Town of Searsmont
Planning Board Meeting Minutes
November 4, 2025
6:30 PM

. Call to order: The meeting of the Planning Board convened at 6:30 pm. These minutes are a
summary of the Board’s discussions. A recording of this meeting is available at the Town
office.

. Roll Call - Members Present:

Christian Halsted, Chair Others:

John Lightner, Vice Chair Patricia Chapman, PB Clerk (on Teams)
Sarah Crosby

Jack DeGraff

Evie deFrees

Jon Thurston

Jon Robbins

. Public Comments: None.

. Applications: None.

. Approval of Minutes:

a. J. DeGraff made a motion to accept the minutes from the October 7t meeting as
written, E. deFrees seconded. Motion passed 5 in favor, 2 abstentions (J. Robbins & J.
Thurston ), 0 opposed.

. Treasurer’s report: None.

. Communications:

a. CEO report: W. Wetmore is not in attendance.
b. Permit spreadsheet: W. Wetmore updated the building permit spreadsheet. There
were just a few new permits.

. Committee Reports: None.

. Old Business: None.

10.New Business: None.

a. Review of “future topics” list for projects the board wants to work on this year:

i. The first few items on the list came from the work with MCOG on LD2003.

ii. MMA sent an email recently with frequently asked questions on the three bills
that passed legislation recently about housing ordinances intended to address
holes in the LD2003 legislation. These may be something the Planning Board
wants to keep an eye on. [add to future projects list]
(https://www.memun.org/DesktopModules/Bring2mind/DMX/API/Entries/Downlo
ad?Command=Core_Download&Entryld=13217&language=en-
US&Portalld=0&Tabld=38)



https://www.memun.org/DesktopModules/Bring2mind/DMX/API/Entries/Download?Command=Core_Download&EntryId=13217&language=en-US&PortalId=0&TabId=38
https://www.memun.org/DesktopModules/Bring2mind/DMX/API/Entries/Download?Command=Core_Download&EntryId=13217&language=en-US&PortalId=0&TabId=38
https://www.memun.org/DesktopModules/Bring2mind/DMX/API/Entries/Download?Command=Core_Download&EntryId=13217&language=en-US&PortalId=0&TabId=38

Vi.

Vii.

viii.

Xi.

Xii.

1. There are some deadlines mentioned in the FAQ, mostly July 2026 and
2027.

2. There is additional information about accessory dwellings; more details
about parking. Would any of it apply to Searsmont? Some appears to be
for all towns with zoning.

3. Does MCOG have more information about these might apply to
Searsmont? C. Halsted will reach out to A. Philson.

4. One item prohibits towns from requiring planning board review of
structures with four or fewer housing units.

Short term rental questions have come up but they have not caused any
problems yet. Do we wait to deal with it when it becomes a problem or be
proactive? MCOG may also have information about this topic as well.

. One item on the future topics list is the review of items addressed in general

standards that are not in Shoreland Zone.
The board may need to go back to the minutes where some of the original
discussions happened to determine the purpose of the discussion. (e.g.,
architectural guidelines)
Item 1 b on the future topics list — (references section 607 of the LUO) can be
crossed off the Future projects list as it no longer seems relevant and it is
unclear what the intent had been at the time.
We cannot start any of the suggested comp plan related updates to the LUO
until there is an approved comp plan to work from.
It appears the item about reviewing the sign ordinance again may have already
happened. The board is comfortable with the current ordinance for now.
Section 1000 — review for typos and missing information where the board was
supposed to fill in details from the states template.

1. One example is on page 93 — section f i-iii of the LUO: “Land use density

patterns that are Village/Urban (V/U) shall apply to the Following zones: (

)”. The board has not filled in the zones

this should appy to.
2. Homework — all board members should read section 1000 and flag areas
that need attention. C. Halsted will pull the relevant state ordinances for
reference.
Item 2 e of future projects list: the board did create the new member documents
so this can be crossed off as completed. The plan is for the board to review it
regularly for updates.
The item about doing a Zoning review — table top demonstration — is another
item that would be good to do after the comp plan is ready. (Include this item
with the other one related to the comp plan review.)
Reviewing the LUO for noise ordinance details (Section 608 c). Most sections
just talk about “reasonable noise” without definitions. Yes, the board would like
to review this item. Noise discussions have come up with recent projects
including the Rage Room.
1. Clarify what exists in the LUO now regarding noise.
2. Decide if it needs to be reviewed and edited.



3. Compare to state models and standards; members can research similar
size towns or other sources and C. Halsted will ask A. Philson/MCOG for
information to discuss at a future meeting.

4. Random vs continuous or repetitive noises (dogs barking, target

shooting, machinery, etc.). The town of Union has noise ordinances

including a nuisance dog ordinance

Residential vs non-residential noise rules

What is enforceable?

Some noise issues can be resolved with a conversation.

Montville had an issue with someone wanting to open a gun range.

Setting decibels gets complicated; CEO would have to have a reliable

way to determine decibel levels and enforce the ordinance

10.The board’s conversation at this meeting is ranging from 55-70 decibels
based on a phone app

11.There is an article about the town of Lincolnville suggesting law
enforcement can use disorderly conduct statutes for noise.

xiii. Marijuana — if the town does not have an ordinance, the state rules are the
default. We don’t think Marijuana sales can just be banned. The Planning Board
can only create ordinances to control it. C. Halsted is going to talk to the
selectmen about checking with B. Kelley on any changes to state marijuana
regulations.

xiv. Item 3 b of the future projects list: did we do a joint meeting with the Planning
Board and the Selectmen? Yes. We can do it again after the comp plan is ready
if needed. We are in a different place now and the meetings may not be as
urgent at the moment. The Selectmen are the “enforcers” and may need to be
involved in some of the ordinance items being considered.

xv. No word from the state on the comp plan yet. C. Halsted will reach out to A.
Philson for an update before the next Planning Board meeting.

©ooNOO

11.Adjournment: J. DeGraff made a motion to adjourn, seconded by J. Thurston. Motion passed
by a vote of 7 in favor, 0 opposed and the meeting was adjourned at 7:59 pm.

Respectfully submitted,
Patricia Chapman, Planning Board Clerk

Motion: J. DeGraff made a motion at the January 6 meeting to accept the minutes from the
November 4" meeting with the edits suggested by email after the meeting, S. Crosby seconded
Vote: 6 in favor, 0 opposed

[Note: the December 2, 2025 meeting was cancelled due to weather.]



