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ITEM 1 - ROLL CALL 1 
 2 
Present: Dennis Lentz - Chairman, Melissa Horner, and Carmela Braun. 3 
 4 
Also Present: David Galbraith - Interim Planner; Jeff Brubaker - Planner, Ms. Metz - 5 
Land Use Administrative Assistant. 6 
 7 
Absent: Christine Bennett (excused), Bill Olsen (excused), and Mallory Strange – 8 
Alternate (excused). 9 
 10 
Voting members: Dennis Lentz, Melissa Horner, and Carmela Braun. 11 
 12 

ITEM 2 – PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 13 
 14 
ITEM 3 – MOMENT OF SILENCE 15 
 16 
ITEM 4 – 10-MINUTE PUBLIC INPUT SESSION 17 

 18 
Ms. Harmon asked if the PB had had a chance to act on the request for reconsideration on 19 
21 Foxbrush Drive. 20 
 21 
Mr. Lentz said that that will be on the agenda tonight. 22 
 23 

ITEM 5 – ELECTION OF OFFICERS 24 
 25 
Because some PB members could not attend due to the storm this was delayed until the 26 
August 18 meeting. 27 
 28 

ITEM 6 – REVIEW AND APPROVE MINUTES 29 
 30 
Ms. Braun moved, second by Ms. Horner, to approve the minutes of July 21, 2020, as 31 
amended. 32 

VOTE 33 
3-0 34 
Motion approved 35 

 36 
At this time, Jeffrey Brubaker entered the meeting and was welcomed as the new Eliot 37 
Town Planner. 38 
 39 

ITEM 7 – NOTICE OF DECISION  40 
 41 
A. 21 Foxbrush Drive (Map 50/Lot 19) PB20-08 42 
 43 
Mr. Lentz said that, before I go further, Ms. Harmon is with us. There was a memo dated 44 
July 27th and read it into the record: 45 
 46 
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“As an abutter to 21 Foxbrush Drive, I request reconsideration of the Eliot Planning 47 
Board’s decision on July 21, 2020 regarding 21 Foxbrush Drive for reasons contained in 48 
the attached email dated July 23rd. Signed, Terry Harmon, Trustee” 49 
 50 
Mr. Lentz said that that was received and stamped in on July 27th. Before I go any 51 
further, this vote of reconsideration is something new to us. What I did find out is that it 52 
takes a person who made the original motion, and that motion was to approve the 53 
application, and that was dome by Ms. Horner and seconded by Mr. Olsen. Mr. Olsen is 54 
unable to be here, tonight, because of the storm. He asked Mr. Galbraith if, procedurally, 55 
we go forward with the Notice of Decision. As to my understanding, this vote was to 56 
approve the application and this Notice of Decision we will proofread to make sure it is 57 
accurate. 58 
 59 
Mr. Galbraith said that that is correct. Ms. Horner made the motion to approve, Mr. Olsen 60 
seconded that motion, which means that either Ms. Horner or Mr. Olsen can ask, 61 
basically, for the item to be removed from the table and discussed and possibly 62 
reconsidered. Since Ms. Horner is the only one present, the motion would fall to Ms. 63 
Horner to reconsider or choose not to reconsider. If it’s chosen not to reconsider, we 64 
would go ahead with the Notice of Decision. He clarified that, as long as one of the 65 
parties to the motion makes a motion to reconsider, then anyone on the PB can second. 66 
 67 
Mr. Lentz said that he was reviewing the dates, today, and if this is not reconsidered and 68 
stays as it was decided, that there is an appeal period that started July 21. If we were to 69 
move this to the next meeting (August 18) for reconsideration, there is very little time for 70 
Ms. Harmon to go to the Board of Appeals. I don’t know if that should enter into what’s 71 
going on here, or not. He asked Ms. Horner if she wanted to reconsider her approval on 72 
21 Foxbrush Drive. 73 
 74 
Ms. Horner said that I do not. 75 
 76 
Mr. Lentz said that the reconsideration has been denied and we can go on with the Notice 77 
of Decision. 78 
 79 
Ms. Braun moved, second by Ms. Horner, that the Planning Board approve the 80 
Notice of Decision for PB20-08, as written. 81 

VOTE 82 
3-0 83 
Motion approved 84 

 85 
Mr. Lentz invited Ms. Harmon to speak. 86 
 87 
Ms. (Terrie) Harmon said that I didn’t get any notice of this proceeding from the Town 88 
and I didn’t get any notice from the abutters. It feels like not a good thing to go ahead 89 
without proper notice; that there may have been some other interested persons who didn’t 90 
get notice. I don’t know what happened but it’s a shame that the PB could go forward 91 
when there was no notice of the abutter. 92 
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 93 
Mr. Lentz explained that this was not a public hearing, which was at the last meeting on 94 
the 21st. That’s when the abutters were notified. This is on the agenda and posted on the 95 
agenda and online. 96 
 97 
Ms. Harmon said that my one comment is that 26 Foxbrush did not receive notice that 98 
back in May of the filing of the application. I had notice of today’s meeting but the 99 
problem was that 26 Foxbrush had no notice of the application when filed. That’s my 100 
point. 101 
 102 
Mr. Lentz explained that the Public Hearing would have been noticed 2 weeks ahead of 103 
the hearing; so, there should have been a notice put in the paper, and two other sites, as 104 
well as the PB agenda. 105 
 106 
Ms. Horner said that I don’t think we notice abutters when an application is filed. 107 
 108 
Mr. Lentz agreed that that has not been our practice. 109 
 110 
Ms. Harmon said that we got a certified mailing noticing of a project at 21 Foxbrush 111 
Drive in 2018 and did not get the same in 2020. 112 
 113 
Mr. Lentz said that in my 10+ years on the PB the only time a certified mailing goes out 114 
is for notice of a public hearing to all the abutters. 115 
 116 
Ms. Harmon added that I got a certified notice of the Site Walk for July 15th but the PB 117 
didn’t show up on the 15th. So, that’s the only notice I got. 118 
 119 
Mr. Lentz said no, we came a week later on the 21st. That was a communication error and 120 
I’ll take the blame for that. It doesn’t happen very often but it does happen. One paper 121 
said the 15th and one said the 21st and that’s when everybody showed up, unfortunately. 122 
I’m sorry about that. 123 
 124 
Mr. (Ryan) McCarthy clarified that the Site Walk we had on the 15th was attended by 125 
myself, the owner, and the Interim Town Planner. It was just that none of the PB 126 
members showed up for that one. 127 
 128 
Ms. (Alice) Lynch, Conservation Commission, said that we have not seen any DEP work-129 
up for this site. I’m assuming you have it but we haven’t seen it. 130 
 131 
Mr. McCarthy said that we filed a ME DEP NRPA Permit-by-rule for activities adjacent 132 
to a protected natural resource. We obtained that permit from the State and that is in the 133 
file. 134 
 135 
Ms. Lynch said that I’m assuming that will work its way to the Conservation 136 
Commission. 137 
 138 
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Mr. Lentz said no, not after-the-fact, it won’t. 139 
 140 
Ms. Horner explained that the PB makes approval quite often on applications because of 141 
the timeline of the permitting process but they are always conditional on obtaining that 142 
permit. 143 
 144 
Mr. Lentz invited Ms. Lynch to check with the Town office. What we try to do is 145 
anything that looks like it will need Conservation Commission review, we have been 146 
sending copies of the application to them. 147 
 148 
Ms. Lynch said that usually we see them prior to your vote and that’s why I was 149 
concerned. 150 
 151 
Ms. Horner clarified that that might be because it was less impactful on the shoreline by 152 
improving the site. 153 
 154 
 155 

ITEM 8 – PUBLIC HEARING 156 
 157 
Mr. Lentz explained the process for the public hearing. 158 
 159 
A. Surrey Lane (Map37/Lot22) PB20-04) 4-Lot Residential Subdivision 160 
 161 
Received: January 28, 2020 162 
1st Heard: May 12, 2020 163 
Public Hearing: August 4, 2020 164 
2nd Hearing: July 7, 2020 165 
3rd Hearing: August 4, 2020 166 
Site Walk: ___N/A____  167 
Approval: August 4, 2020 168 
 169 
Mr. (Mike) Cuomo (Manager/Owner of LAMS, LLC) was present for this application. 170 
 171 
7:32 PM Public Hearing opened. 172 
 173 
Mr. Cuomo said that the project is on Surrey Lane, just off of Beech Road. It’s a minor 174 
subdivision of 4 lots served by wells and septic. It’s in the Suburban District, each lot is 2 175 
acres with 150 feet of frontage. Surrey Lane is an existing 45-foot ROW with an 18-foot-176 
wide gravel surface cut that travels the surface and the ROW ends in a cul-de-sac, which 177 
is not built. A Road Maintenance Agreement was created in 2002 and recorded at the 178 
Registry of Deeds for Surrey Lane. The proposal is for two lots in the front of the parcel. 179 
There are two lots in the middle that are already developed and have houses on them. 180 
Then two lots in the back. Wetlands and vernal pools and test pits were done by Joseph 181 
Noel and that information is presented on the plan. No homeowner’s association is 182 
proposed. This is not a thru-road. No changes to driveways of existing homes are 183 
proposed. There is no wetland fill proposed now or in the future. This is a private road 184 
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and not a Town road and no location is proposed to the location of the Surrey Lane 185 
traveled way – the 18-foot-wide portion of Surrey Lane on which one drives. That 186 
traveled way was constructed slightly outside the ROW so I’m proposing to shift the 45-187 
foot wide ROW, not the gravel road itself, to make sure that gravel road is within the 188 
ROW. This subdivision also includes a lot line adjustment with the Lockharts for 1/10th 189 
of an acre and that’s pending the approval of their mortgage company. At the end of 190 
Surrey Lane, I propose to build a hammerhead where the cul-de-sac was not built. There 191 
is a bulb at the end of the ROW for that. There would be two new driveways off the 192 
hammerhead serving Lots #3 and #4. In response to the Conservation Commission 193 
comments, footnotes have been added to the plan – Wetland Notes: Note #4 says that no 194 
wetland fill is allowed and this restriction is to be written into the deeds for the new lots; 195 
General Notes: Note #12 states that Surrey Lane is a private road and will not be 196 
maintained by the Town and has to be in the deeds, as well. As requested by the PB, I 197 
also provided copies of all the wetland reports and the Road Maintenance Agreement. I 198 
received a letter from Mr. Estes, who lives at one of the houses currently off of Surrey 199 
Lane, and addressed some of his concerns. Mr. Estes would like a drainage easement on 200 
Lot #3, which I am going to grant him, and we will add a note to the plan indicating that 201 
this perpetual easement shall be written into the future deed for Lot #3, allowing for 202 
access, construction, maintenance, and repair of such drainage easement. Mr. Estes was 203 
also pushing for improvements to the existing Surrey Lane, which I had not previously 204 
proposed. In response, I am proposing adding 3” of reclaimed, compacted asphalt as top 205 
dressing to the existing road base. Mr. Estes had requested the road be crowned and I 206 
believe this would be more useful than crowning the road, although, if the PB feels 207 
strongly about it, I would crown the road instead of adding the 3” of reclaimed pavement. 208 
Crowning is that the center is higher than the sides so that the rain water sheds off but the 209 
problem with crowning, from my understanding, is that when a gravel road is plowed, the 210 
crown tends to disappear within a year or two. Mr. Estes was also concerned about the 211 
road maintenance, keeping in mind I didn’t write it. It has been in place since 2002. The 212 
road maintenance agreement (RMO) was written anticipating future lots would be sold. 213 
He read a couple of sentences from it: 214 
 215 

 216 
Mr. Cuomo said that Declarants are the ones who signed the RMO, originally, and the 217 
owners are the ones who buy lots or receive lots as gifts in the future. So, this section of 218 
the RMO acknowledges that lots will be sold in the future. 219 
 220 
“Commencing immediately and automatically upon the commencement of improvements 221 
to any Lot, and Owner of such improved Lot shall pay an equal portion of the total cost 222 
and expense of plowing, maintaining and repairing the Road” 223 
 224 
Mr. Cuomo said that immediately upon improvements to the lot, the owner of that lot 225 
shall pay an equal portion of total costs for maintenance and plowing for Surrey Lane. 226 
The RMO does not allow any lot owner to spend money on something, other than 227 
maintenance, and force other lot owners to pay for that. Also, in the RMO: “the Road 228 
shall not be improved (i.e., paved or widened) without prior written consent of all 229 
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parties.” The RMO clearly divides costs equally among the improved lots. The RMO 230 
runs with the land and is binding on current and future owners and owners may not opt 231 
out. By living on Surrey Lane, they are bound by this agreement: 232 

 233 
 234 
Mr. Cuomo said that deeds written in the future will have to refer back to this document 235 
to make it clear to buyers that they are bound by this document. I’m sorry to belabor that 236 
point but this was a concern of the abutters and I wanted to make some of those points 237 
clear. Additionally, there is no homeowner’s agreement proposed. Nothing on the plan 238 
refers to a homeowner’s agreement, I’m not proposing one, there is none. Regarding one 239 
of Mr. Estes’ final points and also brought up by Ms. Roy, I do not believe that buffers 240 
apply to residential uses in residential zones and I am not planning on planting any 241 
buffers. This was a request made that I am not agreeing to. The lots will be landscaped 242 
when they are developed. Thank you for your time and attention. 243 
 244 
Mr. Lentz wanted to comment on that letter as he had spent some time highlighting what 245 
he thought was important; that most of it Mr. Cuomo has covered. I think the road is a 246 
huge issue with folks there; this drain pipe he drains his perimeter drain with is another 247 
one. He is definitely concerned about the crown on the road; the fact that when the lots 248 
are put in, the lots will be drained onto the road. The homeowner’s association; I don’t 249 
know how the PB gets involved in that. He is definitely concerned because you will have 250 
4 of the 6 lots, which will give you voting privileges on something, although I am not 251 
exactly sure what he was talking about there, possibly things that need to be done to the 252 
road. There was no date on when it was sent or received. 253 
 254 
Ms. Metz said that it was received yesterday evening. Mr. Estes sent that email and it 255 
came in about 3 or 3:30 PM. 256 
 257 
Mr. Lentz said that it seems that Mr. Cuomo is willing to work with these folks. Have 258 
there been any meetings with these folks. 259 
 260 
Mr. Cuomo said that I have spoken with the Estes. Some of these concerns came up 261 
previously but not in this manner and not to this amount, not to this extent. 262 
 263 
Mr. Lentz said that I wish they all would come to the public hearing so we could all hear 264 
the same thing. Unfortunately, it doesn’t work that way. It should. He invited Ms. 265 
Muzeroll-Roy to speak. 266 
 267 
Ms. Muzeroll-Roy said that Mr. Cuomo has been great. He has spoken with us on several 268 
occasions. I just got Mr. Estes’ letter yesterday and we’ve been on the same page with 269 
some of those. I’m unhappy that Mr. Roy isn’t here because he is very well aware of 270 
everything that’s going on. I can’t really speak on behalf of them but, moving forward, 271 
the biggest concern we’ve had is the amount of trucks and things that will be going 272 
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forward and ruining the pavements and things that are already there. Mt husband and Mr. 273 
Estes are currently maintaining that road; that we are putting money into that road, 274 
currently, while those trucks are going in and out with logging and all of those things; so, 275 
that was the biggest thing with the road maintenance moving forward. As long as there 276 
wasn’t a HOA, which we all spoke to, we were fine with what was going on. I know that 277 
there were drainage questions, which Mr. Cuomo has just addressed, and I can’t speak on 278 
behalf of Mr. Estes, and my husband would have so much more to say about that and I 279 
can’t speak on his behalf, either. 280 
 281 
Mr. Cuomo said that I am also disappointed that Mr. Roy isn’t here because I was 282 
looking for some input from him on whether he thought it would be better to crown the 283 
road or just add more material to the road. 284 
 285 
Ms. Muzeroll-Roy said that I know you want to move forward and that things have been 286 
held up because of COVID-19 but will he be able to have any sort of conversation in 287 
regards to that, even if we put it in a letter form tomorrow. Not the full project, by any 288 
means, but he might want to have some say on that knowing the roads so well. 289 
 290 
Mr. Lentz asked Mr. Cuomo if he would look forward to that. 291 
 292 
Mr. Cuomo said yes. From my perspective, I’m willing to do either. It was just from my 293 
perspective that they were both about equal; so, if Mr. Roy, who knows a whole lot more 294 
about roads than I do, says that A is better than B, let’s do A. 295 
 296 
Ms. Muzeroll-Roy said that I think, that if everyone is on the same page about how that 297 
road is going to eventually develop, that that would be a much smoother transition. He 298 
did build that road with his dad and he knows what the drainage issues are, he knows 299 
where the wet stuff is. I think he would agree to that, if that was the case. 300 
 301 
Mr. Lentz said that it seems to me that continued conversation between Mr. Cuomo and 302 
the landowners would be a welcome and good thing to do. He seems willing to help no 303 
matter what we ask him to do. 304 
 305 
Mr. Cuomo said that I wouldn’t go that far but, yes. 306 
 307 
Mr. Lentz said that we’re not done with the list, yet. 308 
 309 
Mr. Cuomo said I know. That’s why I don’t want to overcommit myself. 310 
 311 
Ms. Muzeroll-Roy apologized for being new to this process but had more questions. 312 
Have waivers already gone through with this project. 313 
 314 
Mr. Lentz said yes. 315 
 316 
Ms. Muzeroll-Roy asked how many waivers are allowed in a project moving forward. 317 
 318 
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Mr. Galbraith said that it usually depends on the project size. The primary waiver I recall 319 
discussing in more detail was the separation between Surrey Lane and Hanscom Road. 320 
As they are both existing roads, the PB did agree to allow it to remain as-is. Some of 321 
things that are on the checklist may not always apply to every single type of 322 
development, depending on size and scope and where it’s located. It varies. People can 323 
ask for whatever waivers they want and it’s up to the PB to determine which ones are 324 
granted. 325 
 326 
Ms. Muzeroll-Roy said that my question would be if waivers had been granted prior to a 327 
public hearing. My biggest issue is the clear-cutting that was done and the wetlands that 328 
were ruined in our front lawn. All of those things that we are never going to be able to get 329 
back. We’re not going to be able to put the tree frogs back. I don’t mean to sound a little 330 
emotional about that but we go through with soils tests ahead of getting waivers and, 331 
now, all of those things are ruined. I know Mr. Cuomo has no interest in putting trees 332 
back. That, of course, is always going to be my big thing, replanting those trees we have 333 
lost for abutting. I do believe that trees were cut way too close to our property and the 334 
other property. My biggest thing eight now is the wetlands that were ruined in that front 335 
lot closest to Beech Road and our property. So, I know we had a soils test and all of those 336 
things but it was done kind of after-the-fact. So, we’re not able to put tree frogs back in, 337 
and salamanders, and all of those things. I guess I have a real issue with, or concern, with 338 
how the process is done with the PB. Does that make sense. 339 
 340 
Mr. Lentz said that you are. 341 
 342 
Ms. Muzeroll-Roy said that I’m sure that COVID has slowed down a lot of things, and 343 
everything has been pushed back, but you have a purchaser who buys land, they go in and 344 
they clear-cut, and then go in and ask for waivers. What’s the point of me being in this 345 
public hearing, now, when the waivers have already gone through. The land is 346 
demolished and everything’s gone. 347 
 348 
Mr. Lentz said that the PB did not get involved in this project until there was an 349 
application for a subdivision. Cutting trees are not our thing; that if that was granted, that 350 
was granted through the CEO, I would imagine. Until we get an application that tells us 351 
‘this’ is the plan and, then, until it’s researched, we don’t see it for weeks. 352 
 353 
Ms. Muzeroll-Roy said, regarding the trees closest to my property, the trees are removed, 354 
the wetlands are whatever, and then the application things happen or has it already been 355 
done prior to that. 356 
 357 
Mr. Lentz said that all I know in this case is that it was lumbered off before the 358 
application. I drove by because someone had complained about what had happened but 359 
there was no application with the PB at that point. 360 
 361 
Ms. Muzeroll-Roy asked if that is what usually happens. 362 
 363 
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Mr. Lentz said that I think it’s the norm. People own a lot and they can go in and put a 364 
home up and a barn and whatever they want. 365 
 366 
Ms. Muzeroll-Roy said that, moving forward, my biggest concern is that we had a 367 
beautiful property. I knew it was going to be sold eventually. Mr. Cuomo knew I didn’t 368 
want the trees taken down. He knows I want fence put back up, all the tree frogs, all of 369 
those things put back into place and it’s never going to happen. I was just concerned 370 
about the process and how those things actually happened, how waivers happen without a 371 
public hearing beforehand, all of these things moving forward. This is my first time being 372 
able to speak without a letter but he’s already moving forward looking to sell the land to 373 
house developers. 374 
 375 
Mr. Lentz said that I understand. I think one of the first conversations we had, as a PB 376 
with Mr. Cuomo, we talked about the trees and his logic, as I recall, was that if people are 377 
going to build houses, they will have to cut the trees down to put a house on that lot. 378 
 379 
Ms. Muzeroll-Roy said that I understand that but them cutting every single pine is a lot. 380 
And yes, it was shocking. I was getting calls daily. We’d already had property taken 381 
down by the junkyard so, now, to have all of this and to clearly see Beech Road and 382 
Hanscom Road and the light at the end of Hansom Road was absolutely shocking. I get 383 
you have to clear trees to put in houses and I get that they’re going to be beautiful houses 384 
but the amount of trees was shocking. 385 
 386 
Mr. Lentz said yes, I can understand. 387 
 388 
Ms. Muzeroll-Roy said that we can’t re-grow land; that’s obviously the case but I 389 
definitely wanted to make my point. We lost our wetland, lost some of those nature 390 
things, lost the trees. I know he doesn’t want to put a fence in but I wanted to make it 391 
clear that those are the things I would have wanted. 392 
 393 
Mr. Lentz asked Mr. Cuomo if he would like to comment on that. 394 
 395 
Mr. Cuomo said that Ms. Muzeroll-Roy was very clear, as she has been from the start 396 
when I spoke to her about her issue and I appreciate that. Trees were cut prior to PB 397 
application. Individual lots in a residential zone don’t have tree-cutting restrictions on 398 
them unless the owner or PB puts them there. If a future owner of one of those lots 399 
wishes to cut every single tree from property to property line, that actually is in 400 
compliance with the rules. You aren’t going to like anything I have to say, Ms. Muzeroll-401 
Roy, but that’s the way it is. 402 
 403 
Ms. Muzeroll-Roy said that I know but we can agree to disagree, and we’ve already said 404 
that, so that’s great. 405 
 406 
Ms. Cuomo said I know and I appreciate that. I also have to disagree about the wetlands 407 
being ruined. No fill was placed in the wetlands. There were some skidders that went 408 
through the wetlands in some locations but the wetlands were not ruined. They are still 409 



Town of Eliot  August 4, 2020 
DRAFT REGULAR PLANNING BOARD MEETING MINUTES (Remote) 7:00 PM 
 

10 
 

there. There has been no fill placed in the wetlands as part of this project, as proposed. 410 
Regarding the waivers, I think from the PB’s perspective, if I may, if we get to the public 411 
hearing and they’ve already discussed waivers, you see what they feel is an application 412 
that is complete and ready for the public to see. They’ve had their chance; they’ve had 413 
their whack at it and this is what they go forward with. That doesn’t mean that the plan 414 
can’t be changed, as appropriate, at a public hearing. I’m sure that the PB will change as 415 
a result of this public hearing. 416 
 417 
Mr. Lentz said that I think, Ms. Muzeroll-Roy, that I can answer one of your questions. 418 
There were 5 waivers requested. They are on the plan that was received May 22, 2020. 419 
 420 
Ms. Muzeroll-Roy asked if there was a limit on how many waivers are allowed before it 421 
goes to the Board of Appeals (BOA). 422 
 423 
Mr. Lentz said no, not that I’m aware of. One was for a drainage plan, one was for a 424 
high-intensity soils survey, one was for 200-foot offset centerline from existing streets, 425 
construction standards for streets (not being built to Town standards), and a reduction in 426 
street frontage for a lot on the cul-de-sac. Mr. Cuomo spoke about that earlier. That was 427 
approved by the Fire Chief for putting in some type of a hammerhead instead of a cul-de-428 
sac. Again, those are listed on the plan and filed at the Town Office. 429 
 430 
Mr. Cuomo said that the most recent plan is July 20, 2020. 431 
 432 
Mr. Lentz asked if she had anything else. 433 
 434 
Ms. Muzeroll-Roy said no. I guess I just wanted to have my voice heard in regard to the 435 
conservation of things, the wetland, even though Mr. Cuomo said that it isn’t a wetland. 436 
There was a lot of mature in that area and, of course, I’m going to be bothered by that; 437 
that was my biggest thing. The road maintenance agreement, which I can’t really talk too 438 
much about. The HOA, which he’s already mentioned and that’s probably not something 439 
the PB has anything to do with to begin with. I’m not having my trees put back up or a 440 
fence but I definitely just wanted to have my voice heard. 441 
 442 
Mr. Lentz said that we also had Ms. Moore from the Conservation Commission involved 443 
in this and one of the things she asked for was to note on the plan regarding vernal pools. 444 
The Conservation Commission was concerned that, once homeowners started buying the 445 
lots, they would fill those in. I think that Mr. Cuomo agreed that he was going to put that 446 
on the plan that they would not be allowed to touch those. As we talk, and if we talk, 447 
there is more give-and-take here and I think things become a little clearer. And I’m very 448 
glad you spoke up. 449 
 450 
8:02 PM Public Hearing closed. 451 
 452 
Ms. Braun asked Mr. Cuomo to explain why he was unwilling to re-plant some of those 453 
trees that he cut down. 454 
 455 
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Mr. Cuomo said fair enough. The lots are for single-family residences. The lots that are 456 
existing there are also single-family residences. This is a residential zone. I don’t feel the 457 
need to buffer one house from another. For buffers between uses that are dissimilar or 458 
conflicting, if I was proposing an industrial park, buffers would be absolutely appropriate 459 
because there are residential uses nearby. These are single-family homes. The abutters are 460 
single-family homes, with a couple of exceptions, so I don’t feel it necessary to put a 461 
buffer between them. 462 
 463 
Ms. Braun said that our ordinance, §45-417, reads: “(a) Buffers and screening shall be 464 
provided for the purpose of eliminating any adverse effects upon the environmental or 465 
aesthetic qualities of abutting properties, visual quality, or any type of nuisance affecting 466 
the health, safety, welfare, and property values of the residents and landowners of the 467 
town.” That, to me, says that there should be some sort of buffering. 468 
 469 
Mr. Lentz said that, just for the record, we have at times made those types of things a 470 
condition of approval. 471 
 472 
Mr. Cuomo said that what I’m arguing is that putting a single-family home next to a 473 
single-family home in a residential zone is not an adverse effect on aesthetic quality of 474 
abutting homes. It’s not a nuisance affecting health, safety, or welfare, nor will it 475 
negatively affect property values. So, I read the same paragraph you do but I see this 476 
differently. It specifically means adverse effects, nuisance, health, safety, and welfare and 477 
I don’t think those are affected by having a single-family home next to a single-family 478 
home. That’s why I’m not proposing buffers. 479 
 480 
Ms. Braun said that, in that case, we do disagree in how we view that. When a person 481 
buys property in a wooded environment, they are building that home to keep some of that 482 
woodsy effect. If they cut down trees, they wouldn’t necessarily cut down all of them. 483 
They wouldn’t necessarily cut what is on the property line, just for privacy purposes. 484 
Only my opinion, you understand. 485 
 486 
Ms. Horner said that, if we get to that point that this is approved, I do want to make the 487 
drainage easement you already agreed to a condition of approval. 488 
 489 
Mr. Cuomo said yes. 490 
 491 
Mr. Galbraith said that he has lost power twice during the meeting and has missed a few 492 
minutes of the discussion. The only thing I want to make sure is in the public record is 493 
that, at the last meeting we had a letter from the Conservation Commission about 494 
additional wetlands being filled. I have been working with Mr. Cuomo on that, the CEO 495 
and Tax Assessor. All of the lots, as requested, have been numbered and assigned 496 
property identification numbers. Discreet files have been made for each of the new 497 
accounts. Mr. Cuomo has been writing notes until we got through this hearing, it wasn’t 498 
advisable to add more notes on it. For example, the easement that was brought up this 499 
evening. So, any missing motes will be added to the final plan that would be signed by 500 
the PB. Mr. Cuomo has put on the condition about no additional wetland filling and is 501 
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also being added to the deeds of the property. Once we have the final site plan, these will 502 
be put into each individual property file with the property highlighted and I’m going to 503 
highlight the notes both in the deeds and the site plan, itself. Each one will have a 504 
separate site plan in it and each of the conditions for that particular lot will be called out. 505 
When the CEO goes to pull a plan for any of the houses that will be constructed, it will 506 
all be right in front of them. The future owners would also, when they sign the deeds, 507 
they should be aware of all the additional requirements. We are not prohibiting them 508 
from filling the wetlands, but they would have to get the correct State and local 509 
approvals. 510 
 511 
Mr. Lentz asked what was the pleasure of the PB. 512 
 513 
Ms. Braun said that I would certainly like that buffers and replanting of some type of 514 
trees be included as a condition of approval as well as the easement, as Ms. Horner 515 
stated, and the fixing of the road, if this is approved. 516 
 517 
Mr. Lentz asked if you need any additional information in order to approve this. 518 
 519 
Ms. Horner said that she did not. 520 
 521 
The Chair will accept a motion. 522 
 523 
Ms. Horner moved, second by Ms. Braun, that the Planning Board approve PB20-524 
04, with the following conditions of approval: 525 

1. The property may be developed and used only in accordance with the plans, 526 
documents, material submitted, and representations of the applicant made 527 
to the Planning Board. All elements and features of the use as presented to 528 
the Planning Board are conditions of approval and no changes in any of 529 
those elements or features are permitted unless such changes are first 530 
submitted to and approved by the Eliot Planning Board. Copies of approved 531 
permits from Maine DEP, Army Corps of Engineers, if applicable, and State 532 
shall be provided to the CEO before construction on this project may begin. 533 

2. The permit is approved on the basis of information provided by the 534 
applicant in the record regarding the ownership of the property and 535 
boundary location. The applicant has the burden of ensuring that they have 536 
the legal right to use the property and that they are measuring required 537 
setbacks from the legal boundary lines of the lot. The approval of this 538 
permit in no way relieves the applicant of this burden. Nor does this permit 539 
approval constitute a resolution in favor of the applicant of any issues 540 
regarding the property boundaries, ownership, or similar title issues. The 541 
permit holder would be well-advised to resolve any such title problems 542 
before expending money in reliance on this permit. 543 

3. The applicant authorizes inspection of premises by the Code Enforcement 544 
Officer during the term of the permit for the purposes of permit 545 
compliance. 546 
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4. A drainage easement will be created for Map 37, Lot 17 to maintain and 547 
repair existing drainage pipe. 548 

 549 
DISCUSSION 550 
 551 
Ms. Braun asked if we could add a condition of approval that buffers and some sort of 552 
tree replanting takes place, per the ordinance. 553 
 554 
Ms. Horner said that that is not my motion. 555 
 556 
Mr. Lentz said that I would question where you would have that done, how that would be 557 
done, but I don’t think you can leave it a carte blanche open item. 558 
 559 
Ms. Braun asked how we could word it. 560 
 561 
Mr. Lentz said that I’m trying to envision a new home next to another new home and I 562 
would say that, between those homes, that’s not a condition that is PB specified. If there 563 
is a situation between a new home and an existing home that had plenty of screening, that 564 
may be a consideration. 565 
 566 
Ms. Braun asked about saying any new buffering between any new home and existing 567 
homes as a condition of approval. 568 
 569 
Mr. Lentz said that I’m okay with that 570 
 571 
 Ms. Braun clarified, with existing homes, at least some added privacy back. 572 
 573 
Mr. Lentz said that we are not talking fencing. 574 
 575 
Ms. Braun said no, just some sort of buffering. 576 
 577 
Ms. Horner said that I’m not okay with that. The timeline of this application did not work 578 
in the existing resident’s favor, in my opinion. And as far as strictly a PB member who is 579 
hearing this application, I just feel like we don’t have the right to do that with the 580 
ordinance because it’s your opinion, Ms. Braun, and Ms. Muzeroll-Roy’s opinion, and 581 
my opinion that there should be some nice buffering between neighbors. I just don’t feel 582 
that we, as a Board, have the power to do that. I could be wrong but I think that if 583 
somebody is angry that their neighbor cut a tree down then they should plant their own 584 
trees. It’s somebody else’s property to do with what they want. 585 
 586 
Mr. Galbraith said that if some kind of buffering is a condition of approval, I would ask 587 
that that issue be ironed out in advance; Mr. Cuomo working with the existing neighbors 588 
and coming up with a plan they could live with, and then the PB signing off on it. I would 589 
rather do that because, in my experience, the staff gets stuck in the middle of that, and I 590 
don’t want our new Planner to suddenly have to be a monitor between parties. It’s hard 591 
on staff to make someone do it after-the-fact, if they are approved. That is just my 592 
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opinion and the Planner and CEO might not have the time to monitor that. The other 593 
thing is that Mr. Cuomo could put in landscaping and whoever buys might not like the 594 
landscaping and just take it out. 595 
 596 
Ms. Horner agreed that, if this property gets developed and all these trees get put in, that 597 
doesn’t mean that the next person that moves in isn’t just going to cut them all back 598 
down. 599 
 600 
Mr. Lentz said that I think it was the timing of all of this. It certainly had to be a shock to 601 
come and see all the trees are gone. Whether it was necessary, we have to accept the fact 602 
that Mr. Cuomo is the property owner and that was his decision. Ms. Braun, I think we 603 
lost. 604 
 605 
Ms. Braun said that that’s okay. We are all entitled to our opinion and I just wanted to 606 
make sure that mine was known. 607 
 608 
DISCUSSION ENDED 609 

VOTE 610 
3-0 611 
Motion approved 612 

 613 
Mr. Lentz said that the application stands approved and there is a 30-day period from 614 
which the PB decision can be appealed by an aggrieved person or parties – move forward 615 
but move forward cautiously. He added that we will try to have the Notice of Decision 616 
for August 18th. It would be good to have the final plan a week ahead of time so that we 617 
can review it before signing. 618 
 619 
Mr. Galbraith said that as long as we have it before the 18th, I would like at least a few 620 
days to get things out to the PB in advance. What we would want to do, and if we’re still 621 
meeting remotely, the PB will have to sign the final plan, which would be recorded. What 622 
I would anticipate is that the owner would bring the plan into the Town Office, Mr. 623 
Brubaker or myself would go through the plan and make sure the additions are on there. 624 
Probably send over a copy for Ms. Lemire to take a look-see and, once we sign off, we 625 
hand it over to the PB to have folks come in to sign off on it and give it back to Mr. 626 
Cuomo to get recorded and then he could give us a recorded copy for our files. 627 
 628 

ITEM 9 – OLD BUSINESS 629 
 630 
A. Planning Board discussion regarding ordinance amendments. 631 
 632 
Mr. Lentz said that we do have a list of ordinance amendments that we put some 633 
priorities on. With the turn-around of people, everybody’s been busy, hopefully we 634 
would have had some feedback on some of the higher priorities from the Planner and we 635 
didn’t get that, understandably. What we did get is a list you all should have gotten this 636 
afternoon were three pages of the marijuana active, pending, and potential applications. 637 
 638 
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Mr. Galbraith said that the PB asked me to pull together a list of all the marijuana cases 639 
we were going over whether cases were approved, could be denied, active cases being 640 
worked on, and potential cases, with a general summary of each. In the next several 641 
meetings, I am anticipating three cases coming forward. I am also working on the 642 
transition with the new Planner and work with him on some of the policy-related issues. 643 
Thanks to all of you we have managed to knock that pile of cases back down, which I 644 
think is good on numerous levels, helping Mr. Brubaker as he transitions in. He will still 645 
be coming in fast-and-furious but our backlog is mostly taken care of. So, I think we’ll be 646 
able to focus more on some of the ordinance changes, with Mr. Brubaker and I working 647 
on those together, sharing the development of and making suggestions to each other 648 
before it gets to the PB. 649 
 650 
Mr. Lentz agreed that I think we’re on the same track; that that is where I would like to 651 
see us go. 652 
 653 
Ms. Horner asked if we had time to put something on the November ballot from the PB. 654 
 655 
Mr. Lentz said that he thought the deadline was September 11th. 656 
 657 
Ms. Horner said that the State is about to roll out this recreational adult marijuana stuff, 658 
like for real, in Maine. I think it’s going to happen by the end of the year and I really 659 
think it would behoove Eliot to use this opportunity to abolish the medical marijuana 660 
ordinance and roll it into our existing ordinance by just adding the word ‘medical 661 
marijuana’ to everything. The medical marijuana ordinance that we currently have, in my 662 
opinion, is more restrictive than our adult use ordinance. When we started constructing 663 
the adult use ordinance, it was always intended to be for both because how could we have 664 
more or less restrictions on one or the other when they are essentially the same exact, 665 
except for on the State licensing side. So, I think we should take this opportunity to bring 666 
it to the Town and remove the existing medical marijuana ordinance and update our 667 
current adult use marijuana ordinance to include medical marijuana. Essentially, nothing 668 
would change except adding the words ‘medical marijuana’ to everything that says ‘adult 669 
use marijuana’. 670 
 671 
Mr. Lentz asked if the requirements aren’t different. 672 
 673 
Ms. Horner said not in the Town. She reiterated that she thinks the current medical 674 
marijuana ordinance is much more restrictive, adding that it is also much more vague 675 
when it comes to requirements in Town. The biggest one has to do with the word 676 
‘dispensary’ used in the medical ordinance, which is not defined in Eliot. What happens, 677 
if you have a medical marijuana dispensary, is that they cannot be within 500 feet of a 678 
school, and that’s the same in the regular marijuana ordinance. That’s the biggest piece, 679 
in my opinion, of the medical marijuana ordinance, that ‘dispensary’ is not defined. If we 680 
rolled everything into the new one, I think it would solve everybody’s problems we’re 681 
trying to figure out. 682 
 683 
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Mr. Lentz said that maybe that’s not such a bad idea. If you recall back a few years, we 684 
were kind of pressured into doing medical marijuana because that was the chosen pill at 685 
the time. 686 
 687 
Ms. Horner added that that ordinance got written quickly, which is fine, it is a good 688 
ordinance. 689 
 690 
Mr. Lentz asked if that was a formal request. 691 
 692 
Ms. Horner said yes. 693 
 694 
Mr. Galbraith asked if it was the PB’s pleasure to make that the very top item, shifting 695 
gears to try get that ready for a town-wide vote. 696 
 697 
The PB agreed. 698 
 699 
Mr. Galbraith said that I think having a single ordinance is much better. 700 
 701 
Ms. Lemire asked the PB to remember the Board of Appeals request for the change in the 702 
variances because we can’t do waivers. We’re not supported by statutory law. We need 703 
the practical variance, which is less restrictive than the hardship variance, to help people 704 
in Town. 705 
 706 
Ms. Braun suggested that that could be #2. 707 
 708 
Ms. Lemire said that we wrote a draft and sent it to you; that it really wouldn’t be that 709 
difficult a change. We are incorporating State statute into our procedures. 710 
 711 
The PB agreed to make it #2. 712 
 713 
Ms. Horner asked if Mr. Brubaker or Mr. Galbraith send me the adult use ordinance and 714 
licensing stuff in a Word document so I could take a stab at marrying the ordinances 715 
together, adding the medical marijuana piece to it in a way that makes sense. 716 
 717 
Mr. Galbraith asked if we would do this with track changes amongst us because I want to 718 
make sure we’re not dumping two ordinances and creating a brand new one. 719 
 720 
Ms. Horner said that I believe the existing medical marijuana ordinance has to stay in 721 
place until the State approves adult use marijuana, which is what our adult use ordinance 722 
is waiting for. We can’t use that ordinance until the State approves it. 723 
 724 
Mr. Galbraith agreed; that until the State approves conditional use licenses for adult 725 
use/recreational, we would not accept applications for that. The first one to come in is 17 726 
Levesque and we do have a conditional on that; however, it is a long process to 727 
completion. We would likely use, as a condition of approval, that you approve the actual 728 
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use with the condition that they have to have all required permits in place in conformance 729 
with State and local laws. 730 
 731 
Ms. Horner thought that, with some of the licensing at the State level, they need Town 732 
approval first to apply for State licensing. 733 
 734 
Mr. Galbraith said no. You can apply for a conditional use but, to get the final approval, 735 
you have to have local authority, yes. 736 
 737 
Ms. Horner asked if we agreed on something. 738 
 739 
Mr. Galbraith said that we are looking to abolish the medical marijuana ordinance and 740 
roll it into the adult use ordinance that we then have a single ordinance that we are 741 
looking at and everything is in one place. If we send you over copies of both of the 742 
ordinances in a Word document, you want to take a swing at it first. I suggest if we send 743 
it over, you, Mr. Brubaker, and I keep each other in the loop, at least outlining stuff in 744 
notes so we don’t get lost and stuff we are changing is tracked. 745 
 746 
Mr. Lentz said that the marijuana ordinance change and Board of Appeals change are the 747 
two top items. He asked if Ms. Metz could send the BOA draft back out to everyone 748 
 749 

ITEM 10 – NEW BUSINESS 750 
 751 
There was no new business. 752 
 753 

TEM 11 – CORRESPONDENCE  754 
 755 
There was no correspondence. 756 
 757 

ITEM 12 – SET AGENDA AND DATE FOR NEXT MEETING 758 
 759 
Election of Officers 760 
NOD for PB20-04 761 
Public Hearing for 17/19 Levesque Drive 762 
Two new preliminary plans 763 
 207 Tavern 764 
 Sweet Dirt 765 
 766 
Ms. Horner said that I met some people who have space at Eliot Business Park that are 767 
building affordable homes out of shipping containers right here in Eliot. 768 
 769 
Mr. Galbraith said that we have been working with a client who’s looking to build one 770 
and some of them end up looking fabulous. 771 
 772 
Ms. Horner said that they are real sharp and modern. I am meeting with them and 773 
someone from Fair Tide Housing in Kittery. There is a State program that we want to 774 
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look into that allows homeowners to potentially drop one of these babies onto their 775 
property, having to use it as affordable housing; that the rent for those would have to be 776 
in line with the State’s requirements of what an affordable rate of rent is. They then 777 
receive a voucher for those and, at some point, they get to own them. 778 
 779 
Mr. Galbraith asked if she was talking about existing lots with existing homes. 780 
 781 
Ms. Horner said yes; that we’re just discussing it right now but, potentially, in Eliot and 782 
anyone else that wanted to sign on, for someone who has space at their house to put one 783 
of these tiny homes on, if Eliot and Kittery could get together as towns and communities 784 
to allow something like this, maybe a special ordinance, we could help solve some of the 785 
housing crisis that’s happening in our area. 786 
 787 
Mr. Lentz said that it sounds like one of the ordinances we ought to look at real quick is 788 
accessory dwelling units. 789 
 790 
Ms. Horner agreed. I’ve always been very passionate about affordable housing because I 791 
was someone who grew up needing that and I hate that I live in an area, now, that the 792 
people who make my drinks or pack my groceries or check me out at Staples can’t live 793 
here; that they have to drive from an hour away because they can only afford rent in 794 
Rochester because they work at Staples, as an example. So, being passionate for a while, 795 
I’m trying to be a leader in trying to solve some things and that’s why I reached out to 796 
Fair Tide, to see if I can help to do anything. I just wanted to say something about this 797 
because I don’t know if anyone even knows about it. 798 
 799 
Mr. Galbraith said that I think that Ms. Bishop has had a number of meetings with a 800 
client who wants to put a shipping container on their property now. I think they can be 801 
very nice. 802 
 803 
Mr. Lentz said that I have had some experience with those. They are extremely hot in 804 
the summertime; that you really need to do something about insulation. 805 
 806 
 807 
The next regular Planning Board Meeting is scheduled for August 18, 2020 at 7PM. 808 

 809 
ITEM 13 – ADJOURN 810 

 811 
There was a motion and a second to adjourn the meeting at 8:54 PM. 812 
 813 
 814 

________________________________ 815 
Dennis Lentz, Chair 816 

Date approved: ___________________ 817 
Respectfully submitted, 818 
 819 
Ellen Lemire, Recording Secretary 820 
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PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE 
 

AUTHORITY: 
PLACE: 
DATE OF HEARING: 
TIME: 

Eliot, Maine Planning Board 
Eliot Town Hall, 1333 State Road, Eliot, ME 03903 
Tuesday,August18,2020 
7:00 PM 

 

Notice is hereby given that the Planning Board of the Town of Eliot, Maine will hold a public 
hearing on Tuesday, August 18, 2020 at 7:00 PM for the following application: 

 
• 17 Levesque Drive (Map 29/Lot 26) #PB20- 029-026-000: Medical and Adult Use 

Marijuana Testing Facility 
 

o Applicant: Guy Sylvester 
o Owner: Guy Sylvester {dba CATLAB) 

 
Interested persons may be heard and written communication received regarding this 
application at this hearing. The application is on file and available for review in the Planning 
Office at Eliot Town Hall, 1333 State Road, Eliot, ME 03903. 
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The Associated Press

WASHINGTON — A key 
Senate Republican said 
Tuesday that he supports 
an increase in the food 
stamp benefit as part of a 
huge coronavirus relief bill, 
adding that an agreement 
on that issue could lead to 
further overall progress 
on the legislation, which 
remains stalled despite days 
of Capitol negotiations.

S e n a t e  A g r i c u l t u r e 
C o m m i t t e e  C h a i r  P a t 
R o b e r t s ,  R - K a n . ,  s a i d 
Tuesday that “you can make 
an argument that we need 
some kind of an increase” 
in food stamps and that 
he’s raised the topic with 
Majority Leader Mitch 
McConnell.

“They are taking a look at 
it and I think we can get a 
positive result,” Roberts told 
The Associated Press. “If we 
can get a breakthrough on 
that, it could lead to some 
other stuff.”

The food stamp issue 
— left out of earlier relief 
bills — is a top priority 
for House Speaker Nancy 
Pelosi, among other pow-
erful Democrats, who have 
passed a 15% increase in the 
food stamp benefit as part of 
their $3.5 trillion coronavirus 
relief bill. The overall talks 
are going slowly, though 
urgency is growing among 
Senate Republicans, several 
of whom face tough election 
races and are eager to deliver 
a bill before heading home to 
campaign this month.

Key GOP senator 
backs food stamp 
boost in virus relief bill

OBITUARIES&NEWS

KITTERY, Maine 
— It  was a  long 
and happy life that 
ended for Charles 
A .  S a u r m a n  o n 
Saturday, August 1, 2020 
at the age of 98.  He was 
born in Portsmouth, New 
Hampshire to Charles D. 
and Annie T. (O’Rourke) 
Saurman.

Charlie served in the 
Navy during the war on 
the seaplane tender U.S.S. 
Coos Bay which refueled 
and repaired seaplanes in 
the South Pacific and also 
rescued the crews of two 
sinking ships.

After the war, Charlie 
w o r k e d  3 7  y e a r s  a t 
the Portsmouth Naval 
Shipyard.  He met his wife 
Ava at a dance at York 
Beach and they danced 
together 65 of the 71 years 
they were married (until 
the knees got too sore!).  
Charlie was retired for 42 
years and enjoyed camping 
and dancing throughout 
43 states before he and 
Ava became snowbirds 
in Texas and then Florida 
until just last year.  He was 
a proud member of the 
American Legion Post 56 
for 47 years.

Besides Ava, he is sur-
vived by his children 
C h e r y l  a n d  T o m  a n d 
daughter-in-law Janis.  He 
was predeceased by his son 
George (Skip), daughter-
in-law Mary Lou and his 

brothers Bill, Ed, 
and Joe.  Charlie 
had lots  of  love 
in his life with six 
grandchildren, nine 

great-grandchildren and 
many nieces and nephews. 
His grandkids remember 
wonderful times at Camp 
Rennacah.  Gramp is 
fondly remembered for his 
“special recipe” pancakes 
the size of a dime or a din-
nerplate – many with their 
initials and faces.  He is 
remembered by most that 
knew him for his wonder-
ful sense of humor, wide 
smile and quick wit.

Charlie was a kind, 
caring, generous man and 
will be greatly missed.  His 
family thanks the staff at 
York Hospital and Durgin 
Pines for the exceptional 
care he received these 
past few months.   And 
thanks to his many friends 
at Meetinghouse Village 
where he and Ava lived so 
happily and independently 
for 18 years.

SERVICES: Services 
for Charlie will be held 
at a later date. In lieu of 
flowers, a donation could 
be made to: Fair Tide, 15 
State Rd., Kittery, ME 
03904. To leave online 
condolences please visit 
www.jspelkeyfuneral-
home.com.  Care for the 
Saurman family has been 
entrusted to the JS Pelkey 
& Son funeral Home.

Charles A. Saurman
R Y E  — 

The world 
l o s t  a n 
amaz-
ing, loving 
person, but 
t h e  h e a v -
ens gained a 
perfect soul.  
Irene Louise 
Rand, loving 
mother, 
grand-
mother and 
lifelong resident of Rye, 
N.H., died peacefully in 
her home surrounded by 
family on Friday, July 24, 
2020 at the age of 93. Irene 
was born in Portsmouth, 
N.H. on March 3, 1927 and 
was raised by her grand-
parents, Frank and Annie 
Pierce, in Knowles Corner 
on Central Road in Rye.

She married Wilford 
Jenness Rand on October 
21, 1945 and together they 
welcomed seven beautiful 
children into this world, 
who were the most impor-
tant part of her life. Irene 
was a devoted wife and 
mother who cherished her 
community. She was a Girl 
Scout leader, volunteered 
with the Rye Ambulance 
Corp and was active in 
the Rye Extension Group 
where she sewed, knit and 
refinished furniture. She 
sang alto in the choir at Rye 
Congregational Church. 
She enjoyed traveling to 
visit family whether it 
was flying or driving cross 
country.

In her later years she 
d e v e l o p e d  a  l o v e  f o r 
crossword puzzles but her 
greatest love was spend-
ing time with her husband, 
children and grandchil-
dren. She will be deeply 

missed 
b y  h e r 
friends, 
family 
a n d  a l l 
who 
knew her.

Irene is 
survived 
b y  h e r 
sister, 
Alice 

Batchelder; her children, 
Linda Rand (an angel in 
heaven), Kenneth  Rand, 
(Marilyn), Joanne Rand, 
Martha Marshall, (John), 
J a m e s  R a n d ,  C h e r y l 
Marquis (Craig) , Kathleen 
Rand; her grandchil-
dren, Brenda Borge (Eric), 
Nathan Rand, Benjamin 
Rand, Sarah MacDougal 
(Ryan), Carolyn Quartly, 
Jamie Cartwright, Emily 
Casper (Greg), Jonathan 
Rand, Laura Marshall, 
Chantal Marquis; her 
great-grandchildren, 
A b i g a y l e  B o r g e ,  E r i c 
Borge (Angel), Amelliah 
Borge, Arabella Borge, 
D e c l a n  M a c D o u g a l , 
Molly MacDougal, Olivia 
M a c D o u g a l ,  C a m i l a 
McCann, Amelia Casper, 
Nora Casper.

SERVICES: A private 
burial and service will 
be held in Rye. In lieu of 
flowers, donations may 
be made to Irene’s favor-
ite organizations Rye 
Lions Club or the Rye 
Ambulance Corp or of any 
charity of choice in her 
name.  Please visit www.
DirectCremationSeacoast.
com to view Irene’s memo-
rial website or to sign her 
tribute wall.

Irene Louise Rand

B R I E F C A S E

DETROIT

Honda recalls 1.6M vans 
and SUVs

Honda is recalling over 
1.6 million minivans and 
SUVs in the U.S. to fix 
problems that include 
faulty backup camera 
displays, malfunctioning 
dashboard displays and 
sliding doors that don’t 
latch properly.

T h e  p r o b l e m s  w e r e 
revealed in four recalls 
posted Tuesday by the 
government. 

T h e y  c o v e r  c e r t a i n 
Odyssey minivans and 
Pilot and Passport SUVs. 
Some vehicles are included 
in several of the recalls.

The largest recall covers 
nearly 608,000 Odysseys 
from 2018 to 2020, the 

2019 and 2020 Passport 
and the 2019 through 2021 
Pilot. 

BANGKOK

Thai Cabinet approves 
cannabis draft law

Thailand’s Cabinet on 
Tuesday approved a pro-
posal from the Public Health 
Ministry that would allow 
health professionals, farm-
ers and medical patients to 
grow, produce and export 
cannabis and its products.

Deputy government 
spokeswoman Trisulee 
Trisaranakul said Public 
Health Minister Anutin 
Charnvirakul submitted 
a draft amendment to the 
Narcotics Act to expand 
access to medical cannabis 
in Thailand.

The Associated Press 

M A R K E T  WAT C H

Dow 26,828.47 ▲ 164.07

Nasdaq  10,941.17 ▲ 38.37

S&P  3,306.51 ▲ 11.90

Russell  1,517.21 ▲ 10.41

NYSE  12,612.09 ▲ 75.28

C O M M O D I T I E S 

R E V I E W

Gold 2,037.10 ▲ 50.80

Silver 26.245 ▲ 1.828

Platinum 960.4 ▲ 29.3

Copper 2.9025 ▼ -0.0095

Oil 41.53 ▲ 0.52

M A R K E T  M OV E R S

• Ford Motor Co., up 17 

cents to $6.86.: The com-

pany named chief operating 

offi cer Jim Farley to take 

over as CEO beginning in 

October.

• Mosaic Co., up $1.85 to 

$15.53.: The fertilizer maker 

reported results that easily 

beat the estimates of Wall 

Street analysts.

By Angeljean Chiaramida
news@seacoastonline.com

With forecasts of high 
winds, possible downpours 
and nasty ocean conditions 
from approaching Tropical 
Storm Isaias, coastal commu-
nities were taking precautions 
Tuesday to protect life and 
property.

A c c o r d i n g  t o  s t a t e 
Homeland Security Director 
Jennifer Harper, the latest 
forecast from the National 
Weather Service has the brunt 
of the storm tracking west. 
But the entire state is under 
a Tropical Storm Warning 
until 6 a.m. Wednesday. The 
storm is expected to bring 
heavy rains and storm-force 
winds of 39 to 73 mph within 
the next 36 hours.

As of noon Tuesday, the 
latest forecast called for rain 
and wind gusts to begin late 
this afternoon with greatest 
impact into tonight through 
Wednesday morning. Marine 
conditions along the Seacoast 
were expected to be dan-
gerous through Wednesday 
afternoon.

Hampton Fire Chief Jamie 
Ayotte said the storm is 
not expected to hit during a 
period of high tide, so flood-
ing due to storm surge isn’t as 
great a threat as it could have 
been. He’s expecting winds up 
to 40 mph and said the tents 
approved for Ocean Boulevard 
restaurants and businesses 
are all rated to withstand that 
speed.

Ayotte advises people not 
to remain in tents once wind 
picks up, and he expects most 
Hampton businesses will close 
as winds and rains arrive. 
Currently, he said, there are 

not a lot of people at Hampton 
Beach.

However, Ayotte warned 
that with leaves on the trees, 
winds could break branches, 
bringing down electrical 
wires. He strongly recom-
mends no one approach or 
drive over downed wires.

According to Hampton Falls 
Fire Chief Jay Lord, the town 
is monitoring the storm, with 
expectations that the town 
will be more affected by winds 
than rain, since the Seacoast 
will not take a direct hit from 
Isaias. Lord expects about two 
inches of rain, but if it falls 
over a short period of time, it 
could overwhelm some storm 
drains and culverts.

“As a precaution, yester-
day we went around town and 
looked at all the drains for the 
trouble spots and advised the 
raoad Agent of any potential 
problem areas,” Lord said. 
“We drove along the business 
district to check for tents. 
They have all been taken down 
already.”

Lord said his depart-
ment checked with Wakeda 
Campground to ensure 
officials there were making 
campers aware of the situa-
tion, especially those camping 
in tents.

Seabrook Town Manager 
Bill Manzi said workers were 
taking in some town property, 
such as signage and cones, 
which could take flight in a 
heavy blow.

T h e  P u b l i c  W o r k s 
Department is dropping 
sandbags off at several loca-
tions usually affected during 
storms, and the building 
inspector may be touching 
base with business owners if 
necessary concerning tents.

Seacoast communities 
get ready for 
Tropical Storm Isaias

 Newspaper : Portsmouth Herald  Advertiser : ELIOT, TOWN OF
 Issue Date : 08/05/2020  Ad Number : 00495760
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CATLAB, LLC    19 Levesque Drive, #3 Eliot ME, 03903    (603) 966-6791    www.CATLABLLC.com      

   

 

Town of Eliot Planning Board     August 5, 2020 

Planning Office 

1333 State Rd. 

Eliot Maine 03903 

 

Please find enclosed several items requested from the Town of Eliot Planning Board from 

CATLAB, LLC.  The enclosed Package includes, but is not limited to the following: 

 

1. Addendum to Application: 

a. Application Checklist 

b. Photo of Front of Building 

c. Aerial Photo of Facility  

d. Aerial Photo of Parking 

2. Hazardous Waste Plan including Appendix A (Marijuana)   

3. Fire Plan:  Approved by Chief Muzeroll 

4. Survey of Eliot Commons, Condo Plat   

5. Floor Plan with: 

a. Measurements 

b. Layout including: 

i. Bathrooms 

ii. Security/Fire closet 

iii. Hazardous Waste Storage 

iv. Offices 

v. Laboratories 

 

Sincerely, 

CATLAB, LLC 

 

 

Guy Sylvester, CEO 
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To:   Eliot Planning Board 
From:   Guy Sylvester, CEO CATLAB, LLC 
Date:  August 18, 2020 (Public Hearing/meeting date) 
Re:  Requested additional information to the Planning Board 

19 Levesque Drive #3, Eliot (PID#029-026-000):  “Preliminary” / “Sketch Plan” Review - 
Adult Use and Medical Use Marijuana Testing Facility within the Eliot Commons Professional 
Park. 

 

 

 
Project Overview:  
 
Guy Sylvester, CEO of CATLAB, LLC is seeking “preliminary” / “sketch plan” review for a  
Change in Use for an adult use and medical use marijuana testing facility Planning Board case # 20-9.  

The proposed use would be located at 19 Levesque Drive Unit # 3 (PID#029-026-000) within the Eliot 

Commons Professional Park.  

  

Application Details/Checklist Documentation 

 Address:  19 Levesque Drive, Unit #3, Eliot Maine 03903 

 Map/Lot:  Property ID# 029-026-000 

 PB Case#:  PB20-09 

 Zoning District:  Commercial / Industrial District (C/I) 

 Shoreland Zoning:  N/A 

 Owners Name:  Eliot Commons Professional Park  

 Applicant Name:  Guy Sylvester (DBA – CATLAB, LLC) / Tenant 
 

 Proposed Project:   Adult Use and Medical Use Marijuana testing / certifying facility   

 Application Received by 
Staff:  05/20/2020 

 Application Fee Paid 
and Date:  

 
05/20/2020 

 Application Sent to 
Staff Reviewers:  

Date: 05/22/2020 

Application Heard by PB 
 
Found Complete by PB  

Date: 07/21/2020 – sketch plan review 
 
Date: N/A 

Site Walk  Date:  8/18/2020 

Public Hearing Date:  8/18/2020 

Public Hearing Publication  Date:  N/A 

Deliberation  Date:  N/A 

Notice of Decision  Date:  N/A 

 Reason for PB Review:  Change in Use /  Adult Use and Medical Use Marijuana testing and 
certifying facility   



PB#20-9 19 Levesque Drive Condo Unit #3 (PID#029-026-000):  “Preliminary” / “Sketch Plan” Review - 
Change in Use / Adult Use and Medical Use Marijuana Testing Facility within the Eliot Commons 
Professional Park.   
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CATLAB, LLC - 19 Levesque Drive Unit # 3 Front Entrance 

The applicant is seeking approval of a Change of Use from general office space to a medical and 

adult use marijuana testing facility.  The proposed space is part of an overall condominium 

development where spaces may be leased or purchased.  Guy Sylvester, CEO of CATLAB, LLC has a 

Purchase and Sales (P&S) agreement with the property / unit owner.  The proposed use as a 

marijuana testing facility will not have any growing or sales of either medical or adult marijuana uses.  

The site will not have any customers coming or going from the facility.  Once established CATLAB will 

be required to visit the adult and or medical growing, sales or processing facilities and take 

controlled samples of the product, to assure product / testing integrity, at the client’s location and 

bring samples back to their testing facility.  Once back at the testing facility CATLAB will conduct a 

variety of state mandated testing which is outlined in detail in the applicant’s submittal.   

As the proposed testing facility will not have any growing or sales of either medical or adult 

marijuana and the site will not have any customers coming or going from the facility.  The Town’s 

Code Enforcement Officer (CEO) has determined that the 500 foot setback requirement from 

“sensitive uses” such as places of worship, schools, day care facilities, residential uses and Town 

owned properties and facilities does not apply to testing facilities such as being proposed.   
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Professional Park.   
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Eliot Commons Professional Park (CATLAB Condo Unit is within the darkest roof structure 

Once the testing has been completed CATLAB will provide certification that the testing / product 

meets or exceeds State of Maine testing criteria.  Once the product has been tested it is required to 

be neutralized (often by cat litter or similar neutralizing products) and the “waste product” must 

disposed as “Hazmat” by a licensed Hazmat removal company.  Waste products may be stored on-

site for no more than 90 days, similar to other hazardous waste products, in a secured area within 55 

gallon drums. See Hazardous Waste Plan, (HWP) 

The proposed testing facility is also required to meet or exceed State and local security measures.  

The applicant has already held meetings with a security system provider and the Eliot Chief of Police 

(Elliot Moya) who will need to sign off on the security plan before a Certificate of Occupancy (C of O) 

may be issued for the proposed use.  The applicant at this time is proposing to install camera and 

alarm system at the front and rear doors.  All interior rooms will have motion detectors / alarm 

systems and cameras (where required) in each room including the locked storage room of their 

“naturalized waste products”.  They also have a card swipe system for employees and a Knox key 

box for emergency access for the Police and Fire Departments.         

CATLAB, LLC 

19 Lévesque #3 Eliot 

Table 1.a 

CATLAB-black roof 

63 Parking spaces 
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The site is currently connected to public sewer and water.  Currently in addition to the installation of 

the security system there will be some electrical upgrades and ventilation improvements.  The 

applicants anticipated hours of operation will be Monday through Friday 8:00 am to 6:00 pm.  

CATLAB is currently only one of four marijuana testing facilities holding a Conditional Use Permit 

from the State of Maine.  The applicant is before the Planning Board to answer questions about the 

proposal and hopes to receive a “Determination of Completeness”.     
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CATLAB        SOP Number: QA-000 

Standard Operating Procedure QA-000    Revision History 

Cover Page 

Page 1 

__________________________________________________________________ 

 
Title: Laboratory and Sample Waste Characterization and Disposal 

 

                                                                    

QA Officer:  ________________  Date: ________________ 

 

Laboratory Director: ________________  Date: ________________ 

 

Author:  ________________  Date: ________________ 

 

Analyst:  ________________  Date: ________________ 

 

By signing this SOP, the analyst has read and understood the latest version of the test method; has 

read and understood this SOP; acknowledges receipt of this SOP; and is responsible for the 

implementation of this SOP. 

 

_________________________________________________________________ 

 

 

Revision History: 

 
 
Revision 

 
     Changes 

 
Date 

 
1 

 

 
Company Name: CATLAB, LLC  

 
07/27 

 

1  
Added waste streams: Marijuana  

07/27 

 
 

1 

 
Sub-contractors added: 

Ecomaine, Waste Disposal 

Gaftek, DOT Transporter of HAZ MAT. 

METRC, software tracking system for Marijuana contracted 

through Maine OMP. 

 
07/27 
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Title:   Laboratory Waste Disposal   
                                                                   

CATLAB, LLC    19 Levesque Dr. #3, Eliot ME, 03903     207.200.9950     www.CATLABLLC.com      info@catlabllc.com  

1.0 Purpose and Applicability 

 
This document precedes our standard operating procedure (SOP) that will describe how laboratory 
waste and client samples are characterized for waste disposal, transferred for disposal, and how 
they are disposed of properly.  CATLAB samples must be disposed compliant to all DOT, EPA 
and Maine State regulations. 
  
 

2.0  Definitions 

 

Cannabis Waste. Waste that is organic, non-hazardous cannabis plant material, as defined in… 

(See attached Appendix A) 
 

Solid Waste.  Materials that meet the definition of solid waste under RCRA and can be classified 

as hazardous waste.  This solid waste stream contains unused portions of solid samples and other 

solids containing non-hazardous levels of contaminants. 

 

Liquid Waste.  Aqueous, solvent and chemicals required and/or generated during cannabis sample 

preparation and analysis. 

 

Dilute Metals and Acids.  This aqueous waste stream is acidic containing concentrated levels of 

nitric and hydrochloric acid.  pH <2. 

 

Flammable Waste.   This liquid waste stream can contain solvents like hexane, methanol, hexanes, 

and acetone. 

 

Flammable Waste with Solids. This waste stream can contain solvents like hexane, methanol, 

hexanes, and acetone. 

 

Lab Pack Materials.   Any sample that cannot be characterized into any of the other waste streams 

listed in this section become a lab pack material.  The hazards and characteristics of materials in 

this category can vary. 

  
 

3.0  Applicable Documents/References 

 

Department of Transportation. 49 Code of Federal Regulations.  'Transportation.' 

 

Environmental Protection Agency. 40 Code of Federal Regulations.  'Protection of Environment.' 
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Maine Hazardous Waste, Septage and solid waste Management Act 38, MRS 1303-C(290 in 

accordance with Solid Waste Management Rule 06-096 CMR Ch 400-425. 

 

Occupational Health and Safety Administration. 29 Code of Federal Regulations, Section 

1910.1200.  'Hazard Communication.' 

 

Occupational Health and Safety Administration. 29 Code of Federal Regulations, Section 

1910.134.  'Respiratory Protection.' 

 

CATLAB Standard Operating Procedure, QA-604.  'Chemical Hygiene Plan.' 

  
 

4.0 Materials and Apparatus 
 

-Waste drums for each waste stream clearly marked with the waste name, start date and                        

generator number. 

-Secondary containment system for all liquid waste samples. 

-Protective gear: goggles, gloves, lab coats 

-pH paper 

-Baking soda 

-Carboy or bucket (5 gallon for example) 

-Spill Kit 

-Secondary Containment 

  
 

5.0 Method/Calibration/Interferences 
 

5.1 Method Summary.  This method describes the process used to determine how to 

dispose of laboratory waste and the procedure for disposal.  
 

 5.2   Calibration Procedure.  Not Applicable 
 

5.3 Interferences.  Not all chemicals are compatible. When handling waste, it is 

imperative that the source and nature of the waste be understood prior to making any 

disposal decisions.  A chart is attached which can be used as a reference regarding 

compatibility of wastes.  (See Table 2) 
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6.0 Procedure 

 

6.1 Sample Segregation.  The first step in the process of sample disposal is segregation 

of potentially hazardous waste from the non-hazardous waste stream. 

 

6.1.1   Cannabis samples submitted to the lab that have not been contaminated with 

solvents or chemicals during sample prep and have not been determined to be 

hazardous, prior to chemical analysis. Once the samples are analyzed, the chemical 

composition will determine whether the materials are Hazardous or non-hazardous.  

Non-hazardous cannabis waste must be rendered unrecognizable and unusable 

prior to disposal.  The allowable method to render marijuana plant waste unusable 

is by grinding and incorporating the marijuana plant waste with other ground 

materials not fit for human consumption (i.e. kitty litter) so the resulting mixture is 

at least fifty percent non-marijuana waste by volume.  These wastes will be 

disposed of by a licensed disposal contractor and each batch will be tracked 

thought the statewide inventory tracking system. (See Appendix A for the DOT 

licensed waste hauler and the Hazardous Materials waste facility).  

 

6.1.2   Any cannabis material that has been contaminated with, for instance, 

solvents during extraction or has been determined to be hazardous after chemical 

analyses will be classified as hazardous material and disposed of accordingly. 

 

 

6.2 Solid Waste Disposal 

6.2.1 On at least a monthly basis, the sample log in book is reviewed for samples 

that were collected more than 30 days ago.  Unless otherwise requested by 

the customer, samples that are older than 30 days old are sorted for disposal.   

6.2.2 The lab # for the samples being disposed is recorded in the waste disposal 

logbook.  The date of disposal, the sample matrix (solid or water), the 

initials of the person doing the disposal, and the means of disposal are 

recorded in the book. 

6.2.3 The samples are removed from the refrigerator or metals samples storage 

area and placed into a labeled box and put in the waste disposal area.  The 

date the samples are removed from the refrigerator is marked on the box 

and they are disposed within 90 days. 

6.2.4 Once enough solid waste is accumulated in a specific group, the waste is 

composited and analyzed in house.  The results from this analysis are shared 

with Work Waste or other reputable waste shipment provider to determine 

the appropriate disposal stream. 
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6.2.5 Non-hazardous solid samples, with no free liquid, can be discarded in the 

55-gallon drum labeled “Non Hazardous Waste” solids.  The solids can be 

placed in the drum, in their original containers.  Prior to putting any solid 

waste in any drum, ensure that the drum is labeled as specified and that a 

start date is recorded on the drum. 

6.2.6 The waste container (drum) must always be closed after use.   

6.2.7 When the container is full, write the date on the drum and notify the Lab 

Director.   

 

6.3 Liquid Waste Disposal 

Spent solvents and contaminated aqueous solutions will be containerized in the 4-

liter solvent containers at satellite collection stations set up in the lab of generation 

until the container is full.  The full solvent containers will be brought to a designated 

solvent waste storage area and poured into the correctly labeled 55-gallon drum.   

 

6.4 Laboratory Waste Stream Characterization 

6.4.1 The following waste streams have been established at CATLAB.  In the 

event that a waste is generated that is not on this list, the waste 

Characterization flow chart will be used to determine the 

disposal/Characterization method. 

6.4.1.1 Dilute Metals:  This stream consists of metals analysis digestates.  

This waste stream is neutralized and disposed in the sanitary sewer. 

6.4.1.2 Acidic Waste: This waste is generated from metals analysis 

digestates.  DOT Shipping Label:  Acid Waste (Nitric). 

6.4.1.3 Pesticides Liquids and Solids:  > 20 ppm liquid or solid 

6.4.1.4 Non Hazardous Solid Waste:  Consists of disposed solid samples, 

sodium sulfate, sand, petroleum contaminated solids and NO Free 

Liquids.  DOT Shipping Label:  Non-Hazardous, Non Regulated 

6.4.1.5 Solid sample waste with solvent contamination: Waste from 

extractions including cannabis samples, sodium sulfate, sand and 

any other items exposed to DCM. DOT Shipping Label:  Hazardous 

Waste Liquids, N.O.S. 

6.4.1.6 Liquids with Methanol, Acetonitrile and Acetone:  DOT Shipping 

Label:  Waste Flammable Liquids, N.O.S. (Hexane, methanol) or 

Hazardous Waste Liquids, N.O.S.  

6.4.1.7 Lab Pack:  Various flagged samples & expired chemicals are 

compiled for lab packing.  Inventory of lab pack materials is made 

when the material is designated a waste and moved to the waste 

storage area.  Materials are segregated, labeled and comply with the 

90-day storage requirements for hazardous waste as appropriate.   
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6.5 Removal of Full Waste Containers 

6.5.1 Correspondence with transport and disposal firms is maintained by the 

Hazardous Waste Coordinator/Manager or designee. 

6.5.2  All applicable standards found in 49 CFR (DOT, Transportation) are 

complied with in the transport and disposal of CATLAB hazardous wastes.   

6.5.3 Transports are scheduled by the Hazardous Waste Coordinator/Manager for 

disposal.  All manifests, Land Ban forms, and other legal documentation is 

filled out by the Hazardous Waste Coordinator/Manager.  All 

documentation is retained by the Hazardous Waste Coordinator/Manager. 

    ______________________________________________________ 

 

7.0 Quality Control Requirements 

7.1 Not Applicable 

7.2 Initial Demonstration Requirements 

7.2.1 Prior to performing this procedure, the employee must be familiar with the 

emergency procedures in the laboratory. 

7.2.2 Prior to performing this procedure, the employee must be familiar with the 

SDS forms for all known chemicals in use. 

 

8.0      Responsibilities 

8.1 It is the Hazardous Waste Coordinator/Manager's responsibility to assure all 

portions of this document are complied with.  It is also the Hazardous Waste 

Coordinator/Manager's responsibility to revise this document as needed. 

 

8.2 It is the responsibility of all employees to notify the Hazardous Waste 

Coordinator/Manager of any samples suspected to be potentially hazardous and flag 

them appropriately for the safety of all employees.  It is also every employee’s 

responsibility to notify the Hazardous Waste Coordinator/Manager of any problems 

they may have, or alterations they make, concerning their role in this document. 

______________________________________________________ 
 

9.0 Health and Safety  

9.1 Normal, accepted laboratory safety practices should be followed in accordance with 

the Chemical Hygiene Plan. 

______________________________________________________ 

 

10.0 Pollution Prevention and Waste Management 

10.1 Pollution prevention encompasses any technique that reduces or eliminates the 

quantity or toxicity of waste at the point of generation.  During the disposal process, 
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make note of excess sample volumes received.  Make recommendations to use 

smaller sample containers to reduce waste. 

10.2 The EPA requires that laboratory waste management practices be conducted 

consistent with all applicable rules and regulations.   The waste management 

procedures are described in this document.  

 

 

 

 

TABLE 1 

SAMPLE WASTE STREAM CHARACTERIZATIONGUIDANCE CHART 

 

1) Is the material a solid?  If YES, go to (2). 

1) Is the material a liquid?  If YES, go to (10) 

2) Is the solid HIGHLY REACTIVE, or does it have some other UNUSUAL HAZARDOUS 

(such as contains asbestos) property?  If YES, the material is a LAB PACK SOLID.  If 

NO, go to (3). 

3) Does the solid contain PESTICIDES >10ppm?  If YES, the material is PESTICIDE 

SOLIDS.  If NO, go to (4). 

4) Does the solid contain SOLVENTS at > 10 ppm?  If YES, the material is characterized  as 

FLAMMABLE WASTE WITH SOLIDS.  If NO, go to (7). 

5) Does the liquid contain PESTICIDES?  If YES, the material is PESTICIDE LIQUIDS.  If  

6) Does the liquid contain SOLVENTS at > 500 ppb, OIL or GREASE at > 100 mg/L, 

PHENOL at > 100 ppb, or BOD's at > 200 mg/L?  If YES, the material is characterized 

and disposed as Methylene Chloride Waste.   

7) Does the liquid have a pH greater than 12.5?  If YES, the liquid is BASIC WASTE.  If NO, 

go to (18). 

8) NO to all of the above?  If YES, the liquid is DILUTE METALS AND ACIDS WASTE. 
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Table 2-Compatibility Guidance 
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The medical and recreational marijuana industry in Maine encompasses a wide array of businesses 
including grow operations, product manufacturers, dispensaries and more. A “Marijuana 
Establishment” is a marijuana cultivation facility, marijuana testing facility, marijuana product 
manufacturing facility or a retail marijuana store. All of these businesses generate wastes that must 
be handled appropriately to avoid endangering public health and the environment. These wastes may 
be regulated as solid or hazardous wastes and may include marijuana plant material, marijuana-
infused products, pesticides, fertilizers, solvents, wastewater, mercury-containing lighting and other 
wastes. The purpose of this Hazardous Waste Plan, (HWP) is to provide guidance on how to handle and 
dispose of these wastes in accordance with the relevant state regulations. CATLAB, will not rely solely 
on this guidance to ensure compliance with all relevant regulations as Eliot of York county may have 
additional requirements. 

How to properly dispose of marijuana plant material and marijuana-infused products from a Testing 
Facility, CATLAB? 

A marijuana establishment shall dispose of marijuana and marijuana-infused product waste in a secure 
waste receptacle in possession and control of the marijuana establishment. The plants and products 
must be rendered “unusable and unrecognizable.” This must be accomplished by grinding and 
incorporating the marijuana waste with any of the non-consumable, solid wastes listed below and the 
resulting mixture must be at least 50 percent non-marijuana waste. Such wastes include: 

 Paper waste, plastic waste, cardboard waste, food waste, grease or other compostable oil 
waste, bokashi or other compost activators and soil. (Other wastes may be approved by the 
Maine Office of Marijuana Policy, (OMP).  

After the waste is made unusable and unrecognizable, the rendered waste shall be: 

 Disposed of at a solid waste site and disposal facility that has a certificate of designation from 
the local governing body. CATLAB will be using Ecomaine as the waste facility. The 
middleman conducting the waste pick up and transportation will be GAFTEK, also of Maine. 

Note that the waste must be unusable and unrecognizable prior to leaving the licensed premises of any 
marijuana establishment. Marijuana wastes are additionally subject to the following inventory tracking 
requirements: 

 Post-harvest marijuana waste materials must be identified, weighed and tracked while on the 
licensed premises until disposed of in a manner as outlined above. Marijuana waste must be 
weighed and inventoried before leaving any marijuana establishment using a scale certified in 
accordance with measurement standards established. Inventory tracing will be managed yb 
METRC (“We are excited to partner with Metrc,” said OMP Director Erik 
Gundersen. “Metrc is an industry leader, and their team is committed to delivering a 
product that will allow us to proceed with the launch of our adult use program later this 
spring.”) 

 CATLAB is required to maintain accurate and comprehensive records regarding waste material 
that account for, reconcile and evidence all waste activity related to the disposal of 
marijuana. MTRC has the software established to manage this waste stream.  

 

 

Appendix A 
Solid and Hazardous Waste 
Marijuana and Marijuana-Related Waste Disposal 

  



How will CATLAB properly dispose of potentially hazardous marijuana-related wastes? 

Hazardous waste must be disposed of in a manner consistent with federal, state and local laws, 
regulations, rules or other requirements. This waste category may include, but is not limited to, 
mercury-containing lighting, many types of pesticides or other chemicals used in the cultivation process, 
certain solvents or other chemicals used in the production of marijuana concentrate, and marijuana 
soaked in a flammable solvent for purposes of producing a marijuana concentrate. You must determine 
which regulations apply to the waste before you dispose of it, including making a hazardous waste 
determination. CATLAB will follow all Federal and Local laws, rules and ordinances. CATLAB will be 
assisted by well experienced sub-contractors in this area. (E.g., GAFTEK and Ecomaine. Hazardous 
wastes shall be disposed of properly by a registered hazardous waste transporter, Gaftek shipping to a 
hazardous waste treatment, storage and disposal facility (TSDF), Ecomaine. 

How will CATLAB properly dispose of other liquid wastes that are not hazardous wastes? 

Non-hazardous liquid waste may be transported to a wastewater treatment plant by a licensed 
wastewater hauler, Gaftek or via sanitary sewer pipes, so long as the treatment plant knows about the 
waste and deems it acceptable. Alternatively, liquid waste may be solidified by mixing with soil or 
other absorbent material in order to be sent to a landfill. Contact the receiving landfill to confirm the 
resulting mixture can meet its waste acceptance criteria prior to disposal at the landfill.  

Prior to final licensing, CATLAB (an Analytical Testing Facility) shall consider the following: 

 Have a HWP in place for how to deal with solid and hazardous wastes generated during 
operations. 

 Identify quantities of waste will be generated and what are the various waste streams. 

 Identify the hazardous waste, determine the appropriate generator category and what rules may 
apply? NA 

o Conditionally exempt small quantity generator (CESQG) NA 
o Small quantity generator (SQG) (CATLAB) 
o Large quantity generator (LQG) NA 

 A storage plan for the waste addressing storage methods, locations and length of time the 
waste may be stored. 90 days by law after regulated labeling of the “LABPACK.” 

 CATLAB shall have a readily-available material to be used be used to render 
marijuana plant material and marijuana-infused products unusable and 
unrecognizable. Cat litter or similar.  

 The waste will be sent to Ecomaine. Gaftek will transport the waste.  

 ISO-17025 accreditation will be in place prior to any collection of waste or disposing of any 
waste.  

 

 
QA Officer & Author:  ________________  Date: ________________ 

 

COO    _________________Date_________________ 
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To:  Town of Eliot Planning Board  
From:  Jeff Brubaker, AICP, Town Planner  
Cc: Scott Dehetre (207 Tavern) 
Date:  August 11, 2020 (draft report date) 

August 18, 2020 (meeting date) 
Re:  PB20-10 207 Tavern, 811 Harold L. Dow Hwy. (Property Identification # 079-026-000) –  

Request for Planning Board Action – Outdoor Seating Area 
 

 
Attachments  

A. Request for Planning Board Action 
 
Project Overview 
 
The applicant, Scott Dehetre (207 Tavern), is seeking Planning Board review of a proposed 
outdoor seating area for dining and spirits. The 207 Tavern is leased on a portion of a 34.24 acre 
lot (811 Harold L Dow Hwy – PID # 079-026-000) fronting Harold L. Dow Hwy (State Route 
236) and adjacent to Marshwood Estates mobile home park. The applicant has been granted 
temporary approval for an extended outdoor seating area, which is now in use, allowing for 
customer volumes needed to maintain the business during the State of Maine’s COVID-19 
emergency order, which currently includes restrictions on indoor restaurant/bar occupancy. The 
applicant is now seeking Planning Board approval for a permanent (seasonally used) outdoor 
seating area. 
  

Application Details/Checklist Documentation 
 Address:  811 Harold L. Dow Hwy. 
 Map/Lot:  Property Identification # 079-026-000 
 PB Case#:  PB20-10 
 Zoning District:  Rural  
 Shoreland Zoning:  N/A  
 Owner’s Name:  207 Tavern (business owner); Mark Phillips (property owner) 
 Applicant Name:  Scott Dehetre, 207 Tavern 

 
 Nature of action 

requested:  
Outdoor site/seating 

 Application Received 
by Staff:  June 1, 2020 

 Application Fee Paid  
 Date:  

 

Application Heard by PB Date:  8/18/20 (scheduled) 
 Reason for PB Review:  Request for Planning Board Action 
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207 Tavern – Request for Planning Board Action related to outdoor dining 
 
Background 
 
To respond to COVID-19 and protect public health, the State of Maine has placed restrictions on 
dining inside restaurants. On March 18, three days after declaring a state of emergency due to 
COVID-19, the Office of the Governor issued an Executive Order temporarily prohibiting eating 
and drinking inside restaurants and bars. The state subsequently declared restaurants and bars 
essential businesses, but only for curbside pickup, takeout, and delivery. The Restarting Maine’s 
Economy Plan proposed four stages of gradual reopening informed by public health data and 
metrics. The second stage of this plan (June) proposed to allow restaurants in all counties to open 
for dine-in service, with health and safety protocols such as physical spacing for tables and bar 
service. However, on June 22, based on the risks of indoor bar service and noted outbreaks in 
other states linked to reopening of bars, the Governor postponed the reopening of indoor bar 
service. This order, however, still allows bars to “provide outdoor seated service to patrons, and 
the Bureau of Alcoholic Beverages and Lottery Operations will work closely and promptly with 
businesses to establish or expand their outside capacity”. 
 
In May, the applicant contacted the Town indicating that he was applying for state approval for 
an outdoor seating area, which required local approval. The Town granted temporary approval 
of this seating area, to expire at the end of the emergency order, with the condition that permanent 
outdoor dining would require Planning Board approval. The applicant submitted a Request for 
Planning Board Action, received June 1, related to continuing to use the outdoor seating and dining 
area. 
 
Nature of action requested 
 
In summary, 207 Tavern wishes to continue use of an outdoor site measuring 20 ft. by 50 ft. for 
dining and spirits to promote social distancing and continue with a customer volume needed to 
maintain business while indoor restaurant/bar restrictions are in place. In meeting with Town staff 
on August 11, the applicant clarified that he would like the outdoor site to be permanent and 
seasonal – that is, continue to be in place for future summers. 
 
Type of review needed 
 
The request pertains to a change to a site plan. Per Sec. 33-140(b), the Planning Board should 
decide if this change is considered minor or major. This section states, in part, that 
 

if the planning board determines that the proposed revisions are minor and do not result 
in any substantial changes to the approved development or further impact abutters, the 
planning board may approve the amended site plan. If the planning board determines that 
the changes are substantial, then the planning board shall process the application for the 
amended site plan in the same fashion as an application for review of a site plan under 
division 4 of this article III. 

 
The description in the Request for Planning Board Action relates the action to COVID-19. The 
temporary approval currently in place lasts until the state’s emergency order ends. In this case, the 
outdoor seating is used to maintain customer volume affected by the indoor restrictions. Approval 
of the change as permanent outdoor seating, allowing for it to continue seasonal use after indoor 
restaurant/bar use is restored, warrants additional review considerations. 
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Previous Planning Board agenda item 
 
On May 2, 2017, the Planning Board reviewed a Request for Planning Board Action by the 
applicant to amend the approved site plan by adding seating and bathrooms. It appears that no 
formal action was taken by the Planning Board, but the Board requested that the applicant work 
with Town staff and return with more information. A scan of the next several Planning Board 
agendas in 2017 was unable to locate a follow-up item. The minutes of the August 1, 2017, Planning 
Board meeting indicate that at that time the Board had yet to hear back from the 207 Tavern. 
 
Location and dimensions 
 
The 207 Tavern is located at 811 Harold L Dow Hwy. The proposed outdoor dining site is generally 
where the existing, temporarily-approved seating is now located – northeast of the building, next 
to the five parking spaces that front the building. There are also outdoor tables underneath the 
building overhang. At least two picnic tables are visible in aerial imagery and older Street View 
images dating back at least to 2007. According to the sketch plan, the proposed outdoor dining 
site would be closed in with one exit to the parking area and also accessed by an existing door on 
the north side of the building. The full description and conceptual sketches of the requested action 
are in Attachment A. 
 
Additional dimensional information requested of the applicant and still pending at the time of this 
report includes the confirmed number of proposed seats, ADA accessibility features, and type of 
enclosure (e.g. wall, fence, etc.). 
 
Zoning 
 
The property and restaurant are located in the Rural zoning district. 
 
Parking 
 
Parking standards within the land use regulations apply to new uses or establishments which expand 
or increase their volume or intensity of usage. For this outdoor dining area, the total seating, after 
indoor restaurant/bar use is fully restored, would be expanded. Per Sec. 45-495 – Schedule of 
minimum required off-street parking spaces – non-takeout restaurants need to provide 1 additional 
parking space for each 3 seats, permanent or otherwise. 
 
As of the writing of this report, the applicant has not yet provided parking calculations and a sketch 
plan of parking spaces. As seen in aerial imagery, 5 paved parking spaces exist in front (east) of the 
building, 5 exist to the south of the building (including 1 marked as ADA-accessible), and additional 
parking is available in a dirt lot to the south. The parking lot is partially screened from Marshwood 
Dr. 
 
Setbacks 
 
The site plan shows the seating area extending to the edge of the state right-of-way. As shown on 
the Town’s online GIS, the width of the state right-of-way appears to be about 92 ft. at the north 
end of the building, but going north, it begins to flare out to about 175 ft. The current edge of the 
building appears to be about 30 ft. from the right-of-way. Sec. 45-452 of the land use regulations 
provide that accessory uses or structures may be located on front, side or rear yards, but must meet 
applicable setback requirements as provided in section 45-405 (dimensional standards table). The 
minimum setback is 50 ft. for a front yard abutting a state road. This suggests that the tavern 
building is a nonconforming structure with regard to the front setback. 
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Regarding nonconforming structures, Sec. 45-195 states, in part:  
 

(a) A nonconforming building or structure may be repaired, maintained or improved, but the 
area in nonconformance may not be extended or expanded except in conformity with 
sections 45-192 and subsection (b) of this section. 

(b) A building or structure not wholly nonconforming may be expanded in size along its 
conforming dimensions. 

(c) No structure or use which is at or less than the required setback shall expand towards 
property lines… 

 
The Planning Board may wish to consider the nature of the proposed outdoor dining area (e.g. 
picnic tables and umbrellas, a more permanent structure with solid wall, etc.) in deciding how to 
apply this section to the application. More information is needed from the applicant as to the 
proposed design of the outdoor site. 
 
Recommendation for Planning Board 
 
Review the Request for Planning Board Action, determine if additional information is needed from 
the applicant, and determine if the site plan change is minor or major. If minor, the Planning Board 
may consider a decision on approval of the request and consider conditions of approval. If major, 
a site plan review application would be required.  
 
 
Respectfully submitted,  
 
 
Jeff Brubaker, AICP 
Town Planner 
 
 
References 
 
Restarting Maine’s Economy Plan: https://www.maine.gov/covid19/restartingmaine 
June 15 Governor’s decision on indoor dining in Androscoggin, Cumberland & York Counties: 
https://www.maine.gov/governor/mills/news/mills-administration-announces-indoor-dining-
androscoggin-cumberland-york-counties-can-resume 
June 22 Governor’s statement postponing reopening of indoor bar service: 
https://www.maine.gov/governor/mills/news/protect-public-health-mills-administration-postpones-
reopening-indoor-bar-service-across-maine 
 
Placeholder for additional information received after the initial drafting of this report (8/11) 
 
[Info to be added as it is received] 
 















 

 
 
To:  Planning Board  
From:  Jeff Brubaker, AICP, Town Planner 
 David C.M. Galbraith, Planning Consultant / Town Planner, Southern Maine Planning and Development 

Commission (SMPDC) 
Cc:  Brooke Raitt 
Date:  August 12, 2020 (report date) 

August 18, 2020 (meeting date) 
Re:  PB20-13: 2135 State Rd. (Map 94 / Lot 1) – State Road Home Day Care Home Business  
 

 
 
Overview: This application is for a day care home business located at 2135 State Rd., Map 94, Lot 1, within the 
Rural zoning district. The lot contains an existing single-family residential dwelling unit and a 1,080 sq. ft. garage with 
loft apartment. The applicant, Brooke Raitt, dba Little House Child Care LLC, is proposing to operate a child care 
business to care for a maximum of 10 children between the ages of 6 weeks and 12 years. The applicant proposes to 
have one other employee starting in September. The hours of operation would be 7:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. No 
merchandise or products will be sold as part of the proposed home business. No external materials that would be 
subject to home business screening requirements are listed in the application. No fluids, solids, or gases that would 
be subject to the land use regulations for home businesses are listed in the application. 
 

Application Details/Checklist Documentation 
 Address:  2135 State Rd. 
 Map/Lot:  94/1 
 PB Case#:  PB20-13 
 Zoning District:  Rural 
 Shoreland Zoning:  N/A 
 Owner Name:  Adam and Richard Raitt 
 Applicant Name:  Brooke Raitt  
 Proposed Project:  Site Plan Review for the following:  

• Home Business Application   
 Application Received by 

Staff:  
8/6/2020 

 Application Fee Paid and 
Date:  

Not yet paid 

 Application Sent to Staff 
Reviewers:  

Date: 8/6/2020 

Application Heard by PB 
Found Complete by PB  

Date: Scheduled for 8/18/2020 
Date:  

Site Walk  Date:  N/A 
Public Hearing Date:  TBD 
Public Hearing Publication  Date:  TBD 
Deliberation  Date:  TBD 
Notice of Decision  Date:  TBD 
 Reason for PB Review:  Home Business Application 
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The existing driveway area in front of the garage is shown as having room for up to 12 vehicles to park. The applicant 
is proposing a 12 in. by 18 in. sign mounted on the house next to the entry door, which will need to conform to the 
Town’s Signage Ordinance.     
 
Town Planner’s Review Notes: We believe the relevant issues for the Planning Board to consider and discuss 
include, but are not limited to, the following: 
 

Zoning: The subject lot, which is approximately 2.83 acres, does not meet the Rural zoning district 
minimum lot size of three acres and is therefore a nonconforming lot of record. The application states that 
the home business would be located in a nonconforming structure. 
 
The proposed use is day nursery, which is an SPR (site plan review) use in Section 45-290 of the land use 
regulations. The proposed home business must conform to the requirements of Section 45-456.1. The 
proposed home business is secondary to the residential use of the property, and the dwelling unit is 
occupied by an owner of the proposed home business, as required for home businesses. The proposed 
home business would use 658 sq. ft., which is less than the maximum area of 1,500 sq. ft. stipulated by 
Section 45-456.1(c). 
 
Section 45.456.1(d) requires structures used as part of a home business to meet the minimum yard and 
setback requirements for principal structures. Based on the setbacks listed in the building permit application 
and a measurement using aerial imagery and lot lines in the Town’s online GIS system, the building appears 
to meet all required yard setback requirements for principal structures.  

 
Signage:  The applicant is proposing a 12 in. by 18 in. sign to be mounted on the house next to the entry 
door for the home business, which meets the residential sign dimension and setback requirements of 
Section 45-405 and the maximum of one sign allowed by Sec. 45-456.1(j) – home business requirements. 
The design and content of the sign should be provided to ensure that the sign meets the requirements of 
Article XI of Chapter 45 – Zoning. 
 
Parking: The applicant is proposing a parking area for customers of the day care in the existing driveway 
area. Section 45-456.1(i) allows home businesses to provide up to four customer parking spaces, in addition 
to spaces required for parking by occupants of the dwelling unit. All parking must comply with Article X of 
the Zoning Ordinance, with the exception that a maximum of two parking spaces may be located within the 
front setback. Each space shall be at least 180 square feet and areas with more than two parking spaces 
shall be arranged that it is unnecessary for vehicles to back into the street.  
 
Miscellaneous: As required by the land use regulations, the applicant should provide the names and 
addresses of all abutters and their present land use per Section 33-127(3). 

 
Planner’s Recommendation for the 8/18/20 meeting: The Planning Board should review the application and 
sketch plan and determine what, if any, further information is needed from the applicant. 
 
 
Jeff Brubaker, AICP 
Town Planner 
 

David C.M. Galbraith 
 
David C.M. Galbraith 
Planning Consultant - Southern Maine Planning and Development Commission (SMPDC) 
 























 

 
To:  Planning Board 
From:  Jeff Brubaker, AICP - Town Planner 

David C.M. Galbraith – Planning Consultant, Southern Maine Planning (SMPDC).  
Cc:  Sweet Dirt LLC, Applicant / Existing Tenant 

Flower Company Properties Inc. - Property Owner  
Shelly Bishop – Town of Eliot Code Enforcement Officer (CEO) 
Kearsten Metz - Land Use Administrative Assistant 

Date:  August 18, 2020 (meeting date) 
Re:  PB20-12:  483 Harold Dow Highway (Map 054 / Lot 002) Site Plan Amendment / 

Change in Use – Medical Marijuana and Adult Marijuana Cultivation, Drying and 
Bulk Packaging.   

 
Application Details/Checklist Documentation 

 Address:  483 Harold Dow Highway 
 Map/Lot:  Map 054 / Lot 002 
 PB Case#:  PB19-19 
 Zoning District:  Commercial Industrial District (CID) 
 Shoreland Zoning:  N/A 
 Owner Name:  Flower Company Properties Incorporated  
 Applicant Name:  Sweet Dirt Inc. – Existing Tenant  
 Proposed Project:  Site Plan Review for the following:  

• Change in Use 
• Site Plan Amendment    

 Application 
Received by Staff:  Date: July 7, 2020 

 Application Fee Paid 
and Date:  

 Application Fee Paid 
and Date: 

$100.00  For Change in Use   
Date Paid:  July 7, 2020 (Check #  2042) 
 
Not Paid:  Site Plan Amendment  

 Application Sent to 
Staff Reviewers:  

 
Date: July 7, 2020 

Application Heard by PB 
Found Complete by PB  

Date: August 18, 2020 
Date:  N/A 

Site Walk  Date:  N/A 
Public Hearing Date:  N/A 
Public Hearing 
Publication  

 
Date: N/A 

Deliberation  Date: N/A  
Notice of Decision  Date: N/A 
 Reason for PB 

Review:  
 
Site Plan Review / Change in Use 
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Overview: This application is for Change in Use / Site Plan Amendment for Sweet Dirt 
Inc.  The subject property is located at 483 Harold Dow Highway (Map 054- / Lot 002). 
The property is approximately three (3) acres in area and currently has three existing 
buildings.  Sweet Dirt LLC is seeking approval to convert the two (2) existing 
greenhouses, which are each 30 feet by 100 feet from medical marijuana cultivation into 
a medical marijuana and adult use cultivation operation.  The operation is currently 
enclosed by a fence and the proposed plans include the slight relocation of the fenced 
area and the installation of an “8’ x 40’ trailer” for “drying and curing module (which 
will be fixed to the ground) and the addition of additional security”.  Although the 
proposed building is fairly small (320 s.f.) the addition of the new building requires a Site 
Plan Amendment.     

 

 

    
PB20-12:  483 Harold Dow Highway (Map 054 / Lot 002) Site Plan 
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On January 16, 2020 the proposed use of the property as a “caregiver facility”.  Sweet 
Dirt was reviewed by the Zoning Board of Appeals (ZBA) as they were seeking a 
dimensional waiver from 500 feet to 250 feet as the site was / is within 500 feet of the 
Town’s Transfer Station (section 33-190e) this case was heard by the ZBA and approval 
was granted.  Following the ZBA approval the proposed use as a (medical cultivation / 
caregiver facility) went before the Planning Board for approval of a “Non-profit Medical 
Marijuana Dispensary” and an amendment to a previously approved Site Plan (PB04-03, 
May 18, 2004) “to change the use of the two existing greenhouse structures from 
Wholesale Business Facility to Registered  Primary Caregiver for the purpose of Medical 
Marijuana Cultivation and utilizing a portion of the existing warehouse for medical 
marijuana processing.”  The application was approved on February 18, 2020.   
 

 
 

PB20-12:  483 Harold Dow Highway (Map 054 / Lot 002)  
 
As outlined above the applicants are requesting that approve a Change in Use to allow 
the applicants to grow, harvest, dry, and bulk package both medical marijuana and adult 
use marijuana.  There are no adult use or medical use sales proposed for this property at 
this time.  If marijuana retail sales are desired at this location at a later date it will be 
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required to, at minimum, go before the Planning Board for a “Change in Use”.  The 
applicants do not anticipate an increase in truck traffic or passenger vehicle traffic.   
 
The application did not include a "conditional use permit" for the adult use growing, 
drying and packaging from the State of Maine.  As has been mentioned before the Town 
requires that a conditional use permit be provided for any new adult use marijuana 
operations.  As required by the Town of Eliot a Conditional Use Permit must be received 
by the State of Maine before applications of this nature are brought before the Planning 
Board.  Attached you will find a copy of the "conditional use permit" for the adult use 
growing, drying and packaging from the State of Maine.  At this time the applicant 
would request that the application is determined to be complete and that a public 
hearing be scheduled at the next available Planning Board meeting.    
 
Respectfully submitted,  
 

David C.M. Galbraith 
 
David C.M. Galbraith 
Eliot Town Planner 
Planning Consultant - Southern Maine Planning and Development Commission (SMPDC).  
 
 



This certifies that

SWEET DIRT, LLC 

ACB153
DOING BUSINESS AS: SWEET DIRT

has been issued a CONDITIONAL license as an ADULT USE MARIJUANA 

CULTIVATION FACILITY, TIER 2 under 28-B MRS. This does NOT permit the 

licensee to engage in any activity.

OFFICE OF MARIJUANA POLICY

MAINE ADULT USE MARIJUANA 

PROGRAM

ISSUED ON

05/15/2020

EXPIRES ON

05/14/2021DIRECTOR

OFFICE OF MARIJUANA POLICY

MAINE ADULT USE MARIJUANA PROGRAM

NOTE: THIS IS NOT AN ACTIVE 

LICENSE

To make a complaint about this licensed Adult Use Marijuana Establishment:

Email: Licensing.OMP@maine.gov
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The Conditional License for ACB153 has been issued based on the

following organizational structure:

Principals:
JESSICA JEAN OLIVER, MANAGER

KRISTIN ANN POPE, MANAGER

HUGHES SPENCER POPE, MANAGER

Owners:
50.00% - HUGHES SPENCER POPE
50.00% - KRISTIN ANN POPE

NOTICE: This conditional license was issued based upon the information indicated above 

and submitted on application forms provided by the conditional licensee.  The conditional 

licensee acknowledged and affirmed that the foregoing information was truthful and 

complete in the presence of a notary.  Any changes to the information indicated above must 

be timely reported to the Office of Marijuana Policy and may affect the conditional 

licensee’s licensure status.  A conditional licensee will be required, at a minimum, to obtain 

a new local authorization based upon any changes to the entity ownership structure listed 

above. 
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Documents from the applicant regarding the proposed on-site 

security cameras were previously included here. At the applicant’s 

request for confidentiality, the documents were removed from the 

packet posted online. 

For more information, please contact Jeff Brubaker, AICP, Town 

Planner, at planner@eliotme.org or 207-439-1817 x 112. 

mailto:planner@eliotme.org







