7.2.26   meeting minutes
This meeting was held remotely.
Members present:   Chelsye Brooks, Virginia Clarke, Mark Fausel
Members absent:  Alison Anand ( one vacancy)
Others present:  Keith Oborne (Director of Planning and Zoning), Tom Astle (MMCTV),
                                    Trevor Brooks

1. Welcome
Clarke welcomed members and guests and opened the meeting at 7:05 pm. 

2. Review agenda and public comment on non-agenda items.
There were no changes to the agenda,  or non-agenda comments, so the meeting proceeded with the posted agenda.

3.  Review minutes of 6.17.26
As there were no corrections or additions to the minutes, they were accepted into the record as written.

4. Review work-in-progress stormwater documents
Following up on the discussion from the previous PC meeting, Clarke introduced a recently-submitted document from Chelsye and Trevor Brooks utilizing a “high risk” – “low risk” framework for assessing whether a project would need a professionally-designed (high risk) vs an applicant-designed (low risk) stormwater plan.  Chelsye Brooks explained the framework and screen-shared the matrix document.

Brooks  said she felt that using the site plan review for stormwater review was confusing for her, so the Brooks’s developed the risk matrix based on the point system used by the state for larger projects,  to determine whether a professional plan and DRB review would be required.  Factors such as slope, proximity to surface water, winter construction, soil type, proximity to neighbors and others features of the parcel  would determine whether a project was high risk or low risk.  The construction phase and the post-construction phase each have a  separate matrix, so an applicant might need a professional plan for one and not for the other.  Brooks suggested that most of the construction phase plans that did not otherwise require site plan review could be handled by the Zoning Administrator (ZAO) and thus could be applicant -designed.  

Moving on to the post-construction matrix, Brooks explained that more points for risk would be assigned the greater the amount of new impervious surface proposed,  the greater the percentage of lot coverage,  the more the runoff that would be directed towards a neighbor’s property, etc.  Risk-reduction, or mitigation,  factors that would reduce the point score,  were also explained.    For high risk projects, a professional stormwater plan would be required.  A discussion followed about what would be considered a “professional” plan, and what types of licensed professionals could design such a plan.  

Oborne offered that keeping the regulations simple is important, especially to an applicant.   Clarke suggested that the simplest approach would be to have just 2 regulations:   for construction, require erosion prevention and sediment control as per the Low Impact Handbook; and for post-construction, require the design and implementation of a stormwater management system that keeps the runoff on the project parcel or directs it to an appropriate  downstream drainage facility.  The PC agreed that we needed to review the actual documents more closely to visualize the suggested matrix and decide where the balance is between complexity/specificity and simplicity.  Brooks will send out the updated versions to be discussed at the next PC meeting.

5. Updates and other business
The PC agreed that the next meeting would  be in-person at the Town Center, with a remote option, with a possible invitation to the DRB to attend if desired.  The meeting was scheduled for 7/15/26.  A second topic of new business was whether to work on the issue of defining the word “trail,” as Oborne related that recent complaints have surfaced related to private/public trails.  The PC thought that the definitions of “outdoor recreation facility”  and “recreation path” also appear to need further clarification.  It was agreed that this could be worked on.  

6. Adjourn 
As there was no further discussion,  Fausel motioned to close the meeting,  and Brooks seconded.  With no objections, Clarke closed the meeting at 8:55 pm.  

Minutes submitted by Virginia Clarke

  


