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WEST WINDSOR DEVELOPMENT REVIEW BOARD
Minutes
April 26, 2022

Present: Shannon Harrington, Barbara Truex, Jane Hoisington, Mark Morse, Yulia Moskvina and Deb
Shearer. Via Zoom: Bruce Boedtker (DRB), Dick Beatty, Sandi Brown, and Lynn Girouard.

1) Call to Order — DRB Chair Shannon Harrington called the meeting to order at 6:37 PM

2) Changes or Additions — None

3) Announcements/Public comment — None

4) Reconvene PUBLIC HEARING 2815— Shannon reconvened the hearing on application #2815. The
hearing warning was read. Barbara noted the application number was incorrect on the last two agendas,
however the Hearing Notices were correct. Application # 2815 is the correct number. The applicants
submitted 4 documents to the DRB to be added to the exhibit list. Shannon reminded the applicants
and interested persons they were still under oath and asked the DRB members if there were any ex
parte communications since the last meeting. She noted that she and Mark had spoken but their conver-
sation was not about the town permit. Mark said he had just picked up the revised site plan from his
engineer and noticed the patios were not drawn in the correct position. He suggested that considering
the error on the plan and that he was having a hard time communicating the DRB’s requests to his en-
gineer, he would like to continue the hearing to a time his engineer can attend the meeting and directly
address the DRB’s questions. The final site plan would then be prepared with all the information the
DRB was requesting. Barbara asked if Mark had received a municipal sewer permit. He said he has
submitted the municipal application and knows there is adequate capacity, but between his engineer, the
Town, and the State they have not finalized what volume the project would require. Shannon asked for
him to get something in writing from Martha, if the Wastewater permit isn’t approved by the time, they
close the hearing. Barbara also asked if they had considered space for sidewalk easement area for fu-
ture town expansion as required by the regulations. Yulia said she thought there was enough room for a
future sidewalk. The Board quickly reviewed revised site plan before them, and asked for the following
items to be revised: accurate property lines (from a survey, not from tax map), building setbacks to be
clearly noted, floodplain delineation should use FEMA’s DFIRM data. Also, any floodplain comments
by John Broker-Campbell be in writing. Shannon suggested the Board could continue to review the
large format site plan at their convenience and give a list of their questions to Deb within a week or two.
She also requested any for any future hearings any changes to site plans would need to be submitted to
the DRB at least 5 days in advance of a meeting in order for the Board to review it properly. Mark
apologized for not being more organized, but there are factors now beyond their control that are affect-
ing the project. He explained that property has had a few Act 250 permits on it, which he thought were
all expired, however the State is telling him one permit from 1984 is still attached to the land which
places this project under the authority of Act 250. He has lawyers telling him he has a good argument
they don’t need an Act 250 permit for this project, but either way, litigation or going through the Act
250 process, is an expensive and time consuming prospect. Barbara asked if they had addressed the
parking, Yulia replied that in the House Rules parking was limited to 2 spaces per unit. She said she
also addressed some of the additional concerns of abutters in the documents she submitted at the begin-
ning today’s hearing. However, she couldn’t address the concerns that regarded the future use of pri-
vate property. Shannon said there was one final issue to address which Dick had brought up previously.
Had they thought about decreasing the number of units to five. Six units did push the bounds of the
regulations. Mark asked what would happen if they did decide to decrease the number of units, would
they have to do a whole new site plan? Shannon said the Board would try to be helpful, they could po-
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tentially use language to approve the project with conditions of a proposed site plan amendment. Dick
asked for clarity if Mark was going to file a revised site plan before his engineer was present at the next
meeting? Mark responded no, his engineer would be present at the next meeting to address any ques-
tions and then he would return to meet a second time with the final revision of the site plan. Dick
moved to continue the hearing on application # 2815 to Tuesday, May 24"; 6:30 PM at the Town
Hall. Bruce seconded the motion for a continued hearing, which passed unanimously.

5) March 29" Minutes —Dick moved to approve the minutes as written. Bruce seconded the motion,
which passed unanimously.

6) Other Business — None

7) Adjourn — The meeting adjourned by unanimous consent at 7:50 pm

Respectfully submitted,

Deb Shearer



