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Application"#2006-11-06 submitted by James' R. Jones and John F. Jbnes requests to subdivide 
2.0 acres with an existing dwelling and accessory structures into two one acre lots. The parcel, 
ID # 004001-300 is located at 183 Main Street in the Warren Village Historic Residential District. 
This project requires Review under Article 6, Subdivision Review, Article 7, Subdivision ' 
Standard.~ and. Article 2, Table 2.2, Rural Residential Districts, of the Warren Land Us~ and 
Development Regulations. .'. .. . 

i;.cfl!ly wa.rned hearing was heard on September 20, 2006. DRB members in attendance were: 
Pef~r Mdnte, Lenord Robinson, Virginia Roth, Bob Kaufmann and Oavid Markolf. Others in 
attendance were: Sue Carter, Cherie Sherman, Margo Wade, Cindi Jones, JOhn F. Jones, James 
R. Jones, Jennifer Grace, Robert Riversong, Kirsten Reilly, Mark Bannon, Miron Malboeuf and 
Ruth Robbins. A site visit was also held on September 20, 2006 and attended by Mr. Markolf, 
Mrs. Roth, Mr. Malboeuf and Ms. Carter. . 

A second hearing was held on November 15, 2006 and attended by the following members: Peter 
Monte, Lenord Robinson, Bob Kaufmann and Virginia Roth. Others at this hearing were: Sue 
Carter, CindiJones, Jim Jones, Terry Reilly, Tom McHugh, Cindy Carr, Don Swain, Margo Wade, 
BOt) Atkland, Michael Mayo~ June Satdi, Miron Malboeuf and RiJth Robbins.' . 

Findings of Fact & Conclusio'ns of Law: 

1- The following documents Were submitted by the applicant: 
• Completed application, subdivision worksheet, certificate of mailing and copy of 

abutterletter . 
• . Site plsn by McCain Consulting dated 9114/06 andrevised 11114/06, 11115/06. 
• Letter from Attorney Shelia K. Getzinger outlining the chain of title dated July 31, 

2006. 
• . Letter to the DRB from neighbor Cher'ri ShellTlan dated 11/10/06. . 
• . Letter from Kathleen'M. Peyerl, Assistant Regional Engineer, Vermont' 

Environmental Conservation Dept. dated 11114/06. 
.... Copy «;>f Road Access Approval permjt issued by the Warren Select Board 

10110/06. 
, . . ...... . 

2- The applicants intend to create two lots, the bottom one including the existing house and 
two. garages. on one acre which they intend to sell,a~o then' the upper Clcre which will 

" either be retained by the family or at some point offered up for sal.e ass buiiding I.ot 
3- . The front lot (also referred to as the "bottom" lot and onttie site plan as Lot # 1)with the 

house on it is currently on the Town system with capacity for three bedrooms. . 
4- It was originally stated that the upper lot ("back" lot.or Lot#2 on site,plan)would not be 

. ,eligil:)le for hook up to the Town system \,lntil2008. That has sinc.el>een shOVlIn to not be 
. the'ca~e CIS' per the letter fro'm Kathleen M .. Peyerl noted' above. .' . 

5- . . Mernbers at the site visit noted the extreme topography in some areas and other areas of 
less .than 15%. . .' . . 

6- 'The applicant wanted it noted for the record that upon sale of the property it was their 
intention to have the deed contain protection rights for Ms. Carter's water line that 
currently has an eas.ement to run over the Jones parcel.. . 

7-.. . ... As.shown, the building~nvelope for the, proposecf lot2 appears to.be entirely comprised 
of secondary conservation ·Iand .. Those familiar with the site commented that the map 
n'lakesthe slope seem 'more significant than it isinrea"ife. . .... . '. 



TOWN OF WARREN 

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW BOARD 
000359 

F!NDINGS OF FACT & NOnCE OF DECISfQN 

#2006·11-5D JONES ' ,,"' 

8- Any requirement for laQdspaping, qr $C~~ning! is not intended to be the sole responsibility 
of just one property oWner: Any required landscaping plan could also be combined with 
the erOSion control plan. 

9~ The lay of the landiS such that a single drive to access both lots is not possible, 
, ,," , , ,'l.'- , ' , '-: " ',' 

NQtice of Dec~iO~: 

Based on tile fOrgOing Findings of Factahd Conclusions of law, appliea.tion #2PQQ",n,.sq;tt 
approved with the following conditions: ' ',' , 

1) The. proJe.ctshall bef,cpnstructed, and used only In accordance ,with ,the tenils'j' pt~(lS, 
~rocedures qnd speCificafionsstat~: ' 

• ,In theapplicati9n , !, , _ ,; ... 

• ' All exhibitS furnished by the applicant , 
• All findings of fact and conclusions stated above i'n this decision. 

The Subdivision Plat approved by the ORB. 

2) Sincetfjie Board has considered the building envelOPeS and other~nditions'of;thiS. 
subdivision request Vli'~the assumpJi9n that both lot$,will'be servedby~be TownVVl3st~ater 
System, that before deeds are recorded that would affect the subdivision of this lot, a permit 
from the Town that allows a structure on lot 2 to be hooked.up, to ,the TownWastew~~r,< ", " 
System shall be filed with the Zoning Administrator, and that before construCtion on 'the ' 
access drive to Lot 2 or any other development on lot 2 takes place, an erosion control plan 
must be submitted to and apprpv,ed by the Development Review Bgard. 

3)' Beforettie constru6tion of the access road or anYotherimproveme~(s(i,e.structure) take 
place .on lot, 2,a landscaping and screening plan must be submitt,ed t()andapproved by the 
Development Review Baard. ",'; ."',,', '" 

, ' 

4) Wrthin 15 days the appli<;:ant mustfurni!;hthe.~ar~with qonfiqnq»Qnfrorrithe engineer 
(McCain Consulting). in writing tha,t the infOrmation 6n the site plan s~()wll'!g the conservation 
areas is correct. '. . , J • ," " • • .., 

The Development Review Board finds the application to be in complii!lnce withthe standards set 
forth under Article 7 Subdivision Standards. The Board specifically findS that the 'project conforms 
to the standards of § 7.3 Protection of Primaryc$ Secondary Conservation A(t!)as, , although the 
dri\i~'faY;.~hd buildii1Q~nveI9P~fo< Lot ~~aI;Jpe#t o.n the site pf':ln .t<?fall within~cq~qaty . 
conservation arel3S, based on the site VISttlt seems to be the most !3PprOprfat~ locatlon's on the 

, prope(ty andwilhthe pending erOSion control' pl~m will not present a hazard to the conservation 
areas that were designated;,to be proteCt~d:' . ,.'.., . 

In accOr'dan~)vithSecti~n .6.5 and ~e Apt[§44~61; within18(tdaYs.6fthedateofr~~ipt of tinar 
plan approval under SectiOn 6.4(9), the appficants~afltile 3 copie~ of the finat SUbdiviSion plat, 1 
mylar copy and 2 paper copies,forrecordirig with the town in conformance with the'requirements 
Of 27 V:S.A.,Chapter 17. Approval of sLibdivision plats not flied and recorded y,tjthin;lhiS180-day' 
period shall expire. Prior to plat recording, the plat must be signed by at least two authorized " 
members of me Development REt,(lew BoatCf. ' ", ' . , 

:: "".',." ". ", 

Approval shall become, effective oriCe this decision has beep ~Ign~ by at 'Iea~tthree 
mel1,1lJen,;fjf the' W~r,ntn[)eve.lopmehtRevlew Eloardwhopalt~~lp"ted in th,efinill declsion-, 
Beglnnirigthe effectiVe datedpf tl1l$ dec,sion, there is a 3O-day period during whiQ.h 
parties may appeal the decision to the Envirorllrientai'Court~ .' , ' , 
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