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MINUTES 

GILFORD PLANNING BOARD 

MONDAY 

MAY 15, 2017 

CONFERENCE ROOM A 

7:00 P.M. 

 

The Gilford Planning Board met in regular session on Monday, May 15, 2017, at 7:00 p.m. in 

Conference Room A of the Gilford Town Hall. 

 

Chair Wayne Hall led the Pledge of Allegiance, welcomed everyone, and introduced Board 

members and staff. 

 

Planning Board Members in attendance were Chair Wayne Hall; Vice Chair Carolyn Scattergood; 

Secretary Richard Vaillancourt; Selectmen’s Representative Richard Grenier; Regular Members 

Richard Egan, William Johnson, and Jack Landow; and Alternate Members Isaac Howe and Emily 

Drake. 

 

Also present was John Ayer, Director of Planning and Land Use, and Sandra Hart, Technical 

Assistant.  W. Hall read the rules of procedure and asked J. Ayer to introduce the first item. 

 

1. PUBLIC HEARINGS 

 
1.1 LESLIE R. AND LINDA A. SCHUSTER – Applicants are proposing to create a fenced outside patio 

dining area where alcohol could be served and music played including live music, create an outdoor 

cooking and barbeque area, create a new entrance to the fitness center and expand the enclosure for 

this entrance, expand a utility shed, and host outdoor events on the site that is located at 580 Cherry 

Valley Road on Tax Map & Lot #253-016.000 in the Resort Commercial (RC) Zone.  Amended 

Site Plan Review.  Application #2017000122. 

 

J. Ayer said this application was complete and could be accepted.  Motion made by R. 

Vaillancourt, seconded by C. Scattergood, to accept the application as complete.  Motion carried. 

 

Presentation 

Leslie R. & Linda A. Schuster, owners of the Gunstock Inn, were present.  L.R. Schuster brought 

in an old photograph showing an outside patio at the Gunstock Inn and said they would like to do a 

similar thing, but in a different area.  He said that everything is going well except for the 

restaurant.  When they purchased the Inn, he explained that the back of the restaurant was facing 

the front of the property along the road which they have now cleaned up as much as they can.  

They are trying to have a cleaner appearance and make the restaurant more visible.  He said that 

they had a visit from the Liquor Commission which was pleased with what it saw. 

 

L.R. Schuster said they hope to use the patio area for Inn guests in the morning.  In the evening, 

when the restaurant opens for guests and the public, they would close the gate because they will be 

serving alcohol.  He said they changed the entrance for the fitness center in 2014 and need to add 

that change to the amended site plan.  He said they would like to have modest, live music outside.  

He said they’ve always had background music playing and currently have a piano player.  They 

don’t want loud music because they sell sleep and don’t want to disturb their own guests. 
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L.R. Schuster said that they have a fire pit, which was reviewed by the Deputy Fire Chief.  They 

would also like to have things like a corn hole game.  He explained that behind the kitchen they 

would like to add a roaster and maybe have lobster/clam bakes and pig roasts.  The state food 

inspector has been there and said that everything sounds good, but to call them once everything is 

ready.  He said the patio was originally set up as a takeout window with seating, but it wasn’t on 

the site plan or anywhere that he could find.  In addition to the front patio area, L. R. Schuster said 

they also would like to expand a bulkhead access to the fitness center so it is easier for them to get 

in and out of the pool area with salt and to move bulky things in and out. 

 

L. R. Schuster said they would also like to add a truck box storage container.  He circulated a plan 

showing where this would go.  L.R. Schuster also said that at the Site Study meeting the Deputy 

Fire Chief said he would like to see bollards in the parking areas in front of the patio.  L.R. 

Schuster said he would like to improve the managers quarters.  He said the driveway there has 

been closed and gated per the Planning Board years ago and he isn’t sure why.  He said that they 

could use it as a bridal suite or for housing workers or something like that.  He would like to move 

the driveway over so the house is more accessible from the Inn, but he said that he hasn’t spoken 

to DOT about it yet.  He brought a plan showing the new driveway which he handed out to Board 

members.  He explained that the driveway would go from the existing Inn parking area up  to the 

manager’s house.  

 

J. Ayer said that the previous owner had proposed changing that from a single family home to a 

unit of the Inn.  As a single family home, having a driveway backing into Cherry Valley Road was 

the owner’s issue.  As a unit in the Inn, however, the Planning Board saw that as inviting the 

public into a potentially dangerous situation and to eliminate that danger required that the 

driveway not be used and to have it gated so the public is not backing up into the road.  

 

C. Scattergood asked L.R. Schuster to explain the building layout which he did.  C. Scattergood 

also said that there are two letters from abutters and one specifically states that they want their 

letter read into the record.  R. Grenier asked if those could be added during the public input. 

 

J. Ayer said that the lot coverage information would need to be corrected to reflect the new zoning 

of the property, and also the zone boundary line should be shown on the site plan.  He said the 

bollards mentioned by L.R. Schuster earlier should be shown on the plan.  He said the storage 

container mentioned earlier would have to be moved so it is out of the 50 foot buffer.  He asked 

L.R. Schuster to explain about not having any more customers after creating the outside seating 

area and L.R. Schuster said the customers would either eat indoors or outdoors but he didn’t expect 

to attract more guests to the restaurant with the patio area.  J. Ayer said it would be helpful next 

time for the Schusters to have the surveyor prepare a close up view of the building and the 

immediate vicinity rather than include the entire site because the details are hard to read and the 

small scale. 

 

L.R. Schuster said that they have moved the fitness center entrance down to the other side which 

eliminated all of that traffic from the front of the Inn, so there’s more parking out front.  

 

W. Johnson asked about the possible condition that does not allow dancing.  L.R. Schuster said 

that they have a dance floor inside and there wouldn’t be any dancing outside.  J. Ayer explained 

that he copied the conditions from an approval granted to China Bistro so the Board could have a 

reference of what was done in the past for a similar use. 
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W. Hall asked the size of the storage unit.  L.R. Schuster said that the unit is 10 feet by 20 feet and 

if approved he will need to submit a drawing with the building permit application.  L.R. Schuster 

said that they have existing lighting around the patio which he reviewed for everyone. 

 

C. Scattergood said that it is difficult to see what is being added to the site and she would like to go 

out and take a look at the property.  She said the applicant is talking about having outside 

entertainment and we’ve had a number of issues in the past with that use and it would be helpful to 

go there and see everything.  She said he has also added uses and changes from the original 

application and it would be good for the Board to see it. 

 

L.R. Schuster went over the site for everyone.  C. Scattergood was wondering about the tent that 

he discussed and the location for that.  L.R. Schuster said that they have never had an outside 

function and that they’ve had the property for over 3 years and at this point they are tying to get 

the outside patio open to get more business in for the restaurant. 

 

J. Landow asked if there was power to the outside areas.  L.R. Schuster said there is.  L.R. 

Schuster said that he would presume that the wedding party would hire someone that would figure 

those things out like a tent.  He just wanted to make sure it was all on the plan, because from what 

he’s heard, if it’s not on a site plan then it doesn’t happen. 

 

R. Grenier said that it is zoned RC and he doesn’t have any problem with the structures, but his 

biggest concern is the music and making sure it is not too loud. 

 

R. Egan asked about the storage unit and L.R. Schuster explained that they would like to have 

lawn mowers and equipment like that in there.  J. Ayer said that as far as the setback it’s fine, but it 

is within the 50 foot buffer.  Anything that was existing within that buffer is grandfathered, but 

anything new would have to meet that requirement.  He said there is a provision that allows the 

Planning Board to waive up 20 feet of the buffer but it is up to the Board to make that decision. 

 

I. Howe asked if there is a gate to the patio area.  L.R. Schuster said that there is one gate for 

access which he explained.  I Howe asked if they would have someone out there to supervise the 

outdoor area.  L.R. Schuster said there would be, that the Liquor Commission will require someone 

to be out there like a server.  I. Howe asked about the current hours.  L.R. Schuster said that 

currently hours are 4-9 weekdays, 12-11 weekends, 12-9 on Sundays.  He said they don’t want to 

be noisy for their guests and he can live with a 10 p.m. restriction. 

 

Public Input 

W. Hall asked if there were any members of the public who wished to speak.   

 

C. Scattergood asked that the two letters be read into the record. J. Ayer read the letter from 

Darlene & Steve Bruen, owners of 47 White Birch Drive, who said that if the Board is to approve 

outside activities that the hours of operation be limited so Monday through Thursday outside 

entertainment and alcohol service be stopped at 9 p.m., and Friday through Sunday outside 

entertainment and alcohol service be stopped at 10 p.m.  R. Grenier read the letter from John & 

Sharon Canto, owners of 16 White Birch Lane, who said their main concerns are noise pollution 

and with “a major logging clearing operation going on” at this location, the noise buffer is reduced.  

They said they would be agreeable to a 10 p.m. cessation of noise.  L.R. Schuster said he has no 

problem with the concerns with noise. 
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J. Ayer said that there is a required 50 foot buffer around the property where trees should not be 

cut.  L.R. Schuster said that they filled out a tree cutting permit and there are no green zones or 

green space areas on the lot.  I. Howe asked about the trees.  L.R. Schuster said that it is not clear 

cutting, just trying to improve the view and doing selective cutting. 

 

With no further public input, W. Hall closed the public hearing.   

 

W. Hall said that there are two Board members who have suggested a site visit.  He said if the 

Board wants to make a motion at this time to do so. 

 

Motion 

Motion made by C. Scattergood, seconded by R. Vaillancourt, to table the application until a site 

review is done at the property. 

 

L.R. Schuster asked if they could get a partial approval, because he really wants to get the patio 

opened.  

 

R. Grenier said that he has no problem with the work being proposed and doesn’t see a need for a 

site visit.  W. Johnson asked C. Scattergood if the things she would like to see had anything to do 

with the patio.  C. Scattergood said that she is concerned about the property in general and the new 

driveway, the cutting of trees, the box storage truck and the location of the tent.  W. Hall asked J. 

Ayer if a split approval could be done.  J. Ayer said it may be possible.  

 

C. Scattergood said that the time constraint is not a Board problem and the Board is making a 

partial decision and she would say that the time constraint is not an excuse. 

 

R. Egan said that the application is for an outside patio and said the applicant tonight brought 

along the request to add to a driveway and the storage unit.  What if the Board just addressed the 

original application for the outside patio – would that do it.  He said the outside utility shed doesn’t 

have anything to do with an outside wedding or the buffer, etc. 

 

I. Howe said that the Board has a situation that could impose on neighbors.  Should citizens have 

to bare the burden of that.  W. Johnson said that the Board can really only vote on what was 

presented with the application. 

 

W. Hall said that the Board needs to vote on the motion for a site walk first, so he called for a vote 

on the motion to table the matter to June 5, 2017 and to schedule a site walk.  Motion failed with 

C. Scattergood and R. Vaillancourt in favor and the rest opposed. 

 

C. Scattergood said that she has never seen an application in which the Board picks parts that it 

likes and dislikes and she said she’s been on this board for a long time. 

 

J. Ayer said that the Board should probably just approve the items that were listed with the original 

application as the other items came in late. 

 

W. Johnson asked about the speakers.  L.R. Schuster said that they have small speakers but he 

hasn’t installed any speakers yet because he hasn’t been able to get a straight answer about being 

able to have outside entertainment.  W. Johnson recommended that the speakers be pointed 

inwards towards the inn. 
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W. Hall asked if there was a new motion someone wanted to make. 

 

Motion 

Motion made by R. Grenier, seconded by W. Johnson, to approve the application subject to the 

following conditions: 

a. Music performed outdoors by a live band or by a DJ shall not be played later than 10:00 

p.m. on any night. 

b. Soft, prerecorded background music may also be played outdoors when a live band or DJ 

is not performing. 

c. No music of any kind shall be played outdoors later than 10:00 p.m. 

d. No extra lighting related to the outdoor entertainment, including but not limited to 

flashing or strobe lights, shall be permitted outdoors. 

e. Applicants shall obtain any other federal, state, or local approvals that may be required. 

 

Discussion on the motion.  Motion was amended to add the following conditions: 

f. To correct the note regarding lot coverage on the site plan. 

g. Show the zone boundary line on the plan. 

h. Bollards shall be added in front of the parking spaces at the patio area as recommended 

by the Fire Department.   

 

C. Scattergood said that she was not comfortable approving this without going to see the property.  

R. Vaillancourt said that he can agree with the motion based on the original application that was 

submitted, but not on the additional requests. 

 

Motion carried with C. Scattergood opposing.  

 

W. Hall asked J. Ayer to introduce the next application. 

 
1.2 ELIZABETH OSWALD – Applicant proposes to open a restaurant/café with seating for up to 

approximately fifty (50) patrons plus a supervised indoor children’s play area on property located in 

Units 201 and 202 at 401 Gilford Avenue on Tax Map & Lot #210-014.201 and #210-014.202 in 

the Professional Commercial (PC) Zone and the Aquifer Protection District.  Amended Site Plan 

Review.  Application #2017000123. 

 

J. Ayer said this application was complete and could be accepted.  Motion made by R. Egan, 

seconded by R. Vaillancourt, to accept the application as complete.  Motion carried. 

 

Presentation 

Elizabeth Oswald, applicant, was present to discuss her application.  She said that she is looking to 

lease two units for a “play café”.  The kids can go into a supervised play section, and the parents 

can enjoy some food or a coffee.  She said that some days they will have story time and similar 

activities to keep the children entertained.  She explained that this would not be a day care because 

parents are required to stay – they cannot drop off their children.  E. Oswald said the building is in 

the PC zone.  She said this will be a “restaurant, public assembly” which is permitted in the zone. 

 

J. Ayer said he reviewed the parking closely and it appears that they meet the requirements of the 

zoning ordinance. 

 

E.  Oswald said that it is not a commercial kitchen.  She will have soups in crock pots, light 

sandwiches and baked goods coming from the outside.  She said there is a child care facility next 
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door and the parents could come in and get a coffee before they drop off the kids or when they 

pick up the kids.  E. Oswald said she hasn’t done a full floor plan because she hasn’t leased the 

space yet and she will need to have that for the approval from the state as well.  E. Oswald said 

that the business has been registered with the state.  

 

W. Hall asked if everything was going to be inside the building.  Yes, replied E. Oswald. 

 

J. Ayer said E. Oswald will need to do an as-built floor plan once it is all laid out.  He said the site 

plan should also be updated showing the revised parking.  J. Ayer said E. Oswald said she will not 

allow adults into the restaurant without children and he asked how she would do that and 

expressed concern with the legality of it.  L. Oswald explained how it will be monitored. 

 

J. Landow asked what assurance do you have that a parent wouldn’t leave a child.  E. Oswald said 

that she would be on site. 

 

I. Howe asked about the regular business hours and when the “other events” E. Oswald referred to 

would be held.  E. Oswald said that she was thinking of having events on Friday night or Saturday, 

and doing such things as birthday parties and painting nights. 

 

R. Vaillancourt asked how many employees she would have.  E. Oswald said that she would start 

off with 3-5 employees.  

 

W. Johnson asked if her business is affiliated with the day care.  E. Oswald said, no, that she 

doesn’t even know the owner. 

 

C. Scattergood asked how many kids and parents could be there.  E. Oswald said that she would 

need to have the Fire Department out there so she can get a better idea, but she’s hoping about 7 or 

so to start with.  She said that they will charge a fee of $8 to $10 depending on the day and activity 

and that a sibling would have a discount.  Also they will have waivers that the parents will need to 

sign.  E. Oswald said that they would have cameras in play rooms and the monitors will be located 

where the parents would be seated, so they can see the kids at all times.    

 

C. Scattergood asked about food and the facility would be regulated by the state.  E. Oswald said 

she would be regulated by the state and be required to have a two bay sink and certain other typical 

requirements. 

 

J. Ayer asked about how she would monitor dropping off children and picking up children.  E. 

Oswald explained that she would use software with bracelets, membership, and registrations.  

 

Public Input 

Adrianna of Gilford and she has a child and she’s had an idea about doing this as well and thinks 

that it’s great that someone is bringing it forward and is excited to have a new place to bring her 

child. 

 

Kate Osgood stated that she would like to escape with her daughter away from her farm and she is 

excited about having this place to go to and looks forward to it. 

 

Two letters of support were also submitted for the record. 

 

W. Hall closed the public hearing on this item. 
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Motion 

Motion made by C. Scattergood, seconded by R. Vaillancourt, to approve the application subject to 

the following conditions: 

a. An as-built floor plan shall be recorded prior to issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy to 

reflect changes made to Units 201 and 202. 

b. The site plan shall be amended to show the current parking required and provided for the 

uses on the property. 

c. The applicant shall obtain any other federal, state, or local approvals that may be required. 

 

Motion carried with all in favor. 

 

W. Hall asked J. Ayer to introduce the next application. 

 
1.3 DOUGLAS BEANE/TOY BOX MARINE & STORAGE FACILITY, LLC – Applicant proposes to 

expand parking to include a driveway aisle to be shared with adjacent parcel, pave existing gravel 

parking area, widen the existing site access and make other related site improvements at 41 

Glendale Place on Tax Map & Lot #242-136.200 in the Resort Commercial (RC) Zone and Aquifer 

Protection District.  Amended Site Plan Review.  Application #2017000124. 

 

J. Ayer said this application was complete and could be accepted.  Motion made by C. 

Scattergood, seconded by R. Vaillancourt, to accept the application as complete.  Motion carried. 

 

Presentation 

Nick Sceggell of Dubois and King, Inc. and applicant Douglas Beane were present to discuss this 

application.  N. Sceggell explained that this application is to pave a new driveway area.  He 

explained that the site entry driveway will also be widened which will improve safety and sight 

distance, mobility and maneuverability.  He said the shared driveway was approved by the Board 

of Selectmen. 

 

N. Sceggell said that there were a couple of changes with the way drainage will work with the two 

sites.  He said they can provide the treatment for any run off.  He said they are using a rain garden.  

He explained what it is and how it works. 

 

J. Ayer said that the parking table should be revised since it shows that there is not adequate 

parking provided on site.  He also asked that they provide the square footage of the new paved 

area.  He also said because it is now going to be paved it should be striped.  N. Sceggell said that 

the parking for the use is excessive for the demand.  He said they would prefer not to stripe those 

spaces. 

 

C. Scattergood asked if there was a gate and if anyone using the Town docks has ever tried to use 

their parking lot.  D. Beane said that it is not a rental facility it is a condo and people own these 

units and they are very protective of the parking.  He said they haven’t seen any issue with that.  

 

Public Input 

W. Hall asked if there were any members of the public who wished to speak.  Hearing none he 

closed the public hearing on this item.  

 

W. Hall asked J. Ayer to introduce the next item. 
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1.4 DOUGLAS J. BEANE/TOY BOX MARINE & STORAGE LLC 2 – Applicant proposes a mixed use 

commercial storage, boat storage, and office/sales facility in two (2) buildings with Building #1 

being 5,040 square feet and Building #2 being 7,000 square feet, together with related site 

improvements including site drainage, landscaping, and parking, on property located at 49 Glendale 

Place on Tax Map & Lot #242-135.000 in the Resort Commercial (RC) Zone and Aquifer Protection 

District.  Site Plan Review.  Application #2017000125. 

 

J. Ayer said this application was complete and could be accepted.  Motion made by C. 

Scattergood, seconded by R. Vaillancourt, to accept the application as complete.  Motion carried. 

 

Presentation 

Nick Sceggell of Dubois & King, Inc. said this is a proposal for two buildings with commercial 

storage and office space.  It is a phase II of Toy Box I with mixed use proposed.  The units will 

have commercial storage and two units will be for business/office use. The parking required is 8 

spaces and the parking provided is 8 spaces on the plan.  N. Sceggell said that at the Site Study 

meeting they were asked about snow storage which is now shown on the site plan as a cross hatch. 

 

N. Sceggell explained the drainage system which includes a retention area, swale, stone spillway, 

oversized culvert, roof drainage and a rain garden.  He explained access to the units, and added 

that culinary water is provided through a well and that the sewer is existing and will be tied into.  

N. Sceggell said that this was once a hotel which was torn down and this will be a redevelopment 

of the site for the proposed uses.  He said they will put in a row of arborvitae which will provide 

screening from the roadway. 

 

W. Hall asked what type of office space will be on the site.  N. Sceggell said they were thinking of 

a realty office or similar tenant.  N. Sceggell reviewed the parking requirements.  D. Beane said 

that people don’t come and go much with this type of use, and as owners of the units they are very 

protective of them and they care about them unlike rental unit owners. 

 

J. Ayer said that the numbers were off as to the square feet of storage.  Discussion ensued.  N. 

Sceggell said it is likely just a matter of the difference of the square footage of the floor plan 

versus the less precise square footage from the site plan.  He said he would review it and try to 

ensure the numbers correlate. 

 

R. Grenier said that he is concerned about light pollution.  D. Beane said that they have downcast 

LED lights on Toy Box I which light just the parking area and they will use the same kind of lights 

on this project.  R. Grenier expressed appreciation for this. 

 

J. Ayer said that Unit 12 wasn’t labeled as Unit 12 on the plan and that should be added.  He also 

asked if there will be a propane tank, signs or a dumpster.  He said these were not shown on the 

plan either and should be if they are going to have them.  D. Beane said that there will be a 1,000 

gallon LP tank.  He said they will have Energy North advise them of the best place it should go.   

They have a dumpster at Toy Box 1 and they have found that unauthorized use of the dumpster is 

the biggest problem they have.  J. Ayer said that those things will need to be shown on the site plan 

and a note should be added for the Special Exception received for indoor boat storage. 

 

Public Input 

W. Hall asked if there were any members of the public who wished to speak.  Hearing none he 

closed the public hearing on this item. 

 



Approved at the June 5, 2017 meeting. 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

h:\website\planning board\2017\approved pb minutes 5-15-17 jba.doc   PAGE 9 OF 10 
 

 

2. ACTION ON ABOVE 
 

1.3 DOUGLAS BEANE/TOY BOX MARINE & STORAGE FACILITY, LLC 
 

Motion 

Motion by C. Scattergood, seconded by R. Vaillancourt, to approve the application subject to the 

following conditions: 

a. The plan shall be revised to show parking with a minimum setback of 15 feet and with 

minimum dimensions of 10 feet by 20 feet. 

b. The parking table shall be revised to show the correct number of parking spaces provided. 

c. The plan shall be revised to show the area in square feet of the “proposed paved parking” 

area. 

d. The applicant shall obtain any other federal, state, or local approvals that may be required. 

 

Motion carried with all in favor. 

 
1.4 DOUGLAS J. BEANE/TOY BOX MARINE & STORAGE LLC 2 
 

Motion 

Motion made by C. Scattergood, seconded by R. Vaillancourt, to approve the application subject to 

the following conditions: 

a. The site plan shall be revised to label Unit 12. 

b. The site plan shall be revised to show the location of a propane tank, site lighting on the 

buildings, a dumpster, and a reference to the boat storage special exception approved by 

the Board of Adjustment. 

c. The applicant shall obtain any other federal, state, or local approvals that may be required. 

 

Motion carried with all in favor. 

 

3. OTHER BUSINESS 

Ethan Wood of Patrick Wood Law was present representing Andrew and Martina Howe, and 

Andrew Howe was also present.  E. Wood explained that they were at the meeting to get an 

interpretation of a zoning amendment that was passed in 2016 regarding agritourism, specifically 

the definition of Agritourism.  I. Howe pointed out that E. Wood is also his attorney. 

 

C. Scattergood asked if that is about the “third party”.  E. Wood said it is and explained what he 

thought the third party was to everyone, but said he is trying to clarify the Board’s intent regarding 

third party.  

 

A. Howe said that an outfit like Weddings R Us that wants to rent the farm for a wedding for Sally 

and Bob and the contract is between the couple and the Weddings R Us, would the farm be the 

third party.   

 

C. Scattergood said say for instance anyone that comes along to have a pig race and they had it at 

the farm, that would be a third party.  J. Landow said a pig race would not be a prohibited activity.  

Discussion ensued. 

 

J. Ayer read the minutes from the 2016 meeting where third party was discussed (page 3 of the 

January 7, 2016 minutes). 
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E. Wood said that they would like a clarification about alcohol and music. 

 

I. Howe discussed the farms and how different they are regulated. 

 

J. Ayer read from page 4 of the minutes as well.  W. Hall said that he would need to review the 

minutes in some detail.   

 

C. Scattergood said her thought was that having music and alcohol at the party that is being 

organized by the owner and the farm is okay, but once it is rented out then those things aren’t 

allowed because it is not farming anymore.  She said the minute you let someone else have 

whatever on the property to use the farm field, that is not agriculture.  As long as it’s the farmer 

putting on the event, it’s still agriculture. 

 

J. Landow said if the owner is holding a wedding and the farmer hires a DJ and a bar tender, but he 

contracts those out instead, then that is a third party. 

 

E. Wood said that the way this is written, it must be applied in a certain way.  Further discussion 

ensued regarding commercial uses, agritourism, agriculture and farming.  E. Wood said so if 

everything is run through the farmer, if the farmer is in control, then it is permitted (alcohol 

service, music, etc. in a residential zone).  The Board agreed 

 

J. Landow said the Board is splitting hairs.  E. Wood said so if everything runs through the farmer 

there is no issue. C. Scattergood said that there are many things that are still not permitted.  R. 

Egan said the intention is that items provided are from the site/farm itself. 

 

J. Ayer confirmed the Board’s position is that if the farmer is in control of these things then they 

are permitted.  C. Scattergood said that it would still have to relate to agritourism. 

 

E. Wood asked if the Board would take a vote on the interpretation.  R. Vaillancourt said no and J. 

Ayer agreed saying it would not be a good idea to give a formal interpretation to this informal 

inquiry. 

 

4. MINUTES  

Motion made by C. Scattergood, seconded by R. Grenier, to approve the minutes of May 1,  

2017, as amended.  Motion carried with R. Vaillancourt and I. Howe abstaining. 

 

5. ADJOURNMENT 

Motion made by C. Scattergood, seconded by R. Grenier, to adjourn the meeting at 9:55 p.m.  

Motion carried. 

 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

 

Sandra Hart, Technical Assistant 


