LIPB Minutes 2007-06-12 Attachment #6
&

The Spar
280 Island Avenue
Long Island, ME (04050
Phone 207-766-3310 Fax 207-766-0076

Town of Long Island
P.O. Box 263
Long Island, ME 04050

Attention: Selectmen

Gentlemen: 5/24/07

I am in receipt of Mr. Jim Thibault’s letter returning the information packet I
sent to him on 5/15/07. In view of the tenor of that letter | feel it is necessary
to review with you the events directly following the Town Meeting of
5/12/07 in which Article 51 was passed.

In addition, I am respectfully requesting that the selectmen, per the Town of
Long Island Chapter 14 Land Use Ordinance page 107 Article 13.3 Conduct
of Hearings A. (1)., request that the Board of Appeals hold a meeting on
June 2, 2007, as originally proposed by Mr. Thibault, to address the Spar’s
application for a Conditional Use Permit.

A Summary of events following the above mentioned meeting follows:

May 12 Immediately, following the meeting I met with Mr. Nagel and
asked about obtaining a Conditional Use Permit for the Spar.
He said the decision was up to the Board of Appeals and I
should talk to them about it.

May 14 I met with Mr. Thibault at his home to discuss the Conditional
Use Permit and timing of its review. He told me that he was not
present when Article 51 was passed and he would investigate
the Board of Appeals requirement(s) for a Conditional Use
Permit. He also stated that he could convene a meeting of the
board on June 2, 2007,



May 15

May 18

May 21

May 22

In order to expedite the Board of Appeals handling of this
matter I wrote a letter to the Chairman of the Board of Appeals
and sent it certified to the Town. I also sent a copy to Mr.
Thibault’s home with attachments to further expedite this
matter.

Met with Mr. Nagel to further discuss Conditional Use
requirements. He reiterated his May 12 discussion with me. He
made no mention of any discussions with any of the Board of
Appeals members.

Tried to flag Mr. Thibault, in the morning on the road, to find
out the status of the project. Mr. Thibault said he was too busy
to discuss this matter with me. Later in the day I flagged him
again. He then stated that 1 had not submitted the proper forms,
filing fees, and couldn’t meet the June 2nd meeting date. Had I
been informed immediately after our meeting of May 15 of the
requirements I would have responded immediately.

I got a call From Ms. Brenda Singo. She said there was a new
application form instituted on May I 2007 for the Conditional
Use Permit to the Board of Appeals. The new application
required (8) copies of any and all relevant documents to this
case. These must include a sketch plan showing lot size and
dimensions, size and locations of existing buildings, the
location and dimensions of proposed buildings or alterations
and any natural or topographic peculiarities of the lot in
question,

I stated that I had previously submitted these plans with several
other applications (Planning Board, Town CEOQ). She said that
those plans could not be used.

1 rushed to Portland to copy the necessary plans.

I returned to Town Hall with copies of the plans, a Conditional
Use transmittal letter, Application for Conditional Use Permit,
proof of of legal interest in the property, a check for the filing
fee, a Certificate of Elevation and the Maine DEP overboard
discharge permit.

Ms. Singo then stated that I needed eight copies of everything
previously mentioned except the check for the fee. Those copies
were made on the town copy machine.



1 then asked for and received a receipt for the Conditional Use
Permit transmittal letters with all copies attached. I also
received a receipt for $30.00 for the copy charge.

May 24 Received a letter from Mr. Thibault with copies to the
selectmen, Planning Board and CEOQ. I feel we have covered the
letter’s contents above with the exception of Mr. Thibault’s
statement “a formal request that I stop talking to any board
members about town business or issues outside of the proper
meeting facility.”

This issue has been brought up before when Mr, Singo gave me
a copy of the attached Right to Know common violations. The
violations are self-explanatory; they only apply when an
application is in existence.

In view of the above letter and circumstances surrounding the application for
Conditional Use it would be appropriate for Mr. Thibault to recuse himself
from the meeting to consider the Conditional Use Permit. In addition another
meinber of the Board of Appeals has (contrary to Article 51) stated at more
than one public meeting his disapproval of multi-family housing on Long
Island his unbiased consideration of the Conditional Use Permit is
questionable.

CC: Plannifig Board, CEQ, Mr. Jim Thibault



