the sides of the store. 
 
Brian Kent asked about the overhead electrical service, and whether it can be buried.  
Bob responded that this is not an ordinance requirement. 
 
Brian Kent asked about the type of trees planned for the site.  He noted that in the 
summer they would serve as a screen; but he wondered about the winter if they were 
trees that lost all their leaves.  Bob responded that he could change the tree type to 
evergreens.  That is not a problem. 
 
Brian Kent reiterated his concerns about sight distances.  He did not believe the 
figure of a 425-foot sight distance.  Bob responded that the DOT had verified this, 
and he has the permit with him. 
 
Mark Chadbourne asked whether Central Maine Power needs to upgrade any 
electrical line.  Bob responded that no upgrades are needed. 
 
Rayna noted that she believed that the Route 126 and Hallowell Road intersection 
has the highest accident rate in town.  Bob noted the information in the application 
that was received from the state. 
 
Joan Thomas noted that the ordinance criteria may need review. 
 
Brian Kent asked about the progress on the new Gowell’s store.  Steve explained the 
application was approved last summer. 
 
Brian Kent asked about meeting the 2 percent grade requirement on the north side.  
Bob responded that they will meet all ordinances. 
 
Mark Chadbourne asked whether the Board considers what happens if the applicant 
pulls out in two years.  He asked if the Board can consider that.  Bob explained that 
the building is rented, and he has absolute confidence it will be here for 30 years. 
 
Rayna asked what happens if there is no rental.  Bob responded that they do no 
close stores. 
 
Brian Kent asked the Board that if it approves the application to please make it 
something the residents can live with. 
 
Dan closed the public hearing at 8:15 p.m. 
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 4.3  Review of the Application for a New Retail Building Application 
   Location: Corner of Lewiston Road and Hallowell Road 
     Litchfield, ME, 04350 
   Map U16, Lot 002 

  Applicant:  Litchfield DMEP X LLC 
  Represented by: Travis Letellier 

 Northeast Civil Solutions Inc. 
 153 US Rt. 1 
 Scarborough, ME, 04074 

 
Dan called the review to order at 8:25 p.m. 
 
Mark Russell asked Steve if the submissions requirements have been completed.  
Steve responded they were completed, but whether that gave the Board the ability to 
approve the application or not is up to the Board. 
 
The third party review of the Storm Water Report was discussed.  Runoff and what 
can be exported from the site was discussed.  Travis noted that under the state 
requirement .112 pounds can be exported.  Mike stressed that Litchfield requires that 
no more than .0 pound can be exported.  He added that a previous applicant met the 
requirement by changing the design of the retention pond.  Travis asked how do you 
get to “zero.”  Steve recalled that Glen Dube had issues.  Mike stressed that it can’t 
be exported.  What is created has to be treated.  Travis noted that the plan goes 
beyond that by treating some things that are already there.  Steve suggested that 
they look at the Subdivision Ordinance.  It states that phosphorus shall be controlled 
on site.  This is not in the Land Use Ordinance.  He added that Mr. McMonagle will 
be attending the next meeting. 
 
Dan suggested that the Board hold off on completing the review criteria until the next 
meeting on November 6, 2014.  He added that new information has been received 
by Travis.  It is the historical letter.  Travis will copy it, and submit it. 
 
Steve also noted that all items received to date have been available at the Town 
Office for review by the public. 
 
Mike added that because of the public hearing comments he would like to take more 
time to read thoroughly the application and go through the ordinance again with the 
review criteria.  He stressed that the Board owes the community the respect to be 
thorough, and to be sure that the Board reviews everything effectively.  
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The Finding of Facts for the gravel pit application continued at 8:45 p.m. 
 
The following is the Finding of Facts for the proposed gravel pit located at 107 Upper 
Pond Road, Litchfield, Maine, Map R07, Lot 26: 
 
Owner:  Mary Cray 
 
Applicant:  Doug Tourtelotte, Doug Tourtelotte Excavation, 369 Millay RD, 
Bowdoinham, ME, 04008 
 
Property Location:  107 Upper Pond Road, Map R07, Lot 26 
 
Zoning District:  Rural 
  
That the proposed gravel pit is in the Rural District is permitted, and the lot and size 
will be under five (5) acres. 
 
It meets all side set backs. 
 
There is evidence of deeds that they have right and title to the property. 
 
It will comply with neighborhood standards in the ordinance. 
 
The Planning Board finds it meets the requirements of the ordinance. 
 
Waivers: 
 No disposal system. 
 No well; no water needs. 
 No structures or land for public use. 
 No roads needed. 
 No solid waste disposal. 
 No fire protection features needed. 
 Storm water standards are met. 
 
Also stated the conditions of this permit: 
1.  Sufficient calcium chloride will be placed for dust control and air quality. 
2. Time of Operation will be:  Monday-Friday, 8 a.m.-4 p.m. 
3. The closing of the pit—including reclamation—will be three years after the date of 
when the permit is given. 
 
Erosion Control and Storm Water Control are outside the flood zone per the FEMA 
letter provided. 
 
It has met the water quality and air standard by condition of calcium chloride. 
 
They do not anticipate creating any hazardous waste. 
 
There will be no blasting. 
 
Noise:  Regarding the safety warning devices concern—they cannot be turned off. 
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Wildlife habitat are minimal and not applicable here based on what was submitted. 
 
  Legal documentation standard that they provided is adequate. 
 

It does not have any negative effect on archeological effects. 
 
No environmentally sensitive areas are on the property. 
 
MOTION:  A Motion was made by Mike and seconded by Paul that the Finding of 

Facts be accepted as stated. 
 
DISCUSSION:  None. VOTE:  5-0-0 
 

Item 5:  Unscheduled Business 
 

 5.1  
 

Item 6: Future Agenda Items 
 
 6.1 Next meeting date (tentative Thursday, November 6, 2014) 

The next meeting will be at the Town Office, at 5:30 p.m. on Thursday, November 6, 
2014. 

 
Item 7: Adjourn Meeting 
 

 MOTION: A Motion was made by Mike and seconded by Dan to adjourn the 
meeting. 

 
 DISCUSSION:     None. Vote: 5-0-0 
 
 The meeting was adjourned at 9:55 p.m. 


