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	SPRINGFIELD DEVELOPMENT REVIEW BOARD
	TUESDAY August 8, 2017 - 7:00 P.M.
	96 MAIN STREET, TOWN HALL, SPRINGFIELD, VT
A.	CALL TO ORDER:   
B.	ROLL CALL:
C.	ADMINISTER OATH: I hereby swear that the evidence I give in the cause under consideration shall be the whole truth and nothing but the truth. 
D.	CONFLICT OF INTEREST: Does any member of the Board have a conflict of interest regarding any matter scheduled for public hearing? 	
E.	REQUESTS AND PUBLIC HEARINGS:
1.	1.	A request by the Town of Springfield for Conditional Use and Site Plan Review and approval to improve the existing steel multiplate pipe arch culvert over Great Brook, which is Bridge #82 on Town Highway #12, aka County Road, just north of Main Street in North Springfield, which culvert is deteriorating and failing, the improvement, in accordance with the Springfield Flood Regulations, will result in a less than zero rise in the Base Flood Elevation at the site in the  Floodway of the SFHA. The culvert is in the Town right of way. 
2.	On February 5, 2003 the Springfield Planning Commission, which then had jurisdiction over subdivision requests, granted the 2 lot subdivision request by the Springfield Regional Development Corp. (SRDC) subject to the condition that side setbacks between the existing the J&L Building and the then to-be-created separate NBC Solid Surfaces building be in compliance within 5 years of the approval  for 160 Clinton Street. Compliance not having been met, the Development Review Board, which now has jurisdiction over subdivisions, on August 14, 2012, 6 days short of five years ago, was asked by SRDC to extend the compliance date for 5 additional years. The decision of August 14, 2012 stated, “to extend the time to clear this up and tear down the portion of the building, as required by condition set by the Planning Commission on February 5, 2003, for 5 years from this date. The five year extension ends August 14, 2017.  The purpose of this hearing by the DRB is to reach a decision after hearing the proposed plans and assurances of SRDC to comply, and, based on those plans and assurances, consider whether or not the DRB will further extend the time for compliance or find the project in violation and direct the Administrative Officer to take whatever action is appropriate to enforce the original decision of the Planning Commission, including but not limited to revoking the subdivision and/or fines. 
3.	On August 4, 2004 during the last and final hearing on the original conditional use application the Planning Commission, subject to representations and conditions, granted conditional use approval for the Southern Vermont Recreation Center Foundation, Inc. (SVRCF) now known as the Edgar May Recreation Center (EMRC). On August 11, 2004, during the last and final hearing on the original site plan review application the Planning Commission subject to conditions and plans presented, granted site plan review approval for that entity as well. Beginning in March 2011 after many extensive discussions over the years with the Administrative Officer (AO) over noncompliance with site plans and conditions require for the use, because noncompliance was not being addressed at all the AO outlined to the SVRCF the issues to be resolved, and when they were not addressed, and on October 20, 2011, the Administrative Officer sent a Notice of Violation to SVRCF noting 8 major points of noncompliance. The principals of the EMRC delayed doing any of those 8 items and the EMRC transferred to the Springfield Medical Care Systems in 2013, who then discussed the noted noncompliance issues with the AO and appealed the decision of the Administrative Officer and set the matter for a public hearing on March 11, 2014. The decision rendered by the DRB at that hearing states: the applicant needs to do the things proposed at that March 11th hearing, including, but not limited to, resurface the handicap area, relocate the bus stop, plant trees, put in lighting, stripe the pedestrian walk to J&L, use J&L for parking now, but once J&L not available, develop new lot, build pedestrian bridge, etc. as set forth in the findings and decision. Most of what was required of the applicant has not been completed. The purpose of this hearing by the DRB is to reach a decision after hearing the proposed plans and assurances of SRDC to comply, and, based on those plans and assurances, consider whether or not the DRB will further extend the time for compliance or find the project in violation and direct the Administrative Officer to take whatever action is appropriate to enforce the original decision of the Planning Commission, including but not limited to revoking the subdivision and/or fines. 

F.	OLD BUSINESS:
	
G.	NEW BUSINESS:  
H.	COMMUNICATIONS:	
[bookmark: QuickMark]I.	MINUTES:	July 12, 2017
J.	ADJOURNMENT: 	
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