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SELECTMEN'’S MEETING
7:.00PM MONDAY MAY 20, 2013
YORK LIBRARY

Call to Order-

Pledge of Allegiance

A. Minutes
- April 29%, 2013 Selectmen’s Meeting Minutes

B. Chairman’s Report

C. Manager’'s Report

D. Awards
E. Reports

1. Cape Neddick River Watershed Report\

F. Citizens Forum - The citizen’s forum is open to any member of the audience
for comments on items listed on this meeting agenda. All comments should be
respectful in tone and should be directed to the chair. Comments should be brief
and to the point. Questions that require extended answers or that cannot be
readily answered will be referred to the town manager for follow-up. Anyone
who wishes to submit a written request for future agenda items can do so on the
form available at this meeting or may obtain the form through the town
manager’s office.

G. Approval of Warrant #46

H. PUBLIC HEARINGS

1. Endorsements

Business Licenses .
1. Sean Mitchell DBA Bagel Basket (Victualers); Located at 280
York Street
2. Gregory Tsairis DBA Maine Lobster Outlet (Victualers); Located
at 2 Market Place Drive




3. Molly Lavecchia DBA Rocky Acres Farm Stand (Victualers);
Located at 73 Webber Road

J. Old Business

1.

MDOT MPI Grant for York Street

K. New Business

1.
2.
3.

\O

11.

12.

13.

14.
15.

16.

Election of Chair and Vice-Chair

Establish a Fixed Schedule of Meetings

Adopt the “Selectmen’s Policy Manual” as the Board’s Rules of
Procedure

Adopt the Selectmen’s Policy Entitled “Disbursement of Wages to
Municipal Employees” ‘

Adopt Selectmen’s Policy Entitled “Order of Municipal Officers”

Call a Special Budget Referendum in accordance with Article 2, Section
14.F of the Town of York Home Rule Charter; If Necessary

Adopt the Town Budget as Certified by the Town Clerk and Approved
by the Voters per Article 2, Section 14.B of the Town of York Home
Rule Charter

Discuss recommended Changes to the Traffic Safety Ordinance
Appoint Amber Harrison as a Local Plumbing Inspector

. Discussion of the Drainage Easement between the Union Bluff and the

Town of York

Senior Center Use of Gift From Marjorie Duffy Estate for Senior
Transportation Needs

Special Event Permit — York Hospital 5K Road and Cross Country
Race PENDING CHARLIE

Special Event Permit — York Beach Fire Department’s Field Day and
Parade

Pole Location Permit; Nubble Road

Approve Special Permit for Catering Privileges Off Premises — Foster’s
Clam Bake on June 1, 2013

Approve Special Permit for Catering Privileges Off Premises — Foster’s
Clam Bake on June 8, 2013

L. Other Business

M. Citizens Forum

Adjourn
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SPECIAL SELECTMEN’S MEETING
6:00/7:00 P.M. MONDAY APRIL 29, 2013
YORK LIBRARY

6:00 PM: Interviews for Harbor Board & Energy Efficiency Steering Committee

Present: Chair; Mary Andrews, Vice Chair; Scott Fiorentino, Kinley Gregg, Ted
Little, Ronald Nowell, Recorder; Katie McWilliams and members of the public.

Call to Order at 7:00pm

Pledge of Allegiance

New Business

1. Discussions of Communication Tower

Chairman Mary Andrews felt that not enough time had been given to the public to
ask questions and for the board to address concerns in regards to the
Communications Tower being placed on the Police Station lot. This meeting was set
up to allow for that to happen. Police Chief Doug Bracy and Community
Development Director Steven Burns were present to answer questions from the
board and citizens.

The following made comments:

Christina Mandravelis
Pamela Odice

Charles Stacy

Nancy Lampbert
Deborah McDonald
Robert Blecker
Torbert MacDonald

There were many questions in regards to the cell tower, however many comments
were in regards to the level of radiation that the tower will emit. There were
concerns that the tower would cause health risks within a % mile radius. It was

1of2 E Special Selectmen’s Meeting
. Monday, April 29, 2013
:



suggested to the board that they look into the health risks associated with a cell
tower.

Police Chief Bracy answered the questions that he could and will get back with
answers to anything he was not sure of.

It was asked if the tower was a done deal and Ms. Andrews shared that she believed

that the contract was signed and if they wanted to make any changes legal advice
would have to be obtained.

Adjourn

Moved by Mr. Little, seconded by Mr. Fiorentino to adjourn at 8:56 PM.

Respectfully Submitted By:

Katie McWilliams; Recorder
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AGENDA ITEM NUMBER:

REQUEST FOR ACTION BY BOARD OF SELECTMEN

Date Submitted: May 16, 2013 Type of Action:
Date Action Requested: May 20, 2013 [] Procedural Formal Action
Regular X Work Session [] Other:

Subject: Cape Neddick River Watershed Management Plan

TO: BOARD OF SELECTMEN

FROM: Stephen H. Burns, Community Development Director

RECOMMENDATION: Irecommend the Board review the draft Plan (which was distributed
earlier) and provide feedback to the consultants at the meeting on May 20",

PROPOSED MOTION: No action require

Discussion: Our consultants have completed a draft report pursuant to the contract approved by the
Board of Selectmen back in April 2012. The consulting team includes: John MacKinnon of Watershed
Solutions; Matt Reynolds of Drumlin Environmental; and Albert Frick of Frick & Associates.

The purpose of this work is to create a watershed plan to guide future efforts to clean up the water
sufficient to achieve compliance with the Clean Water Act requirements. The Plan does not have to
solve the problems, but rather must show us the way forward. There are a series of requirements in
Section 319 of the Clean Water Act which guide the preparation of such plans, and this Plan is
developed accordingly.

At your meeting the consultants will make a brief presentation and then will seek feedback from the
Board about the draft report. Feedback from the public would be helpful as well, and that could be




provided during the public forum portion of the agenda. The consultants will also take feedback for a
week or so after the meeting, and then they will finalize the Plan. The Plan is their recommendation to

the Town for a way forward. Once the Town receives the final version of the Plan, then we will need
to discuss steps to move forward.

Reviewed By: 47 * ¥

Prepared By:
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1. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This plan serves as a guide for the restoration and protection of water quality in the Cape Neddick River (CNR).
The frequent exceedance of water quality standards, in conjunction with analyses that have indicated the
watershed may be overbuilt and thereby affecting water quality, prompted the Town of York to initiate
preparation of this watershed-based management plan (WBMP). Figures ES-1 and ES-2 show the percentages
of water quality tests (2007-2011) in the main stem and tributaries of the CNR that exceeded standards for
bacteria. Water quality testing at Cape Neddick Beach has also shown bacteria levels in excess of bacteria
standards, although at a lower percentage (approximately 10 % to 25% per year since 2007).
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The elevated bacteria levels in the river have also attracted the attention of the Maine Department of
Environmental Protection (MEDEP). Accordingly, the MEDEP has listed the estuary portion of the river as a
water body impaired by bacteria, requiring that a total maximum daily load (TMDL) be developed for the
estuary and an associated study prepared and approved by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). A
TMDL study defines the maximum amount of pollutant each source in a watershed can contribute to a water
body, so that the water body remains in compliance with applicable water quality standards. The EPA
mandates that a WBMP be prepared for impaired water bodies requiring a TMDL.
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Based on the water quality impacts described in this WBMP, the listing of the CNR Estuary as an impaired
waterbody, and project requirements that have been specified by the Town of York, the following restoration
goals have been established:

e Establish eligibility of the CNR watershed for Clean Water Act Section 319 NPS funding

Identify measures to restore impacted freshwater portions of the CNR to the Class B bacteria standard
Identify measures to restore estuarine waters to the Class SB bacteria standard

Identify measures to restore Cape Neddick Beach waters to the Coastal Beach bacteria standard
Include components to remediate river segments affected by non-bacteria pollution, where applicable
Create a culture of collaboration and coordination between stakeholders

This WBMP is focused on water quality and is not intended to be a comprehensive guide for protecting the
overall environmental health of the CNR watershed. It is intended to be a dynamic guide for community
restoration efforts in the watershed where the most significant water quality impacts have been identified by the
various monitoring efforts conducted thus far.

Conceptual Model. Based on 2007-2011 water quality data, land use, and hydrology characteristics, three
zones were identified for purposes of creating a conceptual CNR Watershed model and to guide future
monitoring efforts.

e Zone 1 — Chase’s Pond to Hutchins Lane Bridge
e Zone 2 — Hutchins Lane Bridge to Shore Road Bridge
e Zone 3 — Seaward of Shore Road Bridge

Land use and water quality data suggest that Zone 1 may not make a large contribution to the bacteria loads
encountered in the lower portion of the watershed. However, the northern tributary draining the west side of
Route 1 may warrant further testing based on its proximity to more developed areas. In contrast to land use in
Zone 1, Zone 2 is predominantly developed. Many of the tributaries with elevated bacteria concentrations are
located in the lower portion of Zone 2, downstream of the Route 1 Bridge. Zone 3 includes commercial areas
located near the Shore Road Bridge, and the Cape Neddick Beach. Only one small tributary flows into this
reach of the river.

In order to better characterize the CNR water quality, especially where bacteria levels are historically high, a
targeted monitoring program was conducted in the summer of 2012. The following primary goals were
identified for the 2012 sampling program in order to provide data to supplement the existing historical database
and to assist with identifying strategies to mitigate elevated bacteria levels.

1. Recognizing that from the ocean to the head-of-tide below the Route 1 bridge, tidal flushing is the
predominant water input to the main stem of the river, the first goal was to collect samples that reflected the
upland component of the river flow as much as possible. To do this, all samples were collected at or shortly
after low tide, when the water reflected the maximum freshwater input.

2. The second goal was to specifically examine the influence that water flowing from the tributaries has on the
water quality of the main stem of the river. The volume of tidal flow into and out of the river is very large
in comparison to the estimated volume of freshwater input from the tributaries.

3. The third goal was to assess the potential influence from selected point source locations. The primary point
source was the YSD treatment plant outfall, and a sampling point was added directly over the outfall. In
addition, two new sampling locations were added between Shore Road and the ocean to gather data that
might identify indirect inputs from the Campground.

6



Both bacteria and non-bacteria parameters (dissolved oxygen, nutrients, and metals) were evaluated during the
2012 monitoring program. The following bullets summarize significant results from the 2012 monitoring
program.

e The 2012 data show that there are significantly higher bacteria concentrations in all sampling locations
immediately after a rain storm compared to times when there has been no recent precipitation.

e Main stem samples collected from the estuary more than 24 hours after a rain event had low bacteria
concentrations. This suggests that the bacteria concentrations in the main tidal portion of the river, which
has been identified as impaired by the MEDEP, can drop to low concentrations rapidly (within a few tidal
cycles) after the end of the rain event.

e Two samples were collected directly over the Yarmouth District outfall at low tide from the visible
upwelling above the outfall. One sample had no detectable Enterococci and the other sample had a lower
Enterococci concentration than the nearby locations in the CNR. Collectively, these data do not implicate
the YSD treatment plant outfall as a significant contributor to the Enterococci concentrations in the CNR.

Six priority subwatersheds were selected based on historical water quality data and the results of the 2012
monitoring program. They are identified by their associated sampling location identifier as shown in
Figures 8-1 and 8-2.

F%gure 8-1
Priority Subwatersheds - North
T 7
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Priority Subwatersheds - South

Statistics associated with the level of development and the age of structures in each of the priority
subwatersheds are shown in Table ES-1. The statistics were used for purposes of the TMDL study described

below..

Table ES-1
Priority Subwatershed Statistics
Cape Neddick River
Statistic CNR-06 CNR-09 CNR-10 CNR-11 CNR-13 CNR-15
Total Acres 46 90 33 17 249 34
Number of
Houses 30 56 27 7 20 17
Average House
Age 1976 1960 1964 1945 1986 1944
Acres of Built
House Lots 31.17 66.26 32.58 8.23 80.86 22.23
Acres Per Built
House Lot 1.04 1.18 1.21 1.18 4.04 1.31
Overall Density
(Acres/ Houses) 1.53 1.61 1.22 243 12.45 2.00




The TMDL study is intended to accomplish three major objectives:

1. Identify the bacteria sources within the study area.

2. Quantify the contribution from each bacteria source within the study area.

3. Determine the reduction from each human and domestic animal bacteria source required to meet the
applicable TMDL for the CNR Estuary.

A statewide TMDL has been established for water bodies impaired by bacteria in Maine. Water quality
standards applicable to Maine waters are used as the numeric water quality targets for bacteria TMDLs. Since
the CNR Estuary is Class SB, the associated Enterococci bacteria standard serves as the applicable bacteria
TMDL for the CNR Estuary. Accordingly, between May 15% and September 30%, Enterococci of human and
domestic animal origin shall not exceed a geometric mean of 8§ MPN/100ml or an instantaneous level of 54
MPN/100ml.

In a non-sewered watershed such as the CNR Watershed, potential sources of bacteria include failing septic
systems, illegal dumping into the storm drain system, domestic animals, and wildlife. Although the CNR
Estuary falls within the safety zone around the YSD treatment plant outfall, and there is the potential that
untreated or partially treated sewage could be discharged into Cape Neddick Harbor in the unlikely event of a
disruption at the treatment plant, it is not considered to be one of the sources contributing to exceedances of the
bacteria TMDL in the estuary.

Bacteria load calculations were performed to estimate the bacteria loads discharging to the CNR Estuary from
each of the priority subwatersheds, as well as the contribution of each bacteria source within the subwatersheds.
The calculations were made on a subwatershed basis so that, combined with previous evaluations of water
quality data, restoration work in the lower CNR could be further prioritized.

A Bacteria Source Load Calculator (BSLC) spreadsheet model (developed by the Center for TMDL and
Watershed Studies at Virginia Tech) was used to estimate loads from the above identified bacteria sources
including failing septic systems, domestic animals, and wildlife. Bacteria loads from illegal dumping into the
storm drain system were not estimated since they can’t be quantified. Because of the inaccuracies inherent in
modeling watersheds, bacteria loads calculated by the BSLC model are only rough estimates. But by using the
same methodology for modeling all the priority subwatersheds, the relative impact that each subwatershed and
its associated bacteria sources have on the CNR Estuary can be evaluated.

Inspection of Figures 9-1 and 9-2 produced the following observations:

e CNR-09 potentially generates the overall largest bacteria load and the largest bacteria load from
residential sources (i.e., failing septic systems and pet waste).

e C(CNR-13 potentially generates the second largest bacteria load but the majority of it is from forest
sources (i.e., wildlife).

e CNR-06, CNR-10, and CNR-15 potentially generate similar bacteria loads, the majority of which are
from residential sources.

e (CNR-11 potentially generates the overall smallest bacteria load.

e Humans (i.e., failing septic systems) are potentially the largest source of bacteria loading to the estuary.

e Pets are potentially a significant contributor to overall bacteria loading to the estuary.



Figure 9-1
Estimated Fecal Coliform Loadings
Cape Neddick River Priority Subwatersheds
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The following conclusions were drawn from the above TMDL study:

¢ The TMDL should be achievable during most of the regulated period between May 15® and September
30" when conditions are normally dry.

e Failing septic systems and pet waste appear to be the primary bacteria source in all the priority
subwatersheds except CNR-13.

e Wildlife appears to be the primary bacteria source in CNR-13, with waterfow] likely a major direct
contributor of bacteria to the estuary.
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o The largest sources of human and pet bacteria appear to be associated with the three downstream priority
subwatersheds (i.e., CNR-10, CNR-09, CNR-06), which is consistent with the trend of increasing
Enterococci concentrations upstream to downstream during wet conditions.

e Bacteria mitigation measures will need to target all potential human and domestic animal sources in
order to achieve the TMDL for the CNR Estuary under wet conditions.

Six potential mitigation measures were identified for meeting the bacteria TMDL in the CNR Estuary as well as
other water quality standards in freshwater portions of the CNR, the Estuary, and at the Cape Neddick Beach.

Identification and Replacement of Failing Septic Systems (MM-1)
Proper Maintenance of Septic Systems (MM-2)

Management of Pet Waste (MM-3)

Re-establishment of Vegetated Stream Buffers (MM-4)

Low Impact Development (LID) Retrofits (MM-5)

Sewer Extension to Lower CNR Neighborhoods (MM-6)

SAIRAIE i

MM-1, MM-2, MM-3, and MM-6 would reduce and/or control bacteria at the source, while MM-4 and MM-5
would be designed to capture and treat bacteria carried in stormwater runoff. The mitigation measures were
evaluated for effectiveness, implementability, and cost. Scores were assigned based on the evaluations and
results are presented in Table ES-2. The scores are based only on professional judgement and should only be
used as a general guide when considering the relative merits of the mitigation measures and how their
implementation should be prioritized.

Table ES-2
Bacteria Mitigation Measure Scores
Mitigation Measure Effectiveness Implementability Cost Overall Score
MM-1 and MM-2 4 4 2 10
MM-3 4 3 5 12
MM-4 2 3 4 9
MM-5 2 2 3 7
MM-6 5 3 1 9

Table ES-2 shows that MM-3 (Management of Pet Waste) scored the highest of the mitigation measures,
largely because of its potential effectiveness and low cost. Accordingly, it should be given a high priority. The
scoring also indicates that MM-1 and MM-2 received the highest score for reducing sources of human bacteria,
and work on a septic survey should be initiated immediately to determine the actual scope of septic system
failures within the priority subwatersheds. MM-6 would only be initiated in the event the septic survey finds
that conditions are not favorable for septic system replacement, either because of field conditions or economic
conditions, or both. The two treatment alternatives, MM-4 and MM-5, should be initiated as soon as willing
landowners are identified. However, the emphasis should be placed on MM-4 not only because it is more easily
implemented and has a lower cost, but because of the other benefits it can provide to both the landowner and the
riparian habitat.

This WBMP includes a proposed schedule for phasing in mitigation measures, identifies milestones and
decision points, defines the role of the public, and proposes methods for measuring the success or failure of
mitigation measures. It also identifies potential funding and technical assistance sources as well as potential
lead organizations and agencies.
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2. INTRODUCTION
2.1  Purpose of Plan

This plan serves as a guide for the restoration and protection of water quality in the Cape Neddick River (CNR).
Seasonal water quality monitoring by the York Parks and Recreation Department (YPRD) at the Cape Neddick
Beach and by the York Community Development Department (YCDD) at upstream locations has shown that
bacteria levels at the beach and in the main stem and tributaries exceeded water quality standards on numerous
dates over a span of several years. The frequent exceedance of water quality standards, in conjunction with
analyses that have indicated the watershed may be overbuilt and thereby affecting water quality, prompted the
Town of York to initiate preparation of this watershed-based management plan (WBMP).

The elevated bacteria levels in the river have also attracted the attention of the Maine Department of
Environmental Protection (MEDEP). Accordingly, the MEDEP has listed the estuary portion of the river as a
water body impaired by bacteria, requiring that a total maximum daily load (TMDL) be developed for the
estuary and an associated study prepared and approved by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). A
TMDL study defines the maximum amount of pollutant each source in a watershed can contribute to a water
body, so that the water body remains in compliance with applicable water quality standards. The EPA
mandates that a WBMP be prepared for impaired water bodies requiring a TMDL.

This WBMP was designed so that it meets the overlapping requirements of the Town of York and the MEDEP
and EPA. Town requirements include following EPA guidelines during preparation of the WBMP so that
nonpoint source (NPS) pollution projects implemented in the watershed are eligible for federal funds under
Section 319 of the Clean Water Act. These same guidelines are applicable to WBMPs that are used to apply for
Section 319 funding for impaired water bodies requiring a TMDL. The following nine EPA criteria were
followed during the preparation of this WBMP:

1. Identify the causes and sources or groups of similar sources that will need to be controlled to achieve the
load reductions estimated in the WBMP;

2. Estimate the load reductions expected from NPS management measures;

3. Describe the NPS management measures that will need to be implemented to achieve the identified load
reductions;

4. Estimate the amounts of technical and financial assistance needed, associated costs, and/or the sources
and authorities that will be relied upon to implement the WBMP;

5. Provide an information/education component that will be used to enhance public understanding of the
project and encourage the public’s participation in selecting, designing, and implementing NPS
management measures,

6. Provide a schedule for implementing the NPS management measures identified in the WBMP;

7. Describe interim, measureable milestones for determining whether NPS management measures or other
control actions are being implemented,

8. Identify a set of criteria for determining if load reductions are being achieved and progress is being
made towards attaining water quality standards, and if not, the criteria for determining if the WBMP
needs to be revised; and

9. Establish a monitoring component to evaluate the effectiveness of the implementation efforts.

The above criteria will be referenced at appropriate places in this WBMP to show where they have been
followed.

Section 319 of the Clean Water Act contains the NPS Management Program. Through that program, States,
Territories and Native American Tribes can receive grant monies for a variety of NPS-related projects,
including the restoration of water bodies impaired by NPS pollution. The program is administered by MEDEP
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in Maine. MEDEP annually selects projects from a pool of applications based in part on the status of a water
body and the amount of NPS pollution that could ultimately be controlled or mitigated by a project. Grant
monies have been used extensively on impaired and unimpaired but threatened water bodies in the State of
Maine, from NPS pollution surveys to engineered treatment systems that separate NPS pollution from
stormwater runoff. Projects do not necessarily need to directly reduce the amount of NPS pollution entering a
water body to be eligible for grant monies, but can include activities associated with raising public awareness
about NPS pollution such as “septic socials”, where the public is educated about the proper care and
maintenance of septic systems. One of the factors considered by MEDEP when evaluating applications for 319
grants is whether the affected water body has been designated a NPS Priority Watershed by the MEDEP. These
are watersheds with known sources of NPS pollution that have either impaired or threatened water quality.
They are generally considered to be the watersheds most eligible for 319 grants. Although the Cape Neddick
River is not currently designated a NPS Priority Watershed, recent communications with the MEDEP indicate
that the river is currently receiving serious consideration during MEDEP’s review of NPS Priority Watersheds
(Hoppe, 2013).

This WBMP is focused on water quality and is not intended to be a comprehensive guide for protecting the
overall environmental health of the CNR watershed. The goals include the restoration and protection of water
quality, which by extension consider the impacts of land development, but does not consider aspects unrelated
to water quality such as viewsheds, terrestrial wildlife habitat, and public access. Issues related to the overall
watershed health have been raised, and strategies offered, in a report prepared by the Wells National Estuarine
Research Reserve (Wells Reserve, 2003).

Finally, this WBMP is intended to be a dynamic guide for community restoration efforts in the watershed where
the most significant water quality impacts have been identified by the various monitoring efforts conducted thus
far. Future monitoring efforts may identify other areas of the watershed needing restoration, and the guidance
provided in this WBMP should in no way limit the types of remedies applied to those areas. Additionally,
follow-on work associated with water quality monitoring and/or the design of NPS mitigation measures
proposed in this plan may need to be modified where private property concerns or conditions on the ground
require it. This plan is the starting point for water quality restoration in the watershed, and it is expected that
additional ideas and concepts will be developed as the work progresses.

2.2 Tasks Associated with Plan Development
The following tasks were completed over the course of plan development:

e Baseline Assessment — The project team conducted a comprehensive review of all available water
quality and land use data collected by various organizations prior to the start of this project.

e Involve Stakeholders — Stakeholder meetings were held at the beginning, middle, and end of this project
in order to share information with stakeholders and to gather their input.

e Conduct Water Quality Testing — The project team, with the assistance of Town staff, conducted water
quality testing during the 2012 summer season for bacteria and non-bacteria parameters in the main stem
and the tributaries of the river.

e Estimate Bacteria Load and Calculate Load Reduction Target — Specific subwatersheds were modeled
for their output of human, domestic pet, and wildlife bacteria loads to the river. Load reductions to the
appropriate water quality target were estimated.

e Identify High Priority Sources — Through data collected from water quality monitoring and the results
from modeling output from bacteria sources, high priority subwatersheds were identified.

e Develop Bacteria Mitigation Measures — Mitigation measures that targeted the suspected sources of
human and domestic animal bacteria were developed.
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e Devise Monitoring Plan for Measuring Effectiveness — A plan to monitor water quality and evaluate the
effectiveness of bacteria mitigation measures was prepared.

2.3 Restoration Goals

Based on the water quality impacts described in this plan, and project requirements specified by the Town of
York, the following restoration goals have been established:

e Establish eligibility of the CNR watershed for Clean Water Act Section 319 NPS funding

e Identify measures to restore impacted freshwater portions of the CNR to the Class B bacteria standard
e Identify measures to restore estuarine waters to the Class SB bacteria standard

¢ Identify measures to restore Cape Neddick Beach waters to the Coastal Beach bacteria standard

¢ Include components to remediate river segments affected by non-bacteria pollution, where applicable
e Create a culture of collaboration and coordination between stakeholders

14



3. WATER QUALITY OVERVIEW

Separate standards apply to freshwaters, the estuary, and beaches within the CNR Watershed. This section
identifies the regulatory classification for each of those waters, lists the numeric standards for each
classification, and provides a narrative of how water quality in the CNR compares to the standards.

The freshwater portions of the CNR are classified as Class B and, as such, “must be of such quality that they are
suitable for the designated uses of drinking water supply after treatment; fishing; agriculture; recreation in and
on the water; industrial process and cooling water supply; hydroelectric power generation, except as prohibited
under Title 12, section 403; navigation; and as habitat for fish and other aquatic life. The habitat must be
characterized as unimpaired.” Table 3-1 shows that E. coli bacteria are used as an indicator of potential public
health risk in Class B waters, and monitoring conducted by the YCDD during the 2009 summer season showed
that the standard for E. coli was exceeded at freshwater sampling locations on numerous occasions, indicating
that some of the tributaries are not suitable for recreation in the water, such as children playing in the water.
Monitoring using Enterococci as a substitute indicator bacteria at some of those same locations during other
years (i.e., 2007, 2008, 2010, 2011, and 2012) also suggests that freshwaters are unsuitable for recreation in the
water. Dissolved oxygen (DO) concentrations met the applicable summer standard in the majority of the
tributaries during early season high flows. However, as freshwater flows decreased over the summer, the DO
concentration fell below the standard in many of the tributaries. Low DO is undesirable and potentially presents
a threat to some aquatic organisms.

Table 3-1
Numeric Standards for Cape Neddick River Waters
Waterbody
Class Dissolved Oxygen Standard Bacteria Standard
Class B Between May 15™ and September 30%: Between May 15 and September 30%:
(freshwater) | Not less than 7 parts per million or 75% of E. coli of human and domestic animal origin shall

saturation, whichever is higher. not exceed a geometric mean of 64 per 100
milliliters or an instantaneous level of 236 per 100

Between October 1% to May 14™in identified | milliliters.

fish spawning areas:

The 7-day mean dissolved oxygen

concentration may be not be less than 9.5

parts per million and the 1-day minimum

dissolved oxygen concentrations may not be

less than 8.0 parts per million.

Class SB Not less than 85% of saturation. Between May 15 and September 30%:
(salt/brackish) Enterococcus of human and domestic animal

origin shall not exceed a geometric mean of 8 per
100 milliliters or an instantaneous level of 54 per
100 milliliters.

Coastal None Between May 15" and September 30%:

Beach Failure results from single sample enterococcus
level exceeding 104 per 100 milliliters or a
geometric mean of 35 per 100 milliliters for five
samples within a 30-day period.

The CNR estuary is classified as Class SB and, as such, “must be of such quality that it is suitable for the
designated uses of recreation in and on the water, fishing, aquaculture, propagation and harvesting of shellfish,
industrial process and cooling water supply, hydroelectric power generation, navigation and as habitat for fish
and other estuarine and marine life. The habitat must be characterized as unimpaired.” Table 3-1 shows that
Enterococci bacteria are typically used as an indicator of potential public health risk in Class SB waters and
monitoring during the 2007-2011 summer seasons showed that the standard for Enterococci was exceeded at
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estuary sampling locations on several occasions, depending on the year. More controlled monitoring during the
2012 summer season showed that Enferococci was exceeded at main stem sampling locations within the estuary
only after storm events, when higher flows from the tributaries and overland stormwater runoff was a strong
influence on the composition of estuary waters. The monitoring data indicates that the estuary may not be
suitable for recreation in the water, such as swimming, during the approximately 24-hour period following
storm events. DO levels in the main stem generally met the applicable summer standard. Although fecal
coliform standards exist for shellfish growing areas in estuaries and marine waters, shellfish harvesting is
permanently prohibited in the CNR estuary because of the safety zone that has been assigned around the YSD
outfall. Additionally, the Department of Marine Resources (DMR) no longer monitors for fecal coliform in the
prohibited area.

The Cape Neddick Beach is classified as a Coastal Beach and, as such, is subject to water quality standards for
recreation in the water. Similar to the Class SB standard that has been applied to the estuary, Table 3-1 shows
that Enterococci bacteria are used as an indicator of potential public health risk at coastal beaches. However,
the Coastal Beach standard for Enterococci is considerably higher than the standard for Class SB waters,
consequently, it is less conservative. The YPRD has been monitoring water quality at the beach using protocol
developed by Maine Healthy Beaches since 2003. Maine Healthy Beaches compiles the data and continues to
oversee the program. Although less stringent than the Class SB standard for bacteria, the Coastal Beach
standard was still exceeded at the Cape Neddick Beach on a sufficient number of occasions to raise concern.
When the standard is exceeded, an advisory is posted and the beach water resampled on the following day.
Although storm events were not specifically targeted for beach sampling, the data indicates that stormwater
runoff has a significant influence on bacteria levels at the beach. High bacteria levels were often observed
shortly after storm events (similar to the estuary monitoring) but usually receded to below the standard when the
beach water was resampled on the following day.

Although there are no standards for phosphorus and nitrogen in CNR waters, they were monitored to determine
if polluted runoff from potential sources such as lawn fertilizer or failing septic systems could be affecting
water quality. If present in sufficient concentrations, they could contribute to the lowering of DO in the water
column. Phosphorus and nitrogen concentrations are generally low in the main stem and the majority of the
tributaries. Somewhat elevated concentrations were measured on a few of the tributaries, but the levels do not
indicate that nutrients pose a threat to water quality.
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4, DESCRIPTION OF THE WATERSHED
4.1 Watershed Overview

The following overview of the watershed and the river’s journey to the sea was taken from Watershed
Conservation Strategies: Cape Neddick River Watershed (Wells Reserve, 2003). A map of the entire watershed
is provided in Figure 4-1.

“The Cape Neddick Watershed is entirely in the Town of York beginning on the forested slopes of Mt.
Agamenticus. The main stream and numerous tributaries are dammed to form the two mile long Chase’s Pond.
From the dam, the river travels southeast for a short distance, then turns to the northeast after flowing under
the Maine Turnpike. It continues in this direction through forested landscape for about a mile, where it gently
bends back to flow southeast, meeting a few small tributaries over the course of its journey. One major
tributary from the north converges with the river shortly before it flows under Route I where it encounters a
more developed landscape while coming under the influence of the tides. The tidal portion then gradually
widens until its flow is restricted by the bridge crossing on Shore Road, after which it again widens and empties
into the Gulf of Maine between Weare Point and Cape Neddick.”

Some watershed facts taken from that same document and the York Comprehensive Plan Natural Resources
Chapter (York, 2007) include:

Total watershed area is approximately 6,660 acres;
Watershed encompasses 16% of the area of York;

e River headwaters are impounded at Chase’s Pond (capacity of nearly 1 billion gallons when full) for
public water supply;

o Chases Pond Watershed area is approximately 2,090 acres of which the York Water District (YWD)
owns 1,834 acres or 88% of the watershed area;

e Estuary portion of river can vary from 600 feet wide and 10 feet deep at high tide to 20 feet wide and
just a few feet deep at low tide; and,

e York Sewer District (YSD) treatment plant outfall is located near the mouth of the river.

4.2 Community Resources

4.2.1 Public Water Supply. The YWD intake at Chase’s Pond currently feeds most of the Town of York’s
public water supply. Two recently constructed distribution system interconnections and associated pump
stations link the YWD to the Kennebunk, Kennebunkport, and Wells Water District to the north and the Kittery
Water District to the south. They provide the three Districts with back-up water supply in case of a water
emergency in any of the areas serviced by those districts.

The YWD operates the Josiah Chase Filtration Plant located off Chase’s Pond Road. The Plant has the capacity
to treat 4 million gallons per day (MGD) but typically operates at much lower flow rates. An average of 0.95
MGD of water was withdrawn from Chase’s Pond and treated in 2011. The Plant is designed to meet all
primary and secondary drinking water standards. Water test results for 2011 (most recent annual report
available on their website) showed that levels of all contaminants monitored during that period were below the
maximum contaminant levels allowed in drinking water. There were no water quality violations in 2011.
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4.2.2 Wastewater Treatment Plant. The YSD treatment plant is located on the south shore of Cape Neddick
Harbor. The plant was upgraded in 1994 to provide treatment for an average flow of 3.0 MGD and a peak flow
of 7.5 MGD. It incorporates a secondary treatment process to treat the incoming wastewater. Chlorination is
used from May 15th to September 30th in order to disinfect the effluent and eliminate potential pathogens. The
secondary treatment process is designed to break down the various components in the incoming waste such that
over 90% of the biochemical oxygen demand (BOD) and 90% of the total suspended solids (TSS) are removed.
The Annual Treatment Performance Summary for 2012 showed that the average monthly BOD removal rate
ranged from 92.5% to 97.4% and the average monthly TSS removal rate ranged from 94.2% to 97.8%. The
permit issued by the MEDEP requires an 85% removal rate for BOD and TSS influent concentrations 200
milligrams per liter (mg/1) and greater. There were no violations of the required BOD and TSS removal rates in
2012. Fecal coliform bacteria tests on the plant effluent from May 15™ to September 30% yielded monthly
geomean concentrations ranging from 1.09 Most Probable Number (MPN)/100 milliliters (ml) to 2.48
MPN/100ml, well below standards used for approved shellfish growing areas. Average daily flow ranged from
0.84 MGD in November to 1.59 MGD in June. Average daily flow during the summer months (June — August)
ranged from 1.21 MGD to 1.59 MGD. Effluent discharged from the plant enters Cape Neddick Harbor through
a 10-meter long diffuser attached to the end of the outfall pipe. At low tide, approximately 15 feet of water
covers the diffuser. In 2012, the YSD superintendent received the Charles Perry Award for "excellence in
operations and maintenance of wastewater collection systems." The YSD also received a Certificate of
Achievement for 2012 from the MEDEP to recognize 11 years of continuous improvement in all aspects of the
district's operations.

4.2.3 Beach and Boat Launch. The Cape Neddick Beach is a small, locally popular beach located near the
mouth of the river (see Figure 4-1). Extensive tidal flats are associated with the beach, and the distance
between swimmable water depths at high tide versus low tide extends over several hundred feet. There is very
limited parking on the road bordering the beach and there are no restrooms or other facilities. On the south
shore of the river, just upstream of the Shore Road Bridge, there is a private boat launch facility located at the
Cape Neddick Lobster Pound Restaurant. Navigation in this part of the river is limited to above mid tide.

4.3 Natural Resources

4.3.1 Greater Agamenticus Conservation Area. Approximately 50% of the watershed (3,300 acres) is
located west of the Turnpike and falls within the Greater Mount Agamenticus Conservation Area. This 33,000-
acre, five-town conservation area, contains the highest diversity of species and the largest number of rare and
endangered species in the state. It also includes some of the largest unfragmented (undivided by paved roads)
coastal forest in the northeast between southern New Jersey and Acadia National Park. More than 2,000 acres
of the largest block of unfragmented forest falls within the Cape Neddick River watershed. This area also
includes a large mapped deer wintering area just south of Chase’s Pond and over a dozen documentations of
rare animal occurrences.

4.3.2 Shorebird Habitat. The estuary portion of the river contains important shorebird habitat for tidal
waterfowl] and wading birds. In 1986, a Maine Department of Inland Fisheries and Wildlife study done for the
State Planning Office gave Cape Neddick River the highest rating for riparian habitat and waterfowl wintering
area.

4.3.3 Shellfishing. The tidal flats located in the estuary and at the mouth of the river provide prime habitat for a
variety of shellfish species. Unfortunately, this area lies within a safety zone around the wastewater treatment
plant outfall where the DMR has declared the digging, taking, or possessing of any clams, quahogs, oysters, or
mussels from the shores, flats, and waters to be prohibited (DMR, 2008). The safety zone was created to
protect public health in the unlikely event a disruption at the treatment plant caused untreated sewage to be
released into Cape Neddick Harbor. The DMR enforces a safety zone around any “overboard discharge” that
discharges treated sewage into marine waters.
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44 Land Use and Land Cover

Land use is a description of the economic activity being conducted on the land. Land cover is a description of
the physical features (natural and manmade) covering the ground. Land cover information is derived by
satellite sensors’ detection of changes in light reflection from the Earth’s surface.

In the last 30 years, the Town of York as a whole has experienced one of the highest growth rates in the State of
Maine. Approximately 68% of the parcels in York are utilized for residential use, and another 25% of the
parcels are classified as being residential but undeveloped. Therefore, over 90% of the parcels are either in
residential use or have the potential for residential use. Acreage figures break out differently, however, with a
relatively reduced proportion of the land area for residential use and an increased proportion for utility use (e.g.,
watershed protection zone around Chase’s Pond). Even then, residential remains the predominant land use in
the Town of York with 69% of the total land area.

Land cover data shows 21% of the area of York as developed land. Not surprisingly, residential development
accounts for the vast majority of the developed land. The majority of the land area in York is undeveloped,
with forest being the most common land cover.

Route 1 divides the CNR Watershed approximately into two distinct land use patterns. The watershed east of
Route 1, particularly on the southern side of the river, is relatively dense residential whereas the watershed west
of Route 1 is more rural. There is presently no municipal sewer within the watershed, although the YSD
wastewater treatment plant is located nearby on the southern shore of the Cape Neddick Harbor. Overall, the
watershed is relatively free of heavy industrial development with only light to moderate commercial land use
mostly located along the Route 1 corridor. The Cape Neddick Harbor, where the river enters the Gulf of Maine,
houses roughly a dozen commercial fishing/lobster boats and approximately 30 pleasure craft.

Of the 6,660 acres in the watershed, 1,834 acres or about 27% is conserved, mostly through the efforts of the
YWD. All of the conservation land is located west of Route 1 and all but 90 acres is west of the Turnpike.
Both the Turnpike and Route 1 are major transportation routes that cross the watershed. East of the Turnpike,
there exists three blocks of land each greater than 500 acres and unfragmented by paved roads. These blocks
have been identified as representing an opportunity for conservation and/or development. If developed
irresponsibly, they could present a risk to the watershed in terms of degradation of wildlife habitat and water

quality.

4.5  Watershed Partners

Implementation of this WBMP will require coordination and cooperation between federal, state, county, and
local organizations as well as the hundreds of homeowners living in the watershed. A list of likely watershed
partners is provided in Appendix A.

4.6  Water Quality Monitoring Past and Present

Several organizations have conducted water quality monitoring on the CNR. Table 4-1 identifies the
organizations, the years when they monitored, and the parameters that they analyzed.
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Table 4-1
Cape Neddick River Water Quality Monitoring History

York Department of University of Parks and Community
Conservation Marine New Recreation Development

Year Commission’ Resources? Hampshire® Department? Department®

1995 Fecal Coliform

1996 Fecal Coliform | Fecal Coliform

1997 Fecal Coliform | Fecal Coliform

1998 Fecal Coliform | Fecal Coliform

1999 Fecal Coliform

2001 Fecal Coliform

2002 Fecal Coliform E. coli

2003 Fecal Coliform Enterococci

2004 Fecal Coliform Enterococci

2005 Fecal Coliform Enterococci

2006 Enterococci

2007 Enterococci Enterococci

2008 Enterococci Enterococci

Enterococci, E.

coli, Optical

2009 Enterococci Brightener
Enterococci,

Optical

2010 Enterococci Brightener

Enterococci,
Optical
2011 Enterococci Brightener
2012 Enterococci Enterococci

Notes:

'Sampled at four locations (Hutchins Lane Bridge to Shore Road Bridge) during summer months
2 Sampled at three locations near mouth of CNR
* Sampled at two locations (Hutchins Lane Bridge and Shore Road Bridge) during a single rain storm
* Sampled at two locations (Cape Neddick Beach and Shore Road Bridge) during summer months

3 Sampled at up to 27 locations during summer months
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5. BASELINE ASSESSMENT OF PRE-2012 WATER QUALITY DATA
5.1  Previous Water Quality Data Summaries

As summarized in Table 4-1, water quality in the CNR has been monitored by the Town and other groups since
the 1990s. This section provides a brief summary of previous water quality data, focused primarily on the data
collected by the YCDD since 2007 and YPRD since 2003. Maine Healthy Beaches (MHB) provides technical
support for both these programs and has maintained the databases.

5.1.1 YCDD Data Summary. An overview of sampling locations used by YCDD since 2007 is as follows:

e During 2007, water was sampled from five locations along the CNR, primarily along the main stem of the
river between the Maine Tumpike and the ocean (CNR-01 to CNR-05). Sample CNR-01 was located in the
tidal portion of the river at Shore Road. CNR-02 and CNR-03 were along the freshwater portion of the
main stem of the river. CNR-04 and CNR-05 were on tributaries in the upper watershed.

e In 2008, the sampling expanded to 10 additional tributary locations (designated CNR-06 to CNR-15) and
continued in 2009.

e In 2010, sampling focused on locations CNR-01, -04, -09 and -10.

e In 2011, sampling locations were expanded higher up into several tributaries.

Figure 5-1 shows the locations where water quality samples were collected from 2007 to 2011. Tabulated data
from these sample seasons are included in Appendix B.

The 2007 to 2011 water quality data show that many of the sampling locations had bacteria concentrations that
frequently exceeded bacteria standards. Figures 5-2 and 5-3 show the percentage of main stem samples and
tributary samples, respectively, that exceeded Enterococci bacteria standards of 61 MPN/100ml in freshwater
(for 2007, 2008, 2010, and 2011) and 104 MPN/100m! in saltwater (2007 — 2011). During 2009, the E. coli
standard of 236 MPN/100ml was used for freshwater tests. These bacteria standards are less conservative (i.e.,
higher numeric value) than the applicable CNR standards presented in Table 3-1, so the percentage of
exceedances shown in Figures 5-2 and 5-3 would actually be higher if the Table 3-1 standards for fresh and salt
water were applied.
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A general overview of these data is provided below. As indicated in the sampling location overview, some
locations were sampled during only one season (e.g., CNR-19 and CNR-19-1 in 2011) so conditions for that

year may have biased test results from those samples as compared to locations that were sampled over several

years.

Figure 5-2 indicates that, downstream of CNR-03, there is a generally increasing trend in the percentage

of tests exceeding bacteria standards in the main stem of the river as it approaches developed areas in the

vicinity of Route 1, and a generally decreasing trend as the river enters the estuary. Dilution of bacteria
concentrations in the incoming freshwater by tidal influences is likely responsible for the decreasing

trend in the estuary.
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e Figure 5-3 shows a high percentage of tests exceeding bacteria standards in nearly all tributaries. Only
two tributary test locations had a percentage less than 50% (CNR-12 and CNR-15-1). Except for CNR-
05, the test locations with the highest percentages (80% and greater) were tested only during 2011.

e Review of the overall water quality database indicates wet weather is an important factor associated with
elevated concentrations of bacteria. During sampling events that followed precipitation, bacteria
concentrations tended to be higher than during drier periods, particularly in the tributaries.

e Water samples from the main stem of the river at Shore Road (CNR-01) were below the standard the
majority of sampling rounds in 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011 and 70% overall between 2007 and 2011.
Most of the samples that exceeded the standard were collected shortly after a rain event.

e During 2011, additional samples were collected on tributaries CNR-06, -09, -11, and -15 at points where
the tributaries either branched or at points above and below specific potential bacteria source areas.
Some of the new subsampling locations provided an indication that one branch of a tributary had
consistently higher levels than another branch. Other data were inconclusive. Perhaps the most
successful subsampling was along the CNR-15 tributary, where the eastern branch (CNR-15-1) had only
one sample that exceeded the bacteria standard while western branch (CNR-15-2) had 4 samples that
exceeded this value.

5.1.2 YPRD Data Summary. The YPRD has been monitoring water quality at Cape Neddick Beach (and
Shore Road Bridge) each summer since 2003. Beach sampling follows MHB protocol. Tabulated data from
these sample seasons are included in Appendix B.

Figure 5-4 shows the percentage of samples annually that exceeded the Enterococci bacteria standard of
104 MPN/100ml from 2003 to 2011. This is the same standard as that listed for Coastal Beaches in Table 3-1.
A general overview of these data is provided below.

Figure 5-4
Beach Bacteriz Bxresdances 2008-2011
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e Review of the overall beach database indicates that rainfall and runoff appear to be a major contributor
to bacteria exceedances, but significant rainfall did not result in high bacteria concentrations in every
case. Tidal influences may mitigate the effects of bacteria in runoff in some cases.
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e Test results from several of the years showed that some bacteria exceedances coincided with relatively
low salinity in the sample, indicating that the sample was collected when stormwater runoff was
dominating estuary chemistry. The highest recorded bacteria concentration was 24,196 MPN/100ml on
July 14, 2010, when the salinity was 3 as opposed to an average of around 31.

e No bacteria exceedances occurred in 2003 and 2004. This may have been due in part to the fact that
2003 was the driest year since 2000. However, 2004 was the fourth wettest year since 2000, so the test
results may have been more influenced by sample collection timing which just happened to avoid runoff
from storm events.

o The trend appears to be an overall increase in exceedances of the bacteria standard at Cape Neddick
Beach.

Previous Non-Bacteria Water Quality Data.

In comparison to the extensive database of bacteria data, water quality data on other parameters is limited for
the CNR. The most comprehensive data set was collected by MHB and EPA in 2008. The 2008 data includes
samples collected in June, July and August from the majority of the 15 CNR sampling locations. Water
analyses included dissolved oxygen (DO) and the nutrients nitrogen and phosphorus, which have the potential
to promote algae growth that degrades water quality.

Review of this non-bacteria water quality data indicated that overall, the water quality of the CNR was good.
The main stem of the river (CNR-01, CNR-02 and CNR-03) had generally high DO and low concentrations of
nitrate and phosphorus, except a nitrate concentration above 1 mg/L in CNR-01 in the June sample.

Water quality data from the tributaries summarized below exhibited low DO or somewhat elevated
concentrations of nitrate or phosphorus.

CNR-06 had low DO and somewhat elevated phosphorus in most samples;

CNR-07 had one low DO reading, one elevated nitrate reading, and two elevated phosphorus readings;
CNR-08 had some slightly elevated nitrate readings and one elevated phosphorus reading;

CNR-10 had two elevated nitrate readings;

CNR-11 had one elevated phosphorus reading, and;

CNR-12 had two elevated nitrate and one elevated phosphorus readings.

5.2  Other Relevant Reports

A number of other water quality reports have been generated that include data from the CNR. Data from these
reports (noted below) have been reviewed and were valuable in developing a strategy for conducting additional
sampling in 2012 and in evaluating the 2012 water quality data.

e In 1995, the Wells Reserve and MEDEP commissioned a study of DO and circulation in several southern
Maine estuaries, including the CNR. The study found fairly high DO concentrations in the CNR. The study
also developed circulation and tidal flushing data for the estuary that have been used in this WBMP for
comparison with estimated flows from tributaries in the lower CNR.

e In 2001, the Town commissioned a built-out analysis that included the lower portions of the CNR

watershed. This analysis included estimation of the land capacity to accommodate septic systems and
identified the lower CNR Watershed as an area where further study is warranted to evaluate water quality.
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In 2003, Dr. Stephen Jones of the University of New Hampshire (UNH) reported on a ribotyping analysis he
had conducted to evaluate the potential source of bacteria in two water samples collected from the CNR.
Based on his analysis, the water sample collected at the Shore Road Bridge contained E. coli from birds,
wildlife and pets. A water sample collected just downstream of the Hutchins Lane Bridge contained
bacteria from humans, birds, wildlife, pets and livestock.

During 2011, Dr. Kim Borges from the University of Maine at Fort Kent collaborated with the MHB
program to collect and analyze water samples using DNA-based microbial source tracking. Three sample
locations from the CNR (CNR-06, CNR-06-2 and CNR-13) were included in the study. The data indicated
human-related bacteria at CNR-06 and CNR-06-2, but no human-related bacteria in water collected at
CNR-13.
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6. CONCEPTUAL WATERSHED MODEL

Based on a review of the extensive data collected prior to 2012 and outlined in Sections 3, 4 and 5, a conceptual
watershed model of the CNR was developed to frame the 2012 sampling strategy. The conceptual model
considered a variety of factors including the water quality data, land use characteristics, and the hydrology of
the watershed below the Chase’s Pond Dam.

The historical water quality data indicated that elevated bacteria concentrations could be detected at any of the
sampling locations over the course of a summer season. The data indicated that bacteria concentrations were
higher shortly after a rain event in all locations. The current land use in the watershed includes majority
undeveloped land above Route 1 and majority developed land below Route 1. The hydrology of the watershed
is also characterized by a high density of tributaries that drain developed land in the lower watershed.

In addition to the water quality data, a watershed-scale assessment was performed of the relative contribution of
freshwater input to the tidal estuary. The method of Dudley (“Estimating Monthly, Annual, and Low 7-Day,
10-Year Streamflows for Ungaged Rivers in Maine”, USGS Scientific Investigations Report 2004-5026) cited
in the MEDEP Chapter 587 surface water flow rules was used to develop an estimate of the total average
freshwater flow from the watershed on a monthly basis. This monthly average river flow volume was compared
to the tidal flushing volume calculated by the MEDEP as part of their 1995 DO study (Batelle and MEDEP,
1996). The results of this assessment indicate that monthly freshwater inputs from the watershed into the
estuary range from a maximum of approximately 6% in March to less than 1% in June, July, August, and
September (Figure 6-1). Logically, since this assessment was done for the entire watershed downstream of the
Chase’s Pond Dam, the input from any of the tributaries is much smaller as a percentage. While this
comparison of potential freshwater flow versus tidal flushing is quite generalized, it does point out that there is
a large amount of dilution of the freshwater input every tidal cycle and this is likely to strongly influence water
quality in the tidal portions of the CNR.

The water quality, land use, and hydrology characteristics were used to identify the three zones described
below.

6.1 Zone 1 — Chases Pond to Hutchins Lane Bridge

The majority of the land upstream of Hutchins Lane is wooded with some areas of low density residential
development. There are a number of single family houses and a few small residential neighborhoods in this
portion of the watershed. But in comparison to the land use below Hutchins Lane, the predominant
characteristic of Zone 1 is rural. A potentially significant exception is the subwatershed associated with the
tributary that drains the west side of Route 1 and joins the main stem between CNR-03 and Hutchins Lane.
CNR-04 and CNR-18 are located on this tributary.

Water quality data from Zone 1 locations include a number of samples with elevated bacteria concentrations.
Therefore, there may be a potential to improve water quality with further evaluation and mitigation. However,
water from the CNR-03 location, near the downstream end of Zone 1, had a low percentage of samples
exceeding bacteria standards (see Figure 5-2) compared to most other locations. These data suggest that the
portion of the watershed above CNR-03 may not make a large contribution to the bacteria loads encountered in
the lower portion of the watershed. However, the northern tributary draining the west side of Route 1 may
warrant further testing based on its proximity to more developed areas and relatively elevated Enterococci
levels recorded at CNR-18 in 2011.
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Figure 6-1
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6.2  Zone 2 — Hutchins Lane Bridge to Shore Road Bridge

In contrast to the land in Zone 1, the land from Hutchins Lane to the Shore Road Bridge is predominantly
developed. Many of the tributaries with elevated bacteria concentrations are located in this lower portion of the
watershed.

From Hutchins Lane to the CNR-02 sampling location, the river is fresh water. From just downstream of CNR-
02 to Shore Road, the main stem of the river is tidal and varies in salt content depending on the stage of the tide.
The sampling locations at CNR-07, -08, -09 and -10 are below the high tide line and can be fresh or brackish.
Sampling locations at CNR-06, CNR-11, CNR-12, CNR-13 and CNR-15 are above the high tide line and are
fresh water.

6.3  Zone 3 - Seaward of Shore Road Bridge\
From Shore Road to the ocean, the river varies dramatically from a 5- to 10-foot wide channel with wide sand

bars on either side at low tide, to fully submerged with sea water at high tide. CNR-06 is the only tributary
sampling location that flows into this reach of the river.
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7. SUMMER 2012 FIELD INVESTIGATION
7.1 Goals and Approach

Three primary goals were identified for the 2012 sampling in order to provide data to supplement the existing
historical database and to assist with identifying strategies to mitigate elevated bacteria levels. Figure 7-1
shows the locations where water quality samples were collected in 2012.

1. Recognizing that from the ocean to the head-of-tide just downstream of CNR-02, tidal flushing is the
predominant water input to the main stem of the river, the first goal was to collect samples that reflected
the upland component of the river flow as much as possible. To do this, all samples were collected at or
shortly after low tide, when the water reflected the maximum freshwater input.

2. The second goal was to specifically examine the influence that water flowing from the tributaries has on
the water quality of the main stem of the river. The volume of tidal flow into and out of the river is very
large in comparison to the estimated volume of freshwater input from the tributaries. To develop a
better understanding of the influence that individual tributaries have on the main stem water quality, two
new sampling locations were added along the main stem of the river below CNR-02. Location CNR-
01-3 was added near the head of tide, just downstream of the confluence with CNR-15. Location CNR-
01-2 was added near the old railroad trestle and is located downstream of tributary inputs from CNR-11
and CNR-12.

3. The third goal was to assess the potential influence from selected point source locations. The primary
point source was the YSD treatment plant outfall, and sampling point YK-A3 was added directly over
the outfall. In addition, two new sampling locations were added between Shore Road and the ocean
(YK-Al and YK-A2) to gather data that might identify indirect inputs from the Campground.

7.2 Testing Activities

During 2012, sampling was conducted on four dates in May, June, July and September. Samples from the
main stem of the river were collected at low tide consistent with the first goal outlined above. Representatives
from Watershed Solutions, Drumlin, and Frick Associates assisted Town staff during the May sampling round.
Town staff conducted the remainder of the sampling.

The sampling on May 9, 2012 was conducted a few hours after a rain event where the Cape Neddick weather
monitoring station measured 0.86 inches of rain. There was no rain during the days before the June 12 and July
7 sampling events. The September 6 sampling event was preceeded by 0.75 inches of rain, mostly on
September 4, but no rain fell within the 24 hour period before samples were collected.

Sampling was conducted in each of the three zones described above in Section 6.

e Zone 1: Samples were collected from CNR-03, CNR-04, CNR-05 and CNR-19. A new sampling location
designated CNR-05-D was added immediately downstream of the former dump.

e Zone 2: Samples were collected from CNR-02, CNR-01-3, CNR-01-1, CNR-01-2 and CNR-01 along the
main stem of the river (upstream to downstream). Tributary samples were collected in Zone 2 from CNR-
15, CNR-13, CNR-12, CNR-11, CNR-10, CNR-09, CNR-08 and CNR-07.

e Zone 3: Samples were collected from YK-A1 and YK-A2 in the main channel, YK-A3 over the YSD
treatment plant outfall and from the tributary CNR-06.
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During all sampling events, the water was analyzed in the field for temperature, specific conductance (salinity),
and DO. Samples from all locations except CNR-03 and CNR-04 were analyzed for Enterococci during all
events. During the May and July sampling events, selected samples were also analyzed for non-bacteria
parameters including nitrate, total kieldahl nitrogen, total phosphorus and 13 heavy metals.

7.3 Non-Bacteria Test Results

Select water samples were analyzed for nutrients (nitrogen and phosphorus) and heavy metals during the May
and/or July sampling events. The locations were selected after reviewing the 2008 data described in Section
5.2. Non-bacteria data are presented in Appendix C and discussed below.

In general, the nitrate concentrations were lower than reported in 2008, when several samples had reported
concentrations of greater than 1 mg/L. The total phosphorus concentrations were also lower than reported in
2008. Only 2 samples had detectable phosphorus at concentrations slightly above the detection limit.

The majority of the 13 priority pollutant heavy metals were not detected in the water samples. Low
concentrations of copper, lead, nickel and zinc were detected. The copper, lead and/or zinc concentrations of
some of the samples are slightly above the aquatic water quality criteria. However, these elements also occur
naturally at trace concentrations in soil. The low levels detected and the absence of 9 of the 13 heavy metals
suggests that these compounds are more likely to be natural in origin, rather than the result of specific land use
activities.

The water samples collected downstream of the former dump (CNR-05-D) do not indicate significant waste-
related input to the stream for either nutrients or heavy metals. Dissolved oxygen and specific conductance
(SC)/salinity ware similar to the CNR-05 sample collected upstream of the dump.

DO was measured in all water samples as part of the 2012 sampling protocol. As noted earlier in Table 3-1,
freshwater portions of the CNR are designated as Class B water, which have a DO concentration standard of 7
mg/L or 75% of saturation. Brackish and salt portions of the river are designated Class SB, which has a DO
concentration standard of 85% saturation.

The DO data collected during 2012 are summarized in Table 7-1. DO concentrations were typically at or above
the classification concentration along the main stem of the river in the lower (brackish and salt) reaches,
although the DO dipped below these levels in two samples collected near Shore Road in the September samples.
Tributaries to the Zone 2 portion of the river all had DO concentrations above the classification values in the
May sampling event. In June, three tributaries had dropped below the DO target values. In July, two tributaries
were dry and two had dropped below the DO target values. In September, one tributary was dry and six had
low DO concentrations. In the Zone 1 tributaries, DO values were above the target concentrations in May, June
and July, and dropped below the target concentration in September.

The DO data from the CNR tributaries indicate that as summer progresses, there are a number of locations
where the concentrations drop below the classification standards. This is likely to be partly, and perhaps
mostly, the result of decreasing flow in many tributaries. As flow decreases there is less mixing and more
quiescent flow and/or stagnant conditions.
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Dissolved Oxygen Data

Ta

ble 7-1

Cape Neddick River - 2012

Sample Date Sample Date
5/9/2012| 6/12/2012] 7/10/2012] 9/6/2012 5/9/2012] 6/12/2012] 7/10/2012] 9/6/2012
MAIN STEM ZONE 2 TRIBS
CNR-02 CNR-10
Fresh/Salt F F F F Fresh/Salt F F S S
DO 10.3/93 10.3/93 | 6.51/- 5.99/.- |DO 9.09/81.5 | 7.31/73.1 | 4.5/54.5 | 5.53/612
CNR-01-3 CNR-09
Fresh/Salt F F S S Fresh/Salt s S s S
DO 10.3/93.0 | 9.18/96.54 10.41/-- 9.86/-- |DO 10.29/96.7 | 16.87/143 | 7.34/101.6 | 7.22/79.5
CNR-01-1 CNR-08
Fresh/Salt F B S F Fresh/Salt F B S S
DO 11.86/106.3| 9.67/101.2 | 10.75/- NR/98.2 |DO 11.54/103.7] 8.71/90.78 7.83/- | 6.08/-
CNR-01-2 CNR-07
Fresh/Salt B S S S Fresh/Salt B B S S
DO 11.57/103.6| 6.29/71.3 | 7.81/108.6 | 5.43/58.0 |DO 8.71/80.0 | 2.95/29.2 | 297/453 | 1.6/229
CNR-01 CNR-06
Fresh/Salt S S S S Fresh/Salt F B Dry B
DO 10.79/97.9 | 8.55/95.5 | 7.3/100.7 | 5.94/75.7 |DO 5.0/45.3 | 0.16/1.48 NS . 057/65
YK-A1 ZONE 1 LOCATIONS
Fresh/Salt S S S S CNR-19
DO 10.83/98.7 | 5.49/63.3 | 8.11/103.8 | 6.36/80.1 [Fresh/Salt F F F F
YK-A2 bo 10.3/98.2 | 8.25/88.6 7.08/-- . 6.88/--
Fresh/Salt S S S S CNR-05
DO 10.8/98.9 | 7.01/85.5 | 8.43/105.1 7.66/95 |Fresh/Salt F F F F
YK-A3 DO 10.6/95.3 8.29/82 9.22/-- | 5.23/-
Fresh/Salt S S CNR-05-D
DO 11.0/-- NS 8.24/103.5 NS Fresh/Salt F F F F
ZONE 2 TRIBS DO 10.3/92.9 NS 8.56/-- NS
CNR-15 CNR-03
Fresh/Salt F F F F Fresh/Salt F F F F
DO 9.9/90.8 | 8.41/84.38 7.55/-- 582/ JDO 10.89/99.5 | 9.12/93.6 7.85/-- NS
CNR-13 CNR-04
Fresh/Salt F F F F Fresh/Salt F F F F
DO 11.70/104.5| 8.51/85.1 9.35/-- 7.8/-- DO 11.02/98.8 | 8.18/83.3 9.30/-- NS
CNR-12
Fresh/Salt F F Dry Dry
DO 10.38/91 | 6.96/68.3 NS NS
CNR-11
Fresh/Salt F F F F
DO 10.89/97.4 | 8.54/85.69 74/~ | 476/~

Notes: 1. Do is listed as "X/Y" with "X" = concentration in mg/L. "Y" is %.
2. "--" = Parameter Not Measured. NS =No Sample Collected.

3. F=Fresh, S = Salt, B = Brackish.
4, Highlighted values are below the applicable DO Criteria
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7.4 Bacteria Test Results

As described earlier in Sections 5 and 6, there are historical data showing elevated bacteria concentrations in the
CNR. The purpose of the 2012 sampling was to gather specific data to evaluate the goals outlined in Section
7.1, including assessing specific potential sources (e.g., the YSD treatment plant outfall) and evaluating the
impact of the freshwater tributaries on the bacteria concentration in the tidal portion of the main stem.

The bacteria data from the four 2012 sampling events are summarized in Table 7-2. The data from May and
July have also been summarized in two graphs (Figures 7-2 and 7-3) to provide a graphic depiction of the
bacteria concentrations in the main stem and tributary samples from below Route 1 to the ocean. As described
above in Section 7.2, the May sampling occurred at the end of a rain storm and the other sampling events
occurred either during dry periods or at least 48 hours after rain had ended.

Table 7-2
Bacteria Data — 2012
ENTEROCOCCI
Sample Fresh/ (MPN/100ml)
Designation | Salt 592012 | 6122012 71002012 | 9/6/2012
MAIN STEM
CNR-19 F 52 20 41 20
CNR-02 F 545 20 10 20
CNR-01-3 S 259 20 20 20
CNR-01-1 S 341 20 41 20
CNR-01-2 S 397 10 <10 <10
CNR-01 S 443 20 10 <10
YK-Al S 563 10 <10 <10
YK-A2 S 657 <10 <10 <10
YK-A3 S 146 NA <10 NA
ZONE 2 TRIBUTARIES
CNR-15 F 63 52 31 410
CNR-13 F 228 63 96 41
CNR-12 F 423 20 Dry dry
CNR-11 F 888 41 74 193
CNR-10 S 130 41 115 74
CNR-09 S 473 <10 10 <10
CNR-08 S 52 10 10 10
CNR-07 S 181 <10 10 10
CNR-06 S 504 >24196 Dry 510
ZONE 1 TRIBUTARIES

CNR-05 F 181 20 20 195
CNR-05-D F 95 NS 62 NS

Notes: 1. “<10” = No Enterococci Detected above detection limit of 10 MPN/100ml
2. USEPA Bacteria criteria for recreational waters = 104 MPN/100ml for salt water
& 61 MPN/100ml for fresh water (for an individual sample).
3. Maine Class SB criteria for Enterococci = 54 MPN/100ml (individual sample).
4. BOLD values exceed USEPA &/or Class SB Criteria
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The 2012 data provide additional information about the nature of bacterial concentrations in the CNR as
summarized below.

e The 2012 data show that there are significantly higher bacteria concentrations in all sampling locations
immediately after a rain storm (i.e., May 2012) compared to times when there has been no recent
precipitation (i.e., June and July 2012).

e The September 2012 samples were collected more than 24 hours after a rain event, however the samples
from the main stem of the river had low bacteria concentrations. This suggests that the bacteria
concentrations in the main tidal portion of the river, which has been identified as impaired by the MEDEP,
can drop to low concentrations rapidly (within a few tidal cycles) after the end of the rain event.

e Sample location YK-A3 was located directly over the YSD outfall and samples were collected at low tide
from the visible upwelling above the outfall. Wave action on the beach prevented sampling over the outfall
in June and September. However the July sample had no detectable Enterococci and the May sample had a
lower Enterococci concentration than the nearby locations in the CNR. Collectively, these data do not
implicate the YSD treatment plant outfall as a significant contributor to the Enterococci concentrations in
the CNR.

e Sample location CNR-06, which flows out of the marsh behind the Cape Neddick Beach, consistently shows
elevated bacteria concentrations. The June sample, which was collected from a very small flow, had
extremely high concentrations, which may have been due to entrained sediment in the sample. Despite the
elevated bacteria concentrations at CNR-06, the small flow from this marsh does not appear to routinely
raise main stem concentrations during dry conditions.

e Several sampling sites were located in the upper portion of the watershed (Zone 1). Samples from site
CNR-19, located downstream of the Chase’s Pond Dam, had low bacteria concentrations during all
sampling events. Samples from site CNR-05, located on the northern upstream tributary, had elevated
concentrations of bacteria during the wet sampling event in May and also in the September event, which
was preceded by rain. Concentrations at CNR-05 were low in dry events during June and July. These data
suggest the runoff from land uses in this upper portion of this tributary does elevate bacteria concentrations.
In the September sampling, the bacteria concentrations observed at CNR-05 did not persist downstream to
CNR-02.

e Figure 7-2 shows that during the July sampling, tributaries with small flows such as CNR-11 and CNR-10,
do not raise the bacteria concentrations in the main stem of the river, despite the presence of elevated
bacteria in the tributaries. CNR-13, with higher flows, appear to have a measureable impact on the main
stem, though the main stem concentrations remain below the criteria.

e Data from June and September also suggest that the impact from the tributaries on the main stem bacteria
concentrations is limited and the main stem remains below the bacteria criteria.

e Figure 7-3 shows that during the May (wet) sampling event, there is an increasing trend of bacteria
concentrations in the main stem and suggests that the input from the tributaries contributes to this trend.

e Figure 7- also shows a marked increase in the trend of bacteria concentrations downstream of the Shore

Road Bridge, suggesting that CNR-09 could be a significant contributor to bacteria load in the river after
rain events.
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Figure 7-2
July 2012 Bacteria Concentrations
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7.5  Summary of 2012 Bacteria Data

The 2012 bacteria sampling was intended to augment the historical database and provide additional information
to clarify the impacts of the tributaries on the CNR Estuary, which has been designated as impaired by the
MEDEP.

The 2012 data clearly show that the primary condition when bacteria concentrations are elevated above the
criteria in the main stem of the river is during the approximately 24-hour period immediately following a rain
event. The 2012 sampling data, along with historical data and an assessment of potential flow volume from
each subwatershed, have also been used to identify priority subwatersheds where mitigation measures can be
focused to improve water quality both in the tributaries and the main stem of the river.
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8. IDENTIFICATION AND DESCRIPTION OF PRIORITY SUBWATERSHEDS

This section identifies priority subwatersheds based on the evaluation of the water quality databases described
in Sections 5 and 7 as well as an assessment of the potential flow volume from each subwatershed. Another
factor in determining which subwatersheds receive priority is the listing of the CNR Estuary as an impaired
water body by MEDEP. Accordingly, and as described in more detail in Section 3, a TMDL is required for the
estuary and associated restoration efforts should initially be concentrated in this area.

Six priority subwatersheds have been selected. They are identified by their associated sampling location
identifier. The priority subwatersheds and their respective annual flux (flow) ranges and Enterococci maximum
and geomean concentrations from 2012 are listed in Table 8-1. Brief comments supporting selection of these
particular subwatersheds are also included in Table 8-1.

Table 8-1
Priority Subwatersheds
Cape Neddick River

Estimated Flux Range Enterococci
(gpm) (mpn/100ml)

Subwatershed Low High Max Geomean | Comments

Flows across Cape Neddick Beach, high
bacteria concentrations during wet and dry
CNR-06 4 194 24,196 1706 conditions.

Relatively large populated subwatershed, high
bacteria concentrations during runoff with

CNR-09 8 378 473 19 relatively high maximum flux.
Elevated bacteria concentration during wet
and dry conditions.

CNR-10 5 248 130 82

Small subwatershed but consistently high
concentrations during wet and dry conditions.
CNR-11 2 122 888 151

Large subwatershed with high flux, fairly
high concentrations during wet and dry
CNR-13 24 1,042 228 87 conditions

Smaller flow but historically contains high
concentrations, especially during wet
CNR-15 3 143 410 80 conditions.

Figures 8-1 and 8-2 show the priority subwatersheds located on the north and south sides, respectively, of the
lower CNR. The maps were prepared by the Town of York GIS Manager.

Table 8-2 lists pertinent statistics for each of the priority subwatersheds. This information was gleaned from
parcel maps and databases provided by the Town.
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Table 8-2

Priority Subwatershed Statistics

Cape Neddick River
Statistic CNR-06 CNR-09 CNR-10 CNR-11 CNR-13 CNR-15
Total Acres 46 90 33 17 249 34
Number of
Houses 30 56 27 7 20 17
Average House
Age 1976 1960 1964 1945 1986 1944
Acres of Built
House Lots 31.17 66.26 32.58 8.23 80.86 2223
Acres Per Built
House Lot 1.04 1.18 1.21 1.18 4.04 1.31
Overall Density
(Acres/ Houses) 1.53 1.61 1.22 243 12.45 2.00

Table 8-2 highlights several key statistics related to the priority subwatersheds which will be used in the
following section for the TMDL study. Implications of some of the statistics include:

Unless septic records indicate otherwise, septic system age is assumed to be the same as the house age.
Older septic systems are more likely to be poorly designed and may have failed prematurely. Older
septic systems that have been well-designed may have reached the end of their useful life even if they

have been properly maintained.

Acres per built house lot indicates the area available for septic system installation. Considering other
constraints on a house lot such as wet areas, smaller lot size could limit space available for a properly

functioning septic system.

Overall density indicates the amount of natural area available to buffer stormwater runoff from
developed areas. Accounting for the house, driveway, and lawn, developed areas consume space
otherwise available for buffering.
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9. TOTAL MAXIMUM DAILY LOAD (TMDL) STUDY

The MEDERP listing of the CNR Estuary as a water body impaired by bacteria (MEDEP 2008) requires that a
TMDL be developed for the estuary and an associated study prepared and approved by the EPA. This section
satisfies the first criterion from the list of nine EPA criteria (see Subsection 2.1) for a WBMP.

The TMDL requirement is not a product of the municipal separate storm sewer system (MS4) program that
MEDEP has imposed on the Town of York, but it will likely become incorporated into that program. Under the
MS4 program administered by the MEDEP, York must implement six “minimum control measures” for
reducing the discharge of pollutants to surface water bodies from storm sewer systems and protecting water
quality from NPS pollution. MEDEP has indicated that impaired (TMDL) water bodies within MS4
communities may receive special consideration for grant funds under the 319 program.

9.1 Purpose of Study
The TMDL study is intended to accomplish three major objectives:
4. Identify the bacteria sources within the study area.
5. Quantify the contribution from each bacteria source within the study area.

6. Determine the reduction from each human and domestic animal bacteria source required to meet the
applicable TMDL for the CNR Estuary.

9.1  Cape Neddick River Estuary TMDL

A statewide TMDL has been established for water bodies impaired by bacteria in Maine. Water quality
standards applicable to Maine waters are used as the numeric water quality targets for bacteria TMDLs. Since
the CNR Estuary is Class SB, the associated Enterococci bacteria standard listed in Table 3-1 serves as the
applicable bacteria TMDL for the CNR Estuary. Accordingly, between May 15® and September 30%,
Enterococci of human and domestic animal origin shall not exceed a geometric mean of § MPN/100ml or an
instantaneous level of 54 MPN/100ml.

9.2 Bacteria Reductions Necessary to Achieve TMDL

Water quality data has shown that Enterococci concentrations in the CNR Estuary vary widely depending on a
number of factors including rainfall amounts, elapsed time since the cessation of rainfall, and tidal influences.
Consequently, the Enterococci reductions necessary to achieve the TMDL will vary widely depending on these
factors. Most of the regulated period between May 15% and September 30% is dry, so the TMDL should be
achievable during most of this period. This conclusion is supported by 2012 data (Table 7-3 and Figure 7-1)
that show the instantaneous Enterococci level was never exceeded in the estuary under dry conditions. It is
under wet conditions that the TMDL will almost never be achieved unless mitigation measures are directed
toward bacteria sources. The peak Enterococci concentration measured in the estuary during the “wet” May
2012 sampling event was 657/100m! at YK-A2. It would require a 92% reduction in Enterococci to achieve the
instantaneous standard under these conditions. The MHB database shows even higher Enterococci levels at
Cape Neddick Beach on five occasions since 2003, indicating that even higher removals would be needed to
achieve the standard under more severe conditions.

Bacteria found in estuary water likely come from a variety of sources, including wildlife. The 2003 UNH
ribotyping analysis showed that, in addition to human and domestic animal sources, bacteria sources included
many types of wildlife. Determining a set percentage of Enterococci from wildlife sources is impossible to
calculate since it will vary over time and location within the estuary. Presumably, it is almost always present
within estuary water, suggesting that removal rates dictated by the TMDL are not as high as those discussed
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above. However, for the purposes of this WBMP, it is assumed that bacteria mitigation measures will need to
target all potential human and domestic animal sources in order to achieve the TMDL for the CNR Estuary
under wet and dry conditions.

9.3 Pollutant Source Identification

In a non-sewered watershed such as the CNR Watershed, potential sources of bacteria include failing septic
systems, illegal dumping into the storm drain system, domestic animals, and wildlife. The following sections
discuss each of those sources.

Although the CNR Estuary falls within the safety zone around the YSD treatment plant outfall, and there is the
potential that untreated or partially treated sewage could be discharged into Cape Neddick Harbor in the
unlikely event of a disruption at the treatment plant, it is not considered to be one of the sources contributing to
exceedances of the bacteria TMDL in the estuary.

9.3.1 Failing Septic Systems. Table 9-1 provides a comparison of Enterococci concentrations in discharge
from different sources, including failing septic systems. Forest runoff is presumed to be influenced by only
wildlife sources.

Table 9-1
Enterococci Concentrations in Discharge from Different Sources
Discharge Source Enterococci (MPN/100ml)
Raw Sewage 1,200,000
Failing Septic Systems 100,000
Urban stormwater runoff 10,000 — 100,000
Forest runoff 100 - 1,000

Reference: Pitt, 1998; Lim and Oliveri, 1982; Smith et al., 1992; Horsely & Witten, Inc., 1995

As shown in Table 9-1, Enterococci concentrations in discharge from failing septic systems are reported to be
two to three orders of magnitude higher than in forested runoff. It should be noted that discharge from failing
septic systems is significantly diluted when it mixes with flowing water in streams and rivers. Therefore,
samples collected from flowing water in CNR tributaries and the estuary would not be expected to reflect the
concentration shown in Table 9-1, even if they were affected by discharge from a failing septic system.

About one-fourth of all American households rely on on-site septic systems to dispose of their wastewater.
After solids are trapped in a septic tank, wastewater is distributed through a subsurface drain field and allowed
to percolate through the soil. Bacteria are effectively removed by filtering and straining wastewater through the
soil profile, if the septic system is properly located, installed, and maintained. However, when wastewater
breaks out from the subsurface onto the ground surface or passes through the soil profile without adequate
treatment, a septic system is said to have failed and is no longer providing sufficient treatment of bacteria. The
regional rate of septic system failure across the country is reported to range from 5 to nearly 40 percent, with an
average of about 10 percent (Glasoe and Tompkins, 1996; Hunter, 1998; Johnson, 1998; Smayda et al., 1996;
Tuthill, 1998). The introduction of the Maine Septic Code in 1974 standardized septic system design and is
credited with significantly reducing the rate of septic system failure in this state.

The causes of septic system failure are numerous: inadequate soils, poor design, hydraulic overloading, tree
growth in the drain field, old age, and failure to clean out. The following factors can increase the risk of septic
system failure:

e Systems that are older than 20 years;
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Systems situated on smaller lots;
Systems that service second homes or provide seasonal treatment;
Systems adjacent to shorelines or ditches, and;

Systems that are located on thin or excessively permeable soils, or are close to bedrock or the water
table.

The design life of most septic systems is 15 to 30 years, at which point major rehabilitation or replacement may
be needed. Town records indicate that more than half of the septic systems in the CNR priority subwatersheds
are at least 30 years old. In addition, most soils in the area are poorly drained, potentially increasing the risk of
break-outs occurring as septic systems age.

9.3.2 Illegal Dumping into Storm Drain System. Nationwide, there is quite a bit of anecdotal evidence of
illegal transient dumping of raw sewage into storm drains from septage vac trucks (i.e., honey wagons),
recreational vehicles, and portable toilets (Johnson, 1998). In addition, there may be inadvertent dumping from
moving vehicles, such as livestock carriers and recreational vehicles. The overall significance of illegal or
inadvertent dumping as a watershed bacteria source, however, is hard to quantify. Storm drains are present in
the CNR watershed but, without a comprehensive investigation, there is no way of knowing if dumping is a
problem locally.

9.3.3 Domestic Animals. Documented domestic animal sources of bacteria in the CNR Watershed include
cats, dogs, and cows (Jones, 2003). Ribotyping analysis of E. coli in 2003 found evidence of cat strains in a
sample collected at the Shore Road Bridge and evidence of cow and dog strains in a sample collected just
downstream of Hutchins Lane Bridge.

Nationwide, cats and dogs appear to be a major source of bacteria and other microbes in urban watersheds. Dog
feces were the single greatest source contributing fecal coliform and Enterococci in highly urban Baltimore
catchments (Lim and Oliveri, 1982). Cats and dogs were the primary source of fecal coliforms in urban
subwatersheds in the Puget Sound region (Trial et al., 1993).

Horse pastures and hobby farms are typically found around the fringe of more developed areas. Although these
operations are very small, the stocking density is often high, and grazing and riparian management practices are
seldom applied. It is unknown how many of these may exist in the priority subwatersheds but they are certainly
present within the CNR Watershed.

9.3.4 Wildlife. Documented wildlife sources of bacteria in the CNR Watershed include deer, otter, raccoon,
red fox, geese, and seagulls (Jones, 2003). The ribotyping analysis suggested that wildlife and birds are the
types of species that contribute most significantly to bacterial pollution in the watershed.

Nationwide, geese, gulls, and ducks are speculated to be a major bacterial source where large resident
populations have become established. An increase in E. coli from flocks of seagulls roosting near reservoirs
and geese and ducks utilizing stormwater impoundments have been detected (Levesque et al., 1993 and
Moorhead et al., 1998). The Maine Department of Inland Fisheries and Wildlife study done in 1986 that gave
the CNR the highest rating for riparian habitat and waterfowl wintering area is a qualitative indicator that
waterfowl could be a major bacteria source.

Table 9-2 provides an interesting comparison of Enterococci densities in feces and the unit discharge of feces
from a variety of species including ducks. It shows that the Enterococci density in duck feces is twice that in
cat feces and at the same production rate (i.e., 0.15 lbs/day). Because of their larger size, geese would naturally
be expected to have a higher production rate than ducks. It should also be noted that Enterococci density in dog
feces is one to two orders of magnitude greater than the other species listed in Table 9-2, with a production rate
approximately the same as that of humans.
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Table 9-2
Enterococci Densities and Unit Discharge of Feces

Enterococci Unit Discharge
Source (mpn/gm) (Ibs/day)
Human 3.0x 10¢ 0.35
Cats 2.7x 107 0.15
Dogs 9.8 x 10° 0.32
Cows 1.3 x 107 15.4
Ducks 54x 107 0.15

Reference: Pitt, 1998; Godfrey, 1992; Geldrich et al., 1962

94 Priority Subwatershed Bacteria Load Calculations

Bacteria load calculations were performed to estimate the bacteria loads discharging to the CNR Estuary from
each of the priority subwatersheds, as well as the contribution of each bacteria source within the subwatersheds.
The calculations were made on a subwatershed basis so that, combined with previous evaluations of water
quality data, restoration work in the lower CNR could be further prioritized.

9.4.1 Bacteria Source Load Calculator (BSLC) Spreadsheet Model. The BSLC model was used to
estimate loads from the above identified bacteria sources including failing septic systems, domestic animals,
and wildlife. Bacteria loads from illegal dumping into the storm drain system were not estimated since they
can’t be quantified. Because of the inaccuracies inherent in modeling watersheds, bacteria loads calculated by
the BSLC model are only rough estimates. But by using the same methodology for modeling all the priority
subwatersheds, the relative impact that each subwatershed and its associated bacteria sources have on the CNR
Estuary can be evaluated. Countless hours could be spent in improving the accuracy of the BSLC model by
characterizing the subwatersheds in greater detail, but the limited improvement in accuracy would not be
enough to justify the cost of doing so.

The BSLC is a software tool designed to simplify the complex and time-consuming work involved in estimating
bacterial loadings. It was developed by the Center for TMDL and Watershed Studies at Virginia Tech in
Blacksburg, VA. The BSLC has been used extensively in the development of bacterial TMDLs in VA and has
the flexibility to be used for TMDL studies in other regions. In the absence of a watershed model tailored to
Maine watersheds, the BSLC was selected as the best alternative for modeling the relative impact of priority
subwatersheds on the CNR Estuary.

The BSLC takes user-generated, watershed-specific inputs including land use, population, septic, and wildlife
estimates and calculates monthly bacterial loadings. Results can be displayed by source in colony forming units
(cfu’s) per month and year.

9.4.2 Modeling Assumptions and Model Inputs. To simplify the modeling process, several assumptions
were made including:

e All properties are residential. Even though a few commercial properties exist within some of the
priority subwatersheds, the scale of those properties is not considered sufficient to create a separate
commercial category for modeling purposes.

e Year round occupancy is 1.6 residents per housing unit. This value was obtained from the 2000 U.S.
Census (Appendix A in the Town of York Comprehensive Plan Inventory and Analysis Chapter on
Population). Some of the subwatersheds have many homes that are seasonal, and the summer
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population is significantly greater than the year round population, but the season is relatively short and
there are no figures available to quantify the population increase within each subwatershed over the
summer months.

e Septic system failure rate is based on age of homes unless Town records indicate otherwise. The BSLC

model uses the following default percentages for septic system failure rate:

o Pre-1966 =40%

o 1966-1985=20%

o Post-1985=3%
These percentages closely match the national failure rates referenced in Subsection 9.3.1. The Town is
in the process of updating its septic database. In those cases where there is a date of septic installation
that is more recent than the age of home construction, the septic installation date is used in the BSLC
model.

e Wildlife consists of deer, raccoon, and wild turkeys. In the absence of a method for estimating
waterfowl populations within the subwatersheds, they were not included in the calculations.
Additionally, it is expected that waterfowl reside primarily in the estuary proper rather than within the
subwatersheds. Deer, raccoon, and wild turkeys are assumed to reside in the forested areas outside of
developed parcels.

Table 9-3 includes inputs used for modeling septic system loading from each priority subwatershed. The total
number of houses is also used to compute a pet population for each subwatershed.

Table 9-3
BSLC Model Inputs for Septic Systems
Number of Residents/ Septic Septic Septic
Subwatershed Houses House Pre-1966 1966-1985 Post-1985
CNR-06 30 1.6 8 6 16
CNR-09 56 1.6 19 17 20
CNR-10 27 1.6 10 3 14
CNR-11 7 1.6 2 3 2
CNR-13 20 1.6 1 3 16
CNR-15 17 1.6 10 3 4

Table 9-4 includes inputs used for modeling wildlife loading from forested areas within each priority
subwatershed.

Table 9-4
BSLC Model Inputs for Wildlife
Wild Turkey

Subwatershed Deer Population’ Raccoon Population? Population®

CNR-06 7 2 2

CNR-09 11 4 3

CNR-10 1 0 0

CNR-11 1 1

CNR-13 81 27 17

CNR-15 6 2 1
References: 1 Maptech, 2000

2 VA Department of Game and Inland Fisheries, 2004

3 Brannan et al., 2002




9.4.3 Model Outputs and Observations. Figure 9-1 illustrates the BSLC output for each subwatershed
based on the above assumptions and model inputs. Figure 9-2 illustrates the percent contribution of bacteria
loading from humans, pets, and wildlife from all the priority subwatersheds combined.

Figure 9-1
Estimated Fecal Coliform Loadings
Cape Neddick River Priority Subwatersheds
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Inspection of Figures 9-1 and 9-2 produced the following observations:

e CNR-09 potentially generates the overall largest bacteria load and the largest bacteria load from
residential sources (i.e., failing septic systems and pet waste).

e CNR-13 potentially generates the second largest bacteria load but the majority of it is from forest
sources (i.e., wildlife).

e CNR-06, CNR-10, and CNR-15 potentially generate similar bacteria loads, the majority of which are
from residential sources.

e (CNR-11 potentially generates the overall smallest bacteria load.

e Humans (i.e., failing septic systems) are potentially the largest source of bacteria loading to the estuary.

e Pets are potentially a significant contributor to overall bacteria loading to the estuary.

9.4.4 Model Output Versus 1974 Maine Septic Code. In order to check model output against conditions
reflective of septic system development in Maine, Figure 9-3 was prepared to show the number of systems in
the priority subwatersheds installed before 1974 versus 1974 and later. As mentioned in Section 9.3.1, the
introduction of the Maine Septic Code in 1974 standardized septic system design and is credited with
significantly reducing the rate of septic system failure in this state.

Figure 9-3
Septic Systems Installed Before and After
1974 Maine Septic Code
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Figure 9-3 shows that CNR-09 contains the highest number of pre-1974 septic systems, suggesting that it may
be the priority subwatershed with the highest number of failing septic systems. CNR-10 and CNR-15 have the
second highest number of pre-1974 septic systems. CNR-13 has the fewest number of pre-1974 septic systems.
These observations are not inconsistent with the estimated fecal coliform loadings shown in Figure 9-1.
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9.5

TMDL Study Conclusions

The following conclusions were drawn from the above TMDL study:

The TMDL should be achievable during most of the regulated period between May 15% and September
30™ when conditions are normally dry.

Failing septic systems and pet waste appear to be the primary bacteria source in all the priority
subwatersheds except CNR-13.

Wildlife appears to be the primary bacteria source in CNR-13, with waterfow] likely a major direct
contributor of bacteria to the estuary.

The largest sources of human and pet bacteria appear to be associated with the three downstream priority
subwatersheds (i.e., CNR-10, CNR-09, CNR-06), which is consistent with the trend of increasing
Enterococci concentrations as shown in Figure 7-2 (wet conditions).

Bacteria mitigation measures will need to target all potential human and domestic animal sources in
order to achieve the TMDL for the CNR Estuary under wet conditions.
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10. POTENTIAL BACTERIA MITIGATION MEASURES

This section describes six potential mitigation measures for meeting the bacteria TMDL in the CNR Estuary as
well as other water quality standards in freshwater portions of the CNR, the Estuary, and at the Cape Neddick
Beach. This section also satisfies the third criterion from the list of nine EPA criteria (see Subsection 2.1) for a
WBMP.

10.1 Identification and Replacement of Failing Septic Systems (MM-1)

As described in Section 9.3.1, subsurface wastewater disposal systems (commonly referred to as septic systems)
have the potential to contribute bacteria to the CNR tributaries and main stem of the river as they age or if they
are improperly designed, constructed, and/or maintained.

Bacteria in domestic wastewater moves along with the wastewater plume through the soil and research has
shown that bacteria can remain viable in the ground for up to 100 days. The rate of groundwater flow in the
CNR watershed is likely to be less than 1 foot per day.

Based on this, there are several conditions that could occur to allow a septic system to impact CNR bacteria
levels (i.e. fail):

1. Septic systems with leach fields closer than 100 feet from a CNR tributary might allow bacteria to reach the
tributary while they are still viable;

2. Septic systems that include improperly located curtain drain features that capture wastewater and pipe it to
the ground surface; and,

3. Septic systems where wastewater emerges from the ground near the edge of the leachfield or at other nearby
low points and the untreated wastewater washes into the CNR drainage system during periods of runoff.

As noted in Section 7, the 2012 data show that storm events increase bacteria concentrations in the CNR and its
tributaries. Conditions 2 and 3 allow bacteria to be washed into the tributaries as runoff during a storm event.
Consequently, they could be the direct and/or indirect source of the bacteria contamination.

A two-step process to identify and mitigate potentially failing septic systems is described below.
Identification of Failing Septic Systems. On-site inspection by an experienced site evaluator or other

professional with experience designing and installing septic systems is an effective way to identify potentially
failing systems. The inspection would involve:

e Compiling available HHE-200 and associated records from Town and State files for the target lots; and,

e Compiling published information on soil type for the target lots;

e Preparing a mailer explaining the purpose and nature of the inspection and asking for voluntary permission
from the landowner to access the property for a limited, non-invasive preliminary evaluation.

e Inspecting lots where permission is obtained to verify site features, examine soil conditions in the existing
leachfield (this can be done using hand tools), identify potential areas of waste water seepage or breakout,
inspect for drainage pipe outfalls and evaluate site soils for potential leachfield replacement.

e Preparing an area map with the graphic representation of the results of the survey in order to evaluate the
potential for ‘hot spots’ or areas of concern based on septic system conditions, locations, age, underlying
soils, etc.
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Information gathered during the on-site inspections will allow the inspector to determine if one of the potential
failure conditions described above exists on each lot.

Replacement of Failed Septic Systems. The information gathered from the on-site inspection can be used to
evaluate the replacement options for failed systems. The site visit would gather information to determine
whether a replacement system (a) could meet existing code, (b) would need limited variances or (c) would need
extensive engineering and/or state variances. Based on the ability to meet code requirements, or variances
needed, a generalized cost could be estimated for replacement of failed systems.

Before considering replacement of individual systems, the Town may want to compare the overall number of
replacement systems needed and the approximate total cost to the cost of extending the sewer system to part or
all of the lower CNR watershed. While it is not the only consideration, comparative cost would be one
component of a decision to extend the sewer system rather than replace existing systems.

The State of Maine Subsurface Wastewater Disposal Rules classify existing dwellings as grandfathered.
Therefore, if it is determined that individual septic systems have failed and are impacting the river, a
replacement system would be allowed. The property owner would be requested to present a replacement
system designed by a Licensed Site Evaluator that made the best effort to comply with the existing standards
within the site/soil constraints. Variances to setbacks and other standards are routinely granted by Towns and
the State if the proposed replacement system is the best upgrade available based on site soils and state of the art
technologies available at the time.

Currently all aspects of operation, maintenance, replacement, etc. of septic systems located on private property
are the responsibility of the property owner. Therefore, the cost for a replacement system would be assumed by
the land owner. However, since improvement of water quality in the CNR is also a community goal, the Town
may want to explore alternative approaches to assist a private landowner and provide incentive to allow on-site
inspection and replace failing systems. These approaches might include design support, coordinated contracting
to lower installation costs, grants, low-interest loans, property tax adjustments or other measures.

10.2 Proper Maintenance of Septic Systems (MM-2)

The Town of York currently requires that property owners in the lower CNR watershed pump their septic tanks
at least every five years. It appears that most local septic haulers who serve the area routinely provide
information to the Town to identify which lots are pumped. In addition to regular pumping of septic tanks
(recommended every 3 to 5 years at a minimum depending on site use and occupancy), it is prudent to inspect
the outlet baffle of the septic tank to assure that it is intact, in good condition, and preventing the greases and
the sludge from exiting the tank and prematurely plugging the leachfield area with unwanted solids
accumulation. Concrete baffles corrode over time due to the hydrogen sulfide and methane in the wastewater
and have a tendency to deteriorate and fall off. Plastic tees are resistant to corrosion from wastewater but can
become dislodged and fall off as well.

In today’s technology, advanced wastewater treatment (AWT) systems (e.g., aerobic treatment tanks) are
becoming more common. These units improve the quality of the wastewater prior to discharging into the
surrounding soil but rely on electrical power and mechanical components. With AWT systems, an annual
service and inspection is recommended to assure that the unit is performing up to the design and permit
standards.

10.3 Management of Pet Waste (MM-3)

Pet waste was identified as a significant source of bacteria in Section 9. Increased public awareness of the
threat that pet waste poses to CNR water quality would be a major part of a campaign to manage pet waste.
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Strategically placed signs in public areas frequented by dog owners that inform them of the potential of dog
waste for degrading water quality, and the things that they must do to comply with local ordinances concerning
control of dog waste, are an effective tool. Mass mailings of brochures enclosed with official town notifications
(i.e., septic pumping requirements) related to protecting water quality could also be used to educate the public.
Digital copies of the brochures could be emailed to watershed residents. An example of a brochure used by
another community for these purposes is provided in Appendix D.

The Town of York already has an ordinance that, among other provisions, directly and indirectly regulates the
management of animal waste. The Town of York Animal Control Ordinance, most recently amended on
November 2, 2010, includes several provisions that relate to mitigation of primarily dog waste. Those
provisions include:

e With a few exceptions (including public beaches within certain windows of time), voice control is not an
acceptable means of controlling a dog. When off the premises of the owner, a dog shall be on a leash
and under control of a person responsible for the dog’s behavior.

e Other than on the property of the dog’s owner or on the property of a person who has consented to the
dog’s presence, the dog’s owner must remove and dispose of any waste left by the dog on any sidewalk,
street, beach, public property or private property and deposit the waste into an appropriate litter
receptacle. Where this provision applies, the dog’s owner must have a plastic bag or similar container
for collecting and removing dog waste.

e On public beaches (including Cape Neddick Beach), no dogs are allowed between the hours of 8:00 AM
and 6:00 PM from May 20" through September 20®. At other times of the day or year, dogs are allowed
but must be either under voice control or on a leash depending on the time of day or year.

The above provisions, if enforced, will effectively limit some of the dog waste that could be washed into nearby
drainage ways and water bodies. Owners of dogs on a leash are more likely to be cognizant of a dog’s activities
(including defecating) than if they are under voice control.

Ideally, dog owners will realize through educational initiatives that it is in their best interest and the interest of
the community to pick up after their pets on their own property. Presumably, most pet waste is deposited on
private property, and a voluntary effort to pick up and properly dispose of that waste is needed to make
significant reductions in the overall bacteria loading from pet waste. The Cape Neddick River Association
(CNRA) has spearheaded a similar educational initiative with the Lawns to Lobsters program.

10.4 Re-establishment of Vegetated Stream Buffers (MM-4).

Vegetated stream buffers are widely recognized for their potential to filter sediment and other pollutants
(including nutrients) from stormwater runoff. They also have other benefits such as flood control, stream bank
stabilization, stream temperature control via shading, and enhancing habitat diversity. Another benefit to
property owners that is often unrealized is that they can be a deterrent to geese. Given the choice of a wooded
buffer or a manicured lawn as a place to feed and rest, geese typically prefer the lawn which can become a
repository for their waste. The ability of vegetated stream buffers to remove bacteria from runoff is more
uncertain. Some indication of their potential effectiveness, however, can be inferred from the performance of
grass filter strips used to treat runoff from crops and livestock operations. For example, Coyne et al. (1995)
found that grass filter strips were able to remove 43 to 70 percent of fecal coliforms in two experimental grass
filter plot studies, while Young et al. (1980) reported 70 percent coliform removal from a 100-foot grass filter
strip. However, other researchers found that grass strips with shorter flow lengths or high bacteria influent
concentrations had limited effectiveness.
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One of the most widely recognized buffer planning models is the three-zone buffer that was developed by the
U.S. Department of Agriculture Forest Service (Welsh, 1991). Zone 1 of the model begins at the edge of the
active channel and extends a minimum of 15 feet along a line perpendicular to the water course. Dominant
vegetation consists of existing or planted woody vegetation suitable for the site conditions (e.g., sunny versus
shady, well-drained versus poorly-drained soils). This zone should remain undisturbed, therefore, tree removal
is generally not permitted. Zone 2 begins at the edge of Zone 1 and extends a minimum of 60 feet
perpendicular to the watercourse. While vegetation in Zone 2 should be similar to Zone 1, removal of tree and
shrub products is permitted on a regular basis provided the trees and shrubs are replaced. Zone 3 begins at the
outer edge of Zone 2 and has a minimum width of 20 feet. Vegetation in this zone can be field grass or lawn
grass (less mowed the better) as long as it converts concentrated overland flow to uniform, shallow, sheet flow
through the use of structural practices such as level spreaders.

Conversion of concentrated flow to sheet flow at the upland edge of vegetated stream buffers is a very
important element in buffer design. The velocity of the water is slowed as it enters the buffer, allowing sediment
with attached pollutants to settle or be trapped by the vegetation and to promote infiltration of the water with
dissolved pollutants into the soil. The level spreader should be carefully designed and constructed so that the
vegetated buffer is not short-circuited by concentrated flow. Figure 10-1 illustrates the concept of the level
spreader. Concentrated flow enters a ditch that could be grass-lined or lined with stone to reduce erosion where
applicable. The water then spills evenly over a spreader lip installed along a level grade. The spreader can be
constructed from a variety of materials but stone is commonly used in Maine to evenly distribute the water into
the buffer.

Figure 10-1
Level Spreader Profile
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The York Code Enforcement Officer should be contacted anytime disturbance of soils and/or existing
vegetation is proposed adjacent to a water body. Requirements under the Shoreland Zoning Ordinance and the
Natural Resources Protection Act will apply. Permits may be required depending on the type of work involved.
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10.5 Low Impact Development Retrofits (MM-5)

Low impact development (LID) is a term used to describe a method of stormwater management that attempts to
replicate the natural hydrology of a site. Before development of a site, there is typically a pit and mound
topography of the forest floor that serves to create small ponded areas where stormwater runoff has an
opportunity to infiltrate into underlying soils. Pollutants are either filtered from the water or are adsorbed to
soil particles as the water passes through the soil column. Also, groundwater is naturally replenished through
this process.

As a site becomes developed, the ground is leveled and impervious surfaces such as roads, roofs, and driveways
are added. Stormwater runoff in the developed environment no longer has the same opportunities to infiltrate
into soils as it does in the natural environment, so the water concentrates and flows overland or through ditches
and pipes until it reaches a place (manmade or natural) where it discharges with its full complement of
pollutants. Manmade structures such as stormwater ponds are designed to control flooding and remove
pollutants, however, if no stormwater structures are built to intercept the flow, water bodies that ultimately
receive the stormwater can be impacted by both flooding and pollutants. Research points to the strong influence
of impervious cover on coastal/estuarine systems such as shellfish beds and wetlands (Duda and Cromartie,
1982; Hicks, 1995; and Taylor, 1993). Interestingly, each study found degradation thresholds when impervious
cover exceeded 10 percent.

LID retrofits seek to return the hydrology of a developed site into a more natural state by constructing features
disbursed throughout a site that serve to reduce imperviousness and/or infiltrate stormwater runoff. In this way,
the stormwater is infiltrated throughout a site as opposed to the conventional method of directing it into a large
collection system and treating it in a single large structure.

The LID retrofits come in a variety of forms including bioretention facilities, rain gardens, vegetated rooftops,
dry wells, rain barrels (located under downspouts), and permeable pavements. Examples of a bioretention
swale and a rain garden are shown in Figure 10-2. A cross-section of rain garden construction is shown in
Figure 10-3.

Figure 10-2
Bioretention Swale and Rain Garden LID Practices
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Figure 10-3
Rain Garden Cross-Section
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Rain gardens can be do-it-yourself projects using guides available online, while the other LID practices (except
rain barrels) require some engineering. On sites where native soils are less permeable, LID practices such as
rain gardens and bioretention facilities may require underdrains to empty the feature of water before the onset of
the next storm. In these situations, the feature becomes more of a filtering technology than an infiltration
technology. Underdrained practices should be designed to treat the “water quality volume (WQV)”. The WQV
is the initial volume of runoff that is considered to carry the bulk of pollutants since the last runoff event. The
MEDEP stormwater manual should be consulted for calculating WQYV in addition to other design criteria.

10.6 Sewer Extension to Lower CNR Neighborhoods (MM-6)

Currently, the CNR Watershed is entirely without sewer. The capacity of the YSD treatment plant and its
proximity to the neighborhoods on the south side of the lower CNR make it a potentially feasible alternative to
septic systems for sewage disposal. The feasibility of sewering the south side neighborhoods was previously
evaluated in in a Sewerage Feasibility Study prepared for the YSD by Anderson-Livingston Engineers, Inc.,
dated January 1994. The study evaluated two alternatives for extending sewer into an area encompassing Main
Street, Shore Road, and Route 1A and associated side roads up to Clark Road. The rationale for conducting the
study was that small house lots were created in many areas which have marginal soils to support septic systems.
Additionally, there were existing problems with the septic system that served the Cape Neddick Lobster Pound
and the lack of a system at the Cape Neddick Campground. The feasibility study recommended an alternative
that included one main pump station and several smaller package pump stations. Wastewater flows were
estimated based on providing sewer service to all existing structures and then available house lots. The total
estimated flow for the study area was 74,300 GPD average flow, well within the excess capacity currently
experienced at the YSD treatment plant.
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More recently, engineering plans were prepared in 2006 for a sewer extension on Main Street and Shore Road
up to Riverside Street at the Cape Neddick Campground. The project was put out to bid in 2007. The low bid
was $1,617,729 (including alternatives) which translated to an average cost per household of $24,000, not
including connection costs and an Impact Fee of $2,500. The YSD reviewed the plans and determined that plan
modifications could reduce the average cost per household to $18,000, not including Impact Fee, connection
costs, and the cost of pumps for residences not connected to a gravity line. The YSD was able to secure a low
interest loan for the project from the State Revolving Loan Fund (SRF). At a public hearing on the project, the
majority of affected homeowners were decidedly against the project and the project was shelved.
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11. BACTERIA MITIGATION MEASURE EVALUATION

This evaluation of bacteria mitigation measures considers their effectiveness (i.e., estimated bacteria load
reduction), implementability (including public acceptance and constructability), and cost. This section also
satisfies the second and fourth criteria from the list of nine EPA criteria (see Subsection 2.1) for a WBMP.

Although MM-1 and MM-2 have been presented as separate mitigation measures, they are combined for
purposes of their evaluation. Practically speaking, it is in the interest of the homeowner to preserve his or her
investment in a new septic system by pumping the septic tank at the prescribed interval of every three to five
years. Also, there is little point to pumping a septic tank at the prescribed interval if the septic system has
already failed. A septic tank on a failed system is little more than a holding tank, and pumping it out at a much
shorter interval (e.g., weekly) would be necessary to keep untreated sewage out of the environment.

11.1 Bacteria Removal Effectiveness

Accurate estimates of load reduction by each of the proposed mitigation measures is difficult to quantify.
Consequently, relevant literature and the BSLC model are used to show the relative reduction in load that could
be accomplished by controlling human and domestic animal sources (i.e., failing septic systems and pet waste).
Based on the effectiveness evaluation, each mitigation measure is given a score of between “1” and “5” (“1”
being least effective and “5” being most effective) assuming full participation from the watershed community.

MM-1 and MM-2. For purposes of modeling MM-1 and MM-2, it was assumed that replacement of most
failed septic systems and regular pumping of septic tanks would yield the equivalent of all systems within each
subwatershed representing “post-1985” systems with a failure rate of only 3%. A situation where there are no
failures is unlikely because not all homeowners are expected to comply with the septic inspection program
willingly and aging systems will continue to fail as they reach the end of their useful life.

Table 11-1 shows the reductions in bacteria loading from septic systems for each of the priority subwatersheds
from “existing” bacteria loading as estimated in Section 9 to the “post-1985” loading scenario.

Table 11-1
MM-1 and MM-2 Septic Load Reductions (x10'° cfu/year)

Subwatershed Existing Load MM-1/MM-2 Load Percent Reduction
CNR-06 467 117 75
CNR-09 1402 234 83
CNR-10 584 117 80
CNR-11 234 0 100
CNR-13 117 117 0
CNR-15 584 117 80

It is apparent from Table 11-1 that there is considerable rounding of results with the BSLC model.

Nevertheless, it does show that replacing failed systems with modern, well-designed systems has the potential

to significantly reduce bacteria loadings compared to allowing the continued use of failed systems.

Effectiveness Score = 4.

MM-3. Estimating bacteria load reductions associated with the management of pet waste is very difficult
because of the variability that comes with pet owner compliance with the Animal Control Ordinance and the
level of public awareness potentially raised by information campaigns. No literature is available on the
effectiveness of ordinances or education campaigns to curtail the pet waste problem.
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The current scale of bacteria loading from pet waste has been estimated by the BSLC model in Section 9.
Approximately 34% of the estimated bacteria loading from the priority subwatersheds may be due to pet waste
(Figure 9-2). Accordingly, significant reductions (similar to estimated septic loading reductions) in pet waste
would be required if there is a possibility of achieving water quality standards.

Effectiveness Score =4

MM-4. Where MM-1, 2, and 3 are source control measures, MM-4 is a treatment measure. Vegetated stream
buffers could be used to reduce residual bacteria loading after implementation of source control measures, but
they should not be considered a standalone measure for achieving the loading reductions needed to achieve the
water quality standards. Studies have shown that buffer effectiveness for removing bacteria from runoff ranges
widely, and largely depends on the infiltration rate of buffer soils. The literature seems to indicate that bacteria
removal efficiencies can be high for light to moderate rainfall events but significantly decrease during heavy
rainfall events when buffer soils become saturated and runoff passes through the buffer rather than into the soil.
Effectiveness Score = 2

MM-5. MM-5 is also considered a treatment measure and, similar to MM-4, should not be considered a
standalone measure for achieving the needed bacteria loading reductions. Any of the LID practices that include
capturing and filtering runoff through a soil column (artificial or natural) has shown some degree of
effectiveness. Those would include bioretention facilities, rain gardens, and permeable pavement. However,
during heavy rainfalls, they too are susceptible to bypassing when soils become saturated. Considering the
relatively low permeability of native soils in the lower CNR Watershed, LID measures should be equipped with
underdrains.

Effectiveness Score = 2

MM-6. Sewer extension into all of the lower CNR neighborhoods would virtually eliminate human waste as a
bacteria source for the lower CNR, assuming all homeowners and businesses connected to the sewer. The 1994
Sewerage Feasibility Study showed that the existing surplus capacity at the YSD treatment plant can easily
absorb new sanitary sewer flows from neighborhoods on the south side of the river, suggesting that it has more
than enough surplus capacity for all the lower CNR neighborhoods. The high rate of BOD and TSS removal at
the treatment plant itself is expected to remain unchanged.

Based on BSLC model calculations, sewer extension into the neighborhoods on the south side of the river only
has the potential to remove approximately 76% of the total bacteria load coming from the priority
subwatersheds. This is due to the relatively large population of septic systems in these neighborhoods and the
relatively older age of these septic systems as compared to those in the neighborhoods on the north side of the
river (Table 9-3). As discussed in Section 10.1, completion of a detailed septic system survey (MM-1) would
provide more specific information to estimate the actual bacteria load reduction by identifying the number of
failing septic systems. Even with sewer on the south side of the river, MM-1 and MM-2 should be implemented
in the priority subwatersheds on the north side of the river if water quality standards are to be achieved.
Effectiveness Score =5

11.2 Implementability

The implementability evaluation considers the practical and regulatory obstacles to constructing the mitigation
measures as well as their level of acceptance by watershed residents. Based on the implementability evaluation,
each mitigation measure is given a score of between “1” and “5” (“1” being least implementable and “5” being
most implementable).
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MM-1 and MM-2. The science and engineering behind septic system inspection, design, and construction are
well-established. The Town Code Enforcement Office is responsible for enforcing the State Subsurface
Wastewater Disposal Rules. Licensed Site Evaluators are already familiar with the soils in the lower CNR area
and experienced septic installers are widely available.

Septic systems are the only means of sewage disposal currently available in the lower CNR neighborhoods, so
public acceptance and familiarity with them is high. Since the septic systems are located on private property,
landowner permission is required for onsite inspections. Because of the high cost of septic system replacement,
some landowners could be reluctant to allow inspections for fear their system is failing and they would be
required to then pay the replacement cost.

The Town of York has adopted a septic system pumping ordinance requiring that systems be pumped out at
intervals of no longer than five years. Effective enforcement of the ordinance is dependent upon the availability
of staff for tracking pumping histories of each system, notifying landowners of their responsibilities, and taking
legal action should landowners fail to follow through.

Implementability Score = 4

MM-3. Compliance with the Animal Control Ordinance as it pertains to dogs and the proper disposal of their
waste is largely voluntary. Proper disposal of dog waste on private property is entirely voluntary. The key to
successful implementation of MM-3 is public education. The Town, YWD, YSD, schools, CNRA, and other
related organizations could all participate in the education effort. Signs and literature needed to create public
exposure would be easily obtainable.

Implementability Score = 3

MM-4. Currently, vegetated stream buffers between many of the developed properties and the lower CNR and
its tributaries are either nonexistent or are deficient. Provided relevant resource protection rules are followed
and the appropriate permits are obtained where they are applicable, buffers are relatively simple to construct.
Advice on plantings is available from organizations such as the York County Soil and Water Conservation
District (YCSWCD). Level spreader design information is also available from the YCSWCD or through
resources available online. They can be either do-it-yourself projects or installed by professional landscapers.
Resistance to MM-4 could come from landowners concerned about losing their view (although grass buffers
could be used as an alternative) or are reluctant to give up some of their lawn.

Implementability Score =3

MM-5. Successful implementation of MM-5 would also be dependent on wide public acceptance. By its
nature, LID should be implemented throughout a watershed for it to have any measureable effect. While rain
gardens can be designed and constructed by landowners, LID practices such as bioretention facilities would
normally require the services of design professionals and excavation contractors. The Town could construct
practices within the right-of-way but space would likely always be a limiting factor. Low permeability native
soils would restrict practices that employ infiltration of rainwater, necessitating underdrains and associated
drainage outlets in some cases.

Implementability Score = 2

MM-6. With respect to existing infrastructure, the YSD treatment plant currently has sufficient surplus
capacity to take sewage from neighborhoods located on both the north and south sides of the lower CNR. In
addition, a force main was added when the Shore Road Bridge was recently rebuilt so neighborhoods on the
north side are now more accessible for sewer. With respect to engineering studies and design, a feasibility
study for extending sewer into the neighborhoods on the south side of the river has been conducted but would
need to be updated. More recently, drawings and other construction documents for extending the sewer to the
Camp Neddick Campground (Main Street/Shore Road project) was prepared and put out to bid. As a result,
some of the engineering needed to extend the sewer into the neighborhoods on the south side has been
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performed. At a minimum, there is an understanding of sewer infrastructure needs. Based on the number of
contractors (eight) that bid on the Main Street/Shore Road project, there are many qualified contractors
available for sewer construction. Public resistance to sewer projects appears to be the major obstacle, primarily
due to cost. There is also a public perception that mistakenly blames the YSD treatment plant outfall for
contributing to the bacteria problem in the CNR.

Implementability Score = 3

11.3 Cost

Table 11-2 presents rough cost estimates for mitigation measures per unit or per project as applicable. Based on
the cost evaluation, each mitigation measure is given a score of between “1” and “5” (“1” being most expensive
and “5” being least expensive) assuming they are fully implemented and property owners bear the cost of
design and construction for infrastructure improvements to and/or on their property.

Table 11-2
Mitigation Measure Cost Estimates
MM-1 and MM-2 MM-3 MM-4 MM-5 MM-6
Item Cost ($) Item Cost (3) Item Cost ($) Item Cost ($) Item Cost ($)
Survey! 20K Signs 1K Spreader* 100 RG® 1K CNC? 2M
Replacement? 15K Literature 500 Plants® 500 BR’ 4K CR!® 4M-6M
Pumping’? 300 pPP® 6.50

Notes: RG= rain garden; BR=biorention facility; PP=permeable pavement; CNC=Cape Neddick Campground; CR=Clark Road

! Includes outreach to community, septic survey, and cost estimation follow-up.

2 Replacement of a single system.

3 Pump-out and inspection cost every 3-5 years.

* Contractor cost per 10 linear feet.

5 Contractor cost per 1,000 ft?

¢ Do-it-yourself residential rain garden without underdrain

7 Contractor-installed residential bioretention basin with underdrain

8 Contractor-installed permeable asphalt per square foot with underdrain

? Sewer extension down Main Street and Shore Road to Camp Neddick Campground

10 Sewer extension down Main Street, Shore Road to bridge, and Route 1A to Clark Road including side streets.

Cost evaluation scoring:
e MM-1 and MM-2 Score =2

e MM-3 Score=5
e MM-4 Score =4
e MM-5 Score=3
e MM-6 Score =1

The estimated costs for MM-3, MM-4, and MM-5 could be significantly reduced through the contribution of
time and materials from volunteers. Cost reductions could also be realized by sharing resources between
organizations, town departments, and homeowners. For example, homeowners could share the costs of MM-4
(Vegetated Stream Buffers) and MM-5 (LID Retrofits) by creating generic designs, obtaining commitments
from landowners to build them on their properties, and going out to bid to build them all as part of a single
project. Consequently, the scoring of MM-3, MM-4, and MM-5 could change dramatically by incorporating
these cost-saving measures.
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11.4 Evaluation Conclusions. Scores that were assigned to the mitigation measures from the effectiveness,
implementability, and cost evaluations are listed in Table 11-2 along with an overall score. The scores are
based only on professional judgement and should only be used as a general guide when considering the relative
merits of the mitigation measures and how their implementation should be prioritized.

Table 11-2
Bacteria Mitigation Measure Scores
Mitigation Measure Effectiveness Implementability Cost Overall Score
MM-1 and MM-2 4 4 2 10
MM-3 4 3 5 12
MM-4 2 3 4 9
MM-5 2 2 3 7
MM-6 5 3 1 9

Table 11-2 shows that MM-3 (Management of Pet Waste) scored the highest of the mitigation measures, largely
because of its potential effectiveness and low cost. Accordingly, it should be given a high priority. The scoring
also indicates that MM-1 and MM-2 received the highest score for reducing sources of human bacteria, and
work on a septic survey should be initiated immediately to determine the actual scope of septic system failures
within the priority subwatersheds. MM-6 would only be initiated in the event the septic survey finds that
conditions are not favorable for septic system replacement, either because of field conditions or economic
conditions, or both. The two treatment alternatives, MM-4 and MM-5, should be initiated as soon as willing
landowners are identified. However, the emphasis should be placed on MM-4 not only because it is more easily
implemented and has a lower cost, but because of the other benefits it can provide to both the landowner and the
riparian habitat.
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12.  PHASED IMPLEMENTATION OF BACTERIA MITIGATION MEASURES

This section presents a proposed schedule for phasing in mitigation measures, identifies milestones and decision
points, defines the role of the public, and proposes a program for measuring the success or failure of mitigation
measures. This section also satisfies the fifth through ninth criteria from the list of nine EPA criteria (see
Subsection 2.1) fora WBMP.

12.1 Proposed Implementation Schedule, Decision Points, and Interim Milestones

Figure 12-1 shows proposed phases for implementation of the mitigation measures along with an estimated
period of performance for each phase. The estimated periods of performance should be considered very
preliminary as it is assumed that the steering committees will prepare schedules that best suit their respective
requirements. Milestones occur at the end of each phase. A decision point occurs at the end of Phase 3, when it
will be decided whether to proceed with septic system replacements or redirect efforts towards MM-6 and the
extension of sewer into the lower CNR neighborhoods. If that happens, and assuming a sewer referendum
passes at the end of Phase 6, design and construction of the sewer extension would begin.

Figure 12-1
Proposed Implementation Schedule with Milestones

Phase 1 Phase 2 Phase 3 Phase 4 Phase 5 Phase 6
3 months 1 month 3 months 3 months 3 months
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12.2  Public Information and Participation Process

Public participation in implementation of mitigation measures is crucial as illustrated in Figure 12-1. The kick-
off/planning meeting would serve to share information with the public and to elicit support for the mitigation
measures. Members of the public would also be asked to volunteer on steering committees for implementation
of MM-1, MM-3, and MM-4/5. It is not anticipated that a steering committee would be needed for
implementation of MM-2 since a septic pumping ordinance is already in place and is being enforced. A
steering committee for MM-6 would only be necessary if the septic system survey shows that replacement of
systems is not feasible. Regardless, the public would need to be involved throughout the implementation
process both as members of committees and as participating stakeholders for the process to be successful.

12.3 Proposed Implementation Monitoring for Measuring Success or Failure

The success or failure of mitigation measures can be measured using a variety of metrics including public
participation in the process, distribution of educational material, remediation of known bacteria sources,
adoption of bacteria treatment measures, and changes in water quality.

Public participation can be measured by:
e Number of attendees at public meetings;
Citizen involvement on steering committees;
Percentage of homeowners who respond to requests for permission to perform septic surveys; and
Incorporation of water quality science in school curriculum.

Distribution of educational material can be measured by:
e Number of signs erected explaining threat to water quality from pet waste;
e Number of households receiving flyers on pet waste;
e Number of households receiving septic pumping notices; and
e Website hits on CNR project webpage on the Town or CNRA websites.

Remediation of known bacteria sources can be measured by:

Number of septic system inspections;

Number of septic system replacements;

Survey of dog owners at Cape Neddick Beach; and

Percentage of home owners complying with septic pumping ordinance.

Adoption of bacteria treatment measures can be measured by:

Number of demonstration Vegetated Buffers or LID retrofits constructed;
Length of Vegetated Buffers installed along the river and tributaries;
Number of LID retrofits constructed; and

Percentage of subwatersheds draining to a Vegetated Buffer or LID retrofit.

Changes in water quality can be measured by:
e Ongoing water quality monitoring at CNR-~01 (Shore Road Bridge) and Cape Neddick Beach by the
YPRD.
e Periodic monitoring of lower CNR tributaries and main stem per the 2012 sampling protocol (dry and
wet conditions) by trained volunteers and/or town staff.
e Periodic monitoring using microbial source tracking, optical brightener and/or other emerging strategies
to gather bacteria data that is specific to human and domestic animal sources.
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13. POTENTIAL FUNDING AND TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE SOURCES

Funding and technical assistance is potentially available from a number of sources. Each funding source has its
own restrictions on how its funds are spent, so careful examination of funding literature is necessary in order to
gain an understanding of what type of projects could be covered by a funding source.

NPS Pollution Control Grants (319). As explained in Section 2.1, this WBMP is structured so that NPS
projects implemented consistent with this plan are eligible for Section 319 funding. This is a competitive grant
process that is administered by the MEDEP. Eligible organizations include:

State agencies

Soil and Water Conservation Districts
Regional planning agencies
Watershed districts

Municipalities

Nonprofit 501(c)(3) organizations

Types of projects/activities that have been funded by 319 grants include:

NPS “demonstration” projects that educate the public about NPS pollution mitigation methods;
Design and construction of vegetated buffers and LID retrofits;

Signage and educational materials;

Educators/facilitators that oversee NPS pollution control programs;

“Youth Conservation Corps” that employ young people to build low technology projects; and
Surveys to identify sources of NPS pollution.

The 319 Grants require a “match” of funds or in kind services. Organizations experienced with the 319 grant
program include the YCSWCD, which has experience with 319 applications and can provide the technical and
administrative expertise for project implementation. The time-frame for submitting proposals to the MEDEP
for 319 grants is between late April and early June of each year.

Septic System Replacement Funding. The MEDEP also administers the Small Community Grant Program
(SCG), which is a potential source of grants to towns to help replace failing septic systems that are polluting a
waterbody or causing a public nuisance. An actual pollution problem must be documented in order to qualify
for funding. SCG grants can be used to fund from 25% to 100% of the design and construction costs,
depending upon the income of the owners of the property and the property’s use. Grant applications must be
submitted by the municipality in which the owner resides. Applications must be received by the MEDEP by
January 31 in order to receive funding in that year.

The Town of York may want to consider other means of assisting residents with replacement of failing septic
systems including:

e Administering a loan program funded by taxes levied on future development in the watershed;

e Providing property tax relief for owners meeting certain qualifying criteria; or

o Acting as an agent for collective bidding on septic system materials (through Greater Portland Council
of Governments or some similar organization).

Sewer Extension Funding. The YSD would be responsible for acquiring sewer extension funding. They were
successful in securing financing from the Clean Water State Revolving Loan Fund (SRF) for the rejected Main
Street/Shore Road sewer extension (2007). The YSD would likely attempt to finance any future sewer
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extension projects in part, or whole, by the SRF. The Maine Municipal Bond Bank (MMBB) is the financial
manager of the SRF program. The MMBB combines federal, state, and repayment funds to create attractive
interest rates, 2% below the market rate, for terms up to 20 years. Other sources of sewer funding that have
been used in York and elsewhere include:

Increase rates of all sewer users. Since this project would benefit more than just the potential sewer
users, some of the cost of sewering all or part of the lower CNR could be borne by all sewer users.

Impose Impact Fees. One-time fee due at the time of sewer connection.

Payment of a one-time “betterment” fee. Property owners within the sewered area would pay this fee,
the amount of which would be based on feet of road frontage or some similar measurement.

Other Potential Funding Sources. In addition to the potential sources of funding and technical assistance
discussed above, the following organizations have been involved in funding water quality related projects:

National Fish and Wildlife Foundation

Maine Department of Transportation

USDA National Resource Conservation Service — Farm Bill
Maine Department of Conservation

US Fish and Wildlife

New England Grassroots Environmental Fund

Richard Saltonstall Charitable Foundation

Davis Conservation Foundation

Gulf of Maine Council Action Plan Grants Program

Gulf of Maine Habitat Restoration Grants Program

Jessie B. Cox Charitable Trust: A New England Philanthropy
Maine Community Foundation (Fund for Maine Land Conservation
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14.  POTENTIAL LEAD ORGANIZATIONS AND AGENCIES
The following organizations would be appropriate for helping to implement this WBMP.

Local/County:
e Town of York for administrative support
York Water District for technical support and education
York Sewer District for lab services, technical support, and education
Cape Neddick River Association for securing grants, volunteer/landowner recruitment, and education
York Land Trust for publicity and land conservation advice ‘
York Rivers Association for publicity
York County Soil and Water Conservation District for administrative and technical support

State:
e Maine Department of Environmental Protection for grant funding/administration and technical support
e Maine Department of Marine Resources for education

Federal:
e US Environmental Protection Agency for education

e Wells National Estuarine Research Reserve for education and publicity

Contact information for the above organizations is provided in Appendix A.
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Cape Neddick River Watershed-Based Management Plan

Appendix A: Watershed Partners

Federal:
e U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
o Source of 319 NPS grants to states and overseer of TMDL process among other functions
o Contact:
e Wells National Estuarine Research Reserve
o Learning center and public advocacy organization for responsible management of estuaries
o Contact:

State:

e Maine Department of Environmental Protection
o Administrator of NPS Program (including 319 grants) and TMDL process among other functions
o Contact:

e Maine Department of Marine Resources
o Manages and enforces rules concerning shellfish growing areas and establishes prohibited zones

around overboard discharges among other functions

o Contact:

County:
o York County Soil and Water Conservation District

o Technical and educational resource for protection of watersheds from NPS pollution
o Contact:

Local:
e Town of York
o Governing body that authorizes water quality projects within the Town among other functions
o Contact:
e York Department of Community Development
o Provider of code enforcement, planning, geographic information services, and community
development services and administers watershed protection projects
o Contact:
e York Department of Parks and Recreation
o Responsible for management of parks and beaches among other functions
o Contact:
e York Sewer District
o Responsible for the sanitary sewer system and operation of the wastewater treatment plant on the
south shore of Cape Neddick Harbor
o Contact:
e York Water District
o Responsible for watershed protection upstream of Chase’s Pond dam, water treatment at the
Josiah Chase Filtration Plant, and distribution of clean drinking water
o Contact:
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The following non-governmental organizations would likely be involved in plan implementation:

e Cape Neddick River Association
o River advocacy group that has been involved in public outreach, water quality monitoring, and
lobbying town government for this WBMP.
o Contact:
e York Land Trust
o Preserves natural resources through land conservation by collaborating with individual
landowners, state and local governments, and other conservation organizations
o Contact: '
e York Rivers Association
o River advocacy group that focuses on the York River but advocates for the protection of all York
rivers
o Contact:
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Cape Neddick River Watershed-Based Management Plan
Appendix B: 2007 — 2011 Water Quality Data

Cape Neddick River Water Quality Testing

2007 - 2011
Compiled from the Cape Neddick River Water Quality Testing Reports

Test Site
CNR-01
CNR-01-1
CNR-02
CNR-02-1
CNR-02-2
CNR-03
CNR-04
CNR-05
CNR-06
CNR-06-1
CNR-06-2
CNR-07
CNR-08
CNR-09
CNR-09-1
CNR-09-2
CNR-10
CNR-11
CNR-11-1
CNR-12
CNR-13
CNR-14
CNR-15
CNR-15-1
CNR-15-2
CNR-16
CNR-17
CNR-18
CNR-19
CNR-19-1
Ann, Total
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Cape Neddick River Watershed-Based Management Plan

Appendix C: 2012 Non Bacteria Water Quality Data
Sample Date Nitrate | T Phos | TKN | Zinc Lead Nickel | Copper | SC/Sal
(mg/L) | (mg/L) | (mg/l) | (mgL) | (mglL) | (mgl) | (mgl)
Main Stem
CNR-19 5/9/2012 | <0.05 <0.1 <0.25 0.016 <0.001 <0.002 <0.003 60/0.02
7/10/2012 | 0.061 <0.1 <0.25 <0.01 <0.001 <0.002 <0.003 68/0.03
CNR-02 5/9/2012 | 0.054 <0.1 <0.25 0.015 <0.001 <0.002 <0.003 127/0.06
7/10/2012 | 0.19 <0.1 0.39 <0.01 <0.001 <0.002 <0.003 203/0.1
CNR-01 5/9/2012 | 0.095 <0.1 <0.25 0.014 <0.001 0.0026 | <0.003 3467/1.83
7/10/2012 |  <0.05 <0.1 <0.25 | 0.0146 <0.001 0.00565 | 0.003 | 42900/38.9
Zone 2
Tribs
CNR-15 7/10/2012 | 0.66 <0.1 0.26 | 0.0131 | 0.0021 | 0.0036 | 0.0041 | 734/0.36
CNR-13 5/9/2012 | 0.068 <0.1 <0.25 0.018 <0.001 <0.002 <0.003 80/0.03
7/10/2012 | 0.31 <0.1 <0.25 <0.01 <0.001 <0.002 <0.003 104/0.05
CNR-12 5/9/2012 | 0.84 <0.1 <0.25 0.016 <0.001 <0.002 <0.003 402/0.19
CNR-11 5/9/2012 | 0.082 <0.1 0.38 0.016 | 0.00136 | <0.002 <0.003 89/0.04
7/10/2012 | 0.13 <0.1 0.62 | 0.0166 | 0.0041 | 0.0024 | 0.0036 | 271/0.13
CNR-10 5/9/2012 | 0.52 <0.1 0.29 0.018 <0.001 <0.002 <0.003 660/0.32
7/10/2012 | 0.23 <0.1 0.45 | 0.0232 | 0.00665 | 0.0046 | 0.0044 | 6360/3.5
CNR-09 7/10/2012 | <0.05 0.15 0.58 0.026 | 0.00535 | 0.0078 | 0.0065 | 43920/28.4
CNR-08 5/9/2012 0.28 <0.1 <0.25 0.017 <0.001 <0.002 <0.003 889/0.44
7/10/2012 | 0.052 <0.1 <0.25 <0.01 0.0014 0.0026 <0.003 7632/4.2
CNR-07 5/9/2012 | 0.14 <0.1 0.27 | 0.0525 | <0.001 0.0024 | 0.008 1078/.057
7/10/2012 | 0.81 0.12 1.1 0.0302 | 0.0022 | 0.0033 0.004 | 34270/21.6
CNR-06 5/9/2012 | <0.05 <0.1 0.47 0.018 <0.001 <0.002 <0.003 271/0.13
Zone 1
Tribs
CNR-05 5/9/2012 | 0.15 <0.1 <0.25 0.018 <0.001 <0.002 <0.003 270/0.13
7/10/2012 | 0.51 <0.1 <0.25 <0.01 <0.001 <0.002 <0.003 651/0.32
CNR-05-D 5/9/2012 | 0.091 <0.1 <0.25 0.02 <0.001 <0.002 <0.003 275/0.13
7/10/2012 | 0.21 <0.1 <025 | 0.0126 | <0.001 <0.002 <0.003 760/0.37
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Cape Neddick River Watershed-Based Management Plan

Appendix D: Sample Pet Waste Brochure
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AGENDA ITEM NUMBER:

REQUEST FOR ACTION BY BOARD OF SELECTMEN

Date Submitted: May 16, 2013 Type of Action:
Date Action Requested: May 20, 2013 [] Procedural Formal Action
Regular X Work Session [] Other:

Subject: Business License Applications (3)

TO: BOARD OF SELECTMEN

FROM: Melissa M. Avery

RECOMMENDATION: Approve Business License Applications (3)
PROPOSED MOTION: [ move to approve the following licenses:

1. Sean Mitchell DBA Bagel Basket (Victualers); Located at 280 York Street
2. Gregory Tsairis DBA Maine Lobster Outlet (Victualers); Located at 2 Market Place
Drive
3. Molly Lavecchia DBA Rocky Acres Farm Stand (Victualers); Located at 73 Webber
Road
... subject to taxes, fees and inspections being current and compliant with the usual noise stipulations

Discussion: All appropriate departments have been notified and given approval, see attached.

FISCAL IMPACT:

DEPARTMENT LINE ITEM ACCOUNT:

BALANCE IN LINE ITEM IF APPROVED:

Prepared By: l%j 0 @?%jl@ éjx f&;‘@M A u‘ Reviewed By:
|




Town of York

186 York Street
York, Maine 03909-1314

TO: Board of Selectmen
Town Manager/ ’
Selectmen FROM: Kathryn Newell ¢
(207)363-1000 Code Enforcement Officer
Town Clerk/ . 2
Tax Collector DATE: May 16, 2013

(207)363-1003
RE: LICENSE INSPECTIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Finance/

Treasurer
(207)363-1004
Based on my review, I recommend the following position on the Licenses to be heard on

Code Enforcement N[ay 20. 2013.
(207)363-1002 ’

Planning ENDORSEMENTS
(207)363-1007
(201;;%5;3205 Molly Lavecchia & Priscilla Ford
DBA: Rockv Acres Farm MAP35/LOT 1
Police Department Victualers

(207)363-1031
Molly Lavecchia & Priscilla Ford

Dispatch
(207)363-2557 24 Nubble Road
York, ME 03909
York Beach Fire
Department . .
(207)363-1014 FACILITY Retail Store
ZONE RES-7
York Village Fire USE Conforming, Existing
Department RECOMMENDATION  Approval
(207)363-1015
Public Works
(207)363-1011 Gregory Tsairis
DBA: Maine Lobster Qutlet MAP 53/L.0OT 9-B
Harbor Master Vi ler
(207)363-1000 ictualets
Senior Center/ Gregory Tsairis
General Assistance 2 Market Place Drive
(207)365-1036 York, ME 03909
Parks and )
Recreation FACILITY Retail Store w/Take-Out
(207)363-1040 ) ZONE Rt. 1-3
Fax USE Conforming, Existing
(207)363-1009 RECOMMENDATION Approval

(207)363-1019

www.yorkmaine.org




Page 2

License Inspections & Recommendations

Sean Mitchell
DBA: Bagel Basket
Victualers

Sean Mitchell
280 York Street
York, ME 03909

lah 5/16/2013

MAP 50/LOT 118

FACILITY

ZONE

USE
RECOMMENDATION

Restaurant/24 Seats
GEN-1
Conforming, Existing

o
Approval



TOWN OF YORK- (186 York Street, York Me 03909)
BUSINESS LICENSE APPLICATION

Business Name &'{i} 0 ’ SQSA/ € +

Business Location VL0 v K YT

INSPECTION DATA (Office Use Only)

Telephone Number_ 54 $~ /£ 5 7 DEPARTMENT DATE INITIALS
OWNER’S Name an(g* X ;,» A o \ Zoning/Land Use Qi\:' g
Mailing Address Qi M. +ne
& OV ok T Building Structural ?(/‘
ol K™ T = gy
Electrical
APPLICANT’S Name . 3
and Mailing Address Samg Plumbing e
Fire
Is applicant same operator as prior year? \g Yes O Ne Tax Collector v 5§ i % ; éﬁ} 3285‘3 a fv"ﬁ“%:%i

APPLICATION FEE IS $50.00 PLUS $25 PER SUBSEQUENT LICENSE. PLEASE CHECK APPLICABLE BOX(ES) BELOW AND
ADD THE FEE INDICATED TO YOUR APPLICATION FEE, MAKY CHECK PAYABLE TO THE TOWN OF YORK,

MAPLOT: (050~ 0ONE  (sEN-2 _REQUESTING THE FOLLOWING LICENSES:
License Year: 3O 1A 7 $25.00 Victualers
No. Of Seats: A4 ___$25.00 Liquor
No. Of Parking Spaces: _525.00 Special Amusement
4 __$25.00 Bottle Club

New License (One Time $30 Fee): YES NO %2500 Theater

(s ) _$25.00 Dance Hall
License Renewal: @ NO . Coin-0OP Amusement (875 each or $250 for 3 or more)
Bed and Breakfast License: # of Rooms Mature of Entertainment (If Applicable):

Hotel/Motel with Cooking Facilities: # of
Rooms _. Bedand Breakfast {$10 Per Room): Total

Is Your Establishment Closed foy'Movre Then 129 _Hotel/Motel with Cooking Facilities ($25 Per Every 10
Consecutive Days? YES , Rooms): Total

Have you ever been convicted of a Felony? YES (Please Explain) NO —

I certify the above statements are true and ygderstand false statemenis may atdf fo revoke a license.
sI2 /13 Y

Date Applicant’s Signature

/W Please Read and Initial the Following Statements:

1 ynderstand that a license is required before operating or conducting any business or activity governed by the Town of York Licensing Ordinance.

%’dersmnd that a Town of York Business License must be filled out COMPLETELY and all fees are to be paid before my license is considered for re/approval

¢ understand that before my business license is issued I must have and pass a full inspection by the Town of York Code Enforcement Office and Fire Department.
iderstand that as a business owner I am responsible for calling and setting up an appointment for an inspection and any necessary follow-up inspection with the

Wrcemem Office and Fire Department ]
~Fnderstand that I will not be granted re/approval of a puginess license through the Town of York until all inspections and taxes on my business are made current
and compliant. ﬁ

Business Manager Signature (If Applicable)

Business Owner Signature,

Date ) Town Manager for the Board of Selectmen

Issued pursuant to the provisions of Title 30A MRSA Chapter 3811 through 3814

MI PM MM MS

e

AMT. RECD. /2 £} RECEIPTNO. L i3, RECEIPT DATE

[



Melissa M. Avery

From: Mary-Anne Szeniawski

Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 3:59 PM

To: Melissa M. Avery

Subject: RE: Business License - Bagel Basket
Current

Mary-Anne Szeninwski

Town Clerk/Tax Collector

Town of York, Maine

186 York Street, York, ME 03909-1314
i: www.yorkmaine.org

e: mszeniawski @yorkmaine.org

p: (207) 363-1003, Ext. 272

f: (207) 363-1009

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also be the
subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure or copying of this
message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the sender or contact iown @vorkmaine.org. This footnote
also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.

From: Melissa M. Avery

Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 3:07 PM

To: David K. Bridges; David Apgar; Mary-Anne Szeniawski
Cc: Melissa M. Avery

Subject: Business License - Bagel Basket

Good Afternoon,

| have attached a Business License Application for Bagel Basket, located at 280 York Street (0050-0118).
Please let me know when you’ve had a chance to review!

Thank you!
Missy

_ MelissaM. Avery ____
Assistant to the Town Manager
Townof York, Maine
186 York Street, York, ME 03909
Phone: (207) 3631000 | Fax: (207) 3631019
www.yorkimaineorg

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also
be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure
or copying of this message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the sender or contact
town@yorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also
be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure
or copying of this message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the sender or contact

town @yorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.

1




License Certificate No.012- 093

fiom these presents may concern;

Faow Ye, that Sean Mitchell DBA Bagel Basket located at 280 York Street, York Maine 03909
‘2 of which is hereby acknowledged, fiaving complied with all the requirements of Law, has been duly
nsed within t/ie Municipality of York, Muine for the following licenses: Victualers:™. -~~~ -

licy

This License is subject to the strict observance of all Laws and Regulations in-siich case z":za?z BT
and provided, and is to continue until the 304 day of June 2013, *unless sooner revoked-

License is non-transferrable

Seating Capacity:_24

STATE OF MAINE .
MAINE REVENUE SERVICES

RESALE CERTIFICATE

THIS CERTIFICATE IS VALID
JANUARY 012013 THRU DECEMBER 312017

Business Name and | ocation Address Certificate Number Businesé Tvpe
BAGEL BASKET LLC

R271067 PREP FOOD
280 YORK ST
YORK, ME 03909-1006

This is to certify that the above named business is au
resale during the period identified on this certificate.

thorized to purchase tangible personal property for
This certificate cannot be reassigned or
transferred and can only be used by the above b

usiness or its authorized employees. This
certificate is void if the business has ceased operating or if the certificate has been altered.

The aboved named business certifies that the following items will be resold
as tangible personal properly in the ordinary course of their business.

Presented to; P ted by:
(Insert name of seller on photocopy) (date) resented by

Authorized Signature (purchaser)  (date)




;.

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES o

EST ID: 6881
EATING PLACE 0-29 SEATS

24 Seats (in)

BAGEL BASKET LLC. EXPIRES: 04/30/2014

280 YORK ST %3

YORK ME 03909-1006 &

FEE: $150.00 £

4
%%%

ATTN SEAN 9

MITCHELL, SEAN R A

BAGEL BASKET LLC. ° Mary C. Mayhew |

280 YORK ST COMMISSIONER

YORK ME 03909-1006 -

£
H

NON-TRANSFERABLE




2073631019

TOWN OF YORK- (186 York Street, York Me 03909)

BUSINESS LICENSE APPLICATION
/%WE !505:7’&{ Oore ez

/n
A MNavwet O\ae e D@me
207~ 363- 9899

Business Name
Business Location

Telephone Number

OWNER’S Name and R
Mailing Address G. LEaglyr P 7 sa
26a Loore 7.
Yo, g (03999
APPLICANT’S Name —
and Mailing Address 5}3%6 y # Tra.erS

Beo Aowie T
Yol , ME O FGOF
Is applicant same operator as prior year? @Yes

0 Neo

11:30:50 03-05-2013 171

INSPECTION DATA (Office Use Only)
" DEPARTMENT DATE INITIALS
Zoning/Land Use { %’_}
Building Stxuctui:al z 7‘:
Electrical E §
Plumbing ‘§'~ y"\
Fire 4-2-13 | AL~
Tax Collector %”g {i 53 nggg&%{gii%g

APPLICATION FEE IS $50.00 PLUS $25 PER SUBSEQUENMT LICENSE. PLEASE CHECK APPLICABLE BOX(ESYBELOW AND

ADD THE FEE INDICATED TO YOUR APPLICATION FEE. 1
MAPILOT:ONAD ¢ fr /s 5/32 /74
Liecense Year: 5},&@@&3 - STof Lt
No. Of Seats: T R \D
No. Of Parking Spaces: Z6
New License (One Time $30 Fee): YES
License Renewal: YE\S\ NO

Bed and Breakfast License: # of Rooms - ™

Hotel/Motel with Cooking Facilities: # of
Rooms o

Is Your Establishment Closed for More Then 120
Consecutive Days? YES '

—_$25.00 Liquor

"~ $25.00 Bottle Club

QUESTING THE FOLLOWING LICENSES:
$25.00 Victualers

$25.00 Special Amusement

__$25.00 Theater

$25 00 Dance Hall

Com-OP Amusement (§75 each or $250 for 3 or more)

Nature of Entertainment (If Applicable):

P————"

___Bed and Breakfast ($10 Per Room): Total

__Hotel/Motel with Cooking Facilities ($25 Per Every 10

J——

Rooms): Total —

Have you ever been convicted of a Felony? YES (Please Explain)

NO

1 certify the above statements are trie and understand false statements may

Q{é&: to revoke a license.
Y .

3 /r

Date

Applicant’s Signature

%’?, Enforcement Office and Fire Department

and compliant.

Business Owner Signature

Please Read and Initial the Following Statements:
il 1 understand that a license is required bet‘orc opemtmg or conducnng any business or activity govemed by the Town of York wansmg Ordmance

undcrstand thatasa busmms owner { am responsible for calling and setting up an appointment for an inspection and any necessary tollow—up inspection wuh thc

Y1 ¥ understand that [ will not be granted refapproval of a business license through the Town of York until alt inspections and taxes on my business are made current

A = o P
%ﬁ&%‘«m Business Manager Signature (If Applicable) GWM %}/{7;‘4

Date

Town Manager for the Board of Selectmen

Issued pursuant to the provisions of Title 30A MRSA Chapter 381 through 3814

AMT.RECD. % /5 0O~ RECEIPTNO. 3G &24'S RECEIPT DATE 5 -1¥ ~13

ABICH

MI

PM MM MS 5@



Erin O'Dea

From: David Apgar

Sent: Tuesday, April 02, 2013 6:01 AM

To: Erin O'Dea

Subject: Inspection Completed - Maine Lobster Qutlet
Hi Erin,

I have completed a fire inspection at the Maine Lobster Outlet. Please proceed with their
license renewal.

Thank you,

David Apgar

Deputy Fire Chief

York Village Fire Dept
Fire Inspector
207-451-8258

Issues: Kitchen overheaad extinguishing system needs yearly inspection.

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic
files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also be the subject of legal
professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient
you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure or copying of this message and any
attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please
inform the sender or contact town@vorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email
message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.




Erin O'Dea

From: Mary-Anne Szeniawski

Sent: Monday, March 18, 2013 10:14 AM

To: Erin O'Dea

Subject: RE: Business License Renewal - Maine Lobster Outlet
Current

Mary-TAnne Szeniawski

Town Clerk/Tax Collector

Town of York, Maine

186 York Street, York, ME 03908-1314
ii  www.vorkmaine.org

€. mszeniawski @ yorkmaine.org

p: (207) 363-1003, Ext. 272

fi (207) 363-1009

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also be the
subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure or copying of this
message and any attachments is unauthorized. if you have received this electronic message in error. please inform the sender or contact town @yorkmaine.org. This footnote
also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.

From: Erin O'Dea

Sent: Monday, March 18, 2013 9:37 AM

To: Mary-Anne Szeniawski; David Apgar

Subject: Business License Renewal - Maine Lobster Outlet

Hi,

Attached you will find a business license renewal for the Maine Lobster Outlet, located at 360 Route 1, Map 53 Lot
9B.

When you have a chance can you please review?

Thank you,

Erin

Erin M. O'Desa

Adminisirative Assistant to the Town Manager
Town of York, Maine

186 York Sireet

York, Maine 03808

Phone: (207) 363-1000 %222

Fax: (207) 363-1019

Email: eodea @ yorkmaine.org

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also
be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure
or copying of this message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the sender or contact

town @yorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also
be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure
or copying of this message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the sender or contact
town@yorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.



State of Maine

B DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY
. Bureau of Liquor Licensing

e : License SRR T':.' . Date of . o . Date Of‘,.. . .
.. . Number ’ Issue Expiration b
|80 |__os;enoz |__osnsnois  §

THIS CERTIFICATE IS VALID ONLY BETWEEN THE DATE ISSUED AND EXPIRATION DATE APPEARING
HEREIN. iT MAY BE USED ONLY FOR THE NAMED HOLDER AT THE LOCATION FOR WHICH ISSUED.

THE PERSON NAMED HEREIN IS AUTHORIZED TO SELL OR DISPENSE ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES WITH
ALCOHOLIC CONTENT PERMITTED BY LAW FOR THE PERMITS DESIGNATED BELOW.

" THIS CERTIFICATE AND/OR EACH TYPE OF PERMIT REPRESENTED IS SUBJECT TO SUSPENSION,
REVOCATION OR CANCELLATION AS AUTHORIZED BY TITLE 28-A OF THE REVISED STATUTES.

Owner(s): MAINE LOBSTER OUTLET, LLC
Business: MAINE LOBSTER OUTLET, LLC
360 ROUTE 1
YORK, ME
CODE o ' PERMIT TYPE[DESCRIPTION " FEE
1155 CLASS VI - OFF PREMISE RETAILER, MALT $200.00
1176 CLASS VII - OFF PREMISE RETAILER, WINE $200.00
2630 "FILING FEE LT e 10.00
Total Fees: $ 410.00
Every license shall be displayed on the licensed Bureau of
premises in a conspicuous location in that part of Liquor Licensing
the premises where liquor is served or sold, where Ve ‘ )
it can easily be seen. % & Tt
. C"//

Commissioner

License fee is non-refundable

MAINE LOBSTYR OUTLET, LLC
360 ROUTE 1
YORK, ME 03909



DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES

EST ID: 22155
CATERING

MAINE LOBSTER OUTLET EXPIRES: 10/26/2013
360 ROUTE 1
YORK ME 03909

FEE: $175.00

ATTN GUNNAR HAGSTROM
MAINE LOBSTER OUTLET LLC
MAINE LOBSTER OUTLET Mary C. Mayhew

1ORE 03 COMMISSIONER
() XORK ME 03909

NON-TRANSFERABLE




DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY
LIQUOR LICENSING AND INSPECTION UNIT

Present License Expires 5:/2 f / /3 BUREAU USE ONLY

LICENSE # ASSIGNED:

Class:

Deposit Date:

Amt. Deposited:
87 OFF-Premmise REEATIET — MAt LIQUOT ..vv.eeeeeeeeeeeeeereeesseeeeseseossesoeeeeeereessesesesesssseeeseessseneseseessseeseeseseessseseenerennerenes $200.00
B Off-Premise Retailer — TADIE WIS  .......eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee s e e seeeese e ees s eeeseeesaeseeseseeeeeeeeeem s eeeeeeeene $200.00
7 FIHNE FEE  oooeeviiieieteieteee ettt s e s e e s e e et s s s e aessae s s esea s esesesnaessse s e s e s e s eacassesesnt et e e s nsnsesessesesesesene $ 10.00

NOTE: if the place of business is located in an unincorporated place, the County Commissioners must approve the
application. All such applications shall be accompanied by receipt of payment of the $10.00 filing fee to the County

Treasurer.
Check Payable: Treasurer State of Maine

ALL QUESTIONS MUST BE ANSWERED IN FULL

1. APPLICANT(S) —(Sole Proprietor, Corporation, Limited Liability Co., 2. Business Name (D/B/A)

6{[—_—‘5&:{7’ /0 B’ﬂ/ﬂlﬁ’ DOB: ‘?/7/}'/ /4/_4,/\15 lcﬁj‘i"éa( 05/746"7': LC C

y DOB:
/’7/4//\16 éa»ﬁﬁg& ﬂma; Lte

Location (Street Address)

DOB: 36 o Zp e L

Address S City/Town . State Zip Code

/7 EPERE (VA Y Jenn Al 03%9¢%

Mailing Address
Séo Soure L

City/Town State Zip Code | City/Town State Zip Code

Yoex A& 03% G Ve e 0399
Telephone Number Fax Number Business Telephone Number Fax Number

207 - 3(3-4449 207-3(3-0613 207-343- 94179 207-743-0613
Federal L.D. # Seller Certificate #
20 ~/6258712 g #O

3. List of Wholesale Value and Types of Merchandise in inventory: (Must be answered)

Edible Foods $ #5,0¢¢  Tobacco Products $ Paper Goods $§ ¢, /7=
Greeting Cards, Magazines, Newspapers $ s ée Total of all other merchandise in inventory

$

4. Is applicant a Corporation, Limited Liability Co. or Limited Partnership: Yes b’/No <& (If Yes
complete Corporate Questionnaire)

5. If manager is to be hired give name Gerrarns  AA6sTHO

6. If business is NEW indicate opening date: AVor A%ke Business Hours: £ Brpm — 5700 P

Yesu‘fﬂ/N:)u'f

7. 1s/Are applicant(s) citizens of the United States?



DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY
LIQUOR LICENSING AND INSPECTION UNIT

8. Is/Are applicant(s) residents of the State of Maine?  Yes & No &

9. List name, date of birth, place of birth for all applicants and managers. Give maiden narme, if married:

Name in Full (Print Clearly) DOB Place of Birth
GoRERaty P TIailS G/7(5 1 ChAneE, N T
O timrnsn A SfIESTTA | TR 7/9 /5 Alnc g Sred, #A
/s S Carrer sz 75 Joni &
Residence address on all of the above for previous 5 years (Limit answer to city & state)
(res T3amed - Tore, Mame Corcreses [Fposinnon -~ Jorreord, ftme

-~
S ArArer (;Mrré/z - /‘ZZPJ‘MC’ vrf, Yrf

Use a separate sheet of paper if necessary.

10. Has applicant(s) or manager(s) ever been convicted of any violatgﬁ}fthe law, other then minor
traffic violations of any State of the United States?  Yes <& No i&

Name: T~ Date of Conviction:
Offense: — Location:
Disposition: —

11. Will any law enforcement official benefit financially either directly or indirectly in our license, if

issued?
Yes <& No &/If Yes, give name:

12. Has applicant(s) formerly held a Maine liquor license?  Yes B»'-‘%/I\Io«-j

13. Do applicant(s) own the premises? Yes ¥ No <& If No, give name and address of owner:

14. Describe in detail where liquor will be stored: (Supplemental On/Off Premise Diagram
Required)

BEEL 4 SToRE WSPty COOtER + WINE n JIud € HBPLAF (CecER 4
7 SHELV 1 b~

15. Have you received any assistance financially or otherwise (including any mortgages) from any source
other than your-



DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY
LIQUOR LICENSING AND INSPECTION UNIT

self in the establishment of your business? Yes “ No glf Yes, give details:

K EayESunK JAJNGS EA~K

16. Does any other person have any interest directly or indirectly in your business? Yes < No M
Yes, give details:

PAYMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY, LIQUOR LICENSING & INSPECTION
DIVISION BY CHECK SUBJECT TO PENALTY PROVIDED BY SECTION 3 OF TITLE 28A,
MAINE REVISED STATUTES

NOTE: “I understand that false statements made on this form are punishable by law. Knowingly
supplying false information on this form is a Class D offense under the Criminal Code, punishable by
confinement of up to one year or by monetary fine of up to $500.00 or by both.”

Dated at: JoaK, Aamne on Alasace (> 20 3
City/Town Date Year

§
}\f\s&\\\ 6@‘@,{7 VAR I

S\i’;,natﬁr s) §f Apﬁ{\cant(s) or Corporate Officer(s) Print Name of Applicant(s) or Corporate Officer(s)

STATE OF MAINE
Liquor Licensing & Inspection Unit
164 State House Station
Augusta, Maine 04333-0164
Tel: (207) 624-7220 Fax: (207) 287-3424




DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY
LIQUOR LICENSING AND INSPECTION UNIT

SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTIONAIRE FOR CORPORATE APPLICANTS, LIMITED LIABILITY
COMPANIES AND LIMITED PARTNERSHIPS

s /05 e L &707'457‘, e €

1. Exact Corporate Name:
Business D/B/A Name: //4:7! e LeBiTeA Ovrier
2. Date of Incorporation: & / 5% / 0 4
~ 4
3. State in which you are incorporated: AEM R
4. If not a Maine Corporation, date corporation was authorized to transact business within the State of
Maine: 9/"{'/& (74
5. List the name and addresses for previous 5 vears, birth dates. titles of officers. divectors and 4
pereent of sipek owned:
Name Address Previous 5 Years | Birth | % of | Title
(it 5 | P-AEerraey ey Date | Stock
S pmn TSRS /7 (Ve e tnx Yo is oS fsr | s | Ceo
7
frEAeTE fend 2 [orps e ionne (O Soiren — 1&gz 4%
6. What is the amount of authorized stock? 7/ ) 5; QOutstanding Stock? '
7. Is any principal officer of the corporation a law enforcement official? ( ) YES (M
8. Has applicant(s) or manager ever been convicted of any violation of the law, other than a minor
traffic violation(s), of the United States? ( ) YES (&NO.
9. If yes, please complete the following: Name: -
Date of Conviction: — Offense: -
Location: — Disposition:
Dated at: On:
City/Town Date

\/\\\

AN
XI (‘ \(\/\

Slgnature of D\y Autho zed Officer

K/,Zfa/vr //) J A S

Date: 3, // 3// ‘3

Print Name of Duly Authorized Officer



TOWN OF YORK- (186 York Street, York Me 03909)
BUSINESS LICENSE APPLICATION

Business Name gﬁ}@w ;A(U«QA ?ég N M

Business Location_ [ \WeYwo ~ Q- . )
\i ok ME - INSPECTION DATA (Office Use Only)
Telephone Number _ 2073 - L4735 ~ BSOVZL DEPARTMENT DATE __INITIALS
. e
AOWNER’S Name and N . Zoning/Land Use et
Mailing Address MO, Lavecne + Priscille Fovd P
21 Nubble @& Building Structural §
love, ME o304 —
Bt = Electrical | g
APPLICANT’S Name |
AR 2 W ; . “ . ing ¢ &
and Mailing Address_ /e +Reenae Johmson Plumbing MO Puvanbidh
180 KidSe (XN Fire
Nork, MOE O BA0R —
Is applicant same operator as prior year? &Yes (] No Tax Collector 1‘:‘}§ 7 g A ﬁzg«ﬂ %&%i

APPLICATION FEE IS $50.006 PLUS $25 PER SUBSEQUENT LICENSE. PLEASE CHECK APPLICABLE BOX(ES) BELOW AND
ADD THE FEE INDICATED TO YOUR APPLICATION FEE. MAKE CHECK PAYABLE TO THE TOWN OF YORK,

MAP/LOT:_ 02500 [“ A ES] REQUESTING THE FOLLOWING LICENSES:
License Year: __ 21| $25.00 Victualers
No. Of Seats: R ___$25.00 Liguor
No. Of Parking Spaces: . $25.00 Special Amusement
__$25.00 Bottle Club

New License (One Time $30 Fee): YES (N Oj’? __$25.00 Theater

___$25.00 Dance Hall
License Renewal: ( ?ES} NO ___Coin-OP Amusement ($75 each or $250 for 3 or more)
Bed and Breakfast License: # of Rooms Nature of Entertainment (If Applicable):

Hotel/Motel with Cooking Facilities: # of

Rooms ___Bed and Breakfast ($10 Per Room): Total
Is Your EstablishmeptLlosed for More Then 120 —_Hotel/Motel with Cooking Facilities ($25 Per Every 10
Consecutive Days? (YES NO Rooms): Total
Have you ever been convicted of a Felony? YES (Please Explain) NO
[ certify the above statements are true and u I(e\gg Tand false ements may be cause to revoke a license.
; ;
- 5 {8/
o505 Wk
Date K@plicﬁ\x}'l’s Sign@r&v"

AL Please Read and Initial the Following Statements:

__ Tunderstand that a license is required before operating or conducting any business or activity governed by the Town of York Licensing Ordinance.

A L T understand that a Town of York Business License must be filled out COMPLETELY and all fees are to be paid before my license is considered for re/approval

# = T understand that before my business license is issued I must have and pass a full inspection by the Town of York Code Enforcement Office and Fire Department.

4 b understand that as a business owner | am responsible for calling and setting up an appointment for an inspection and any necessary follow-up inspection with the
Code Enforcement Office and F}ﬁe Department

M & funderstand that T will not e granted refapproval of a business license through the Town of York until all inspections and taxes on my business are made current
and compliant. / -E 3

Business Owner Signatur R Business Manager Signature (If Applicable)

Y v
Date Town Manager for the Board of Selectmen

Issued pursuant to the provisions of Title 30A MRSA Chapter 3811 through 3814

AMT.RECD. ‘2 75.000  RECEIPT NO. -4 { D] RECEIPT DATE 5;’;&; iA MI PM MM MS
i




Melissa M. Avery

From: Mary-Anne Szeniawski

Sent: Friday, May 17, 2013 8:09 AM

To: Melissa M. Avery

Subject: RE: Rocky Acres Farm Stand Business License
Missy,

I'm trying to find out whether they have a personal property tax or not.

IMary-Anne Szeniawski

Town Clerk/Tax Collector

Town of York, Maine

186 York Sireet, York, ME 03808-1314
i: www.vorkmaine.org

e: mszeniawski@vorkmaine.org

p: (207) 363-1008, Exi. 272

f: (207) 363-1009

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also be the
subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. f you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure or copying of this
message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the sender or contact fown @ yorkmaine.org. This footnote
also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.

From: Melissa M. Avery

Sent: Thursday, May 16, 2013 3:34 PM

To: Mary-Anne Szeniawski

Subject: Rocky Acres Farm Stand Business License

Hello!
Is Rocky Acres Farm Stand current on their taxes?

Thank you!
Missy

___ MelissaM. Avery
Assistant to the Town Manager
Townof York, Maine
186 York Street, York, ME 03909
Phone: (207)3631000 | Fax: (207)3631019
wwwyorkmaineorg

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also
be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure
or copying of this message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the sender or contact

town @yorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also
be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure
or copying of this message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the sender or contact

fown @yorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.



Melissa M. Avery

From: Mary-Anne Szeniawski

Sent: Friday, May 17, 2013 8:30 AM
To: Melissa M. Avery

Subject: Rocky Acres

No bill so nothing due

Mary-Anne Szeniawski

Town Clerk/Tax Collector

Town of York, Maine

186 York Sireet, York, ME 03809-1314
i www.vorkmaine.org

e: mszeniawski@yorkmaine.org

p: (207) 363-1003, Exi. 272

f1 (207) 363-1009

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also be the
subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete . Any use, disclosure or copying of this
message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the sender or contact town @ yorkmaine.org. This footnote
also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also
be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure
or copying of this message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the sender or contact
town@yorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.



AGENDA ITEM NUMBER:

REQUEST FOR ACTION BY BOARD OF SELECTMEN

Date Submitted: May 17, 2013 Type of Action:
Date Action Requested: May 20, 2013 [ ] Procedural Formal Action
Regular _X =~ Work Session [] Other:

Subject: MDOT Municipal Partnership Initiative (MPI) Grant for York Street

TO: Board of Selectmen

FROM: Robert G. Yandow, Town Manager

RECOMMENDATION: Approve Grant Agreement

PROPOSED MOTION: I move to authorize the Town Manager to sign a Municipal
Partnership Initiative Agreement with the Maine Department of Transportation requesting
$500,000 for improvements on Route 1A in the Town of York.

Discussion: During last Monday’s meeting the Board of Selectmen asked for some additional
information regarding the proposed MDOT Municipal Partnership Initiative Grant project on York
Street. Specifically, the Board asked for written confirmation that the Town would receive the
$500,000 grant based on the conceptual plan developed by the Public Works Department and,
secondly, if the project was approved could modifications be made to the plan for new sidewalks on
York Street.

Attached is an email exchange with Kyle Hall, Region 1 Engineer with MDOT. As you will note, Mr.
Hall indicates in the email that after the agreement is signed more detailed plans will be submitted for
MDOT review. As long as the work done is within the appropriate scope of the more detailed plans,
and certified by a Licensed Maine Professional Engineer, he will apply the funds.

Mr. Hall is ready to sign the agreement and has made it clear that if the Town of York does not submit
a signed agreement by Friday, May 24, 2013 the funding will be lost.




FISCAL IMPACT:

DEPARTMENT LINE ITEM ACCOUNT:

BALANCE IN LINE ITEM IF APPROVED:

Prepared By: f Reviewed By:




Robert G. Yandow

From: Hall, Kyle [Kyle.Hall@maine.gov]
Sent: Friday, May 17, 2013 10:23 AM

To: Robert G. Yandow

Subject: Town of York MPI Grant Application

Plan submissions are not required as part of the application process in obtaining a Municipal Partnership Initiative
project, only the general location, anticipated scope of work, and a cost estimate.

The agreement you will be signing is for reconstruction on Route 1A for 0.98 miles. The anticipated cost of all the work
is $1.5 million with the Department supplying $500,000 in MPI funds.

Once the agreement is signed plans can be submitted for review of the work. So long as the work is of the appropriate
scope, along Route 1A in York, and certified by a Licensed Maine Professional Engineer, | will be happy to apply funds.

I have to impress at this point, your funding is in jeopardy. There is a pending list of municipalities waiting for funding. |
already have $2 million in unfunded requests. At this point | must insist that we finalize this agreement no later than
Friday May 24, 2013.

Failure to return a signed agreement by this date will require you to resubmit your project for consideration in 2014.
With the success of your first MP1 project | am hopeful to kick off another successful MPI project with the Town of York.
I you have any further questions please feel free to contact me.

Kyle

Kyle Hall PE

Region Engineer

Region 1 (Southern Region)
Scarborough ME.

Phone {(207)885-7000

Cell {207)592-3418

FAX (207)883-3806

From: Robert G. Yandow [mailto:ryandow@yorkmaine.org]
Sent: Friday, May 17, 2013 9:43 AM

To: Hali, Kyle

Subject: Town of York MPI Grant Application

Kyle:

The Board of Selectmen has asked that written confirmation be provided for two questions regarding the Municipal
Partnership Initiative Agreement between MDOT and the Town of York.

1. Will the Maine Department of Transportation approve the MPI grant request from the Town of York based on
the project design as previousty submitted to MDOT? This includes a request for $500,000 of which $80,000-
$100,000 would be for new sidewalks and the remainder to be used for improvements within the project area.

2. Ifa Grant Agreement in the amount of $500,000 is approved for the Town of York based on the previous
submission, would the Town be allowed to modify or reduce the amount of new sidewalk in the project area?

1



Thank you for your assistance.
Rob Yandow

Robert G, Yandow, Town Manager
Town of York, Maine

186 York Street

York, Maine 03809

2073614740
ryandow@yorkmaine.org
www.yorkmaine.org

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files aftached to it may be confidential information, and may also
be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure
or copying of this message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the sender or contact
town@yorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.



Internal Use Only
TEDOCS #:

CT#:

CSN#:

STATE OF MAINE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
MUNICIPAL PARTNERSHIP AGREEMENT

REGARDING
ROUTE 1A PROJECT, YORK

This Cooperative Agreement (AGREEMENT) is entered into by and between the MAINE DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION (*MaineDOT”), an agency of state government with its principal administrative offices
located on Child Street, Augusta, Maine, and the TOWN OF YORK (“York™), a municipality in the State of
Maine with offices located at 186 York St, YORK, ME.

WHEREAS, York has requested a Municipal Partnership Initiative Project for improvements to Route 1A,
York St . The project will consist of pavement reconstruction, drainage, including shoulder widening, heavy
shim, and overlay for the length of the project

WHEREAS, York estimates the total Project cost at $1.5 million, the project is 0.98 miles in length.

NOW THEREFORE, the parties hereby agree as follows: (The following information provides the scope of
work for the services that York will perform under this AGREEMENT.)

YORK SHALL:

A. Procure and oversee a project for the rehabilitation of York Street (Route 1A).

B. Perform such work in accordance with a design by an engineer licensed in the State of Maine. The
Licensed Engineer shall provide a certification to the Municipality and to MaineDOT that, in his/her
professional opinion, the Project as designed will provide a smooth ride, not reduce the safety, mobility or
structural quality of the state [state aid] road. All design documents must be stamped and signed in
accordance with this provision by the Professional Engineer.

C. Secure all necessary Federal, State and Local permits necessary to complete the work. York also agrees
to secure any needed property rights in accordance with all applicable State and Federal Law.

D. Agrees that any exceptions to State Design Standards shall be documented as part of this process. This
documentation shall compare the new design to the existing conditions for each of the exceptions to
current design standards. Any such exceptions shall be displayed on the cover sheet for the Project plans
with the signature and PE stamp of the engineer responsible for the design of the Project.

E. Be responsible, within the Project limits, for the following:

a. Ensuring that the safety of the corridor and the life of the resulting structural and design elements
are equal to or better than existing conditions and design;

b. Ensuring that the structures, roadways and/or design features affected by the Project work shall, at
a minimum, be of equal dimensions to the existing features or structures and shall be of improved
quality in terms of materials and utility;

Rev. 7/30/10




¢. Ensuring that the Project does not introduce any unanticipated safety hazards to the traveling
public;

d. Ensuring that the Project retains the same level of mobility or improves mobility of travel within
the corridor; and,

e. Ensuring that the Project does not in any manner decrease the life expectancy of this component of
Maine’s transportation system.

F. Provide certification through their Engineer to MaineDOT that the project is complete and was
constructed as designed.

G. Construction shall commence within twelve (12) months and shall be certified complete within twenty
(24) months of execution of this agreement. York may forfeit the unpaid balance of this grant if these
deadlines are not met or they can not demonstrate earnest and good faith efforts to meet them.

MAINEDOT SHALL:

A. Provide a maximum of $500,000 in State funds, in support of the project of work stated above.
Reimbursement will be made in three equal installments; at 1/3 completion, 2/3 completion and after receipt
of the certification of completion by York’s Professional Engineer. Progress reports will be sent to
MaineDOT by York’s Engineer certifying that the work is 1/3 complete and again at 2/3 completion. The
report will describe the work performed and request reimbursement of the Municipal Partnership Initiative
funds. Should payment of the maximum $500,000 MPI funds exceed 50% of the total project cost, final
payment will be adjusted down as to not exceed a maximum 50/50 cost share.

B. Town of York and MaineDOT agree to function within all applicable laws, statutes, regulations, and
AGREEMENT provisions; avoid hindering each other’s performance; fulfill all obligations diligently; and
cooperate in achievement of the intent of this AGREEMENT.

IN WITNESS WHEREQOF, the parties hereto have executed this AGREEMENT in duplicate effective on the
day and date last signed.

TOWN OF YORK

Dated: By:

Robert Yandow
Town Manager

STATE OF MAINE
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Dated: By:

David Bernhardt, P.E.
Commissioner

Rev. 7/30/10



Disbursement of Wages to Municipal Emplovees

It shall be the policy of the Board of Selectmen of the Town of York to permit the
disbursement of employees’ wages and benefits when the applicable disbursement
warrant has been signed by one or more designated municipal officers. No other

disbursements may be made until the majority of the municipal officers has signed the
disbursement warrant.

(This policy is made pursuant to Maine State Law, Title 30A MRSA § 5603)

Adopted October 16, 1991
Readopted June 23, 1993
Readopted June 22, 1993

Readopted September 12, 1995
Readopted May 20, 1997
Readopted May 26, 1998



ORDER OF MUNICIPAL OFFICERS
Pursuant to 36 MRSA Section 906

We, the Municipal Officers of the Town of York, Maine, upon request of the
Treasurer of said Town, hereby authorize and direct said Treasuter, pursuant
to Title 36, Maine Revised Statutes, Section 906, to apply any tax payment
received from an individual as payment for any tax against outstanding or
delinquent taxes due on said property on chronological order beginning with
the oldest unpaid tax bill, provided, however, that no such payment may be
applied to any tax_for which an abatement application or appeal is pending
unless approved in writing by the taxpayer.

MUONICIPAL OFFICERS

Dated:

ACKNOWLED GEMENT

I, the Treasurer of said Town, hereby acknowledge the aforesaid request and
receipt of a copy of the within order.

Date:

Margaret M. McIntosh, Treasurer



AGENDA ITEM NUMBER:

REQUEST FOR ACTION BY BOARD OF SELECTMEN

Date Submitted: May 6, 2013 Type of Action:
Date Action Requested: May 20, 2013 [[] Procedural Formal Action
Regular X  Work Session [ Other:

Subject: Discuss recommended changes to the Traffic Safety Ordinance

TO: BOARD OF SELECTMEN

FROM: Stephen H. Burns, Community Development Director

RECOMMENDATION: Irecommend the Board discuss the proposed amendments to the Traffic
Safety Ordinance, and forward supported amendments to a public hearing.

I also request policy direction about 2 related matters.

PROPOSED MOTION: I move to schedule a public hearing on June 10" for the following
amendments to the Traffic Safety Ordinance:

1. Prohibit Parking on Bay Street Between Franklin Street and Ocean Ave

2. Prohibit Overnight Parking on Beach Ball Field Road

3. Prohibit Left Turns by Northbound Traffic Exiting County Road

Discussion: In April the Board made 3 amendments to the Traffic Safety Ordinance. Several further
issues were raised during the course of discussions. Ihave prepared this Request for Action to

encourage the Board to follow up on some of these issues. I start with 3 proposed amendments, and
conclude with a request for policy direction on two other issues.




e e o T s T oy o

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS

1. Prohibit Parking on Bay Street Between Franklin Street and Ocean Ave. This amendment was

requested by York Beach Fire Chief Dave Bridges. He indicated that parked vehicles have
obstructed safe passage of his Department’s vehicles in the past, and this is a secondary means of
sending vehicles north from the Fire Station. This does not address the larger issue of making Bay
Street one-way in or out. It is simply intended to help ensure that parked vehicles won’t obstruct
vehicle or pedestrian flow where the road is narrowest.

Prohibit Overnight Parking on Beach Ball Field Road. This amendment would require parking
spaces along Beach Ball Field Road (the road around the ballfield next to the York Beach Fire
Station) to be vacated for a few hours daily. The standard would apply between 1:00 and 4:00 AM,
hours which correspond to restrictions in Ellis Short Sands Park. Some of these spaces are
reserved for vehicles with a Town Parking Permit, and others are freely available and unrestricted.
Banning overnight parking will force turnover, ensuring all parking spaces are available each day
for those who work in or are visiting the village area.

Prohibit Left Turns by Northbound Traffic Existing County Road. This restriction would prohibit
those vehicles from turning left onto Railroad Ave. It is proposed as a year-round restriction
because we have moved away from most seasonal variation in traffic controls, and because access
to Railroad Ave from the Park (via Ocean Avenue) isn’t a problem during the off-season. See also
the question about County Road, below.

QUESTIONS FOR THE BOARD

1.

County Road. The legal status of County Road is two-way, but the physical status of the road is
one-way southbound. This difference needs to be resolved by an affirmative vote of the Board
regarding the physical and/or legal status of County Road. Irecommend the Board schedule this
matter for a discussion, and perhaps a public hearing, in anticipation of making such a decision.

A brief review of the history of this matter is in order.

e The physical status of County Road is a result of two votes of the Board of Selectmen in
2011, which approved the design and awarded a construction contract to implement a one-
way southbound design. The design plan was approved by the Board on October 24, 2011.
The changes are shown on Figure 3, “Main Street and Penstock Road; Required
Infrastructure for Drainage Project,” by Oak Engineers. That vote of the Board approved
the physical design and configuration for one-way southbound traffic only on County Road.
This plan altered not only directionality, but pavement widths, curbing, islands, pavement
markings, turning radii, number and location of parking spaces, surface grading, and
stormwater drainage. The Board of Selectmen voted to award the contract for construction
of these changes on December 19, 2011. These are the only two actions taken by the Board
of Selectmen recently regarding County Road.

e The legal status of County Road is established in the Traffic Safety Ordinance, and County
Road is not on the list of one-way streets. It is therefore a two-way street. In response to
_ the physical changes to County Road as decided by the Board of Selectmen, I have tried to
“amend the legal status of the Road to match the physical status. Twice I have brought
proposed amendments to the Board to change the legal status of County Road to one-way
southbound, first on July 9, 2012, and then on April 22, 2013. In both cases, a motion to




make this change has failed. Failure to pass a motion means the Board took no action. It
follows that the affirmative votes taken in 2011 are the most recent actions taken by the
Board with regard to County Road.

There are 3 options for directional control on County Road: two-way; one-way southbound; and
one-way northbound. The current physical configuration as designed by a Professional Engineer
is for one-way southbound. All factors mentioned above (curbing, parking configuration,
drainage, etc.) along with traffic safety were factored into that design. A change in directionality
should be evaluated by a Professional Engineer as physical changes may be necessary to ensure
public safety and continuing proper function of the stormwater drainage. There may also be
policy implications, such as change in the number of on-street parking spaces. I recommend the
Board consider all these factors before deciding what to do with County Road.

2. Parking Fees/Fines. Bill Burnham told me that the Ellis Park Trustees would probably be

receptive to the parking fee/fine increase in the fall, but couldn’t have endorsed it this time of
year for lack of adequate lead time to prepare. Would the Board would like staff to bring back
this issue in the fall or should we drop the issue?

. //g/\/ Reviewed By:

Prepared By:




Proposed Amendments

to the

Traffic Safety Ordinance

May 6, 2013

Amendments

1. Prohibit Parking on Bay Street between Franklin Street and Ocean Ave
2. Prohibit Overnight Parking on Beach Ball Field Road
3. Prohibit Left Turns of Northbound Traffic Exiting County Road

Draft Amendments to the Traffic Safety Ordinance
DRAFT ~ May 6. 2013
Page |



Amendment #1
Prohibit Parking on Bay Street
between Franklin Street and Ocean Avenue

Amend the language of Schedule A — No Parking Zones, inserting the following in
alphabetical order:

Bay Street — either side from intersection with Franklin Street to intersection
with Ocean Avenue.

Draft Amendments to the Traffic Safety Ordinance
DRAFT - May 6. 2013
Page 2



Amendment #2
Prohibit Overnight Parking on Beach Ball Field Road

Amend the language of Section 14, Miscellaneous Regulations, inserting the following
new provision:

Parking is prohibited between 1:00 AM and 4:00 AM in all parking spaces located
along Beach Ball Field Road.

Draft Amendments to the Traffic Safety Ordinance
DRAFT ~ May 6, 2013
Page 3



Amendment #3
Prohibit Left Turns of Northbound Traffic Exiting County Road

Amend the language of Section 14, Miscellaneous Regulations, inserting the following
new provision:

For northbound vehicles exiting County Road, left turns onto Railroad Avenue shall
be prohibited.

Draft Amendments to the Traffic Safety Ordinance
DRAFT — May 6. 2013
Page 4



AGENDA ITEM NUMBER:

REQUEST FOR ACTION BY BOARD OF SELECTMEN

Date Submitted: May 14, 2013 Type of Action:
Date Action Requested: May 20, 2013 [ ] Procedural [X] Formal Action
Regular X ~ Work Session __ [] Other:

Subject: Appointment of Amber Harrison as the Local Plumbing Inspector

TO: BOARD OF SELECTMEN

FROM: Stephen H. Burns, Community Development Director

RECOMMENDATION: Irecommend the Board of Selectmen appoint Amber Harrison as the
Local Plumbing Inspector for the Town of York.

PROPOSED MOTION: Imove to appoint Amber Harrison as the Local Plumbing Inspector for

the Town of York. The term of this appointment shall be indefinite, at the pleasure of the Board of
Selectmen.

Discussion: Amber Harrison has obtained State certification to serve as a Local Plumbing Inspector.
She had passed her External Plumbing (septic) exam before coming to York, and now she has passed
her Internal Plumbing exam. These two certifications are required before any local appointment as a
plumbing inspector. Now that Amber has obtained the required certification, I ask that she be
appointed as the LocaglPldmbjng Inspector. A copy of her State Certification is aftached.

Prepared By: — Reviewed By: |
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AGENDA ITEM NUMBER:

REQUEST FOR ACTION BY BOARD OF SELECTMEN

Date Submitted: May 17, 2013 Type of Action:
Date Action Requested: May 20, 2013 [ ] Procedural [X] Formal Action
Regular X  Work Session [ ] Other:

Subject: Discussion of the Drainage Easement between The Union Bluff and The Town of York

TO: BOARD OF SELECTMEN

FROM: Ronald Nowell, Board of Selectmen

RECOMMENDATION:

PROPOSED MOTION:

Discussion: A discussion of the drainage easement between The Union Bluff vis-a-vis Ellis-Short
Sands Park. Additional survey material will be available at Monday night’s meeting.

FISCAL IMPACT:

DEPARTMENT LINE ITEM ACCOUNT:

BALANCE IN LINE ITEM IF APPROVED:

|
i A v ;j Ay
Prepared By: Reviewed By: [P » VAN




After recording return to:

Lawrence C. Walden, Esq.
Bergen & Parkinson, LLC
62 Portland Road, Suite 25

Kennebunk, ME 04043
Space Above This Line For Recording

EASEMENT

KNOW ALL PERSONS BY THESE PRESENTS, that UNION BLUFF HOTEL, INC.,
a Maine corporation doing business in York, York County, Maine (“Grantor”), for consideration
paid, hereby grants to the INHABITANTS OF THE TOWN OF YORK, a municipal
corporation with an address of 186 York Street, York, Maine 03909, an easement for the
installation, maintenance, repair, and replacement of a storm drain system, and related
improvements including but not limited to pipes to and from the same, and utilization of the
same for the collection and flowage of water. The area burdened by this easement is a portion of
Grantor’s property described in a deed dated November 9, 1988 and recorded with the York
County Registry of Deeds in Book 2730, Page 293, and is located as depicted on the attached
Exhibit A. The Grantee herein shall have the right to enter upon land of the Grantors for the
purposes of installation, maintenance, repair, or replacement of said storm drain system and
related improvements. Grantee shall be responsible for the maintenance, repair and replacement
as it deems necessary of the storm drain system and related improvements. Grantors agree not
be build any permanent improvements of any type in over the storm drain system and any related
pipes or improvements. This easement is for the benefit of the adjacent and nearby public roads
and public rights of way and for the drainage of water from the same and from other lands, and

includes the right for discharge and flowage of water whatsoever in nature and amount.



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Union Bluff Hotel, Inc. has caused this instrument to be
executed as of this day of , 2010, by , 1ts duly
authorized .

Union Bluff Hotel, Inc.

By:
Witness: Print Name:
Print title:
STATE OF
COUNTY OF , S8 , 2010
Personally appeared the above-named , who is the of

Union Bluff Hotel, Inc., and acknowledged the foregoing instrument to be his free act and deed
in said capacity and the free act and deed of said corporation.

Before me,

Notary Public
Print Name:
My Commission expires:
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SCALE in FEET
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UNION BLUFF HOTEL INC EASEMENT

SCALE: 1"=30'
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AGENDA ITEM NUMBER:

REQUEST FOR ACTION BY BOARD OF SELECTMEN

Date Submitted: May 14, 2013 Type of Action:
Date Action Requested: May 20, 2013 [ 1 Procedural Formal Action
Regular _X =~ Work Session [] Other:

Subject: Senior Center Transportation Proposal

TO: Board of Selectmen

FROM: Michael Sullivan, Parks and Recreation Director

RECOMMENDATION: Approve the Senior Center Transportation Proposal

PROPOSED MOTION: I move to authorize the Parks and Recreation Department to go out to
bid for a 25-30 passenger bus for the Senior Citizen’s Center, to place $5,000 in the Senior
Enterprise Account to be used as startup funds for the transportation program and to place
the remaining funds from the Marjorie Duffy donation in an interest bearing town reserve
account to be used for senior transpertation only.

Discussion: See attached memorandums.

FISCAL IMPACT:

DEPARTMENT LINE ITEM ACCOUNT:

BALANCE IN LINE ITEM IF APPROVED:

Prepared By: Michael Sullivan Reviewed By:
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www.yorkmaine.org

Town of York

186 York Street
York, Maine 03909-1314

To: Board of Selectmen

From: Mike Sullivan, Parks and Recreation Director
Subject: Senior Transportation Program

Date: May 13, 2013

Attached is a memo from Senior Center Coordinator Robin Cogger addressing the recent
gift from Marjorie Duffy and offering details on how to best use the gift for

the purpose of senior transportation. The Town recently received a check from Ms.
Duffy's estate in the amount of $103,000 for the "sole purpose of providing capital and
operating funds for the senior's transportation needs".

Our proposal recommends that the Town purchase a 25 to 30 passenger bus to
facilitate group trips in and around the York area. The cost of contracting buses is
expensive and often makes these smaller day trips cost prohibitive. In addition, the bus
would serve the mainstream population of the Center allowing all seniors to take
advantage of Ms. Duffy's gift. Robin has provided some examples on how owning our
own bus would reduce the cost to participants.

The cost of the bus is estimated at $55,000 and would be purchased out right.
Additionally, we would recommend that $5,000 be put in the transportation enterprise
account to be used as startup funds for this new transportation program. The remaining
$43,000 would be put in an interest bearing account and held until such time that the
bus needed to be traded. A well run program would set fees in a way that would
represent a significant savings to participants, cover all expenses associated with the
program and generate additional revenues to offset the Center's special needs
transportation. It is reasonable to assume that this program could serve the Seniors
well for the next twenty years.
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Town of York

186 York Street
© York, Maine 03909-1314 Memorandum

To: Board of Selectmen ) W
From: Robin Cogger, Parks and Recreation Senior Center Coord;f\at\qu‘

: { ;o
CC: Rob Yandow, Town Manager /

Michael Sullivan, Parks and Recreation Director

Subject: Proposal for use of funds gifted by Ms. Marjorie Duffy

Date: May 10, 2013

In 2010, when the Parks and Recreation Department began overseeing the Senior
Center, there existed a Transportation Program that had evolved over time to include
options for any senior member of the community in need of a ride. This included frips to
the center, dr. appointments, grocery shopping, and the delivery of meals from our
kitchen, daily. Trips were not limited to York alone and included the surrounding Maine
communities as well as Portsmouth and Dover, NH. At the time, a full-time driver was
employed for the sole purpose of transportation. After carefully scrutinizing and
familiarizing ourselves with the operations at the Senior Center, it became evident that
while transportation was an important service, the cost/benefit analysis wasn’t making
sense. Simply put, the ridership did not substantiate continuation of the program as it
was operating.

Faced with two options, eliminate the program completely or initiate a change that was
more financially responsible but that also continued to provide a valuable service to our
members, we chose the latter. Beginning with the new fiscal year in July of 2011 our
primary focus became providing rides for our members only, to and from programs at

~ the Senior Center, with the exception of one specified trip per week to Hannaford for
grocery shopping. After researching other transportation and/or meal delivery options
within our community, we felt that this change best suited our goals and met the needs
of the majority of our membership. The full-time driver position was eliminated, along
with a part time custodial position, and replaced with much needed part time kitchen
help The driving responsibilities were transferred and consolidated, in house, to a part
time driver/custodial position. Our short term goal has been to continue to provide
uninterrupted transportation to the members who had become dependent upon it for
daily/weekly trips to the Center for meals or programs. The transportation program has
been a work in progress, but we believe we have successfully re-structured staffing and
settled into a system that is financially feasible and meets the needs of our members.

We would like to request that the gift left to the York Senior Center by Marjorie Duffy
for the “sole purpose of providing capital and operating funds for the Senior’s
transportation needs” be used to purchase a multi (25/30) passenger bus. Attached, you
will find two examples of the kind of bus we are proposing. A vehicle of this magnitude
will afford us the opportunity to broaden the scope of, and make a shift in, not only our



transportation services but our ability to program to the needs and desires of our
mainstream senior population. It would be our intention to use this vehicle to offer
daily, weekly and /or monthly trips within and outside of York. Many of our seniors are
comfortable driving locally but have, long ago, given up the trips beyond our
boundaries. Trips that would be offered on a regular basis, at affordable rates, would
contribute to our seniors’ independence and add to their socialization and community
involvement. Beyond shopping for necessities and every day needs, a world of
opportunity would await. Currently we are very limited in the kinds of transportation
and activities that we can offer. While the Toyota Scion serves the purpose of
transporting up to three members to and from the Center daily, it’s passenger capacity
does limit us from taking larger groups anywhere at one time. The Senior Center tried to
make a go of group trips to and from shopping in the Portsmouth, NH area. A group trip
consisted of 3 people (based on the car capacity) and the fee charged per rider was
$20.00. Because we were limited to a small number of participants, the fee had to be so
high that it became unaffordable, therefore a service that was underutilized.

We believe that with the acquisition of a 25-30 passenger bus we'can successfully begin
to offer transportation that will meet needs, enrich lives and generate revenue. Some of
those include, but are not limited to, shopping trips, picnics to locations such as Mt.
Agamenticus and Prescott Park, seasonal excursions such as apple and blueberry
picking, bowling, the movies, museums, participation in Southern Maine Agency on
Aging’s Senior Games, Senior golf and ski trips, dancing at the Rockingham Ballroom,
antique shop hopping, etc. Currently, these kinds of offerings are neither cost effective
nor spacially feasible. While contracting the services of a trolley or charter bus are
options, past attempts have proven time and again that both require the passing along
of large fees to our members for participation. It’s like swimming up stream; in order to
keep costs down, often a high price has to be placed on the activity along with high
minimum participation requirements. When we are able to reduce the per person
transportation rate, the ratio of participants must increase.

You will see below a sample of transportation options and the cost associated with
them:

DAY TRIP TO KENNEBUNKPORT — Based on a 6 hour day

CHARTER BUS - $700.00 Round Trip + an additional fuel charge of $40.00 (this rate is not
fixed and changes regularly with fuel costs).
Maximum Capacity — 40 participants = $18.50 per person

25 participants = $29.60

20 participants = $37.00

15 participants = $49.33

10 participants = $74.00
You can see with this option, that in order to make the trip even moderately affordable
for most, we would need to fill the bus. We have, in the past been forced to cancel a
program with upwards of 20-25 people registered simply because we could not fill the
bus. Keep in mind that this is the transportation fee alone. If this were a trip to the
Ogunquit Playhouse or Cumberland County Civic Center, for example, the cost of the



ticket would be added to the transportation fee, not leaving any opportunity for
generating even a small amount of revenue.

CHARTER TROLLEY — Service within Maine only extending a 25 — 30 mile radius -
$350.00
Maximum Capacity - 30 participants = $11.60

25 participants = $14.00

20 participants = $17.50

15 participants = $23.33

10 participants = $35.00
While this option is better, the participant ratio still needs to be high to keep the cost
reasonable for participants and again, little or no means of generating revenue. In
addition, this is a seasonal option, May — October, only.

OWN 25 PASSENGER BUS/VAN - Driver fee of approx. $15.—per hour X 6 hours =
$90.00
Maximum Capacity 25 participants = $3.60

20 participants = $4.50

15 participants = $6.00

10 participants = $9.00

5 participants = $18.00

Whether a licensed staff or hired driver, the per person cost for transportation with a
vehicle such as this is a much improved scenario from either of the previous. It would be
our prediction that a reduction in the per person cost would drive an increase in
participation, however if numbers for a particular program remained low, it would still
be affordable. For this trip, if we were to charge $7.00 per person, we would have the
flexibility of adjusting the minimum number so that anywhere from 15-25 participants
could attend without cancellation. Additionally, there exists an opportunity to generate
revenue. In the event the trip sells out at 25, we would bring in a total of $175.00,
$90.00 would be applied to the expenses, leaving a positive balance of $85.00 to be
applied to the transportation account for fuel and maintenance, etc.

We do not believe that additional staffing will be needed to meet the goal of senior
transportation needs with the bus. We have the option of licensing current staff and /or
contracting licensed drivers. Our first point of contact would be local bus drivers who
often look for additional driving opportunities when the school buses are not operating.
This would be a per trip contracted job, the fee for which would be generated through
the user fee for the program being provided.

We do not have any plans to change the Rolling Out of York program as it currently
exists. We will continue to contract charter services for our long term, overnight trips.
We do not believe that it is in the best interest of the membership or the program to
use the proposed bus for these kind of trips.

We would suggest that we keep and maintain the Toyota Scion, to be used for limited
individual transportation for those with unique needs. The Toyota is a 2008 model with



approximately 95,000 miles. We believe that some of the funds generated by programs
centered around the use of the bus-would help to offset the expense of keeping this

~ vehicle, allowing us to continue to provide this valuable service for our members in
need. '

We have, on two occasions met with the Senior Center Advisory Board and discussed
this proposal at length. The Board, and the membership that they represent, has given
it’s full endorsement of this proposal and are excited about the opportunities that exist
with regard to senior transport. Both the Board and the Membership feels fortunate for
Ms. Duffy’s generosity.
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Town of York

186 York Street
York, Maine 03909-1314

May 10, 2013

Mr. Robert Yandow, Town Manager
186 York Street
York, Maine 03909

Dear Mr. Yandow,

This letter is to inform you that we, The Senior Center Advisory Board,
as appointed by the Town of York, give our complete endorsement of the
Parks and Recreation Department Senior Center’s proposal to purchase a
passenger bus with the donation left to the Center by Ms. Marjorie
Duffy.

We understand that the donation left by Ms. Dufty is “for the sole
purpose of providing capital and operating funds for the senior’s
transportation needs”. We think that the acquisition of the bus will fulfill
Ms. Duffy’s wishes and will allow the Senior Center the opportunity to
meet a multitude of senior transportation needs.

We have met with the Parks and Recreation Department Administration
on more than one occasion, including a work session where ideas were
shared. We have also taken the opportunity to canvass the membership
which is overwhelmingly in favor of this proposal.

Should you have any questions regarding our endorsement of the

proposal put forth by the Parks and Recreation Department Senior
Center, please do not hesitate to contact us.

Respectfully Submitted,
York Senior Center Advisory Board

Carollyn Anderson /if"zbé'iéfw éﬁ« Asgor
Sidney Boardman . ¢ &/@3/ B ziclrm E77
Emily Cambray

Jeanette McGrath — recovering from surgery and unable to sign

T (?ﬁmfu&%? W

Bruce Rennie, Chair

Jacqueline Valentino
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12 Passanger 2 Wheelchair
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16 Passengsr 2 Wheelchair
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‘The MVP Series A STARCRAFT BUSS

Raising the baris something people have grown accustomed to from Starcraft Bus. Now Starcraft Bus raises
the bar once again by offering the most capacity available on.a Ford cutaway...the Starcraft MVP. The MVP
offers 24 plus rear luggage or 28 passenger floor plans, giving you the people-moving capacity and storage
availability you desire without having to purchase o larger bus. Whether you are being shuttled around town
ortravelling longer distances, the MVP provides the safety and durability you demand via its fully welded steel
cage construction. In addition, every one of our buses must go through rigorous testing and a meticulous
quality assurance process before our name goes on it. So whether it's capacity, safety or durability that drives
your next purchase, the MVP from Starcraft Bus delivers.

MVP Features Featuresto Meet Your Specific Needs

Spocuous interior with h:gh -back seats cmd Stylish fiberglass rear cap wn‘h rear luggage Comfortable and easily-accessible driver's
overhead luggage racks access door . Looareq




The MVP Series

Standard Exterior Feature Highlights

Fully welded steel cage construction meeting all applicable
‘FMVSS requirements
“Starview" drivers visibility window in front of entry door
- Electric actuated passenger entry door with full length glass
36" wide x.32" high upper double T-Slider 1‘empered safety
glass windows with climate conirol tint
Black powder coated steel rear bumper
- Rear mud flaps
Pre-painted white aluminum side, rear walls, skirts
One-piece seamless FRP (fiberglass reinforced plastic) roof
Breakaway rearview mirrors with buili-in convex
Sealed LED stop, tail, and turn signal lights with incandescent
reverse lights ,
- Exterior graphics- packoge available in three colors (blue,
green or: burgundy)

-~ Standard Interior’ Fediure Hi,g"hliths

925" interior width
'~ 78.5" interior floor o ceiling: helgh’r with lolglelelehilelely
- Floor and wail secn‘ Track for ﬂex&ble seon‘lng '
“Black Gerfloor
5/8" exterior grade plywood flooring
- Ceiling and rear wall fabric for sound abatement
-~ FRP (fiberglass reinforced plastic) 5|dewo|ls for ease of cleonmg
- White step nosing
1.25" left hand vertical passenger assist rail-at entry door
- Printed circuit board with automotive ’rype fuses and LED
frouble shooting lights
“Entry doorstep well lights
Incandescent driver and-passenger area lighting

. Non-retractable seat belts

. Popular Option Highlights

Stainless steel wheel inserts
Interior and exterior LED lighting ,
-~ ‘Luggage Storage areas (overhead luggage racks with read-
ing lights, interior luggage racks, rear storage area)
- Rearemergency door with window(s)
~ Passenger area rear heat and air conditioning
Complete rubber flooring ,
- ‘Passenger grab rails
Padded vinyl or cloth walls and celllng
Audio and video systems
Mid back or high back seating

STARCRAFT BUSQ

a division of Forest River, inc.
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28 Passenger

Starcraft Bus, -a division of Forest River, Inc.,
is owned by Berkshire Hathaway, one of
the most respec’red and financially secure
companies in the indusiry.

A 20001 | Ovin fiin

MODIFIER

ity A3 3e wpeinont Ty stems

Due fo our commitment o

product quality, specifications

and options are subject to

change without nofice in the Scan thisbarcode

inferest of product improvement using o QR-Reader

and market changes. on-your smart phone

1o learn more about
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AGENDA ITEM NUMBER:

REQUEST FOR ACTION BY BOARD OF SELECTMEN

Date Submitted: May 14, 2013 Type of Action:
Date Action Requested: May 20, 2013 [ ] Procedural [X] Formal Action
Regular X ~ Work Session __ [] Other:

Subject: Special Event Permit Application: York Hospital 5K Road Race and Cross Country Race

TO: BOARD OF SELECTMEN

FROM: Melissa M. Avery

RECOMMENDATION: Approve Permit Application

PROPOSED MOTION: Imove to approve the Special Event Permit for the York Hospital 5K
Road Race and Cross Country Race on Saturday, June 1%, 2013, starting at 8:30AM

Discussion: All appropriate departments have been notified and given approval, see attached.

FISCAL IMPACT:

DEPARTMENT LINE ITEM ACCOUNT:

BALANCE IN LINE ITEM IF APPROVED:

g £ ;‘\ h Eé, LY 5 -
Prepared By: _{\ %f JAMO %Jﬁifﬂﬂ!‘ﬁz&%‘ Reviewed By: {*
| J




Town of York, Maine
Special Event Permit Application

This application for a special event permit is hereby presented to the York Town
Manager, 186 York Street, York, ME 03909.

Date: March 7, 2013

Name of Event: York Hospital 5K Road & Cross Country Race 2013

Type of Event: 5K Road Race

Organization Name: York Hospital

Phone #. 207-351-2385 (Friendraising Office)

Organization Address: 15 Hospital Drive City York State: Maine Zip: 03909
Applicant Name: Jean Kolak Phone #: 207-351-2021 (Jean)

Applicant Address: 15 Hospital Drive City: York State: Maine Zip: 03909

Contact Name for Day of Event: Jean Kolak
Contact Phone: 207-752-2749 (Cell, day of event)

Date of Event: June 1, 2013 Day of Week: Saturday

Starting Time: 8:30am Ending Time: 10:30am

Assembly Area: York Hospital Campus — In front of Strater Wing
Dispersal Area: York Hospital Campus ~ In front of Strater Wing

Event Route: Begins in back parking lot near ER at York Hospital, right on York Street, right
on Route 103, Right onto Path to Wiggly Bridge, continue through Steedman Woods onto
Mill Dam Road, Exit left onto Lindsay Road, Right onto Organug Road and follow to end.
Right onto York Street, Right onto Lindsay Road, then around cemetery, Hairpin/U-Turn
onto the other side Lindsay Road, right onto York Street, then Right onto Hospital Drive,
up through hospital parking lot, ends at crosswalk in front of the Strater Wing entrance.

Approximate Number of Persons Attending (If more than 500, Insurance coverage needed):
~ 600. We have secured a certificate of liability for this event naming the Town of York and
Old York Historical Society (for Steedman Woods section) as additional insured.

Describe number of bands, vehicles, signs, floats, or other articles carried or displayed along with
method of participation (walking, bicycles, motorcycles eic). Approximately 600 runners and
walkers will participate in a 3.1 mile/5K race. A few may be pushing baby carriages, the
remainder will not be carrying anything.

Describe how group is organized and supervised to insure order: The participants will be
encouraged to park on-site at the hospital. The registration will take place on-site with
over 20 volunteers handling this process. The race will begin on-site with police escort, as
in years past. The police car will remain in front of lead runner during entire race..
Runners will also be guided by over 25 course volunteers waving orange flags stationed
throughout the course and town. At the end, the racers will then be guided/flagged back
into the hospital entrance (across from Monument) with the help of orange cones to keep
all participants safe at this intersection, and also with help of a volunteers...taking a right



up Hospital Drive, then crossing the finish line in front of the Strater Wing, with a
professional timing company. Staff remaining on-site (The Friendraising Office staff of
nine) will be there from 6a until the last person leaves, available for any questions/issues
that may arise.) Note: York Ambulance has been notified, will have a presence on
hospital premises, and will be following behind the last racers/walkers until they cross the
finish line.

Purpose of the Event: Fundraising for York Hospital

The above information is true to the best of my knowledge and belief.

Signature of Applicant: Jean E. Keolak

For Town Use Only:

Reviewed by:
Department initials i

Police Department BH-TA4AD S ey
Public Works A\ 13 Dean Lessard
Parks/Recreation A-5-13 MiKke Suihwarl
Village Fire G312 Dave Apgar

York Beach Fire 2-10-12 Dave A a"égés
Code Enforcement 7513 Steve. Buins
Ambuiane D33 Elen PN

Special Conditions &\ ley Brinice = Nork Annbnolana  wor il

Loliouy e racers,
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Erin O'Dea

“rom: Ellen Prince [ellenprince @ gmail.com]
L .ent: Friday, March 08, 2013 9:11 AM
To: Erin O'Dea
Cc: Charles J. Szeniawski; Dean Lessard; Michael J. Sullivan; Christopher Balentine; David
Apgar; David K. Bridges; Stephen H. Burns
Subject: [GRAYMAIL] Re: Special Event - York Hospital 5k Road & Cross Country Race

York Ambulance is fine with this. We'll follow the racers.

Ellen

On Fri, Mar 8, 2013 at 8:49 AM, Erin O'Dea <eodea@ vorkmaine.org> wrote:

Hi everyone,

Attached you will find a special event application for the York Hospital 5k Road & Cross Country Race,
scheduled for Saturday, June 1, 2013.

Please review when you have a chance and recommend approval/denial.
Thank you,

Erin

Erin M. O'Desa

Adminisirative Assistant to the Town Manager
Town of York, Maine

186 York Street

York, Maine 03808

FPhone: (207) 363-1000 x222

Fax: (207) 363-1019

Email eodea@yorkmaine.org

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files aftached to it may be confidential information, and may also
be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure

1



Erin O'Dea

“rom: Michael J. Sullivan
ent: Friday, March 08, 2013 9:36 AM
To: Erin O'Dea; Charles J. Szeniawski; Dean Lessard; Christopher Balentine; David Apgar; David
K. Bridges; Stephen H. Burns; ellenprince @ gmail.com
Subject: RE: Special Event - York Hospital 5k Road & Cross Country Race

Parks and Recreation recommends approval.

Michael J. Sullivan, Director
Parks and Recreation

Town of York, Maine

186 York Street

York, Maine 03909

(207) 363-1040
msullivan@vyorkmaine.org

From: Erin O'Dea

Sent: Friday, March 08, 2013 8:50 AM

To: Charles J. Szeniawski; Dean Lessard; Michael J. Sullivan; Christopher Balentine; David Apgar; David K. Bridges;
Stephen H. Burns; ellenprince@gmail.com

Subject: Special Event - York Hospital 5k Road & Cross Country Race

[ “ieveryone,

- Attached you will find a special event application for the York Hospital 5k Road & Cross Country Race, scheduled
for Saturday, June 1, 2013.

Please review when you have a chance and recommend approval/denial.

Thank you,

Erin

Erin M. O'Des

Administrative Assistant to the Town Manager
Town of York, Maine

186 York Street

York, Maine 03809

Phone: (207) 363-1000 x222

Fax: (207) 363-1019

Email: eodea @ yorkmaine.org

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also
be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure
or copying of this message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the sender or contact
town@yorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.

- CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may aiso
the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure
...« copying of this message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the sender or contact
town @vorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.



Erin O'Dea

“rom: Stephen H. Burns
.ent: Friday, March 08, 2013 9:56 AM
To: Erin O'Dea
Subject: RE: Special Event - York Hospital 5k Road & Cross Country Race
Erin,

I have no code issues with this event.

Steve

Stephen H. Burns

Community Development Director
Town of York, Maine

186 York Street, York, ME 03909

e: shurns@vorkmaine.org

p: (207) 363-1007

From: Erin O'Dea
Sent: Friday, March 08, 2013 8:50 AM
~To: Charles J. Szeniawski; Dean Lessard; Michael J. Sullivan; Christopher Balentine; David Apgar; David K. Bridges;
. _ephen H. Burns; gllenprince@gmail.com
~ Subject: Special Event - York Hospital 5k Road & Cross Country Race

Hi everyone,

Attached you will find a special event application for the York Hospital 5k Road & Cross Country Race, scheduled
for Saturday, June 1, 2013.

Please review when you have a chance and recommend approval/denial.

Thank you,

Erin

Erin M. O'Desa

Adminisirative Assistant fo the Town Manager
Town of York, Maine

188 York Street

York, Maine 03909

Phone: (207} 363-1000 x222

Fax: {207) 363-1018

Email: eodea @ yorkmaine.org

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also

be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure

or copying of this message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the sender or contact
‘wn@vyorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also
be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure

1



Erin O'Dea

“rom: David Apgar
L Jent: Friday, March 08, 2013 10:38 AM
To: Erin O'Dea
Subject: RE: Special Event - York Hospital 5k Road & Cross Country Race

Village Fire approval.

David Apgar

Deputy Fire Chief
York Village Fire Dept
Fire Inspector
207-451-8258

From: Erin O'Dea

Sent: Friday, March @8, 2013 8:49 AM

To: Charles J. Szeniawskil; Dean Lessard; Michael J. Sullivan; Christopher Balentine; David
Apgar; David K. Bridges; Stephen H. Burns; ellenprince@gmail.com

Subject: Special Event - York Hospital 5k Road & Cross Country Race

Hi everyone,

Attached you will find a special event application for the York Hospital 5k Road & Cross
Country Race, scheduled for Saturday, June 1, 2013,

Please review when you have a chance and recommend approval/denial.

__Thank you,

"~ rin

Erin M. O'Dea

Administrative Assistant to the Town Manager Town of York, Maine
186 York Street

York, Maine 03909

Phone: (207) 363-1000 x222

Fax: (207) 363-1019

Email: eodea@yorkmaine.org<mailto:eodea@yorkmaine.org>

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic

files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also be the subject of legal

professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient

you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure or copying of this message and any
attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please

inform the sender or contact town@vorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email

message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic

files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also be the subject of legal

professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient

vou are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure or copying of this message and any

. ttachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please
“inform the sender or contact town@vorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email

message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.




Erin O'Dea

From: David K. Bridges
ent: Sunday, March 10, 2013 6:40 PM
To: Erin O'Dea; Charles J. Szeniawski; Dean Lessard; Michael J. Sullivan; Christopher Balentine;
David Apgar; Stephen H. Burns; ellenprince @ gmail.com
Subject: RE: Special Event - York Hospital 5k Road & Cross Country Race

This race is in the Village district so | have no problem with it. Dave

From: Erin O'Dea

Sent: Friday, March 08, 2013 8:50 AM

To: Charles J. Szeniawski; Dean Lessard; Michael J. Sullivan; Christopher Balentine; David Apgar; David K. Bridges;
Stephen H. Burns; ellenprince@amail.com

Subject: Special Event - York Hospital 5k Road & Cross Country Race

Hi everyone,

Attached you will find a special event application for the York Hospital 5k Road & Cross Country Race, scheduled
for Saturday, June 1, 2013.

Please review when you have a chance and recommend approval/denial.

Thank you,

Erin

crin M. O'Des

Administrative Assistant to the Town Manager
Town of York, Maine

“86 York Street

Jork, Maine 03809

Phone: (207) 363-1000 x222

Fax: (207) 383-1019

Email: eodea@yvorkmaine.org

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also
be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure
or copying of this message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the sender or contact

town @vyorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also
be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure
or copying of this message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the sender or contact

town @yorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.



Erin O'Dea

~.From: Dean Lessard
dent: Monday, March 11, 2013 10:35 AM
To: Erin O'Dea
Subiject: RE: Special Event - York Hospital 5k Road & Cross Country Race
Hi Erin

DPW doesn’t anticipate any problems with this event. DPW recommends approval.
Dean

Dean A. Lessard, P.E. | Director of Public Works
Town of York, Maine Department of Public Works
186 York Street | York, Maine 03909

Phone: (207) 363-1010, Ext. 6201

Fax:  (207)363-1012

E-Mail: dlessard@vorkmaine.org

Online: www.yorkmaine.org

From: Erin O'Dea

Sent: Friday, March 08, 2013 8:50 AM

To: Charles J. Szeniawski; Dean Lessard; Michael J. Sullivan; Christopher Balentine; David Apgar; David K. Bridges;
Stephen H. Burns; ellenprince@gmail.com

Subject: Special Event - York Hospital 5k Road & Cross Country Race

~Hi everyone,

sttached you will find a special event application for the York Hospital 5k Road & Cross Country Race, scheduled
for Saturday, June 1, 2013.
Please review when you have a chance and recommend approval/denial.
Thank you,
Erin

Erin M. O'Des

Adminisirative Assistant to the Town Manager
Town of York, Maine

188 York Street

York, Maine 03808

Phone: (207) 363-1000 x222

Fax: (207) 363-1018

Email: eodea @ yorkmaine.org

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also
be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure
or copying of this message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the sender or contact

town @vorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also
e the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure
copying of this message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the sender or contact

h own@yorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.



Melissa M. Avery

From: Charles J. Szeniawski

Sent: Friday, May 17, 2013 10:26 AM
To: Melissa M. Avery

Subject: RE: York Hospital 5k Road Race

The Police Department will provide a lead cruiser to escort participants to rt 103 and onto Wiggly Bridge then will pick
them back up when they come out onto Lindsay Rd and lead them into York Hospital entrance off York Street in the
area of the Monument..

Lieutenant Charles J. Szeniawski
Commander, Patrol Division

Town of York, Maine Police Department
36 Main Street, York, ME 03809-6244

. www.vorkpolice.org

e: cszeniawski @ yorkpolice.org

p: (207) 363-1031, Ext. 104

f: (207) 361.6818

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information,
and may also be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete
it. Any use, disclosure or copying of this message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please
inform the sender or contact fown@yorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer
viruses.

From: Melissa M. Avery

Sent: Friday, May 17, 2013 10:15 AM
To: Charles J. Szeniawski

Subject: RE: York Hospital 5k Road Race

Thank you!

From: Charles J. Szeniawski

Sent: Friday, May 17, 2013 10:09 AM
To: Melissa M. Avery

Subject: RE: York Hospital 5k Road Race

missy | thought Captain was going to answer this let me find the app and I will get back to you right off,

Lieutenant Charles J. Szeniawski
Commander, Patrol Division

Town of York, Maine Police Depariment
36 Main Street, York, ME 03808-6244

i www.yorkpolice.org

e: cszeniawski@ yorkpolice.org

p: (207) 363-1031, Exi. 104

f: (207) 361.6818

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information,
and may also be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete
it. Any use, disclosure or copying of this message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please
inform the sender or contact fown@yorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer
viruses.

From: Melissa M. Avery
Sent: Friday, May 17, 2013 9:24 AM



To: Charles J. Szeniawski
Subject: York Hospital 5k Road Race

Good Morning Lieutenant,

Sorry to be a pest but bid you have a chance to review the York Hospital 5K Special Event Permit? They need to
get on the agenda for May 20™ because the next meeting isn’t until after their event, so I need to get the permit
in the packet this morning for the Selectmen. Let me know when you have reviewed it.

Thank you!
Missy ©

___ MelissaM. Avery ____
Assistant to the Town Manager
Townof York, Maine
186 York Street, York, ME 03909

Phone: (207)3631000 | Fax: (207)3631019
www.yorkmaine.org

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also
be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure
or copying of this message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the sender or contact
town@vorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also
be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure
or copying of this message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the sender or contact

town @yorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also
be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure
or copying of this message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the sender or contact

town @ yorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also
be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure
or copying of this message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the sender or contact

town @yorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.



AGENDA ITEM NUMBER:

REQUEST FOR ACTION BY BOARD OF SELECTMEN

Date Submitted: May 14, 2013 Type of Action:
Date Action Requested: May 20, 2013 [] Procedural [X] Formal Action
Regular X Work Session [] Other:

Subject: Special Event Permit Application: York Beach Fire Department’s Annual Field Day and
Parade

TO: BOARD OF SELECTMEN

FROM: Melissa M. Avery

RECOMMENDATION: Approve Permit Application

PROPOSED MOTION: Imove to approve the Special Event Permit for the York Beach Fire
Department’s Annual Field Day and Parade on Sunday, June 30", starting at 11:00AM

Discussion: All appropriate departments have been notified and given approval, see attached.

FISCAL IMPACT:

DEPARTMENT LINE ITEM ACCOUNT:

BALANCE IN LINE ITEM IF APPROVED:

“

f ]
Prepared By: %‘xg&&){ : ,f%ijg (L 1 } é%‘ ML Reviewed By:




Town of York, Maine
Special Event Permit Application

This application for a special event permit is hereby presented to the York Town
Manager, 186 York Street, York, ME 03909.

pate: %/ 7 /1.3

Name ovaent:\/mz R EacH Fi e Dror. Nanuace & Etﬁebﬁy(/ﬁ)ﬁé?ﬁﬂﬁ

Type of Event /PenoE EF D. j¥lusreEr

Organization Name: Yo ek Beacs Fipe DEPT Phone #:363 - /07 ¢

Organization Address:/ & Lawwdnp Ave City yosak Bea State/fe_ Zip: 2 7500

Applicant Name: [/] prewe W. G Yy CaeT Phone#: 337-2/24

Applicant Address: /§ L ic ppad /4 VE City: %)szk ?Eﬂ c##_ State: /Y2 Zip 3540

Contact Name for Day of Event(’ 162 7). Fie12¢£S  Contact Phone # 457/~ §43 6

Date of Event: Ju N & 2O Ny oLl Day of Week: S DY

Starting Time: _{ {/0C A I\ Ending Time: _ QA 0L - 300 ”m
Assembly Area:?wdﬁe aeea i 040 A/z Al it Ave Nusdec e s Y8. 5;//17 e I

Dispersal Area: _ EYopx RBepcod BqriFIFL0

Event Route’acke { o ’,Rm( v fu?" Chugeh . LGM%?::\'\.‘ ﬁtﬁtt\t_ﬁicgfj Ace A Rewce
L&E«éﬁt‘n‘ Mu&})‘\t ;BT&&«:QU.}@:; 3 U-‘ \\ oaM; m{e‘aN AV&'»'. ‘D&CL( -LO \;\ b ~

Approximate Number of Persons Attending (If more than 500, Insurance coverage needed)
XA

Describe number of bands, vehicles, signs, floats, or other articles carried or displayed along with
method of participation (walking, bicycles, motorcycles etc):

Mo Banos, vaestly E.D. vehaeles

Describe how group is organized and supervised to insure order: Fise Cha e«C S oadd
OfSieess of YBED

Purpose of the Event: (3ot e ¢ Mo o Yive \C\\Q_;\c\‘e- €5

The above information is true to the best of my knowledge and belief.

Signature of Applicant: 272Q¢ gi Zd} sge? (jﬁ‘@i&



For Town Use Only:

Reviewed by:

Depariment Initiais .

Police Department _ﬁ:ﬁ’_‘ié 6‘%‘&\;&%!

Public Works D013 - Dean ngi’;é’:}wd
Parks/Recreation i“i_i‘_r‘b IMive. Sutlwvan
Village Fire __;22_:}_3:_‘5 Dowt HP? ar

York Beach Fire 2-11- 13 Do Br ?Q%Sﬁif
Code Enforcement _?_?__’i_}_ 19 STeve Aurns
Ambuiance 3-11-15 Ellen Frince.

Special Conditions

Town Manager Date



Erin O'Dea

From: David Apgar
ent: Monday, March 11, 2013 2:54 PM
To: Erin O'Dea
Subject: RE: Special Event - YBFD Annual Field Day/Parade

Village Fire approval.

David Apgar

Deputy Fire Chief
York Village Fire Dept
Fire Inspector
207-451-8258

From: Erin O'Dea

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2013 1:51 PM

To: Charles J. Szeniawski; Dean Lessard; Michael J. Sullivan; Christopher Balentine; David Apgar; David K. Bridges;
Stephen H. Burns; ellenprince@gmail.com

Subject: Special Event - YBFD Annual Field Day/Parade

Hi everyone,

Attached you will find a special event application for the York Beach Fire Department’s Annual Field
Day/Parade scheduled for Sunday, June 30, 2013 from 11:00am until 2:00-3:00pm.

Please review when you have a chance and recommend approval/denial.

Thank you,

Erin

S Erin M. O'Desa

Administrative Assistant to the Town Manager
Town of York, Maine

186 York Strest

York, Maine 03808

Phone: (207} 363-1000 x222

Fax: (207} 363-1018

Email: eodea @vorkmaine.org

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also
be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure

or copying of this message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the sender or contact
town@vorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also
be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure

or copying of this message and any attachments is unauthorized. if you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the sender or contact
town @vyorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.



Erin O'Dea

From: Michael J. Sullivan

ent: Monday, March 11, 2013 3:03 PM

To: Erin O'Dea

Subiject: RE: Special Event - YBFD Annual Field Day/Parade

Parks and Recreation recommends approval

Michael J. Sullivan, Director
Parks and Recreation

Town of York, Maine

186 York Street

York, Maine 03909

(207) 363-1040
msullivan@yorkmmaine.org

From: Erin O'Dea

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2013 1:52 PM

To: Charles J. Szeniawski; Dean Lessard; Michael J. Sullivan; Christopher Balentine; David Apgar; David K. Bridges;
Stephen H. Burns; elienprince@gmail.com

Subject: Special Event - YBFD Annual Field Day/Parade

Hi everyone,

. \ttached you will find a special event application for the York Beach Fire Department’s Annual Field
~Jay/Parade scheduled for Sunday, June 30, 2013 from 11:00am until 2:00-3:00pm.

Please review when you have a chance and recommend approval/denial.

Thank you,

Erin

Erin M. O'Desa

Administrative Assistant fo the Town Manager
Town of York, Maine

186 York Street

York, Maing 03809

Phone: (207) 363-1000 x222

Fax; (207) 363-1018

Email: eodea @ vorkmaine.org

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also
be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure
or copying of this message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the sender or contact
town@vorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also

be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure

~r copying of this message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the sender or contact
~n@yorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.



Erin O'Dea

From: Ellen Prince [ellenprince @ gmail.com]
ent: Monday, March 11, 2013 3:04 PM
To: Erin O'Dea
Cc: Charles J. Szeniawski; Dean Lessard; Michael J. Sullivan; Christopher Balentine; David
Apgar; David K. Bridges; Stephen H. Burns
Subject: [GRAYMAIL] Re: Special Event - YBFD Annual Field Day/Parade

We'll be there and it's fine with us.

Ellen

On Mon, Mar 11, 2013 at 1:51 PM, Erin O'Dea <ecodea @ vorkmaine.org> wrote:

Hi everyone,

Attached you will find a special event application for the York Beach Fire Department’s Annual Field
Day/Parade scheduled for Sunday, June 30, 2013 from 11:00am until 2:00-3:00pm.

Please review when you have a chance and recommend approval/denial.
Thank you,

Erin

Erin M. O'Dea

Administrative Assistant to the Town Manager
Town of York, Maine

186 York Street

York, Maine 03808

Phone: (207) 363-1000 x222

Fax: (207) 363-1019

Email: eodea @ yorkmaine.org

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also
be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure

1



Erin O'Dea

From: David K. Bridges

sent: Monday, March 11, 2013 9:57 PM

To: Erin O'Dea; Charles J. Szeniawski; Dean Lessard; Michael J. Sullivan; Christopher Balentine;
David Apgar; Stephen H. Burns; ellenprince @ gmail.com

Subiject: RE: Special Event - YBFD Annual Field Day/Parade

Since this is our event , we will support this event as usual.

From: Erin O'Dea

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2013 1:52 PM

To: Charles J. Szeniawski; Dean Lessard; Michael J. Sullivan; Christopher Balentine; David Apgar; David K. Bridges;
Stephen H. Burns; ellenprince@gmail.com

Subject: Special Event - YBFD Annual Field Day/Parade

Hi everyone,

Attached you will find a special event application for the York Beach Fire Department’s Annual Field
Day/Parade scheduled for Sunday, June 30, 2013 from 11:00am until 2:00-3:00pm.

Please review when you have a chance and recommend approval/denial.

Thank you,

Erin

Erin M. O'Desa
Administrative Assistant to the Town Manager
Town of York, Maine
88 York Sirest
_Jork, Maine 03809
Phone: {207) 363-1000 x222
Fax: (207 383-101¢
Emaill eodea @ yorkmaine.org

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also
be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure
or copying of this message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the sender or contact

town @yorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also
be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure
or copying of this message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the sender or contact

fown @yorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.



Erin O'Dea

From: Dean Lessard

3ent: Monday, March 11, 2013 5:00 PM

To: Erin O'Dea

Subject: RE: Special Event - YBFD Annual Field Day/Parade
Hi Erin

DPW doesn’t anticipate any problems with this event. DPW recommends approval.
Dean

Dean A. Lessard, P.E. | Director of Public Works
Town of York, Maine Department of Public Works
186 York Street | York, Maine 03909

Phone: (207) 363-1010, Ext. 6201

Fax: {207} 363-1012

E-Mail: dlessard@yorkmaine.org

Online: www.yorkmaine.org

From: Erin O'Dea

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2013 1:52 PM

To: Charles J. Szeniawski; Dean Lessard; Michael J. Sullivan; Christopher Balentine; David Apgar; David K. Bridges;
Stephen H. Burns; ellenprince@gmail.com

Subject: Special Event - YBFD Annual Field Day/Parade

Hi everyone,

Attached you will find a special event application for the York Beach Fire Department’s Annual Field
Day/Parade scheduled for Sunday, June 30, 2013 from 11:00am until 2:00-3:00pm.

Please review when you have a chance and recommend approval/denial.

Thank you,

Erin

Erin M. O'Des

Administrative Assistant to the Town Manager
Town of York, Maine

186 York Sireet

York, Maine 038082

Phone: (207) 363-1000 x222

Fax: (207} 363-1019

Email: eodea @ yorkmaine.org

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also
be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure
or copying of this message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the sender or contact
town@vyorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also
e the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure
{ “copying of this message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the sender or contact
- own@yorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.



Erin O'Dea

From: Stephen H. Burns

3ent: Tuesday, March 12, 2013 8:51 AM

To: Erin O'Dea

Subject: RE: Special Event - YBFD Annual Field Day/Parade
Erin,

I have no code issues with this event.

Steve

Stephen H. Burns

Community Development Director
Town of York, Maine

186 York Street, York, ME 03909

e: sburns@vorkmaine.org

p: (207) 363-1007

From: Erin O'Dea

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2013 1:52 PM

To: Charles J. Szeniawski; Dean Lessard; Michael J. Sullivan; Christopher Balentine; David Apgar; David K. Bridges;
i stephen H. Burns; ellenprince@gmail.com

" Subject: Special Event - YBFD Annual Field Day/Parade

Hi everyone,

Attached you will find a special event application for the York Beach Fire Department’s Annual Field
Day/Parade scheduled for Sunday, June 30, 2013 from 11:00am until 2:00-3:00pm.

Please review when you have a chance and recommend approval/denial.

Thank you,

Erin

Erin M. O'Des

Adminisirative Assistant to the Town Manager
Town of York, Maine

186 York Sirest

York, Maine 03808

Phone: (207} 363-1000 x222

Fax: (207) 363-1019

Email: eodea @ vorkmaine.org

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also
be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure
or copying of this message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the sender or contact
‘swn@yorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also
be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure

1



Melissa M. Avery

From: Charles J. Szeniawski

Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 10:41 AM
To: Melissa M. Avery

Subject: RE: Special Event Permits

Firemens Field Day is fine for June 30th

Lieutenant Charles J. Szeniawski
Commander, Patrol Division

Town of York, Maine Police Department
36 Main Sireet, York, ME 03809-6244

i www.yorkpolice.org

e: cszeniawski@ vorkpolice.org

p: (207) 363-1031, Ext. 104

1 (207) 361.6818

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information,
and may also be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete
it. Any use, disclosure or copying of this message and any atiachments Is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please
inform the sender or contact fown @yvorkmaine.org. This footnote also confirms that this email message has been checked for the presence of computer
viruses.

From: Melissa M. Avery

Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 9:53 AM
To: Charles J. Szeniawski

Subject: Special Event Permits

Hello Again Lieutenant!

Just checking to see if you have had a chance to review the following Special Event Permits:
York Hospital’s 5K - June 1*

York Beach Fire Department Parade - June 30"

Parks and Recreation’s Four on the 4™ - July 4™

Parks and Recreation’s York Day’s 5K - July 28"

Let me know, Thank you!
Missy ©

_ MelissaM. Avery
Assistant to the Town Manager
Townof York, Maine
186 York Street, York, ME 03909
Phone: (207) 3631000 | Fax: (207)3631019
www.yorkmaine.org

CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to it may be confidential information, and may also
be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest immunity. i you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure

1



AGENDA ITEM NUMBER:

REQUEST FOR ACTION BY BOARD OF SELECTMEN

Date Submitted: May 13, 2013 Type of Action:
Date Action Requested: May 20, 2013 [ | Procedural [X] Formal Action
Regular X  Work Session __ [] Other:

Subject: Pole Location Permit

TO: BOARD OF SELECTMEN

FROM: Melissa M. Avery

RECOMMENDATION: Approve Pole Location Permit

PROPOSED MOTION: Imove to approve the Pole Location Permit for 1 pole on Nubble Road in
a southerly direction, 20 feet from pole #1.

Discussion: The Permit Request has been reviewed by Dean Lessard, Director of Public Works and
an onsite inspection of the area completed; Mr. Lessard has given his approval of the permit requested.

FISCAL IMPACT:

DEPARTMENT LINE ITEM ACCOUNT:

BALANCE IN LINE ITEM IF APPROVED:

Prepared By: %&&Q ,g fiﬁ A gbé !é’{if‘\{g ﬂ%w Reviewed By: ¢
0




2074903040 13:46:53 04-30-2013 214

Form 4503 Notification: |101797697

LOCATION PERMIT Work Orders 1010 [f2)7 4 )

Upon the Application of Center Maine Power Company and  |Northern New England Telephone Operations LLC ,

dated {04/24/2013 , asking for permission, in accordance with law, to construct and
maintain poles, buried cables, conduits, and transformers, together with attached facilities and appurtenances
over, under, along or across certain highways and public roads in the location described in said application,

permission is hereby given to construct, reconstruct, maintain and relocate in substantiaily the same location,

said facilities and appurtenances in the City / Town of York

approximately located as follows:

l. Starting Point: I)

2. Road (State & CMP); 'Nubble Road

(¥

Direction:  {Southerly

4. Distance: |20 feet

5. Number of Poles: ’I

Facilities shall consist of wood poles and appurtenances with a minimum of wire and cable not less than 18
feet over the public highway and/or buried cables or conduit and appurtenances placed a minimum depth of 36
inches under pavement and 30 inches elsewhere, all in a manner conforming to the National Electric Safety
Code.

By:

By:

By:

By:

By:

Municipal Officers

Office of the t .

Received and Recorded in Book , Page

Aftest:
Clerk




13:47:14 04-30~-2013 3/4

207490?9?9--.»-";”. LI Ly y Jrdvin - EUNN N 143199 No. j‘)bhﬁ ’J 2 214
Favm 4501 — )
orm Nattfication: W?ﬁﬁﬂ
CENTRAL MAIN POWER COMPANY Workc Ovters 1000 2717 94
APPLICATION FOR POLE LOCATION OR UNDERGROUND LOCAYION
n the City/Town of {Yo;k , Maine
To the: r— Ciw
X Town
X County of{york - , Maine
% Central Maine Power hereby applies for permission fo:

X Construet and naintain poles together with attaclied Sacilities and appurtenances upon, along
Or across cerlain sireets and highways in said City/Town as described below,

I “Construct and maintain buried cables, conduits, manholes and handholes, together with wire
and cables, transformers, cutouts, and other equipment thercin, under, along, and across certain streets
and highways in said City/Town as described befow.

X Central Maiiie Power Company and Northern New England Telephone Opcrations 1,1.C

Jointly apply for permission 1o construct and maintain poles together with attached facilities and
8ppurienances upon, along or zcross certain streets snd highways in said City/Town as described below,

—

L. Starting Point: ,l

2. Roud (Stale & CMP):  [Nubble Ropd

3. Direction: jSoufher}}'

. T —

4. Distunce: !20’ feet

3. Number of Poles: F-t

1574 Overhead wires shall have a iminimum clearance of 18 fect over the public hghway and be
consiructed to conform with the requirements of the Nationa! Electric Safety Code.

r Buried cable facilities shall be placed at a minimum depth of 36 inches under pavement and 30
inchos clsewhere and be constructed to conform with the requirements of fhe Natlonal Llectrie Safety
Code.

Any person, tiem, or corparation to be adversely sffceted by this proposed location shafl file a writicn objection
with the State Departinent of Transportation, City, Town or County stating the cause of said objection within
fourteen (14) days afer the publication of this natice or ninety (90) days after installation of facilities without
publicution,

[ Public Notice of this applicalion has been [} Nat Published
given by publishing the text of the same

: f
On: r

CENTRAL MAINE POWER COMPANY l_ Northern New-En%hnd Telephone Operations LLC
/4
4

]
By:Elaine Titherington Date: 10472412013 i 4 .c'__ﬂ%lp~ Date: /o ng)

ST —
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SKETCH TO ACCOMPANY APPLICATION FOR POLE OR UNDERGROUND LOCATIONS

13:47:41 04~30--2013 4/4

CENTRAL MAINE POWER COMPANY

City / Town: lYork

Street: |N ubble Road

Date

By:

Notification: 1101797697

Pr—— s

Work Order: [1000 Ll 7 774 3
f

Page o

1 04/24/2013

Elaine Titherington

Facilities to consist of wood poles and appurtenances with a minimum clearance of wire and cables not less than 21 feet
_over the public highway, and/or underground facilities to consist of buried cables, conduits, transformers and manholes
for operation at 7200 volts to ground single phase. Construction to be suitab

exceed 22KV to ground single phase. Right-of-way limits indicated are based on the best field information available.

Poles/ Pads are staked. For further information call:fepine Titherington

le for future operation at a voltage not to

. Pole/Pad spans shown are approximate.

at Central Maine Power

Company tel:]  207-490-3042
- c = ? e

E |EF1EE| =

= 2|8 &0 ]

U e | O —mie o B

R sz i= 2 ~

gV 5838 2

£ (2O E|&

Higway
Lines

Pole / Pad #

Feet Behind

Curb
Feet Behind

Guard Rail

Feet to C/L.
Traveled Way

Higway
Lines

VAl Fole
£ |

rZn hn&@ﬁf’ 1?7("

e e

47



13:46:38 04-30-2013

Central Maine Power
Town Pole Permit Fax Cover Sheet

Date /—42 3 0//_?

To: Town/City of )l/c(/ﬁ Fax # 3(?\?‘/0/ 7
Ve bbie Born 5

From: Pat Shore CMP Fax # 621-4552

Subject: Town pole permits

Town Méx/g
Road k)yééZQ Pé

Please sign and fax back to 621-4552

Thank you

If there is any problem, please contact me (490-3033)

1/4



Melissa M. Avery

From: Dean Lessard

Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 5:53 PM
To: Melissa M. Avery

Subject: Re: Pole Permit Application
Follow Up Flag: Flag for follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Hi Missy

[ reviewed it yesterday. It's good to go.

Thanks

Sean

Sent from my iPhone

On May 14, 2013, at 12:33 PM, "Melissa M. Avery" <mmavery@yorkmaine.org> wrote:

> Just a reminder for this to go on the 20th ©

>

> From: Melissa M. Avery

> Sent: Wednesday, May o1, 2013 n1:37 AM

> To: Dean Lessard

> Cc: Melissa M. Avery

> Subject: Pole Permit Application

>

> Hi Dean,

>

> I attached a Pole Permit Application for your review.
>

> Thanks!

> Missy

>

> Melissa M. Avery

> Assistant to the Town Manager

> Town of York, Maine

> 186 York Street, York, ME 03909

> Phone: (207) 363-1000 | Fax: (207) 363-1019

> www.yorkmaine.org<http://www.yorkmaine.org>
>

> Please consider the environment before printing this email.
>

>

>

> CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic mail message and any electronic files attached to
it may be confidential information, and may also be the subject of legal professional privilege and/or public interest
immunity. If you are not the intended recipient you are required to delete it. Any use, disclosure or copying of this
message and any attachments is unauthorized. If you have received this electronic message in error, please inform the

sender or contact town@yorkmaine.org<mailto:town@yorkmaine.org>. This footnote also confirms that this email

message has been checked for the presence of computer viruses.
>
>




AGENDA ITEM NUMBER:

REQUEST FOR ACTION BY BOARD OF SELECTMEN

Date Submitted: May 9, 2013 Type of Action:
Date Action Requested: May 20, 2013 [ ] Procedural [X] FormalBAction
Regular X =~ Work Session ___ [] Other:

Subject: Special Permit for Catering Privileges Off Premises — Foster’s Clam Bake; June 1, 2013

TO: BOARD OF SELECTMEN

FROM: Melissa M. Avery

RECOMMENDATION: Approve the Special Permit for Catering Privileges Off Premises for
Foster’s Clam Bake

PROPOSED MOTION: Imove to approve the Special Permit for Catering Privileges Off
Premises for Foster’s Clam Bake at View Point Hotel, on June 1, 2013 from 2:30PM — 9:30PM.

Discussion:

FISCAL IMPACT:

DEPARTMENT LINE ITEM ACCOUNT: |

BALANCE IN LINE ITEM IF APPROVED:

Prepared By: é\xj\i)@/{}%!{ A g\/}%ghf /] Li%_\ Reviewed By: ¢




STATE OF MAINE

MA' N E D E PT O F Liquor Licensing & Inspection Division
P U B LIC s A FETY 164 State House Station

Augusta ME 04333-0164
Tel: (207) 624-7220 Fax: (207) 287-3424

APPLICATION FOR SPECIAL PERMIT FOR CATERING PRIVILEGES
OFF PREMISES $10.00 (per day)
Check Payable: Treasurer State of Maine

License No.: 0 q 2l Name of Licensee: 3; 1‘& ﬁ:@’?gf %mjf Clombale.
| Mailing Address: PD (‘))j’){ *48(5’

Town/ City: N K mm State: & Zip Code: D34

Telephone: 203~ 303~ 3055 Fax: 207-3&3-2213

Titié and Purpose of Event: s\i\ﬁ&d&xm

Location of Event: \View P@if\’%q Auted

Physical Address: Nuiob\e L:\\Cilf‘{? R
Town/City: Nex State: ~E Zip Code: U390

U Indoor Event g\Outside Event (IF OUTSIDE AREA, DIAGRAM MUST BE INCLUDED)

Describe specific indoor and/or outdoor area to be licensed:

Date of Event: o g { § 2013 Time — From: 23& To: _G30
Number of Persons Attending: \C@

Name of Sponsor: __ C\ishine. Prlerce

Address: 4344?‘“ Avznnda do (o Qe(\e{/ Town/City: ‘ﬁgmg culq

State: Zip Code: _ 9359 Telephone Number: 781 026, B3
MM@@%L 5(lo]3
glgnature of Licensee or*"Co orate Officer Date
Miche e Riazi o

Print Name of Licensee of Corporate Officer

FOR USE ONLY BY DEPT. OF PUBLIC SAFETY — LIQUOR LICENSING

RESTRICTIONS:
[ 1APPROVED — PERMIT # DATED:
[ 1NOT APPROVED ISSUED BY:

OffPremCater /2003



This Off Premise Catering Permit is not assignable and is valid for use only by the Licensee
named heron for the date, time, and location indicated heron. This permit is issued subject to the
Laws, Rules and Regulations of the Division and is issued subject to the penalties as provided for

in Title 28A, Chapter 33.

NOTE: TO MUNICIPAL OFFICERS & COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
This application must be approved by the Municipal Officers of the municipality in
which the function is to be held or, if held in an unincorporated place, by the
County Commissioner. Title 28A, Section 1076, Subsection 7D grant authority for
this approval without public notice.

Dated at: i , Maine ss
On: City/Town (County)

‘ Datc
The undersigned being: O Municipal Offices 00 County Commissioners of the
0 City O Town [ Plantation 0O Unincorporated Place  of: ' \ » Maine

72 Hours in Advance of Saul Event or Gathering
REQUESTED

OffPremCater /2003






AGENDA ITEM NUMBER:

REQUEST FOR ACTION BY BOARD OF SELECTMEN

Date Submitted: May 9, 2013 Type of Action:
Date Action Requested: May 20, 2013 [ ] Procedural Formal Action
Regular X  Work Session [] Other:

Subject: Special Permit for Catering Privileges Off Premises — Foster’s Clam Bake; June 8, 2013

TO: BOARD OF SELECTMEN

FROM: Melissa M. Avery

RECOMMENDATION: Approve the Special Permit for Catering Privileges Off Premises for
Foster’s Clam Bake

PROPOSED MOTION: Imove to approve the Special Permit for Catering Privileges Off
Premises for Foster’s Clam Bake at View Point Hotel, on June 8, 2013 from 2:30PM — 8:00PM.

Discussion:

FISCAL IMPACT:

DEPARTMENT LINE ITEM ACCOUNT:

BALANCE IN LINE ITEM IF APPROVED:

Prepared By: Lfﬁi? ﬁ,{ ML ?{\A PRK{},/LD{ Reviewed By:




STATE OF MAINE

MAI N E D E PT O F Liguor Licensing & Inspection Division
P U B LI C S A F ETY 164 State House Station

Augusta ME 04333-0164
Tel: (207) 624-7220  Fax: (207) 287-3424

APPLICATION FOR SPECIAL PERMIT FOR CATERING PRIVILEGES
OFF PREMISES $10.00 (per day)
Check Payable: Treasurer State of Maine

License No.: 42l Name of Licensee: ?)\\\ f(ﬁfﬁ’@’ o) \70\55!\@3%% C}Ctm%i)&m
, Mailing Address: PD B 480

Town/ City: Yok Vs ihol  State: YAE Zip Code: O3\

Telephone: 20T B3~ B9 Fax: _ 203-33- 22i3

Tit&e and Purpose of Event: Wedd ing

Location of Event: _ \/ LEUD Lot fx“([j;%)i,(

Physical Address: Nubble e nt Road

Town/City: Mok > State: e Zip Code: ©3909

0 Indoor Event ?\ Outside Event (IF OUTSIDE AREA, DIAGRAM MUST BE INCLUDED)

Describe specific indoor and/or outdoor area to be licensed:

Date of Event: UI?S ] o) Time — From: 2 3© To: & Pm
Number of Persons Attending: 125
Name of Sponsor: A\Y\SD(\ Dubre ~ Ben  Rocd
Address: 22 Aeoch SE Vo 3 Town/City: W&W&lﬁ%ﬁﬁ@
State: [ Zip Code: OV FozZ Telephone Number: __ (00% 306 G414
MLtlie00. D9 o 5 |ie]13
Sié’k/lature of Licensee or Coriae\%a/te Officer " Date
Michele Rsgie

Print Name of Licensee or Corporate Officer

FOR USE ONLY BY DEPT. OF PUBLIC SAFETY — LIQUOR LICENSING

RESTRICTIONS:
[ 1APPROVED - PERMIT # DATED:
[ ]NOT APPROVED ISSUED BY:

OffPremCater /2003



This Off Premise Catering Permit is not assignable and is valid for use only by the Licensee
named heron for the date, time, and location indicated heron. This permit is issued subject to the
Laws, Rules and Regulations of the Division and is issued subject to the penalties as provided for

in Title 28A, Chapter 33.

NOTE: TO MUNICIPAL OFFICERS & COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
This application must be approved by the Municipal Officers of the municipality in
which the function is to be held or, if held in an unincorporated place, by the
County Commissioner. Title 28A, Section 1076, Subsection 7D grant authority for
this approval without public notice.

Dated at: ' , Maine ss
City/Town (County)
On:
‘ Date
The undersigned being: 0 Municipal Offices 00 County Commissioners of the

O City [ Town {J Plantation 0 Unincorporated Place of ’ » Maine

Haebycerﬁfythatwehavegivmpublicnoﬁcemthisappﬁcaimmdhe!dmnc' hearing theveon as required
SecﬁmﬁBTﬂeZ&A,h&aineRevﬁedWmdhabyappmvesaidappﬁmﬁm - ® »

Signature Print

72 Hours in Advance of. Sazd Event or Gathering
REQUESTED

OffPremCater /2003
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