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MINUTES

1. Call the meeting to order and Establishment of a Quorum
Chair Bill Schoppe called the meeting to order and a quorum was established at 5:00 pm.

Members Present: Chair Bill Schoppe, Vice-Chair Isabel Jackson, Jennifer West, and Anne Bertulli as an
alternate.

Members Absent: Gil Rivera, Wendy Huntington Evans, and Trevor Blackford
Others Present: CEO Dave Dyer, Bill Kelly, Terry Cowan, Julie Reidy, Bill Reidy, Mike Clayton.

Others Present via Zoom: Tom & Glenda Dexter, John Priestly.

2. Approval of Minutes of December 16, 2024, Regular Meeting.

Motion: To approve Minutes of December 16, 2024, as written, J. West, seconded by I. Jackson. No
discussion. Motion passed, 4 yes, 0 no, Unanimous.

3. OLD BUSINESS

A. Land Use Ordinance

1. None.

B. Development Review Ordinance

1. None.

4. NEW BUSINESS
A. Land Use Ordinance

1. Julie Reidy for Guest House, LLC, Map 13, Lot 7, Application LU 73-24, for construction of a new
“Boathouse” & deck, landscaping & bank stabilization, and relocation of the existing 13'x20’
Cottage.

e B. Schoppe stated the Planning Board received the nonconformity paperwork, with
some drawings outlining the nonconformity.

e B. Schoppe asked what is in that location currently. Julie Reidy answered that there’s a
small cottage, that’s what they call the boathouse. On the map, it’s in the center. Bill
Reidy stated that it’s the old, existing cottage.

e J. West noted the landscape plan shows where the cottage will be moved to.

e Bill Reidy explained that the cottage will be where the parking lot is now.
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J. West asked if there would be any new bedrooms in this building. Bill answered that

there will not be. 1t will be used for storage.

¢ John Priestly designed the plan. He stated that the landscape plan shows the 75
setback line. It also shows a line that corresponds to the existing building’s
nonconformity. It’s about 69’ from the water’s edge. The new boathouse will be
conforming with respect to the 75’ setback. However, the proposed deck is following
existing non-conformity, The volume within the nonconforming area is reduced
considerably compared to what's there. It's a 69.2% decrease in volume.

e ). West asked where the second bedroom will be in the new cottage., John Priestly
stated it will be on the second floor. There is a bathroom on the second floor as well.

e J. West asked if the dug wells on the site are securely capped. lulie Reidy stated they
are natural springs that have been capped. They feed the gardens. There is a new well
that is currently hooked up to the little boathouse.

e J]. West asked if the sauna is a new structure. Julie answered that it is new this year.

¢ D. Dyer confirmed that the septic design was done a year ago. |. Jackson asked if the
well is less than 100’ to the septic. Dave Dyer answered that the distance from the well
to the septic field is 75’. He granted variance when he approved the septic.

e 1. Jackson asked if it has a double casing. D. Dyer answered that a double casing is

needed if the distance is less than 50’. A variance of 75’ can be approved locally.

Motion: To table LU 73-24 for site review, I. Jackson, seconded by B, Schoppe. No Discussion.
Motion passed, 3 yes, 0 no, Unanimous.

B. Schoppe & A. Bertulli volunteered for the Site Review, scheduled for 1/14 at 10:00am.

5. OTHER BUSINESS

« & ¢ &

CEO Report: D. Dyer presented his report for December 2024.
People Wishing to Address the Planning Board: None.
Correspondence: letter from Terry Cowan.

Committee Reports: None.

Chair- Additional Business: None.

7. Adjournment of Meeting

Motion: To adjourn meeting at 5:21 pm by I. Jackson, seconded by B. Schoppe. No Discussion.
Motion passed, 3 yes, 0 no, Unanimous.

Respectively Submitted,

Carrie Reed



To The Islesboro Planning Board

At 12:00 noon on the 16th of December (2024... today), the APPLICANT HAD NOT
ET FILED A CORRECTED/AMENDED FINAL SUBDIVISION PLAN FOR THE TRIM
f7/4‘f (MINOR) SUBDIVISION. The Board as a matter of practice and poticy, requires
that all new filings be received by the CEO/ Planning Board Secretary at least one week
prior to the scheduled meeting... with exceptions of one business day being made for
filings due on a Monday holiday or in the event that the Town Office is closed. The
Applicants present filing is unacceptably late for tonight’s meeting.

The Applicant is proposing and his Plan demonstrates substantial changes to the
Sunset Acres Subdivision Plan without detailing the hows, whys, and wherefores of
these changes. They have re-numbered lots, changed boundaries, and changed
ownership; they have eliminated lot frontages, including their own for lots #5 and #6 in
the original Sunset Acres Subdivision. They have increased both the real and the
potential single lot/single home potentia[s"beyond what is possible under the original
eleven-lot .subdivision. They have changed and over-burdened the “roads”--- such as
they are” --- all without benefit of Public Notice for all holders of Sunset Acres property
rights and responsibilities; without Public Notice for all who own property abutting the
entire original subdivision; and without Planning Board review and concurrance.

They have not documented... right, title, and interest... ownership of the land under “The
Proposed (Sunset Acres) Road.” This land was originally owned by the developers, but
it then passed through several hands until the present. But the Applicant does not say
who owned the land when he assembled his three larger parcels into one. He does
hase his ctaim of ownership of the fifty-foot strip between Lot Seven and Lots Five and
Six {Sunset Acres) on the Jesse Rollerson Plan (January 19875 ‘which was not a
subdivision change as the signing statement says; it was a minor adjustment, a
correction which moved the Right of Way to its correct, travelled location without moving
the location of the proposed road. Interestingly, when, two months later, the Losee's
bought their Lots 5 and 6 in Sunset Acres, their deed descriptions referred to the Sunset
Acres plan and showed frontage on the same “Proposed Road” which the Rollerson
Plan attempted to eliminate without benefit of notice or hearing.

Finally, the present plan attempts to resolve the long standing dispute between the
former owners of Lot 4 and the purported owners of the proposed road and (especially)
the access to the shore. The pesky little triangle of land, ownership unclear, between
Losse’s Lot 5 and Blackthorn’s Lot 4 has disappeared... but not yet to the Town’s
records. And, also, the Applicant’s Plan to date seems to indicate that the owner of Lot
11, Sunset, has changed her 25 foot “exclusive use” right of way along the boundary
between Lot 7 and the Corby Lot without discussion and agreement with the owner of
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