
6:00p.m. Workshop 

LEWISTON CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

MARCH 4, 2014 

A. Downtown Circulation Study (30 minutes) 

B. Lewiston Lower Rail to Trail Proposal (20 minutes) 

7:00p.m. Regular Meeting 

Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag. 
Moment of Silence. 

Update from the Lewiston Youth Advisory Council 
Acceptance of minutes ofthe meeting ofFebruary 4, 2014. 

Public Comment period - Any member of the public may make comments regarding issues pe1iaining to 
Lewiston City Government (maximum time limit is 15 minutes for all comments) 

ALL ROLL CALL VOTES FOR THIS MEETING WILL BEGIN WITH THE COUNCILOR OF WARD 5. 

REGULAR BUSINESS: 

1. Public Hearing on the renewal application for a Special Amusement Permit for Live 
Entertainment for the Carlton Club, 25 Sabattus Street. 

2. Public Hearing and Final Passage regarding an amendment to the Business Licensing ordinance 
regarding garage sale permits. 

3. Public Hearing and First Passage for the conditional rezoning of the prope1iy at 1 Walnut Street 
from the Downtown Residential (DR) District to the Centreville (CV) District. 

4. Public Hearing and First Passage for an amendment to the conditional rezoning agreement for 
the property at 170 Summer Street. 

5. Public Hearing and Order regarding consolidation of citywide polling places for the June 10, 
2014, state primary and special municipal election. 

6. Amendment to the Traffic Schedule regarding a change of parking regulations for a portion of 
College Street. 

7. Amendment to the Traffic Schedule regarding a change of parking regulations for a portion of 
Middle Street. 

8. Review of proposed options for the Pettingill School Park and Residential Development 
Proposal. 

9. Resolve accepting the donation of a 2003 Ford Ambulance from United Ambulance. 

10. Order authorizing the Deputy City Administrator to execute a Fiscal Sponorship Grant 
Agreement with Tri-County Mental Health Services- Accessible Playground. 

11. Reports and Updates. 

12. Any other City Business Councilors or others may have relating to Lewiston City Government. 

The City of Lewiston is an EOE. For more information, please visit our website @ www.lewistonmaine.gov and click on the Non-Discrimination Policy. 



LEWISTON CITY COUNCIL 
WORKSHOP AGENDA 

TUESDAY, March 4, 2014 
6:00P.M. 

1. Downtown Circulation Study - 30 minutes 

A copy of the Downtown Circulation Study has been separately provided and can be found on 
line at http://www.avcog.org/DocumentCenter/View/931. The attached memo and 
recommendation summary outlines the major proposals advanced by the study and includes a 
spreadsheet that provides staff's recommendation on which proposals should be accepted. 

2. Rail to Trail Proposal - Lewiston Lower Rail Line - 20 minutes 

The Lewiston Lower line runs from Brunswick through Lisbon to Lewiston. In Lewiston, it 
passes near Exit 80 and ends near the Lincoln/Cedar Street intersection. The Town of Lisbon 
has initiated an effort to investigate the conversion of this line, which is currently unused for 
rail service, to a trail. It has been included in the Androscoggin Land Trust's Androscoggin 
River Greenway Plan, the Bike-Ped plan developed by AVCOG, and has been endorsed by the 
Lewiston-Auburn Bike Ped Committee and the City of Auburn. The Bike Ped Committee has 
requested that the City Council adopt a resolution in support of this plan. Please see the 
attached information. 
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City of Lewiston 
Executive Department 

EDWARD A. BARRETT 
City Administrator 

PHI L NADEAU 
Deputy City Administrator 

To: Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council 
Fr: Edward A. Barrett 
Su: Downtown Circulation Study 

It's Happening Here! 
L[ WI STO N • AUI U iltN 

Attached please find a copy of the Downtown Circulation Study completed this fall by Gorriii­
Palmer Consulting Engineers and funded through the Androscoggin Traffic Resource Center 
(ATRC) by a combination of state, federal, and local resources .. Please note that the attached 
copy does not include the rather voluminous appendix to the report which catalogues the actual 
data compiled during the study period. That appendix as well as the full report, can be found on 
line at http://www.avcog.org/DocumentCenter/View/931. 

This study was initiated based on concerns expressed by the prior Council that the City lacked an 
overall plan to address traffic and circulation needs in the area. The goal was to provide a series 
of recommendations that would improve vehicle, pedestrian, and bicycle traffic in the area. The 
consultant worked with an Advisory Committee composed of representatives of the City Council, 
the Police and Fire Departments, the Bike Ped Committee, and the Downtown Neighborhood 
Advisory Committee. Additional staff support was provided by ATRC, Public Works, Planning, 
and the City Administrator's Office. Several general public meetings were held to gather ideas 
and concerns from interested residents and to provide comment on the draft of the final report. 

The recommendations of the report, including cost estimates, can be found in the attached 
Lewiston Downtown Neighborhood Circulation Study- Addendum. While the actual report goes 
into greater detail, this addendum is a handy guide to the study's recommendations and 
estimated costs. 

City staff, the Bike Ped Committee, and the Downtown Neighborhood Action Committee have 
reviewed and commented on the report. An attached spreadsheet summarizes the 
recommendations, staff's position on whether the proposal should be adopted, and related 
comments. 

In general, staff is supportive of the report with several exceptions and caveats. Those are: 

• We do not recommend eliminating three traffic signals on Lisbon (at Chestnut, Pine, and 
Ash) and two on Bates (Pine and Ash). At most of these locations, there are intersection 
sight line issues. In addition, some of these signals are equipped to assist the Fire 
Department in using one of its major response routes (Ash Street) from Central Station. 
The current system is pedestrian friendly, offering good crossing locations and frequent 

Lewiston City Hall, 27 Pine Street, Lewiston, ME 04240-7242; Telephone: (207) 513-3121, Ext. 3200; 
TfY/ TDD: (207) 513-3007; Email:ebarrett@lewistonmaine.gov; Web: www.lewistonmaine.gov 
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breaks in traffic. Those breaks also assist motorists in entering and leaving parallel 
parking spaces. 

• While we support redesigning residential streets to accommodate bikes and pedestrians, 
the proposed design principals may need to be modified in certain locations, most 
notably on collector streets serving the area (Bartlett, Ash, and Pine). 

• While we again support modifying the Canal/Ash intersection, those improvements 
should be integrated into an overall plan for Canal Street given the recommendations of 
the Riverfront Island Study and what we may see from the upcoming comprehensive 
plan. 

• Whether the City should or should not maintain the current downtown one-way system 
remains an area of controversy with conflicting reports from this study, the riverfront 
island study, and potentially the upcoming comprehensive plan. The differing 
recommendations may, in part, be a result of the differing missions of these studies. The 
circulation study focused on the efficient movement of people and traffic through the 
downtown. The riverfront island study provided some alternate recommendations based 
on a concern that the current system makes it difficult for those unfamiliar with the area 
to find their way to and through the area. The City's comprehensive plan will potentially 
introduce other concerns, such as the value of two way traffic for downtown residential 
operations. This area, therefore, remains open and we suggest that no final decision be 
made at this point. 

The attachments begin with the Addendum that summarizes the report's recommendations and 
provides cost estimates. The spreadsheet summarizing staff's recommendations follows. The 
full report can be found at the end. 

Staff will be present at Tuesday's meeting to review the recommendations included in the plan 
and answer any questions the Council may have. 

Lewiston City Hall, 27 Pine Street, Lewiston, ME 04240-7242; Telephone: (207) 513-3121, Ext. 3200; 
TTY/TDD: (207) 513-3007; Email:ebarrett@lewistonmaine.gov; Web: www.lewistonmaine.gov 



Lewiston Downtown Neighborhood Circulation Study -
Addendum 

This addendum is provided as a supplement to the August 2013 Final Report of the same 
name. The purpose of this Addendum is to provide additional information to aid the City of 
Lewiston and ATRC in prioritizing the alternatives and recommendations. For the 
purposes of ease of review, we have provided the "Alternatives I Recommendations" section 
of the study (shown in italics) followed by the preliminary opinion of cost range. To provide 
a more detailed preliminary opinion of cost, significantly more detail would be required 
than was collected for this study. However, a general range of potential costs (not including 
additional right-of-way if needed) is provided to give the City and ATRC an order of 
magnitude as follows: 

~ Less than $10,000 
~ $10,000 - $50,000 
~ $50,000 - $100,000 
~ $100,000 - $250,000 
~ Greater than $250,000 

Based on ou.r own review of the collected data, field reviews, input from ATRC, Lewiston 
Staff, the Aduis01y Committee and the public, there were numerous specific and general 
locations within the study area u:here concerns were raised and alternatives or 
recommendations identified to address the concerns. Those alternatives and 
recommendations were as follows: 

>- Removal of Unwarranted Traffic Signals 
> Cedar Street 
> Bates Street - Bus Area 
> Residential Streets 
-,.. Lisbon Street at Cedar Street 
> Ash Street at Canal Street 
;, Addi.tional Stripin,g· 
> Consistency Throughout Study Area 
>- Improve Intersection Safety 
> Bicycle Lanes 
> One-way Streets 

The following is a more detailed description of the Alternatives and Recommendations. 

Removal of Unwarranted Traffic Signals 

fls identified in a previous section, there are five locations that are currently signalized that 
do not m,eet warrants for signalization. We recommend that the City pursue having these 
signals remoued. This process should be a gradual trans1:tion of first putting them on 
flashing mode and monitoring how the intersection functions. I{ they fu.nction at an 
acceptable level, they can then be removed and STOP signs erected as appropriate depending 
on the specific location as identified previously . We recom.me11d that the number of locations 



where the renwval of signals is being nndertal?.en be limited to one or two at a time and not 
all at once. 

Preliminary Opinion of Cost per intersection- Less than $10,000 

Cedar Street 

As discussed previously, reducing the existing number of lanes to something less than the 
current fonr lane configumtion in the area of the bridge to Auburn u;as something the City 
wanted to pursue to provide addi tiona! pavement width for bicyclists. We explored 
numerous options, all of which would provide additional width for bicyclists and some of 
wh1:ch appeared feasible to stay within the existing paved width. The chosen concept (Fi.gnre 
3C in Appendix A) inclnded a single tmvel lane in each direction with a combination 
111 edian and center two-way left turn lane. 

Preliminary Opinion of Cost- $50,000 - $100,000 (See Figure 3C of Appendix A in Study) 

Bates St1·eet - B us Station Area 

Bates Street 1:n the area of the fire station and bus facility was identified as having too nw.ch 
wide open pavement with little definition and direction for vehicles and bicyclists. After 
reviewing this area, some form of channelization island (either raised or flush) is proposed 
that will seperate bus loading and unloading areas from vehicular and bicycle tmffic. This 
would result in a aoss section that would include a bus lane, bicycle lane, and a single 
vehicle lane in each direction. Cnrrently there are two northbonnd travel lanes on Bates 
Street that will be reduced to a single lane; however, a single travel lane appears to be 
sufficient given the traffic volumes. We recommend that if the City move forward with thi.s 
alternative, that they utilize actual buses i,n laying out where the islands should be located to 
ensure all appropriate bus maneuvers can still be accomplished. See Figure 4 in Appendix A. 

Preliminary Opinion of Cost- $10,000- $50,000 (See Figure 4 of Appendix A in Study) 

Residential Streets 

A large portion of the study area is residential in natu.1·e. Most of the Streets through the 
neighborhoods are wide expanses of pavement (approximately 35-36 feet) with little di.1·ection 
to drivers, bicychsts or pedestrians. Based on our field review, the majority of the sidewalks 
and handicap accessible ramps were non-compliant and I or difficult to navigate. This 
pedestrian netw01·h is critical to encouraging more walhing and less reliance on vehicles; 
especially given the proximity to a large business section of the City, scattered smaller 
businesses throughout the neighborhood, recreational opportunihes in the area, and schools. 

The City is currently planning on modifying Walnut Street from Bates Street to Horton 
Street. This modification includes additional greenspace, narrowing of the intersection 
throats, ADA compliant handicap ramps, and new sidewall?.s. These improvements will 



beautify the area, give more direction to drivers, potentially slow vehicles dou.m, and 
encourage pedestrians to use the neighborhood networh. We strongly encou.mge the City to 
expand on their efforts 1:n the near fu.tnre and modify other residential streets within the area 
to encou.mge pedestn:ans and discourage cut through tmffic blLt provide for local tmffic. 

Preliminary Opinion of Cost per roadway - Greater than $250,000 per roadway 

Figw·es A-J in Appendix A show conceptual layouts of what some of the residential streets 
wmdd looh W:te with similar modifications as to what is planned for Walnu.t. Street. This 
includes new or reconstructed sidewall?.s with AD.ll compliant handicap ramps, landscaped 
esplanades, and pedestrian bu.mp-outs. This type of treatment will enhance the pedestrian 
environment. while mahing drivers aware they are in a nei.ghborhood and should be cautio/iS 
of pedestrians and bicyclists. 

Lisbon Street Single La.n e Extension 

Within the study area, Lisbon Street is one-way from south to north. The southerly section is 
clearly delineated as two lanes. However, as vehicles travel northerly it becomes more 
ambiguous after crossing through the Chestnut Street intersection as to whether or not it is a 
single lane or two lanes. This concern was echoed fi·om the advisory com mit tee as well as the 
public. After field reviewing the area and reviewing the traffic volumes, we recommend that 
the two clearly defined travel lanes in the southerly section terminate at the Cedar Street 
intersect.ion with overhead and ground mounted directional signs that direct the drivers in 
the left most lane to Auburn and the drivers in the right most lane to Downtown Lewiston. 
There is currently an overhead mast ann that conld be modified to serue the pwpose of the 
overhead sign. From. this intersection northerly, Lisbon Street wou.ld become a single lane. 
Cnrrently there are two approach lanes striped at the existing signalized 1:ntersections on 
Lisbon Street, one for the throngh traffic and one as an auxiliary lane. If the si.gl!a.ls are 
removed as discussed previously, then the approaches to the intersections could be narrowed 
to a single approach lane, which 1:n turn would also improve sight distances and shorten 
pedestrian crossings. 

We recommend edge line striping be provided to identify to the d1·iver that they are now in a 
single lane. This modification would allow the City to restripe that second travel lane to 
either angled parhing, si.dewall-t widening, green space, or bi.cycle accommodations (see also 
"Bicycle Lanes" section). 

Preliminary Opinion of Cost - Less than $10,000 (Striping /Signing) 

Ash Street at Canal Street 

It was identified that the current geometric design of this intersection would benefit from 
reconfignration. The current configumtion has dn:vers traveling down the one-way Ash 
Street and intersecting Canal S treet at an acu.te angle and directed into a second lane on 
Canal S t reet that starts at this intersection. Ash Street is required to STOP before entering 
onto Canal St1·eet. To exacerbate this problem, the second lane on Canal Street that starts at 
th1:s intersect£on is also used by vehicles wishing to enter or exit. the adjacent garage creating 
weaving issues and problems w1:th som.e vehicles us£ng this lane to accelerate wh£le others 



nse it to decelerate. To improve this area, we are recommending the modifications shown on 
Fig1tre 5 of Appendix A. In addition to reconfiguring the Ash Street approach to encourage 
stopping, it also includes converti.ng the left most lane in front of the garage to a comb1:nation 
of decelemtion lane, extension of exit lane, and green space. This shou.ld improve this area 
by encouraging Ash Street vehi.cles to stop, eliminating the conflict between accelerating and 
decelerating vehicles, improving the available sight d1:st.ance for vehicles exiting the garage, 
and providing additional green space. 

Preliminary Opinion of Cost- $50,000 - $100,000 (See Figure 5 of Appendix A in Study) 

Additional Striping 

There are numerous sections of roadway throughout the study area where the pavement is 
wide and there is little to no direction to drivers as to where they should be positioned, 
sometimes leading to confusion if there is a single or two lanes of traffic. This mahes it. 
difficult for drivers, bicyclists, and pedestrians. 

We recommend that edge line striping be provided on the arterial and collector mads to 
assist drivers in determining where they should be positioned, help reduce vehicular speed, 
provide additional areas for bicyclists and assist pedestrians in crossing the street. 

Preliminary Opinion of Cost- Less than $10,000 (approximately 40 cents per foot avg) 

Consistencv Through-out the Studv Area 

Based on our field review, there is inconsistency for numerous items throughout the stud)' 
area, potentially creating confusion for driuers, bicychsts, and pedestrians. Those items are 
as follows listed in order of pri.on:ty from most to least: 

Crosswal!?. Design - There were numerous crosswall~ designs throughout the study area 
including just parallel lines, "piano lwy" style, and brick design. Some crosswal!?.s were 
marlwd wh£le others were not. We recommend that all crosswalks be marlwd with either the 
parallel l1:nes or the "piano heys". We recommend that the ']Jiano l~eys" be used in the 
bttsiness area of the downtown where a pedestrian crosses an arterial or collector roadway 
and parallel lines be used in the residential area and across local roads . v1fe recommend the 
']Jiano heys" adjacent to schools regardless of location. 

Preliminary Opinion of Cost- Less than $10,000 (approximately $5-50 per foot avg) 

Location of no par!?.ing - There appeared to be some inconsistency as to how close parking 
was allowed near an intersection. In some locations it was right up to the intersection and 
in others it was ftLrther bach. We recommend the Ci.ty follow the gnideli.nes pmuided in the 
Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) which is primaril:y a minimum of 20 
feet for an u.nsignalized intersection and a minimum. of 30 feet for a signalized intersection, 
measured from the i.ntersecting road or the nearest edge of crosswalh to the STOP bar. 

Preliminary Opinion of Cost - Not Applicable 



Way-Finding Signs - One of the observations that was made, and reitemted by the Advisory 
Committee, is the need for way-finding signs. This was made apparent when reviewing the 
parhing. There was comment that on-street par/ling could be full, with drivers loohing for 
spaces when the parhing garages had ample spaces available. However, there did not 
appear to be clear way-finding signs to direct drivers to the parl~ing gamges. ·we recommend 
that the City revisit their way-finding signage program with a focus on those pu.blic facilities 
within the area that could be considered high destination locations snch as C1:ty Hall, 
parhing garages, parl<.s, schools etc ... 

Preliminary Opinion of Cost - $10,000 - $50,000 

Improve Intersection Safetv 

Based on a review of the Crash Hi.story and a {l:eld review of the HCL, there LS some 
mi.tigation that cou.ld be pursued for some of the locations. 

Bartlett I Sabattns I Oah- There is a crash pattern primarily of angle crashes with vehicles 
from. Oah Street and those traveling through on Sabattus Street . Possible m.itigati.on for t.he 
intersection may include the following: 

• Additional Striping and! or medians for channelization 
Preliminary Opinion of Cost- $10,000- $50,000 

• Potential widening of the north leg of Oah Street because zl'estbozmd Sabattus Street 
vehicles turning right onto Oah Street do not appear to har.;e an adequate radius due 
to a buildi.ng that is on the corner 
Preliminary Opinion of Cost- $10,000- $50,000 

Parh I Pine - This intersection has a crash pattern of angle crashes. The apparent 
additional mitigation that would address the pattern is adding ot:erhead intersection 
beacons to the intersection. 

Preliminary Opinion of Cost- $10,000- $50,000 

Lisbon I Maple - There was no clear pattern of crashes; hower.;er, we recommend that. the 
southwest corner of the intersection be reconstructed to prouide ADA. ramps and bette1· 
delineate the corner of the intersection. 

Preliminary Opinion of Cost- $10,000- $50,000 

Ash I Lisbon - This intersection had a clear angle cmsh pattern (approximately 11 crashes 
that were similar). This signalized intersection 1:s one that was identified as recommending 
removal of the signal. If for some reason the decision is made to l~eep this int.ersecti.on 
signalized, we recommend that the second s1:gnal for the Lisbon Street approach be installed. 

Preliminary Opinion of Cost- $10,000- $50,000 (for second signal) 



Bartlett from Birch to Walnut - This section of roadway has no clear crash pattern. This 
section is one that is recommended {o r reconstruction similar to the Cl/.JTent Walnnt Street 
reconstruction. (See "Residential Streets") 

Lisbon ti-om Chestnut to Pine - It is recommended this section of roadu.Jay be striped for edge 
lines. For this section, the edge line would delineate the section as one lane of traffic and 
also provide a bu{fer area between the vehicles and the parhed cars. 

Preliminary Opinion of Cost - Less than $10,000 

Lisbon from Ash to a parh access - This section of roadway experienced sim.ilar crashes to 
the previous section of Lisbon Street in that most of t.he crashes inuolved parl?ed vehicles . 
Similar to the previous sectz:on, thi.s is a section that we recommend the striping of an edge 
line on each side such that it further delineates the single thm lane and provides a. buffer 
between vehicles and parhed cars . 

Preliminary Opinion of Cost - Less than $10,000 

Bicvcle Lanes 

Pre/erred bicycle lanes were identified in a previous study, Bridging the Gaps (December 
2008). As part of this study, we reviewed the conclusions of that study and identified the 
locations of the preferred bihe routes as shown on Fignre 2B of Appendix A. Based on a 
review of those conclusions and our own fi eld reuiew, we do not. recommend any additional 
bi.cycle lanes with the exception of a section of Lisbon Street whi.ch is consistent with the 
previous study. 

Lisbon Street. - Currently Par!?. Street serves bicycli.sts u:ho desire to travel from. north to 
south in the business section of the stu.dy area. However, there are no designated bicycle 
lanes for bicyclists who are traveling from south to north in that part of the study area. As 
described previously ('Lisbon Street Single Lane Extens ion") we are recomm.ending that two 
travel lanes be maintained for the sontherly section of Lisbon Street (np to Cedar St.) and a 
si.ngle travel lane be provided for the northerly section of Lisbon Street (Cedar St. to Main 
St.). There appears to be enough width in the northerly single lane section to allow for a 
striped bicycle lane, while for the southerly section where width is more linu:ted, we 
recommend that shcnTows (combination of bihe symbols with chevrons I arrows) be striped 
z:n the right most travel lane to remind dri vers t.o share the lane with bicyclists. This 
combination of sharrows and striped bicycle lane will provide a corridor to compliment Pari?. 
Street and provide accommodations for bicyclists travehng from south to north. 

Preliminary Opinion of Cost - Less than $10,000 

In the northerly single lane section, there are cobble stone strips for a portion of the section. 
Before a bicycle lane coztld be striped, the cobble stones would need to be removed and 
replaced with a smoother snrface. 

Preliminary Opinion of Cost- $10,000- $50,000 



One- Wav Streets 

As part of this study, we identified (See previously presented Fignre 2B) and rev1:ewed the 
existing one-way roadways within the study area. It is ow· conclu.sion that although the City 
could probably switch some of the streets from one-way to two-way, what they have appears 
to worh and we propose that it will worh even better once the recommendations identified in 
this report are implemented. For that reason, we do not recommend that any of the one-ways 
be converted bach to two-way. 

Preliminary Opinion of Cost - Not Applicable 



RECOMMENDATION 

Remove 5 traffic signals - 3 on Lisbon St., 2 on Bates St. 

Reduce travel lanes on Cedar St. 

Improve Bus Area on Bates St. 

Clean up residential streets and make more accomodating to pedestrian I bicycle 

Lisbon Street to One lane-- Cedar to Main 

Improve geometries of Ash St. at Cana l St. 

Additional Striping - improve delineation, reduce travel speeds 

Improve consistency for crosswalks, no parking near intersections, wayfinding 

improve intersection safety- Improve High Crash locations (HCls) 

Do NOT recommend additional bicycle lanes 

DO NOT recommend conversion of one-way streets 

STAFF POSITION 

Decline 

Accept 

Accept 

Accept 

Accept 

Accept 

Accept 

Accept 

Accept 

Accept 

HOLD 

COMMENTS 

Current Works Well; Limited Sight Lines; Fire Concerns 

Proposed in FY 15 LCIP 

Proposed in FY 16 LCIP 

Potential Site Specific Modifications to Proposal 

Restripe 

May Require Modifications Due to Other Planned Canal St. Work 

On-going 

On-going. Wayfinding Project Partially Funded 

On-going 

Follow ATRC Bike Ped Plan 

Competing Recommendations in Various Plans 
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Lewiston Downtown Neighborhood Circulation Study 

Study Process 

This study was completed with the input from the general public, an Advisory Committee, 
City Staff and ATRC. Public input is beneficial to the study. process creating a community 
consensus on the recommendations, There were two public meetings held for this project; 
one at the beginning of the project to receive initial input on the potential issues associated 
with the study area and the second meeting was held after the initial data was collected 
and preliminary concepts were created so that feedback could be received. There were four 
Advisory Committee meetings spaced throughout the study process to provide valuable 
input on transportation (including vehicles, bicycles and pedestrians) issues and concerns 
with the study area and to help guide the study process. 
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Lewiston Downtown Neighborhood Circulation Study 

Executive Smnmarv 

Preface 

The study area includes the downtown business area around Kennedy Park, the library, 
bus station and the surrounding neighborhoods to Adams Avenue, Webster Avenue and 
Sabattus Street. This area has been studied for years; focusing on specific aspects 
including bicycle I pedestrian accommodations, neighborhoods, traffic and a master plan. 
The fact that the City has invested so much effort, time and money in this area illustrates 
how much this area means to the City, and how critical they feel the function and 
aesthetics of the area are on the City itself. This area serves a wide spectrum of users that 
varies from neighborhoods, parks and schools to both small and large businesses. 

Gorrill-Palmer Consulting Engineers Inc. was retained by the City for this ATRC -funded 
study to provide a series of recommendations and design strategies that would balance 
mobility for motorized vehicles, while at the same time making for a pedestrian and bicycle 
friendly environment that ties the residential neighborhoods and the business portions of 
the downtown area together. 

Alternatives I Recommendations 

There are numerous alternatives and recommendations presented throughout the study 
area that are oriented to the City achieving their stated goal of improving vehicle, 
pedestrian and bicycle traffic. Some of those alternatives and recommendations are as 
follows: 

~ Residential Streets- Beautification, improved pedestrian I bicycle accommodations 
~ Traffic Signal Removal- Recommend five ·signals to be removed; including three on 

Lisbon Street and two on Bates Street 
~ Cedar Street - Reduce the number of travel lanes from four lanes to three lanes 
~ Bates Street - Bus Area ~Improve Channelization and delineation 
~ Lisbon Street at Cedar Street - Extend the Lisbon Street single lane back to Cedar St. 
~ Ash Street at Canal Street- Modify existing geometries to reduce weaving, improve 

speed differentials, improve sight distances, beautify 
~ Additional Striping- To improve delineation, reduce travel speeds, provide buffers for 

bicycles and parked vehicles 
~ Consistency Throughout Study .Al:ea - Improve consistency for crosswalks, parking 

spaces, way-finding signs 
~ Improve Intersection Safety- Advance Signage, signal head orientation, revise 

geometries 
~ Bicycle Lanes- With the exception of a small portion of Lisbon Street, we do not 

recommend additional bicycle lanes beyond those identified in previous studies 
~ One-way Streets -Do not recommend conversion of any street from one-way to two-way 

or two-way to one-way 

QE.cor rill -P almL'r Consulting- En>'ineers. Inc. 
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Lewiston Downtown Neighborhood Circulation Study 

Introduction 

Project Background 

Downtown Lewiston has experienced a true renaissance, with new housing, businesses and 
cultural activities emerging over the past decade . Recently all but lifeless, lower Lisbon 
Street has seen incoming businesses , from those established by a new wave cif immigrants 
to higher end boutiques and restaurants. The past few years have seen art walks and film 
festivals , bringing life after hours to the commercial district. Upper stories of older 
buildings are being converted (or reconverted) to housing, and several new housing projects 
have gone up within a few blocks of Kennedy Park. The primarily residential easterly 
portion of the study area has seen increasing demand as new residents with families rent 
out apartments along streets that had been losing· tenants. 

This resurgence of urban activity and increasing population density in places that have lost 
population for decades has brought added pressure for the need of a transportation network 
that not only works well for motorists, but also allows walkers, cyclists, and transit users to 
benefit from a balanced transportation plan. 

Study Area 

The study area for this project is shown on the following plan and includes the area from 
Sabattus and Main Streets southerly to Adams Street, and from the canal to Webster 
Street. This area is extremely diverse in that it includes large and small businesses toward 
the southerly and westerly portions of the study area and primarily residential areas 
toward the easterly portion of the study area. 

Project Goals 

This · area of Lewiston includes a diverse mixture of businesses, residential, parks, schools, 
and municipal offices. This combination of uses provides an opportunity for increased 
pedestrian and bicycle use as residents can access the businesses. 

To take advantage of this diverse mixture of uses, the City and ATRC, stated in the request 
for pi·oposals that; "The primary purpose of the project is to develop recom.mendations that 
wmdd improve vehicle, bicycle, and pedestrian traffic in the project area .. " 

JN 2674 Page 4 ATRC & Lewiston, Maine 



' 

u-r · -~ '"""' ·~ l~··' -~" ~ 
o.oll: w1 J ..~ob .... 1 :n1, y£ Gorri11- Palmer Consulting Engineers, 
Chtcw: ~no J sco~: ,.,,.c Engineering Excellence Since 1998 207-6:.7-6910 

- - - $1\IC; 207-657-6912 
Re .... Dole Rt'vis;on n.. ,..,,: 2674- Shody oro:G £-Uo~ ~I»•OQo<r:tlpdm«.c""" 

Inc. 
Project: 

Downtown Traffic Study, Lewiston, Moine 0 



Lewiston Downtown Neighborhood Circulation Study 

Existing Conditions 

The study area includes the downtown business area around Kennedy Park, the library, 
bus station and the surrounding neighborhoods to Adams Avenue, Webster Avenue and 
Sabattus Street. This area of Lewiston varies from residential neighbot~hoods with parks 
and schools in the central to easterly section of the study area to small and large businesses 
in the westerly section of the study area. The traffic volume on the streets varies from 
thousands of vehicles per day in the business section to hundreds of vehicles per day within 
the residential neighborhoods. 

There are numerous one-way streets throughout the area with Canal Street and Lisbon 
Street acting as a one-way pair while Ash Street and Pine Street act as a second one-way 
pair perpendicular to the first set. There are currently seven signalized intersections 
within the body of the study area. Parking within the study area also varies considerably 
from metered angled and parallel parking, to restricted parking times, to free parking. 

Pedestrian accommodations are present throughout the the study area; however, not all of 
it is compliant or up to current standards. The bicycle routes throughout the study area are 
shown of Figure 2B in Appendix A. 

Previous Studies 

The following studies were considered in doing this downtown circulation study. 

Lewiston! Anbum Downtown Central Business District Study (2007) 

This effort examined operations in downtown Lewiston (and Auburn) primarily from a 
mobility perspective, with a focus on level of service and general intersection operations. 
However, .a number of recommendations regarding one-way anc!Jor two-way streets were 
provided, including changes to Canal Street, Middle Street and Park Street . 

Bridging the Gaps: Bihe!Pedestrian Plan Update (2008) 

A regional study for the entire ATRC area, this report contained a number of 
recommendations. for streets within the downtown area, including sidewalk and bicycle lane 
changes. In addition, the project contained recommendations for updated striping 
standards, way finding signage, use of bicycle boxes at signalized intersections, and other 
low-cost, yet potentially effective solutions that would benefit all modes of traffic, but in 
particular non-motorized ones. It should be noted that, as this plan must be updated every 
five years or so, a new update should be forthcoming near the end of 2013. 

J N 2674 Page 5 ATRC & Lewiston, Maine 



Lewiston Downtown Neighborhood Circulation Study 

The Third Place (2009) 

This study was developed by the Downtown Neighborhood Task Force with a focus to 
" ... facilitate and foster broader, more creative interaction and discussion surrounding 
Lewiston's downtown neighborhood." It focused on a residential oriented subset of the 
study area for this project. The Third Place helped to describe neighborhood area and its' 
residences to the east of Kennedy Park and provide ideas for moving the neighborhood 
forward and establishing ground rules for accomplishing the goals of the neighborhood. 

Riverfront Island Master Plan (2012) 

The Riverfront Island Master Plan has examined the potential for the Riverfront Island 
portion of Lewiston, directly adjacent to the downtown study area envisioned for this 
project. While it focused on a different portion of the City, its preliminary 
recommendations, which included new mixed-use development and focal points for 
recreational activity such as the canal system, could influence activity in the remaining 
downtown area . As such, its implementation should be considered carefully as this pt·oject 
moves ahead. 

Data Collection 

Since this area has undergone previous review, Gorrill-Palmer assembled this information 
and supplemented it with additional information to provide a complete picture. Additional 
collected data included the following: 

. . 

~ Completed turning movement counts for both the weekday AM and PM peak time 
periods at the following locations. 

e Bates St. I Ash St. 
• Bates St. I Pine St. 
" Bartlett St. I Birch St. 
"' Cedar St. I Lincoln St. 
• Bates St. I Birch St. 

A summary of the peak hours from the above counts as well as counts collected by 
others is provided on Figure 1 in Appendix A. 

>- Collected an Automatic Traffic Recorder (ATR) count on Cedar Street just east of the 
intersection with Lincoln Street for 48 hours. Based on that collected data, we 
forecasted average daily traffic for each direction as shown on Figure 1. 

)> Obtained collision history of the area. This is discussed in more detail later in the next 
section. 

~ Did an extensive GIS inventory of bike lanes and parking in the business area. We also 
identified the existing one-way patterns of the study area. 
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Collision History 

Gorrill-Palmer Consulting Engineers, Inc. obtained the crash data from MaineDOT for the 
period of 2010-2012, the latest three year period available at the time the collision history 
was requested. A copy of the crash data is provided in Appendix A 

In order to evaluate whether a location has a crash problem, MaineDOT uses two criteria to 
define a High Crash Location (HCL). Both criteria must be met in order to be classified as 
an HCL. 

1. A critical rate factor of 1.00 or more for a three-year period. A Critical Rate Factor 
(CRF) compares the actual crash rate to the rate for a similar intersection in the 
state. A CRF ofless than 1.00 indicates a rate ofless than average. 

2. A minimum of eight crashes over the same three-year period. 

Based on the history, the following locations are High Crash Locations: 

Maine DOT Crash Data for 2010-2012: Intersections 

Node Intersection 
#of 

CRF HCL? 
Collisions 

3364 Bartlett I Oak I Sabattus 18 4.14 Yes 

3477 Park I Pine 12 4.54 Yes 

3662 Lisbon I Maple 13 2.81 Yes 

3666 Ash I Lisbon 14 1.17 Yes 

Maine DOT Crash Data for 2010-2012: Roadway Segments 

Nodes Roadway Segment 
#of 

CRF HCL? 
Collisions 

3340-4268 Bartlett from Birch to Walnut 10 2.72 Yes 

3664-3665 Lisbon from Chestnut to Pine 8 2.51 Yes 

3666-4120 Lisbon from Ash to a park access 8 1.82 Yes 

As the previous table identifies, there are seven high crash locations within the study area. 

Potential Improvements for HCLs: 

Based on a review of the police reports in the field for the high crash locations, we offer the 
following: 

Bartlett I Sabattus I Oak. -This intet·section is a five legged unsignalized intersection with 
Bartlett Street being one-way away from the intersection. The intersection is a wide 
expanse of pavement with little to no channelization or guidance to the driver. There is a 
crash pattern primarily of angle crashes with vehicles from Oak Street and those traveling 
through on Sabattus. Possible mitigation for the intersection may include the following: 
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• Additional Striping and/or medians for Channelization 
• Potential widening of the north leg of Oak Street because westbound Sabattus 

vehicles turning right onto Oak Street do not appear to have an adequate radius 
due to a building that is on the corner 

Park I Pine- This intersection is unsignalized with Pine Street one-way easterly and Park 
Street. one-way southerly. Park Street is STOP controlled. This intersection has a pattern 
of angular crashes. Theonly apparent additional mitigation to address the pattern is 
adding overhead intersection beacons to the intersection. 

Lisbon I Maple -This intersection is unsignalized with Lisbon Street having two lanes one­
way northbound. Lisbon Street has the right-of-way and Maple Street is STOP controlled. 
The east leg of Maple Street is two-way; however, the west leg of Maple Street is one-way 
away from the intersection. There is no clear pattern of crashes; however, we recommend 
that the southwest corner of the intersection be reconstructed to provide ADA ramps and 
better delineate the corner of the intersection. 

Ash I Lisbon - This is a signalized intersection and it is recommended in the Signal 
Warrant Analysis section of this report that the signal be removed. This intersection 
includes Lisbon Street which is one-way northbound and Ash Street which is one-way 
westbound. Both approaches to the intersection include two approach lanes, a left and thru 
for Lisbon Street and a thru and right for Ash Street. This intersection has a clear angle 
crash pattern (approximately 11 crashes that are similar). The morning of the field review 
there had just been a similar crash th!lt required AD Electric to replace equipment that had 
been damaged in the crash. The signals for this intersection are all pedestal based and can 
be difficult to see. Exacerbating this is the fact that the Lisbon Street approach only has 
one signal head. The Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) requires two 
signal heads. Furthermore, the sole signal head is located on the west side of the 
intersection and can be blocked to thru traffic if there is a vehicle in the adjacent left turn 
lane . As discussed in more detail in the following section, Signal Warrant Analysis, it is 
recommended that the signal be removed and that the intersection be converted to STOP 
controL . If for some reason the decision is made to keep this intersection signalized, we 
recommend that the second signal for the Lisbon Street approach be installed. 

Bartlett from Birch to Walnut- This section of roadway has no clear crash pattern. The 
section is typical of the neighborhood streets in the area; it is wide at approximately 36 
feet, the pavement surface is rough, and the centerline striping has faded. This section is 
recommended for reconstruction similar to the current Walnut Street reconstruction 
Improvements include reconstructed sidewalks, bumpouts and landscaping, 

Lisbon from Chestnut to Pine - Lisbon Street in this section is one-way. It can be confusing 
to drivers if this section is one lane or two. It is anchored on each end by a signalized 
intersection but in the following section both these signals are recommended for removal. 
It is recommended that this section of roadway be striped for edge lines which would 
delineate the section as one lane of traffic and provide a buffer area between the vehicles 
and the parked cars. 
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Lisbon from Ash to a park access - This section of roadway is very similar to the previous 
section of Lisbon Street in that most of the crashes involved parked vehicles. The roadway 
is a little easier to identify as only a single lane wide due to the cobblestone strips along the 
sides. Similar to the Lisbon Street from Chestnut to Pine section, we recommend the 
striping of an edge line on each side of the road such that it further delineates the single 
thru lane and provides a buffer between vehicles and parked cars. 

Crash Statistics: 

In addition to identifying the high crash locations, we also reviewed the overall crash 
patterns throughout the study area to see if there was something that was consistent in the 
crashes such as Unit Type, Time of Day, Driver Age, Traffic Control, Severity of Crash, 
Light Conditions, or part of a Yearly Traffic Pattern. 

Unit Type-

Cars I Pick Up Truck 87% 
School Bus 0.2% 
Transit Bus 0.1% 
Motorcycle 0.8% 
Medium/Heavy Trucks 1.4% 
Pedestrian 3.4% 
Bicycles 1% 
Other 6.1% 

Time of Dav- Approximately 86% of the crashes occurred between 6 AM and 6 PM. 

Under the influence of Medications/Drugs/Alcohol - Based on the information provided, 
approximately 1.7 %of the crashes fell into this category. 

Driver Age -Of the reported crashes, the following is a breakdown of the drivers by age. 

Age % ofDrivers 
15-19 5 
20-24 12 
25-29 12 
30-39 17 
40-49 17 
50-59 14 
60-69 9 
70-79 5 
80- Over 2 
Unknown 7 

Gl!.Gorrill-Palme?r Consult ing Engineers. Inc. 
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Intersection Traffic Control 

Traffic Signal (Stop & Go) 30% 
Traffic Signal (Flashing) 0.8% 
All Way STOP . 4% 
STOP Sign (other) 27% 
YIELD Sign 0.5% 
No Passing Zone 0.3% 
None 37% 
Other 0.4% 

Severity of Crash 

No Injury 71% 
Possible Injury 18% 
Non-Incapacitating 9% 
Incapacitating 2% 
Fatality 0% 

Light Condition 

Daylight 80% 
Dawn 0.7% 
Dusk 1.7% 
Dark-Lighted 16% 
:Dark-Not Lighted 0.9% 
Dark-Unknown Lighting 0.5% 
Unknown 0.2% 

Yearly traffic pattern 

Accordi~g to .MaineDOT crash data; 29% of the crashes were in 2010;. 32% were in 2011; 
and 39% occurred in 2012. Un:fortunately, the trend is for increasing in crashes. 

Conclusion of Crash Statistics: 

None of the criteria, in our opinion, appeared out of the ordinary for what would be 
expected in a downtown area such as this. 

Collision History for P edestrian s and Bicycles: 

In addition to looking at high crash locations and conditions under which the crashes 
occurred, there was a focus on pedestrians and bicycle crashes as well. The following is a 
summary of the pedestrian and bicycle crashes. 

C r L l 

. . c.. • • · 
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Pedestrians 

From 2010 to 2012 there were approximately 42 vehicular I pedestrian crashes within the 
study area. In 2010 there were 14 crashes; in 2011 there were 12 crashes; and in 2012 there 
were 16 crashes between vehicles and pedestrians. The location with the most 
concentrated crashes (total of four pedestrians and one bicycle) occurred at the signalized 
intersection of Bates Street and Main Street. Three of the four crashes involved vehicLes 
turning left or right from Bates onto Main and the fourth involved a vehicle on Main Street 
traveling through. There did not appear to be any correctable crash pattern or contributing 
factor. The second most concentrated locations for pedestrian crashes were three each at 
the signalized intersections of Horton/College/Sabattus and Lisbon/Main and at the 
unsignalized intersection of Park/Ash. None of these locations had correctable crash 
patterns. Other than these locations, the crashes appeared to be spread relatively evenly 
throughout the study area. Of the 42 crashes, 32 occurred during daylight and the 
remaining 10 during dark hours. In reviewing the police reports, there did not appear to be 
a consistent crash pattern. Some of the pedestrians were in a crosswalk and turning 
vehicles did not see them, some were crossing against the light at a signalized intersection, 
some pedestrians darted in front of vehicles. One pedestrian was hit by a vehicle backing 
out of a parking space, one pedestrian was intoxicated when they were hit, and all others 
were not clear on the cause. As stated previously, the crashes were relatively spread out, so 
there did not appear to be a consistent correctable contributing factor. 

Bicycles 

From 2010 to 2012 there were approximately 12 vehicular I bicycle crashes within the study 
area. In 2010 and 2011, there were 2 crashes each year and in, 2012 there were 7 crashes 
between vehicles and bicycles. Similar to the pedestrian crashes, they appeared to be 
spread relatively evenly throughout the study area. Based on a review of the police reports, 
it ·appears that most crashes were attributable to the bicyclists and not the vehicle. There · 
did not appear to be a consistent crash pattern. Bicycle education was raised at this 
report's Advisory Committee Meetings as needing more attention to inform riders of 
standard bicycle practices. · . 
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Signal Warrant Analysis 

Gorrill-Palmer Consulting Engineers collected turning movement counts and assembled 
previous counts done by others for the signalized intersections within the study area, 
focusing on those within the border of the study area. There are seven signalized 
intersections within the body ~f the study area as follows: · 

.. Ash St. at Bates St . 
~ Pine St. at Bates St. 
~ Ash St. at Lisbon St. 
~ Pine St. at Lisbon St. 
~ Chestnut St. at Lisbon St. 
~ Chestnut St. at Canal St. 
~ Cedar St. at Canal St. 

As part of this study, we evaluated if based on the limited volumes that were available, 
those seven locations would meet the warrants for signalization as identified in the Manual 
on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD). Those MUTCD warrants are as follows: 

Warrant 1, Eight-Hour Vehicular Volume 
Warrant 2, Four-Hour Vehicular Volume 
Warrant 3, Peak-Hour Vehicular Volume 
Warrant 4; Pedestrian Volume 
Warrant 5, School Crossing 
Warrant 6, Coordinated Signal System 
Warrant 7, Crash Experience 
Warrant 8, Roadway Network 
Warrant 9, Intersection Near a Grade Crossing· 

When a location is identified as meeting signal warrants, it may only meet one of the 
warrants above, but preferably meets at least two before a signal is installed. Consistent 
with MUTCD. methodology, the .available count volumes were adjusted to average year 
conditions using MaineDOT seasonal adjustment factors. In addition, the volumes were 
also adjusted to 2013 conditions using an assumed growth rate of 1%, which is consistent 
with past studies for the area. 

A summary of the results of the signal warrant analysis is summarized as follows: 

Warrant 1- Eight Hour Vehicular Volume 

Although typically 12 hours of data are collected to perform this specific warrant review, 
comparing the results of the volumes that were available to this warrant can eliminate this 
warrant if the peak hour does not meet the criteria threshold. Based on this review, there 
are only two intersections that would meet this warrant, the two signalized intersections of 
Canal Street with Chestnut Street and Canal Street with Cedar Street. The other five 
locations are not likely to meet this warrant. 

GE.GoJTill-Palmer Consulting- En;::in~r:;. lnc. 
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Warrant 2- Four-Hour Vehicular Volume 

Similar to the Eight-Hour Volume warrant, typically 12 hours of data are collected to 
perforin this specific warrant review but comparing the results of the volumes that were 
available to this warrant can eliminate this warrant if the peak hour does not meet the 
criteria threshold for the four hours . .Based on this review, the intersections of Canal Street 
with Chestnut Street and Canal Street with Cedar Streets were again the most likely to 
meet this warrant. It is unlikely that the remaining five intersections would meet this 
warrant. 

Warrant 3 - Peak-Hour Vehicular Volume 

Base on the turning movement counts that were performed as part of this study, none of 
the locations met this warrant for signalization. 

Warrant 4 - Pedestrian Volume 

This warrant requires 12 hours of data collection of both vehicles and pedestrian crossings 
the street. However, a minimum pedestrian volume of 133 during the peak hour, 
concurrent with 1500 vehicles total on the major street would be required. Based on our 
experience and a review of the information that is available, none of the existing signalized 
intersections would trigger this signal warrant. 

Warrant 5 - School Crossing 

This signal warrant does not apply.since none of the signals are expected to experience high 
volumes of school aged children to or from school. 

Warrant 6- Coordinated Signal System 

This signal war rant is typically applied to maintain a platoon of traffic through a series of 
intersections to improve the mobility of the corridor. The "Guidance" provided in the 
MUTCD recommends that this warrant not be applied "where the resultcmt spacing of 
traffic control signals would be less than 1,000 feet". 

Recognizing that these signals are already existing, this warrant was used to determine if 
the signal would have been installed as a result of this warrant. Because these 
intersect ions are within the downtown area, constant "friction" is encountered from cars 
pulling in and out of parking spaces, bicycle tr affic, and pedestrians crossing the road. This 
would limit the platooning that could be maintained even with the intersections signalized. 
In addit ion, the resulting system would yield signalized intersections less than the 
recommended 1,000 foot spacing. For these reasons, it is our opinion that these signals 

Ge. Gon·iJI. Pl'l lmc r Consulting Engineers. Inc. 
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would not meet this warrant. The closest locations to meeting this warrant would be the 
two existing signalized intersections of Canal Street with Chestnut Street and Cedar 
Street. 

Warrant 7- Crash Experience 

Gorrill-Palmer Consulting Engineers obtained the latest available (2010-2012) crash data 
for the study area. Based on a review of that information, it is our opinion that none of the 
currently signalized intersections within the central portion of the study area would 
warrant signalization under this warrant. However, reviewing the crash data after the 
intersection has been signalized does not adequately demonstrate what the crash patterns 
and frequency might be if this intersection were not signalized. 

Warrant 8 - Roadway Network 

This warrant is similar to Warrant 6 described above, in that the intent according to 
MUTCD is to "encourage concentration and organization of traffic flow". The only two 
existing signalized intersections that appear to meet the volume threshold for this warrant 
are the same two that were mentioned in Warrant 6; the Chestnut Street and Cedar Street 
intersections with Canal Street. In addition, since these two intersections are on the 
perimeter of the downtown, interruption of main line traffic flow as a result of pedestrians 
crossing the road or vehicles entering or existing from a side street would be expected to be 
less. Therefore, it is our opinion that these two signals together would meet the criteria for 
this warrant. 

Warrant 9- Intersection Near a Grade Crossing 

None of the seven intersections within the body of the study area were adjacent to a rail 
road crossing, so this warrant does not apply. 

Signal Warrant Analysis Conclusion 

Based on the information available and this signal warrant review, it is our conclusion that 
the two intersections of Cedar Stl·eet and Chestnut Street with Canal Street would be the 
only two of the existing seven signalized intersections within the main portion of the study 
area that would meet the conventional warrants for signalization. The following five 
locations do not meet the conventional warrants for signalization: 

., Lisbon Street at: Ash St., Pine St, or Chestnut St. 
" Bates Street at: Ash St., Pine St. 
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However, this conventional signal warrant analysis does not consider all possible factors of 
why the installation of a signal would be warranted. The feasibility of the removal of these 
traffic signals is discussed in the following section. · 

This study identified five locations where signals would most likely not meet signal 
warrants and should be removed: 

Ash St. at Bates St. -Due to a sight distance restriction for southbound Bates St. traffic 
looking left and Ash St. traffic looking right, we recommend three-way (one leg is one-way 
away) STOP control for this intersection. Currently, the fire department has pre-emption 
that gives them a green light when they exit their nearby building and travel toward the 
intersection. For that reason, consideration was given to allowing Bates St. the right-of -
way so they would not have to STOP, but unfortunately because of the sight distance 
restriction they should be required to STOP. The emergency vehicles will still have the 
option of negotiating the intersection as they would any other STOP controlled intersection. 
Having this intersection as all way STOP controlled may have some benefits for emergency 
vehicles in that there is no free flowing traffic they would conflict with in traveling through 
the intersection. 

Pine St. at Bates St. - Similar to the intersection of Ash at Bates, due to a sight distance 
restriction, we recommend the intersection be put on three way STOP control. This means 
that emergency vehicles will have to negotiate the intersection as an all way STOP 
controlled. 

Ash St. at Lisbon St. - This intersection has two of the four approaches that are one-way 
away from the intersection. We recommend that the crosswalk across the easterly leg of 
Ash Street be narrowed slightly to move the STOP bar up and improve sight distance and 
that the Ash Street approach be STOP controlled with the Lisbon Street approach having 
the right of way. 

Pine St. at Lisbon St. -Two of the four legs of the intersection are one-way away from the 
intersection. We recommend that the crosswalk across the westerly leg of Pine Street be 
narrowed slightly to move the STOP bar up and improve sight distance and that the Pine 
Street approach be STOP controlled with the Lisbon Street approach having the right-of­
way. 

Chestnut St. at Lisbon St.- One leg of Lisbon Street is one-way away from the intersection 
leaving only three approaches of traffic. Based on the available traffic volumes, we 
recommend that the two Chestnut approaches be STOP controlled and the single Lisbon 
Street approach receive the right of way. We also recommend the crosswalk across each of 
the Chestnut Street approaches be narrowed such that the STOP bars on Chestnut can be 
moved closer to the intersection and improve available sight distance. 

GE!..Gon·ill ·Pnlmer Consulting Enginc~rs, Inc. 
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Removal of Traffic Signals 

When an existing traffic signal is proposed to be removed, it must be done in stages to avoid 
any reduction in safety to the intersection. Maine DOT is typically contacted to receive their 
approvaL In this case, MaineDOT has indicated they would entertain the removal of the 
signals. The second step is to notify the public in advance of where the City is planning to 
remove the signals and when they are planning to do it. The third step to removal of the 
signals is typically to put them on 'flash' mode. When an intersection is put into 'flash' 
mode, typically the higher volume street will see the flashing yellow light and have the 
right-of-way and will not have to STOP. The minor or lower volume road will see the 
flashing red light and wiU have to STOP. In cases where sight distance is restricted, all 
approaches may be required to STOP. The signals should be put on flash for a minimum of 
90 days, with the appropriate STOP signs installed, while the intersections are monitored 
to observe how they operate. Adjustments should be made if the intersection is determined 
to be unsafe or is not functioning as expected. If everything is acceptable, the signals can 
be removed, provided the appropriate signage (such as STOP signs) is in place to identify 
who has the right-of-way. We recommend that the number of signal removals be limited to 
one or two at a time and not all at once. 

In the interim of evaluating the functionality of the intersections where signals are being 
removed is the modifications that could be done once the signal is removed. This would 
include creating bumpouts at the intersections which would fur ther improve sight distances 
for vehicles and pedestrians, reduce the crossing distances fo r pedestrians, and reduce the 
number of approach lanes on the streets with the right of way, since auxiliary lanes would 
no longer be necessary on those approaches. 

~Gonill- l'n ltncr Consulting En g-in c"r~ . Inc. 
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Birch Street at Bates Street Review 

In addition to reviewing the existing signalized intersections that may not meet warrants 
for signalization, the unsignalized two-way STOP controlled intersection of Birch Street at 
Bates Street was ·reviewed to determine if the intersection would warrant either a Multi­
Way STOP or signalization. This intersection was identified for review due to its unique 
issues such as poor sight distance in the northeast corner of the intersection due to a brick 
wall, the steep grade of Birch Street traveling eastbound, and that this intersection was 
identified at a committee meeting as having potential conflicts between vehicles, 
pedestrians and bicyclists. This intersection is currently a two-way STOP controlled 
intersection with the Bates Street approaches being STOP controlled and Birch Street 
having the right of way and not required to STOP. To aid in evaluating the intersection, 
turning movement counts were collected at this intersection on July 11, 2013 from 6:30 ANI 
to 6:30 PM. The traffic volumes and analysis are provided in Appendix A 

Multi-Way STOP 

A Multi-Way STOP is typically installed at locations with an approximately equal traffic 
volume on each of the approaches and can be implemented for multiple reasons following 
the MUTCD: 

a . Safety measure for vehicles and/or pedestrians and/or bicyclists 
b. Need to control left-turn conflicts 
c. Need to control vehicle I pedestrian conflicts in areas of high pedestrian volumes 
d. Sight distance restrictions 
e. Approximately similar roads to improve operational characteristics. 

According to the MUTCD, "the decision to.install multi-way stop control should be based on 
an engineering study" which includes: 

a. As an interim measure if signals have been justified. 
b. Five or more reported crashes in a 12-month period that are susceptible to correction 

by a multi-way stop 
c. Certain volumes are met: 

• Major Street approaches vehicular volume averages at least 300 vehicles per 
hour for any 8 hours AND 

• Minor Street approaches (vehicles, peds, bicycles) averages at least 200 units per 
hour for 8 hours (delay is also a factor) BUT 

d. If major street is greater than 40 mph than other criteria may apply 
e. Where no single criteria is met, but criteria b and c are all satisfied to 80 percent of 

the minimum values 

Based on our review, the intersection does not meet any of the above criteria as explained 
in more detail as follows: 

Ge Gorrill-Palmer Co{ln5u ll.ing Engineers. Inc. 
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a. As discussed in the following section, this intersection does not meet the criteria for 
signalization. 

b. There were a total of six crashes for the three year period of 2010-2012. Two in 
2010, one in 2011 and three in 2012. This criter ia is therefore not met. 

c. The average of the AM, Midday, and PM peak hours were reviewed and the peak 
hours of the day were barely half of what was required for the Major Street traffic. 
The vehicular volumes for the average of the same peak hours of the day were also 
reviewed for the minor street approach and were slightly over half of what was 
required. Although the minor street review did not include pedestrians and bikes, 
based on field observations it is not expected they would raise the volume enough to 
warrant this criteria. In addition, both the major street and minor street criteria 
have to be met to meet this threshold. 

d. Although not posted in the immediate area, due to its urban nature the legal speed 
limit in the area for the Major Street approach is not expected to exceed 40 mph 
(Assumed at 25 mph). 

e. Criteria C (vehicle volume) is not satisfied to 80 % of the required level, therefore 
this criteria is not met. 

Signalization 

This intersection was compared against the nine signal warrants described in the previous 
section. Based on this analysis, field observations and review, this intersection falls far 
short of meeting any of the criteria for warranting a traffic signal. 

G!;?.. Gorrill -Palmer Consult ing Engin~e.ro . Inc. 
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Cedar Street Review 

As part of this project, the four lane (two lanes in each direction) Cedar Street from Canal 
Street to the Bernard Lown Memorial Bridge was to be evaluated to determine if bicycles 
could be better accommodated . . This was originally anticipated to be accomplished through 

· reducing the four lane cross section to two (single lane each direction) or three lanes (single 
lane each direction with center turn lane that transitions to left turn lane at intersection), 
with the remaining width dedicated to bicycles. Based on the Automatic Traffic Recorder 
(ATR) that was placed as part of this project, the Annual Average Daily Traffic (AADT) 
volume on Cedar Street in that area is approximately 12,000 vehicles per day (includes both 
directions). Although reducing the number of lanes appeared reasonable given the AADT, 
the potential restriction within this section of roadway is the signalized intersection of 
Cedar Street and Lincoln Street. To assist us in evaluating the intersection, Gorrill-Palmer 
performed a capacity and queuing analysis for the following three conditions (See Figures 
3A, 3B and 3C in Appendix A for concept drawings). Level of service (LOS) is similar to an 
academic grading system, where LOS A represents little delay or congestion, and LOS F 
represents high levels of delay with significant congestion: 

1. Existing conditions 

2. Three lane cross section on Cedar Street, which results in westbound thrulleft and right 
turn lanes and eastbound thru!left and thru/right lanes. (Figure 3C in Appendix A) 

3. Two westbound lanes and a single eastbound lane with a center two-way left turn lane 
(Figure 3A in Appendix A) or a single lane each direction with center two-way left turn 
lane (Figure 3B in Appendix A) . Both of these configurations resulted in the same lane 
uses at the intersection of Cedar I Lincoln as the "Existing Conditions" scenario so the 
capacity and queuingresults are the same. 

The following summarizes the results of the capacity and queuing analysis. 

Cedar Street at Lincoln Street (Signaliz~d) . 

2012 PM Peak Hour 

Movement 
Existing Conditions I 4 Lane X-

Three Lane X-Section 
Section 

LOS Queue (ft) LOS Queue (ft) 

Cedar EB- Lt I Th c 215 c 230 
Lt na --- na ·---
Th/ Rt A 175 A 185 

CedarWB- Lt I Th B 150 B 235 
Rt na -- A 60 
Th/ Rt A 140 na ---

Lincoln NB - Lt B 125 c 140 -
Th I Rt B 135 c 140 

Lincoln SB- Lt B 100 B 105 
Th I Rt B 180 B 170 

Overall B B 

.,. 
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As can be seen f1·om the previous "Cedar Street at Lincoln Street" table, the level of service 
(LOS) remains primarily the same if the four lane cross section were reduced to a three 
lane cross section. Reviewing the forecasted distance vehicles would be expected to queue, 
the distances appear reasonable and would not be expected to negatively impact the 
operation of the immediate area. 

To maintain the LOS and keep the queuing to reasonable levels, while still accommodating 
bicycles, we recommend the section of Cedar Stt·eet from Lincoln Street to the Bernard 
Lown Memorial Bridge be restriped as shown on the attached Figure 3C in Appendix A 
This restriping allows a refuge for midblock left turning vehicles, provides for four and 
three foot paved shoulders for bicycles on the road and bridge respectively, and allows for 
the necessary lanes at the signalized intersection. 

It should be noted; however, that with this new configuration, there is a potential for 
eastbound and westbound left turning vehicles to overlap in the area of Oxford I River 
Street. 
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Alternatives I Recommendations 

Based on our own review of the collected data, field reviews, input from ATRC, Lewiston 
Staff; the Advisory Committee and the public, there were numerous specific and general 
.locations within the study area where concerns were raised and alternatives or 
recommendations identified to address the concerns. Those alternatives and 
recommendations were as follows : 

~ Removal of Unwarranted Traffic Signals 
~ Cedar Street 
~ Bates Street- Bus Area 
~ Residential Streets 
~ Lisbon Street at Cedar Street 
~ Ash Street at Canal Street 
);> Additional Striping 
~ Consistency Throughout Study Area 
);> Improve Intersection Safety 
~ Bicycle Lanes 
~ One-way Streets 

The following is a more detailed description of the Alternatives and Recommendations. 

Removal of Unwarranted Traffic Signals 

As identified in a previous section, there are five locations that are currently signalized that 
do not meet warrants for signalization. We recommend that the City pursue having these 
signals removed. This process should be a gradual transition of first putting them on 
flashing mode and monitoring how the intersection functions. If they function at an 
acceptable level, they can then be removed and STOP signs erected as appropriate 
depending on the specific location as identified previously. We recommend that the number 
of locations where the removal of signals is being undertaken be limited to one or two at a 
time and not all at once. · · 

Cedar Street 

As discussed previously, reducing the existing number of lanes to something less than the 
current four lane configuration in the area of the bridge to Auburn was something the City 
wanted to pursue to provide additional pavement width for bicyclists. We explored 
numerous options, all of which would provide additional width for bicyclists and some of 
which appeared feasible to stay within the existing paved width. The chosen concept 
(Figure 3C in Appendix A) included a single travel lane in each direction with a 
combination median and center two-way left turn lane. 

JN 2674 Page 21 ATRC & Lewiston , Maine 



Lewiston Downtown Neighborhood Circulation Study 

Bates Street- Bus Station Area 

Bates Street in the area of the fire station and bus facility was identified as having too 
much wide open pavement with little definition and direction for vehicles and bicyclists. 
After reviewing this area, some form of channelization island (either raised or flush) is 
proposed that will seperate . bus loading and unloading areas from vehicular and bicycle 
traffic. This would result in a cross section that would include a bus lane, bicycle lane, and 
a single vehicle lane in each direction. Currently there are two northbound travel lanes on 
Bates Street that will be reduced to a single lane; however, a single travel lane appears to 
be sufficient given the traffic volumes. We recommend that if the City move forward with 
this alternative, that they utilize actual buses in laying out where the islands should be 
located to ensure all appropriate bus maneuvers can still be accomplished. See Figure 4 in 
Appendix A. 

Residential Streets 

A large portion of the study area is residential in nature. Most of the Streets through the 
neighborhoods are wide expanses of pavement (approximately 35-36 feet) with little 
direction to drivers, bicyclists or pedestrians. Based on our field review, the majority of the 
sidewalks and handicap accessible ramps were non-compliant and I or difficult to navigate. 
This pedestrian network is critical to encouraging more walking and less reliance on 
vehicles; especially given the proximity to a large business section of the City, scattered 
smaller businesses throughout the neighborhood, recreational opportunities. in the area, 
and schools. 

The City is currently planning on modifying Walnut Street from Bates Street to Horton 
Street. This modification includes additional greenspace, narrowing of the intersection 
throats, ADA compliant handicap ramps, and new sidewalks. These improvements will 
beautify the area, give more direction to drivers, potentially slow vehicles down, and 
encourage pedestrians to use the neighborhood network. We strongly encourage the City to 
expand on their efforts in the near future and modify .other residential streets within the 
a,rea to encourage pedestrians and discourage cut through traffic but provide for local 
traffic. 

Figures A-J in Appendix A show conceptual layouts of what some of the residential streets 
would look like with similar modifications as to what is planned for Walnut Street. This 
includes new or reconstructed sidewalks with ADA compliant handicap ramps, landscaped 
esplanades, and pedestrian bump-outs. This type of treatment will enhance the pedestrian 
environment while making drivers aware they are in a neighborhood and should be 
cautious of pedestrians and bicyclists. 
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Lisbon Street Single Lane Extension 

Within the study area, Lisbon Street is one-way from south to north. The southerly section 
is clearly delineated as two lanes. However, as vehicles travel northerly it becomes more 
ambiguous after crossing through the Chestnut Street intersection as to whether or not it is 
a single lane or two lanes. This concern was echoed from the advisory committee as well as 
the public. After field reviewing the area and reviewing the traffic volumes, we recommend 
that the two clearly defined travel lanes in the southerly section terminate at the Cedar 
Street intersection with overhead and ground mounted directional signs that direct the 
drivers in the left most lane to Auburn and the drivers in the right most lane to Downtown 
Lewiston. There is currently an overhead mast arm that could be modified to serve the 
purpose of the overhead sign. From this intersection northerly, Lisbon Street would 
become a single lane. Currently there are two approach lanes striped at the existing 
signalized intersections on Lisbon Street, one for the through traffic and one as an auxiliary 
lane. If the signals are removed as discussed previously, then the approaches to the 
intersections could be narrowed to a single approach lane, which in turn would also 
improve sight distances and shorten pedestrian crossings. 

We recommend edge line striping be provided to identify to the driver that they are now in 
a single lane. This modification would allow the City to restripe that second travel lane to 
either angled parking, sidewalk widening, green space, or bicycle accommodations (see also 
"Bicycle Lanes" section). 

Ash Street at Canal Street 

It was identified that the current geometric design of this intersection would benefit from 
reconfiguration. The current configuration has drivel'S traveling down the one-way Ash 
Street and intersecting Canal Street at an acute angle and directed into a second lane on . 
Canal Street that starts at this intersection. Ash Street is required to STOP before 
entering onto Canal Street. To exacerbate this problem, the second lane on Canal Street 
that starts at this intersection is also used by vehicles wishing to enter or exit the adjacent 
garage creating weaving . issues .· and problems with some vehicles using this lane to 
accelerate while others use it to decelerate. To improve this area, we are recommending the 
modifications shown on Figure 5 of Appendix A. In addition to reconfiguring the Ash Street 
approach to encourage stopping, it also includes converting the left most lane in front of the 
garage to a combination of deceleration lane, extension of exit lane, and green space. This 
should improve this area by encouraging Ash Street vehicles to stop, eliminating the 
conflict between accelerating and decelerating vehicles, improving the available sight 
distance for vehicles exiting the garage, and providing additional green space. 

G.l.!.Gorrill -Palmer Consul Ling En~ineers. lnc . 
L;:~!ii!.f' i;~i!_ [ ;,: ... :,-ci'lr.·m•· ,\'iu;. · 199S 
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Additional Striping 

There are numerous sections of roadway throughout the study area where the pavement is 
wide and there is little to no direction to drivers as to where they should be positioned, 
sometimes leading to confusion if there is a single or two lanes of traffic. This makes it 
difficult for drivers, bicyclists, and pedestrians . 

We recommend that edge line striping be provided on the arterial and collector roads to 
assist drivers in determining where they should be positioned, help reduce vehicular speed, 
provide additional areas for bicyclists and assist pedestrians in crossing the street. 

Consistency Through-out the Study Area 

Based on our field review, there is inconsistency for numerous items throughout the study 
area, potentially creating confusion for drivers, bicyclists, and pedestrians. Those items are 
as follows listed in order of priority from most to least: 

Crosswalk Design - There were numerous crosswalk designs throughout the study area 
including just parallel lines, "piano key" style, and brick design. Some crosswalks were 
marked while others were not. We recommend that all crosswalks be marked with either 
the parallel lines or the "piano keys". We recommend that the "piano keys" be used in the 
business area of the downtown where a pedestrian crosses an arterial or collector roadway 
and parallel lines be used in the residential area and across local roads. We recommend the 
"piano keys" adjacent to schools regardless of location. 

Location of no parking - There appeared to be some inconsistency as to how close parking 
was allowed near an intersection. In some locations it was right up to the intersection and 
in others it was further back. We recommend the City follow the guidelines provided in the 
Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) which is primarily a minimum of 20 
feet for an unsignalized intersection and a minimum of 30 feet for a signalized intersection, 
measured from the intersecting road or the nearest edge of crosswalk to the STOP bar. 

Way-Finding Signs - One of the observations · that was made, and reiterated by the 
Advisory Committee, is the need for way-finding signs. This was made apparent when 
reviewing the parking. There was comment that on-street parking could be full, with 
drivers looking for spaces when the parking garages had ample spaces available. However, 
there did not appear to be clear way-finding signs to direct drivers to the parking garages. 
We recommend that the City revisit t heir way-finding signage program with a focus on 
those public facilities within the a rea that could be considered high destination locations 
such as City H all, parking garages, parks, schools etc ... 

G/2Gorri ll ·P<llmcr Consu l li n~ En;:!: inccrs.lnc. 
- E.:~;!,iH,,·Ji;~g 1 :.,)·~.J'kmo • .\./!!,·, I ~J!J • .\' - . or:: ,. 
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Improve Intersection Safety 

Based on a review of the Crash History and a field review of the HCL, there 1s some 
mitigation that could be pursued for some of the locations. 

Bartlett I Sabattus I Oak - There is a crash pattern primarily of angle crashes with vehicles 
from Oak Street and those traveling through on Sabattus Street. Possible mitigation for 
the intersection may include the following: 

• Additional Striping and/or medians for channelization 
• Potential widening of the north leg of Oak Street because westbound Sabattus 

Street vehicles turning right onto Oak Street do not appear to have an adequate 
radius due to a building that is on the corner 

Park I Pine - This intersection has a crash pattern of angle crashes. The apparent 
additional mitigation that would address the pattern is adding overhead intersection 
beacons to the intersection. 

Lisbon I Maple - There was no clear pattern of crashes; however, we recommend that the 
southwest corner of the intersection be reconstructed to provide ADA ramps and better 
delineate the corner of the intersection. 

Ash I Lisbon - This intersection had a clear angle crash pattern (approximately 11 crashes 
that were similar). This signalized intersection is one that was identified as recommending 
removal of the signaL ·If for some reason the decision is made to keep this intersection 
signalized, we recommend that the second signal for the Lisbon Street approach be 
installed. 

Bartlett from Birch to Walnut- This section of roadway has no clear crash pattern. This 
section is one that is recommended for reconstruction similar to the current Walnut Street 
reconstruction. 

Lisbon from Chestnut to Pine - It is recommended this section of roadway be striped for 
edge· lines. For this section, the edge line would delirieate the section as one lane of traffic 
and also provide a buffer area between the vehicles and the parked cars. 

Lisbon from Ash to a park access - This section of roadway experienced similar crashes to 
the previous section of Lisbon Street in that most of the crashes involved parked vehicles. 
Similar. to the previous section, this is a section that we recommend the striping· of an edge 
line on each side such that it further delineates the single thru lane and provides a buffer 
between vehicles and parked cars. 
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Bicycle Lanes 

Preferred bicycle lanes were identified in a previous study, Bridging the Gaps (December 
2008). As part of this study, we reviewed the conclusions of that study and identified the 
locations of the preferred bike routes as shown on Figure 2B of Appendix A. Based on a 
review of those conclusions and our own field review, we do not recommend any additional 
bicycle lanes with the exception of a section of Lisbon Street which is consistent with the 
previous study. 

Lisbon Street - Currently Park Street serves bicyclists who desire to travel from north to 
south in the business section of the study area. However, the re are no designated bicycle 
lanes for bicyclists who are traveling from south to north in that part of the study area . As 
described previously ("Lisbon Street Single Lane Extension") we are recommending that 
two travel lanes be maintained for the southerly section of Lisbon Street (up to Cedar St.) 
and a single travel lane be provided for the northerly section of Lisbon Street (Cedar St. to 
Main St.). There appears to be enough width in the northerly single lane section to allow 
for a striped bicycle lane, while for the southerly section where width is more limited, we 
recommend that sharrows (combination of bike symbols with chevrons I arrows) be striped 
in the right most travel lane to remind drivers to share the lane with bicyclists. This 
combination of sharrows and striped bicycle lane will provide a corridor to compliment Park 
Street and provide accommodations for bicyclists traveling from south to north. 

In the northerly single lane section, there are cobble stone strips for a portion of the section. 
Before a bicycle lane could be striped, the cobble stones would need to be removed and 
replaced with a smoother surface. 

One -Way Streets 

As part of this study, we identified (See previously presented Figure 2B) and reviewed the 
existing one-way roadways within the study area. It is our conclusion that although the 
City could probably switch. some of the streets from one-way to two-way, what they have 
appears to work and we propose that it will work even better· once the recommendations 
identified in this report are implemented. For that reason, we do not recommend that any 
of the one-ways be converted back to two-way. 
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Agenda 

ANDROSCOGGIN 
lAND TRUST 

1. Overview of existing planning documents for Rail to Trail 
a. Androscoggin River Greenway Plan (now completed) 
b. Health Impact Assessment by MaineCDC 
c. Status ofLisbon/Route 196 Plan and further references to Trail/Rail 

2. Update from partners on work to date 
a. Lisbon conversations with Governor/Legislators 
b. A VCOG/ ATRC Policy Documents 

3. Next Steps 
a. Thoughts from group? 
b. Should a resolve be pursued from the three communities? 
c. Letter to legislative delegation representing the region? 
d. Meeting with MaineDOT /MaineACF key staffers on 

status/planning? 
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Androscoggin River Greenway 

Rail Trail, lincoln Street to 1-95 Exit 80, lewiston 
First Tier Priority 

Figure 3-a 

Description 
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., a) Rail Trail to utilize existing rail bed to 

new Exit 80 park & ride lot 

Lewi: 

A rail trail, utilizing the existing rail bed, beginning at Lincoln Street and connecting to the proposed Exit 80 
park & ride lot. 

Connections 

• Potential regional connectivity south to Lisbon and Topsham via railroad corridor. 
• Connection to Lewiston's designated Growth Area (focus for economic development, planned job center, 

at exit 80). 
• Connection between downtown Lewiston and 1-95 Exit 80 park and ride facilities (with potential regional 

and multi-modal transportation opportunities). 
• Connection to proposed Cedar Street/Lown Bridge route (#10) with links to downtown Auburn. 
• Connection to proposed Gully Brook (#2b) connection to the schools/Franklin Pasture and to Gaslight Park. 
• Connection for neighborhoods off Lisbon Street to downtown Lewiston. 

Length 

Off-road route: 2.34 Miles 

Construction Type 

• 10'-wide compacted stone dust shared use trail on existing rail bed 
• Drainage improvements and fencing as needed 
• Marked trail crossing on South Avenue 
• Pedestrian bridges in three locations 

3-25 3 Proposed Segments 



Androscoggin River Greenway 

+ Trailheads with signage and bicycle racks at Cedar Street and the proposed Exit 80 park & ride 

Opportunities and Constraints 

+ Rail corridor ownership must be negotiated from Pan Am Railways 
+ Additional easements may be necessary to create ADA-compliant grade transition to park 
• & ride at Exit 80 
• Opportunity to connect bicycle commuters with carpools to regional destinations 
• Much of the trail is currently maintained by a snowmobile club - possible conflict, or an opportunity to 

collaborate. Club has maintained approximately half of the trail in good condition. 
+ Crossing of South Ave should not present many difficulties 
+ Trail design should be sensitive to adjacent landowners in close proximity to facility 
+ Pedestrian bridges present opportunity for views and largely make use of existing infrastructure 
+ Opportunity to reach a large population, connecting residences with shopping, workplaces, cultural 

centers, the river, etc. 

3 Proposed Segments 3-26 



Androscoggin River Greenway 

focus Area 
Rail Trail from Lincoln Street to 1-95 Exit 80, lewiston 

Overview Map 
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Trail head area at lincoln Street Park (rail removed) Existing rail trestle over Gully Brook 



Androscoggin River Greenway 

Merton Boulevard, off lincoln Street, next to rail line 

Southern section of rail corridor (typ.) 

Gully where trestle was removed, will require 
new bridge and switch-back trail 

2 
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Androscoggin River Greenway 

Construction Type 

• 1 0'-wide compacted stone dust shared use trail on existing rail bed 
• Drainage improvements and fencing as needed 
• Marked trail crossing on South Avenue 
• Pedestrian bridges in three locations 
• Trailheads with signage and bicycle racks at Cedar Street and the proposed Exit 80 park & 

ride 

Opportunities and Constraints - Cedar Street to Locust Street 

• Plans for a "road diet" and improved pedestrian crossings on Cedar Street are key to 
ensuring safe access to the North end of the trail 

• A small crushed stone plaza with benches, a trash receptacle, bike parking, landscaping, 
and a kiosk with a map and trail information will be accessible from the existing sidewalk 
on Cedar Street 

• The trail will connect to proposed pedestrian improvements entering Lewiston Island on 
Mill Street 

• This portion of the trail is thickly wooded, requiring significant clearing 

• The rail bed is currently used for illegal dumping and will need to be regularly maintained 
after trail completion 

Opportunities and Constraints - Locust Street to Gully Brook 

• The existing bridge abutments at Locust Street could be used to support a new, pre­
engineered, 60' pedestrian bridge 

• Fencing should be installed for safety along the bridge abutment on the south side of 
Locust Street 

• Fencing should also be installed, where needed, to provide separation from the adjacent 
business on this section 

• This section of the tracks is also thickly wooded and will require clearing 

Opportunities and Constraints - Gully Brook to the Drainage Channel behind Promenade 
Mall 

• The existing bridge abutments over Gully Brook could be used to support a new, pre­
engineered, 130' pedestrian bridge 

+ Tall fencing should be installed as a courtesy where the trail skirts backyards in a 
residential neighborhood off Merton Boulevard. 

• This section of the tracks is also thickly wooded and will require clearing 

• The trail slopes steeply to the unnamed drainage channel after entering an area dominated 
by power lines. Informal trails are already used by area residents. A switchback using the 
CMP-owned land in this area will be necessary to provide an ADA-compliant grade 
transition to a proposed pedestrian bridge included in the next section. It appears the rail 
bed used to cross this low spot on a bridge that no longer exists. 



Androscoggin River Greenway 

Opportun ities and Constraints - Drainage Channel behind Promen~de Mall to South 
Avenue 

• A proposed pre-engineered pedestrian bridge crosses the unnamed drainage channel 

• From there, the trail crosses a large cleared area dominated by power lines until rejoining 
the existing rail bed. 

• An informal trail provides access from this section to Lincoln Street 

• It may be possible to provide a connection to the mall, but the steep rise in grade will 
need to be overcome and could be costly 

• A tall fence is recommended as a courtesy along the parking area and access drive of an 
adjacent business at South Road 

• It may be desirable to route the trail onto CMP-owned land in this section until rejoining 
the existing rail bed 

• From the existing rail bed at the edge of the power line clearing, the trail appears to have 
been kept clear and in good condition by a snowmobiling club 

Opport_unit ies and Constraints - South Avenue to Exit 80 Trailhead 

• Trail crossing signs and an integral-colored crossing are recommended across South 
Avenue to alert drivers to trail users. Bollards should be installed to prevent vehicles from 
entering the trail. The crossing does not appear to present significant safety challenges. 

• This section of the trail appears to have been kept clear and in good condition by a 
snowmobiling club 

• Where the Hart Brook crosses the trail, the bank adjacent to the trail is steep, and in need 
of stabilization 

• Ponded water suggests some drainage easements may be needed along this section 

• A safety fence should be installed in this area, at the top of the bank 

• Several residential streets dead end in the vicinity of the trail and informal trails 
connecting them to the trail could be formalized 

• Depending on the configuration of the proposed improvements to the Exit 80 park & ride, 
it may be necessary to obtain easements from two landowners to provide an ADA­
compliant grade transition between the park & ride and the existing rail bed 

• Trail and trailhead improvements should be designed as a part of the Exit 80 park & ride 
improvements 

• A small crushed stone plaza with a trash receptacle, parking for 1 0 bicycles, and a kiosk 
with a map and trail information will be accessible from the improved park & ride, 
creating an opportunity to connect bicycle commuters with carpools to regional 
destinations 

• It may be desirable to provide bicycle lockers at the park & ride to further encourage use 
by bicycle commuters 

4 



Rail to Trail from Lincoln Street to 195 Exit 80, Lewiston 
Cost Estimates by Segment- 10' Wide Stone Dust Trail 

Cedar Street to Locust Street 

DESCRIPTION QTY UNIT UNIT COST COST 
Stone Dust Trail Surface 1,260 LF $50.00 $63,000.00 

Guardrail/Fence - LF $40.00 $0.00 

Culvert - EA $15,000.00 $0.00 

Clearing and Grubbing (20' width x length) 0.6 Acre $6,000.00 $3,471.07 

Loam 6" Depth and Seed 13 UNIT $750.00 $9,750.00 

Signs - Destination at Locust Street 2EA $50.00 $100.00 

20 x 20 Stone Dust Plaza at Cedar Street Trailhead 1 EA $550.00 $550.00 
Trailhead Kiosk 1 EA $7,500.00 $7,500.00 

Landscape Plantings at Trailhead 1LS $10,000.00 $10,000.00 

Site Amenities at Trailhead: 2 benches, 3 bike loops and 1 1LS $3,500.00 $3,500.00 
trash receptacle 

Subtotal: $97,871.07 

30% Permitling, Engineering, and Materials Contingency: $29,361.32 

Total $127,232.40 

LoCllst Street to Gully Brook 

DESCRIPTION QTY UNIT UNIT COST COST 

Stone Dust Trail Surface 775 LF $50.00 $38,750.00 

Chain Link Fence (at Buildings/Eleveation Change) 1,000 LF $25.00 $25,000.00 

Culvert - EA $15,000.00 $0.00 

Clearing and Grubbing (20' width x length) 0.4 Acre $6,000.00 $2,134.99 

Loam 6" Depth and Seed 8 UNIT $750.00 $6,000.00 

Signs- 1/4 Mile Markers 2EA $50.00 $100.00 

Pedestrian Bridge over Locust Street - Uses Existing 60 LF $3,250.00 $195,000.00 
Abutments 

Subtotal: $266,984.99 

30% Permitting, Engineering, and Materials Contingency: $80,095.50 

Total $347,080.48 

Gully Brook to Unnamed Drainage Cllanllel behind Promenade Mall- South of Merton Boulevard 

DESCRIPTION QTY UNIT UNIT COST COST 

Stone Dust Trail Surface 2,000 LF $50.00 $100,000.00 

Chain Link Fence (at Residences) 600 LF $25.00 $15,000.00 

Culvert 2EA $15,000.00 $30,000.00 

Clearing and Grubbing (20' width x length) 0.9 Acre $6,000.00 $5,509.64 

Loam 6" Depth and Seed 20 UNIT $750.00 $15,000.00 

Signs- 1/4 Mile Markers and Destinations 6 EA $50.00 $300.00 

Pedestrian Bridge over Gully Brook- Uses Existing 130 LF $3,250.00 $422,500.00 
Abutments 

Subtotal: $588,309.64 

30% Permitting, Engineering, and Materials Contingency: $176,492.89 



Total $764,80253 

u dD . Cl I bel. d P d M II S I ifM B I d S lA 

DESCRIPTION QTY UNIT UNIT COST COST 

Stone Dust Trail Surface 3,200 LF $50.00 $160,000.00 

Chain Link Fence (at Business near South Road) 460 LF $25.00 $11,500.00 

Culvert - EA $15,000.00 $0.00 

Clearing and Grubbing (20' width x length) at South Road 0.2 Acre $6,000.00 $1,267.22 
only 

Loam 6" Depth and Seed 32 UNIT $750.00 $24,000.00 

Signs- 1/4 Mile Markers and Destinations 8 EA $50.00 $400.00 

Pedestrian Bridge over Drainage Channel- No Existing 100 LF $3,250.00 $325,000.00 
Abutments 

Subtotal: $522,167.22 

30% Permitting, Engineering, and Materials Contingency: $156,650.17 

Total $678,817.38 

Soutl1 Avenue to Exit 80 Traill1ead 

DESCRIPTION QTY UNIT UNIT COST COST 

Stone Dust Trail Surface 5,100 LF $50.00 $255,000.00 

Chain Link Fence (at Embankment and Easements) 900 LF $25.00 $22,500.00 

Culvert 2EA $15,000.00 $30,000.00 

Bank Stabilization 1LS $10,000.00 $10,000.00 

Clearing and Grubbing (20' width x length) Across 0.3 Acre $6,000.00 $1,652.89 
Easements near Exit 80 Only 

Loam 6" Depth and Seed 51 UNIT $750.00 $38,250.00 

Signs- 1/4 Mile Markers and Destinations 14 EA $50.00 $700.00 

2 Road Crossing Signs, Pavement Markings, and 4 Bollards lLS $7,500.00 $7,500.00 

Curb Ramp Det Warning 40 SF $75.00 $3,000.00 

30 x 20 Stone Dust Plaza at Exit 80 Trailhead 1 EA $825.00 $825.00 

Trailhead Kiosk 1 EA $7,500.00 $7,500.00 

Landscape Plantings at Trailhead lLS $5,000.00 $5,000.00 

Site Amenities at Trailhead: 10 bike loops and 1 trash lLS $3,500.00 $3,500.00 
receptacle 

Subtotal: $385,427.89 

30% Permitting, Engineering, and Materials Contingency: $115,628.37 

Total $501,056.26 

Grand Total (Excluding Easements/ Rights) $2,418,989.06 



The rail trail would cross Gully Brook on a new pedestrian bridge, and could connect to the proposed Gully Brook trail. 
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The rail trail would cross Locust Street on a new pedestrian bridge. 



Androscoggin Greenway Health Impact Assessment 
Final Report 

August 31,2012 

Conducted by: 
Maine Health Impact Assessment Initiative 

Norman Anderson, Maine Center for Disease Control and Prevention 

Doug Beck, BS, Maine Center for Disease Control and Prevention 

Jaime Comstock, Bangor Region Public Health and Wellness 

Rebecca Drewette-Card, MSPH, Public Health Partners, LLC 

Sarah Levin Martin, PhD, DBA PEANUT (copyright 2004) 

Michelle Mitchell, MSocSc, Partnerships for Health, LLC 

Ashley Tetreault, BA, Partnerships for Health, LLC 



Table 6. Summary of Expected Health Impacts by Project 
STRAWBERRY RIVERFRONT NORTH RIVER EXIT SO 

AVENUE PROJECT ISLAND PROJECT ROAD PROJECT PROJECT 

IMPROVED ACCESS 

Fruits and vegetables + + 0 0 
Services ++ ++ ++ + 

++ ++ + + 

++ ++ 
INCREASED PHYSICAL ACTIVITY + + + + + + + + 
Recreation + + + + 
Active transportation ++ ++ + + 
I~ED I 

+ + 0 0 

+ + + + 

+ 
Employment opportunities + + + + 
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Figure 12. Logical Pathway for the Riverfront Island Project 

RIVf.RFRONT ISLAND PROJI:Cl 

Figure 13. Logical Pathway for the Exit 80 Project 

EXIT 80 PROJECT 

Figure 14. Logical Pathway for the North River Road Project 

NORTH RIVfR ROAO PROJfCT 
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3.5 Exit 80 

The Exit 80 project begins at 1-95 Exit 80 in Lewiston and follows the existing rai l corridor for 

2.25 miles to Chestnut Street in downtown Lewiston. While this corridor is adjacent to some densely 

populated areas of the city, the topography between the residential area and the trail makes it nearly 

impossible to reach the trail from those neighborhoods, under the existing plan. This results in a 

corridor that is almost exclusively point-to-point in nature. 

Figure 7. Exit 80 Project Map 

Jill 

Auburn 

M; H-:>p r 
~t l 1 ! t.'1: ~ r )' 

Lin• •oln \rr.,~t 
Rrr.1t l :111 " ' ' 

Ctt!/(li 
l~~·?btc t\ 

<.~· 

I 

b :l: 80 } , 
I 

•.I" 

I ~1 
I 

.' 

0 1).15 -3 

·' 

W.'il5cri~ 
~rhonf 

Oo1t Hiil 
(t·ul'::'tt:try 

G.dighl 
P;:;~ 

,.;·. 
.;~t 

c~' 
t .{'.'.•Jj~1o'IP 

M~11tl M;;ll 
S.t h.,ul 

, .:.;:-

'u; 
_(rng:lt:y ·• 
s·eflo(.! 

~{~ ... 
i_J l•:•• .. -.~1 nn 

.;; -> H 1(1~ 1 Sdl•)<•l 

F ro:nkl i ~ 

;;:§·" 

.,,I · Lewiston 

A \ 
'fiT/ 

20 



LMF Funding for the purchase of multi use rail trails 

-
Date Miles I I Purchase Price LMF Funding 

10/29/1999 13.54 Farmington to French Falls $ 198,000.00 $ 198,000.00 

12/5/2003 29 Newport to Dover-Foxcroft $1,250,000 $537,000 

3/29/2005 5.9 Patten to Sherman I $ 120,000.00 $ 80,000.00 

6/24/2005 32.5 Houlton to Presque Isle $ 714,049.59 $ 53,360.00 

9/7/2009 16 Medford to Lagrange $ 306,000.00 $ 128,000.00 
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Lisbon Area Snowmobile Trails 

Location 

10- _ - --

-· 

: :~- - - -. '-rf· 
Y. 

'.,.:._ 

_ _ . _ Pejepscot Sno-Chiefs 
We _meet the 2nd_ Tuesday of the month at 7PM at the town offices · 



Tizz E. H. Crowley, Ward One 
Robert Hayes, Ward Two 
Mary Lafontaine, Ward Three 
Adam R. Lee, Ward Four 

Jonathan P. LaBonte, Mayor 

IN CITY COUNCIL 

Leroy Walker, Ward Five 
Belinda Gerry, At Large 
David Young, At Large 

RESOLVE 01-02032014 

WHEREAS, The City of Auburn, City Council in the County of Androscoggin, and State of Maine appointed 
municipal staff and volunteer members of the public have worked with a Regional Rail to Trail Committee from 
Lewiston and Auburn to produce a plan to construct a multi-use trail from Lisbon to Lewiston on the abandoned 
rail line. 

AND WHEREAS, it is the intent of the City of Auburn, City Council to work with Regional Rail to Trail 
Committee on the proposed plans to ensure that the future multi-use trail is open to the public for recreational 
and wellness activity. 

AND WHEREAS, the City of Auburn , City Council supports the proposed Rail to Trail as an economic 
development opportunity that will benefit all organizations and businesses within the Androscoggin County 
region. 

AND WHEREAS, the City of Auburn , City Council also recognizes that the Rail to Trail is supported in the 
Bridging the Gap, ATRC 2013 Regional Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan; "A number of opportunities exist for multi­
use paths in Lewiston, Auburn, Sabattus and Lisbon. Ideally these paths can be constructed on independent 
right- of- ways such as abandoned railway beds" 

AND WHEREAS, the City of Auburn, City Council, supports the removal of the rail so construction of the new 
trail will be done and also allow the improvement of the rail bed. 

AND WHEREAS, the City of Auburn, City Council recognizes that the State of Maine may exercise its right to 
reconstruct the rail at any time that it deems necessary for regional economic development improvements. 

BE IT THEREFORE RESOLVED that the City of Auburn, City Council supports the Regional Rail to Trail 
efforts as it makes sense financially and functionally to support in earnest: 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, The City of Auburn supports any legislative effort that will result in the 
development and completion of a multi-use trail for recreational and wellness activities. The effect of the 
completion of this trail will allow all citizens of the State ofMaine and its visitors to have access to all that 
Maine has to offer in terms of recreation and area to encourage healthy life styles. It will also optimize and 
develop regional cooperation that would enhance economic development opportunities for the Androscoggin 
County region. 



LEWISTON CITY COUNCIL 
MEETING OF MARCH 4, 2014 

AGENDA INFORMATION SHEET: AGENDA ITEM NO. 1 

SUBJECT: 

Public Hearing on the renewal application for a Special Amusement Permit for Live Entertainment 
for the Carlton Club, 25 Sabattus Street. 

INFORMATION: 

We have received a renewal application for a Special Amusement Permit for Live Entertainment 
from the Carlton Club, 25 Sabattus Street. 

The Police Department has reviewed and approved the application. 

There was no reference to this business or property address in the Council Constituent Concern log, 
as maintained by the Administrator's Office. 

The business owners have been notified of the public hearing and requested to attend. 

APPROVAL AND/OR COMMENTS OF CITY ADMINISTRATOR: 

The City Administrator recommends approval of the requested action. 

REQUESTED ACTION: 

To grant a Special Amusement Permit for Live Entertainment to the Carlton Club, 25 Sabattus 
Street. 



CITY OF LEWISTON 
APPLICATION FOR SPECIAL AMUSEMENT PERMIT 

Date of Application: ).-//-11 Expiration Date: 3--1/ -IS' 
__ Class A - restaurants with entertainment, which does not have dancing 

__ Class B - lounges/bars with entertainment, which does not have dancing 

License fee: $116.00 

__}(_ Class C - either restaurants or lounges/bars with entertainment, including dancing 

__ Class D - function halls with entertainment, including dancing 

__ Class E- dance hall or nightclub that admits persons under the age of21 

__ Class F - "chem-free" dance hall or nightclub for patrons aged 18 years and older, with no liquor service 

Renewal Applicants: Has any or all ownership changed in the 12 months? ___ Yes _k_ No 

****PLEASE PRINT**** 

Business Name: Cctr/PYI C fv b Business Phone: 7!1'1- CJ J.fJC3 

Location Address: _ ___.)5~-:......_ ..... Q--.::,q~b,L::.if/IV,.I-LJ._~r-r ...... f'-----=L=-e---=w~&:.J..~~>"\_.L..tYJ~e~6:....L~....It:~=..t:~~t;:J:.__ ____ _ 

(If new business, what was formerly in this location: _____________________ ) 

Mailing Address: --='J_,-=:>""-----"S'--q:::l...f-'b'--cJh"--"-""'wr!....__...~!!....-f-...:...._ __________________ _ 

Contact Person : _ ___,_,~~Y..l..._.-".c.=u_,_,e.::.._8r=-e~{""<-=-V'\.=~=-"--'CJ""--------- Home Phone: _ ____,)"'-· ~'f,-=-6_-_.16:;'--=-=':J:....:O=· ·'-

Owner of Business: ___________________ Date of Birth: ________ _ 

AddressofOvvncr: ________________________________ _ 

Manager of Establishment: c5fu+nc:rm. iJ?.M/vrJ/Ai/ Date ofBirth: _____ _ 

Owner ofPremises (landlord): Ao bee+ Ucq ukc..r± 1617 BAcK CJ..,r-/i111f f:. /ejqJ IJ C 
l: ;;85111 

~~of~~s~o~cr:_?~~ =o~I~2~B~k~~~C~· ~~v~~~~~J~D~· '~4k~k~~~J~U-C~~~~B~~~~~~~--
Does the issuance of this license directly or indirectly benefit any City employee(s)? ___ Yes ___k_ No 
If yes, list the name(s) of employee(s) and department(s): __________________ _ 

Have any of the applicants, including the corporation if applicable, ever held a business license with the City of 

Lewiston?¥- Yes . No Ifyes, please list business name(s) and location(s): ---.----------

Ca.rlfoa C !vh )S ,r;c;Jq-fv.s sf Lew!fft"' Yb ~ o<Jei{5 

Have applicant, partners, associates, or corporate officers ever been arrested, indicted, or convicted for any 

violation of the law? __ Yes ~No If yes, please explain: ----------------



CORPORATION APPLICANTS: Please attach a list of all principal officers, date of birth & town of residence 

Corporation Name: __ C=-·-q,_.,.._,_/~-A--=ts_"1..!..___,C::...:ft,_,o=-b=-----------------------
Corporation Mailing Address: d s- S '? £&.r .d 
Contact Person: , SJ'e </e- 8c::r '1'\ c::...r-J Phone: 

Do you permit dancing on premises? ~ Yes __ No (If yes, you must first obtain a dance hall permit from the 
State Fire j\lfarshall's Office) If yes, do you permit dancing or entertainment after 1:00 ANI? __ Yes __ No 

What is the distance to the nearest residential dwelling unit both inside and outside the building from where the 

entertainment will take place?-------------------------------

Please describe the type of proposed entertainment: 

~ancing 0 stand up comedian 0 piano player 
rt(" ~sic by DJ ffiaraoke 0 other, please list ____________ _ 
l:!llive band/singers 0 magicia.'1 0 other, please list ____________ _ 

If new applicant, what is your opening date?: _________________________ _ 

******************* 

Applicant, by signature below, agrees to abide by all laws, orders, ordinances, rules and regulations governing 
the above licensee and further agrees that any misstatement of material fact may result in refusal of license or 
revocation if one has been granted. Applicant agrees that all taxes and accounts pertaining to the premises will 
be paid prior to issuance of the license. 

It is understood that this and any application(s) shall become public record and the applicant(s)hereby waive(s) 
any rights to privacy with respect thereto. 

I!We hereby authorize the release of any criminal history record information to the City Clerk's Office or 
licensing authority. JJWe hereby waive any rights to privacy with respect thereto. 

Signature: .,..,.J.::::-&- ~ Title: Lrt:"-S r ,f e.\ Date _____.;2,___--,--:-/-=-.8_-_/_~ /_ 

******************* 

Sent to Code Enforcement: _______ Need reply by: _______ Approved: _______ _ 

Sent to Police & Fire: ---------

******************* 

Hearing Date: _________ Approved by Council: ________ Vote No: ______ _ 



SPECIAL AMUSEMENT PERMIT 
SUPPLEMENTAL APPLICATION FORM 

ON-PREMISE DIAGRAM 

In an effort to clearly define your licensed premise and areas that the entertainment is 
allowed, the City of Lewiston is requiring all applicants to submit a diagram of the 
premise to be licensed in addition to a completed license application. 

Diagrams should be submitted on this form and should be as accurate as possible. Be 
sure to label the areas of your diagram showing where in the facility the entertainment 
will be, the direction of any speakers and where the dance floor, if any will be located. 



POLICE DEPARTMENT 
Michael J. Bussiere 

Chief of Police 

TO: Kelly Brooks, Deputy City Clerk 

FR: Lt. Adam D. Higgins, Support Services 

DT: February 10, 2014 

RE: Liquor License/Special Amusement Permit- Carlton Club 

We have reviewed Liquor License/Special Amusement Permit Application and have no 
objections to the following establishment; 

Carlton Club 
25 Sabattus Street 

171 Park St • Lewiston, Maine • 04240 • Phone 207-513-3137 • Fax 207-795-9007 
www.lewistonpd. org 

Lewiston 
~ 

rrnr 
2007 

Professionalism Integrity Compassion Dedication Pride Dependability 



LEWISTON CITY COUNCIL 
MEETING OF MARCH 4, 2014 

AGENDA INFORMATION SHEET: AGENDA ITEM NO. 2 

SUBJECT: 

Public Hearing and Final Passage regarding an amendment to the Business Licensing ordinance 
regarding garage sale permits. 

INFORMATION: 

Under the cunent Business Ordinance, residents are permitted to hold two garage sales a year on their 
property. Several residents have requested the ability to hold three sales at their location. The 
reasons vary, some would like to hold one in spring, another in summer and another in fall. Some 
would like to be able to hold a third sale just to get rid of remaining items if their first two sales were 
slow due to poor weather or lack of business in previous sales. 

The Police Department does not see any concerns with this regarding increased neighborhood traffic 
or any other concerns. 

Passage is recommended. 

APPROVAL AND/OR COMMENTS OF CITY ADMINISTRATOR: 

The City Administrator recommends approval of the requested action. 

REQUESTED ACTION: 

That the proposed amendment to the City Code of Ordinances, Chapter 22 "Businesses", Article X 
"Sale of Personal Property From Residential Premises", Section 22-282 "Permit required; 
conditions" receive final passage by a roll call vote. 



No. 14-
Effective: 

AN ORDINANCE PERTAINING TO SALE OF PERSONAL PROPERTY 

THE CITY OF LEWISTON HEREBY ORDAINS: 

Chapter 22 ofthe Code of Ordinances ofthe City of Lewiston, Maine is hereby amended as follows: 

CHAPTER22 

BUSINESSES 

ARTICLE X. SALE OF PERSONAL PROPERTY FROM RESIDENTIAL 
PREMISES 

Sec. 22-282. Permit required; conditions. 

No person shall sell or offer for sale personal property from any residential premises 
except as permitted by this article. Only the sale of donated personal property and the sale of 
personal property owned, used and maintained for personal use only by the seller, and not 
for resale to the public, shall be permitted to be sold from residential premises, and only 
after issuance to the seller of a permit for such purposes, as follows: 

(1) A permit may be obtained from the city clerk's office. The fee for a permit 
shall be paid in accordance with the business fee schedule as established by 
the city council. 

(2) No permit shall be issued for sales of personal property upon residential 
premises for a period of more than three consecutive days, and no more than 
twe three permits shall be issued for such sales upon a residential premises in 
any one calendar year. Permits required under this article shall be on forms 
furnished by the city clerk. 

Note: Additions are underlined; deletions are struck out. 



LEWISTON CITY COUNCIL 
MEETING OF MARCH 4, 2014 

AGENDA INFORMATION SHEET: AGENDA ITEM NO. 3 
SUBJECT: 

Public Hearing and First Passage for the conditional rezoning of the property at 1 Walnut Street 
from the Downtown Residential (DR) District to the Centreville (CV) District. 

INFORMATION: 

The Planning Board voted 7-0 to send a favorable recommendation to the City Council to 
conditionally rezone the property at 1 Walnut Street from the Downtown Residential (DR) District 
to the Centreville (CV) District, subject to the conditional rezoning agreement. 

Andrew Knight has submitted a petition to request a conditional rezoning of this property (which is 
the former St. Patrick's Church) to allow uses of the property which are permitted and conditional 
uses ni the DR zoning district and the following as conditional uses: "drinking places", and "places 
of indoor assembly, amusement or culture". The rezoning would allow for the petitioner to utilize 
the property for commercial purposes; specifically large events such as weddings and conferences. 

Please see the enclosed memorandum from City Planner David Hediger for additional information 
as well as a site map and other background information. 

APPROVAL AND/OR COMMENTS OF CITY ADMINISTRATOR: 

The City Administrator supports the requested action. 

REQUESTED ACTION: 

To approve first passage of the amendment to the Zoning and Land Use Code and Map to 
conditionally rezone the property at 1 Walnut Street from the Downtown Residential (DR) District 
to the Centreville (CV) District, subject to a conditional agreement, and to continue the public 
hearing to the next regular City Council meeting for final passage. 



Lewiston 
tdtd 

mr 
2007 

To: 

From: 

Date: 

Subject: 

City of Lewiston 
Planning & Code Enforcement 

Gil Arsenault, Director 

MEMORANDUM 

Ed Barrett, City Administrator 
City Clerk's Office 
City Council Members 

David Hediger 

February 26, 2014 

Planning Board Action 

It's Happerung Here! 
l£ W tslON • AU I U RH 

The Planning Board took the following action at their public meeting held on 
February 24, 2014 regarding the Conditional Rezoning of St. Patrick's Church & 
Rectory located at 1 Walnut Street: 

The following motion was made: 

MOTION: By Paul Madore pursuant to Article VII, Section 4 and 
Article XVII, Section 5 of the Zoning and Land Use Code 
to send a favorable recommendation for the City 
Council's consideration to conditionally rezone the 
property at 1Walnut Street from the Downtown 
Residential (DR) district to the Centreville (CV). Second 
by Pauline Gudas. 

VOTED: 7-0 (Passed). 

c: Planning Board Members 

The City of Lewiston is an EOE. For more information, please visit our website at www.ci. lewiston.me.us and click on the 
Non-Discrimination Policy. 



CITY OF LEWISTON Lewiston 
bOd 

Department of Planning & Code Enforcement AHmeril:a City' 

,lilt.' 
TO: 
FROM: 
DATE: 
RE: 

Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council 
David Hediger, City Planner 
February 25, 2014 

2007 

Request by Andrew Knight to conditionally rezone the property a !Walnut 
Street- formerly St. Patrick's Church -from the Downtown Residential 
(DR) district to the Centreville (CV) district. 

Andrew Knight has submitted a petition pursuant to Article XVII, Section 5 of the Zoning and 
Land Use Code to conditionally rezone the property a 1 Walnut Street- formerly St. Patrick's 
Church -from the Downtown Residential (DR) district to the Centreville (CV) district. This 
property of approximately 1.4 acres consists of a vacant church, rectory, and parking lot. The 
church was constructed in 1886 and held its last mass in October 2009. The structures are 
located within the Kennedy Park Historic District with any changes to the exterior subject to a 
Certificate of Appropriateness from the Lewiston Historic Preservation Review Board. Mr. 
Knight currently has an option to purchase the property from the Roman Catholic Bishop of 
Portland. 

The petitioner's request to conditionally rezone the property will allow uses of the property 
which are presently permitted and conditional uses in the DR zoning district and the following as 
conditional uses: "drinking places", and "places of indoor assembly, amusement or culture". The 
rezoning would allow for the petitioner to utilize the property for commercial purposes; 
specifically, large events such as wedding and conferences. While these types of events may be 
considered accessory to a religious facility, the ability to operate a place of indoor assembly, 
amusement, or culture independently is not an allowed use in the DR district. The proposed 
rezoning will allow the property to be used for non-religious assemblies and events regulated as 
conditional uses. The petitioner has suggested the primary clientele will likely consist of 
corporate, not-for-profit, and government entities seeking mid-size conference space and 
wedding parties seeking a unique and beautiful ceremony and reception venue. 

The rezoning would also allow drinking places as a conditional use. Staff understands the 
petitioner is not proposing to operate a traditional bar at this location; though, that would be 
allowed. However, rezoning to allow drinking places as a conditional use provides the ability to 
have a liquor license at this location instead of catering alcoholic beverages for events. 

As noted above, the property will continue to allow all those uses currently permitted in the DR 
district. Of particular interest to the petitioner is the option of operating a restaurant as a 
permitted use and a hotel/motel/inn as a conditional use. Staff has provided a table listing all of 
the allowed uses in the DR and CV in comparison with the proposed conditional rezoning. 

On February 24, 2014 the Planning Board unanimously to send a favorable recommendation for 
the City Council's consideration to conditionally rezone the above referenced property. 

CCmemo.doc 1 



Proposed 

Land Use Table: pursuant to Article XI, Section 22 et seq. 
Downtown 

Centreville Conditional 

of the Zon ing and Land Use Code 
Residential (CV)(36l Rezoning-CV: 

(DR) 
1 Walnut 

Street 

USES(15)(33) 

Accessory use or structure p p p 

Commercial-Service 

Veterinary facil ities excluding kennels and humane societies 

Veterinary facilities including kennels and humane societies 

Small day care facilities p p 

Day care centers p p p 

Day care centers accessory to public schools, religious 
facilities, multifamily or mixed res. developments, and mobile 
home parks 
Business anc professional offiE:es including research, 
experimental, testing laboratories , engineering, research, P(9 ) P(9) P(9) 
management and related services 

Restaurants P(1) P(1) P(1 ) 

Drinking places p c 
Adult business establishments 

Hotels , motels, inns c p c 
Movie theaters except drive-in theaters p p p 

Places of indoor assembly, amusement or culture p c 
Art and crafts studios p p p 

Personal Services p p p 

Retail stores p p p 

Neighborhood retai l stores 

Lumber and building materials dealer 

Gasoline service stations 

Gasoline service stations which are a part of and subordinate 
to a retail use 

New and used car dealers 

Recreational vehicle, mobi le home dealers 

Equipment dealers and equipment repair 

Automotive services including repair 

Registered dispensary(27) 

Registered primary careg ivers engaged in the cultivations of 
medical marijuana for two to five reg istered patients. 

Tattoo Establishments 

Industrial 

Light industrial uses 

Industrial uses P(16) 
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Proposed 

Land Use Table: pursuant t o Article XI, Section 22 et seq. 
Downtown Centreville Conditional 

of the Zoning and Land Use Code 
Residential (CV)(36J Rezoning-CV: 

(DR) 
1 Walnut 

St reet 

Building and construction contractors 

Fuel oil dealers and related facil ities 

Wholesale sales. warehousing and distribution facilities and 
self-storage facilities 

Self storage facilities 

Commercial solid waste disposal facilities 

Junkyards and auto graveyards 

Recycling and reprocessing facilities 

Private industrial/commercial developments(23) 

Transportation 

Airports or heliports 

Commercial parking facilities G(l) p C(3) 

Transit and ground transportation facilities c p c 
Transportation facilities 

Public and Ut il ity 

Pumping stations , standpipes or other water supply uses 
involving facilities located on or above the ground surface and p p p 

towers for municipal use 

Power transmission lines , substations, telephone exchanges, c c c 
microwave towers or other public utility or com munications use 

Mun icipal buildings and facil ities p p p 

PreseNation of historic areas; emergency and fire protection 
activities; bridges and publ ic roadways 

Dams 

Inst itut ional 

Religious facilities p p p 

Cemeteries 

Congregate care/assisted living facil ities, institutions for the 
handicapped, nursing or convalescent homes, group care p p p 

facilities 

Hospitals, medical clinics , c p c 
Museums, librar ies, and non-prol it art galleries and theaters p p p 
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Proposed 

Land Use Table: pursuant to Article XI, Section 22 et seq. 
Downtown Centrevi lle Conditional 

of the Zoning and Land Use Code 
Residential (CV)(36J Rezoning-CV: 

(DR) 
1 Walnut 

Street 

Academic institutions, including buildings or structures for 
classroom, administrative, laboratory, dormitories, art, theater, 
dining services, library, bookstores, athletic facilities and p p p 
student recreational uses, together with buildings accessory to 
the foregoing permitted principal build ings or structures, 

Civic and social organizations p 

Public community meeting and civic function buildings p p p 
including auditoriums 

Residential( B) 

Single-family detached dwellings on individual residential lots P(11) P(11) 

Mobile homes on individual residential lots 

Two-family dwellings P(11) P(11) 
Multifamily dwellings in accordance with the standards of 

P(11) p P(11) 
Article XIII 
Single-Family attached dwelling in accordance with the 

P(11) P(11) 
standards of Article XIII 
Mixed single-family residential developments in accordance 
with the standards of Article XII I 
Mixed residential developments in accordance with the 
standards of Article XIII 

Mixed use structures P(11) p P(11) 

Lodging houses P(11) P(11) 

Home occupations p p 

Bed and breakfast establishments as a home occupation p p p 

In-law apartments in accordance with the standards of Article p p p 
XII 

Single family cluster development 

Family day care home p p p 

Shelters c c 

Natural Resource 

Agriculture 

Farm Stands 

Forest management and timber harvesting activities in 
accordance with the standards of Article XIII 

Earth material removal 

Community gardens(20) p p p 

Water dependent uses, e.g. docks and marinas 
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Proposed 

Land Use Table: pursuant to Article XI, Section 22 et seq. 
Downtown Centreville Conditional 

of the Zoning and Land Use Code 
Residential 

(CV)1361 Rezoning-CV: 
(DR) 

1 Walnut 

Street 

Non-residential structures for educational. scientific or nature 
interpretation purposes , containing a maximum floor area of 
not more than ten thousand (1 0,000) square feet 

Recreation 

Campgrounds 

Public or private facilities for nonintensive outdoor recreation c c 

Commercial outdoor recreation and drive-in theaters 

Fitness and recreational sports centers as listed under NAICS 
Code 713940 
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ANDREW KNIGHT, J.D . 

1/22/2014 

David Hediger 
City Planner/Deputy Director, Planning and Code En forcement 
City of Lewiston 
27 Pine Street 
Lewiston , ME 04240- 720 I 

Dear Mr. Hediger: 

As port o f my submission for a conditional rezoning of properly located at 220 Bates Stree t and 
1 Walnut Street (formerly St. Patrick's Church and Rectory), please find tl1e following 
attachments: 

• A proposed amendment to Appendix A, Article IV, of the Zoning and Land Use Code o f 
Lewiston, Maine 

• A statement indicating the reasons for the proposed amendment 
• A statement indica ting hovv the proposed amendment is in con formance with the 

comprehensive p lan 
• A condi tional rezoning agreement 
• A copy o f the ratified Purchase and Sole Agreement from the existing owner to the 

proponent, which includes Exhibit A, desc ribing the parcels involved in the proposed 
amendment, and a copy of the exist ing d eed to the parcels involved in the proposed 
amendment. 

• Exhibit 8, a block line print of a diagram reflec ting the verbal. description of the 
proposed c hange and the relation of the proposed change to the presently existing 
district boundaries involved 

I am proposing a condi tionoi rezoning of 1he subject property fro1n the Dow ntown Residential 
(DR) zon ing district to the Centreville (CV) zoning district 1o al low the p roperty to be utilized 
productively and efficiently as a successful commercial property, particularly a Iorge events 
venue specializing in weddings and conferences. The Centreville zoning will allow the 
property to be used as a restaurant. drinking p lace, hotel/motel/inn, and place of indoor 
assembly/amusement/culture. I will send the signed peti tion under separate cover. 

I look forward to discussing this proposal with you. Please le t me know if you have fur·ther 
questions. 

Kind regards. 
·f 

c-,;'' ..~ ~ 1 
/-- ~~-~1 -Lr._j ,~~/I- ;:_ - t L-:-- . . -:j I 

Andrew Knight, J.D. 



AN ORDlNANCE PERTAINING TO ZONLNG BOUNDARIES 

THE CITY OF LEWISTON HF.REBV ORDAINS: 

Appendix A of the Code of Ordinances oftbe City of Lewiston, Maine. is hereby am~nded as 
follows : 

APPENDIX A 
ZONING AND LAND USE CODE 

ARTICLE IV. ESTABLISHMENT OF DISTRICTS 

Sec. 1. Zoning Map. 

The .. Official Zo ning. Map. City of Lcvviston," adopted pursuant to this SecLion. is hereby 
amended by conditional ly rezoning the parcels more Cu lly described in C-,:hi bit --A·· attached 
hereto, and as shown on a black line print attached hereto as Exhib it ·· s,'· said parcels bting 
located at 220 Bates Street and l Wa lnut Street, Lewiston. Maine (formerl y known as St. 
Patrick 's Clmrch and Rectory), {i·om the Dovmtown Residclltia l (DR) zoning district to the 
Centreville (CV) zoning district. 

REASONS FOR THE PROPOSED AlVIENOMENT 

The reasons for the proposed amendmen t include a lto wing the former St. Patrick· s Church and 
Rectory (located. respectively, at 220 Bares Street and l Wa lnut Street. Lewiston. Maine) to be 
run as successful businesses that attract clientele and revenue from v/ilhin and without th~; 
Lewiston-Auburn area. increase revenue io local businesses, improve local property values., and 
discourage crime in and around Kennedy Park, all \<Vhile preserving these historic structures . 
Specificall y, proponent would like to have the properties. which are currcnrly zoned for the 
Oowmown Residential (DR) zon ing district, condi tionally rezoned 10 the Cen trevil le (CV) 
zoning dis trict to allovv the operation of a large ewnts ven ue, pecializi ng in weddings and 
conferences with on-site accommodations, catering, and alcoholic beverage options i.n addi ti on 
to those uses CUJTently allowed in the DR. 

CONFORMANCE WITH COMPREHENSIVE PLAN 

I. To establish a Cultural District in the downtown area (Culture & Arts Policy #5, page 
18). 

2. Stimul ate and maintain vital business investment in the Downt0\"/11 area (Downtown 
Goals # I , page 22) . 

3. Promote preservation of important historic buildings that detine the character of the 
Dowmov.cn area (DOYI'Iltown Goals #4. page 22). 
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4. A !tract new investors to purchase, redevelop and whenever possible uti! ize the: bui ldi ng.s 
with .in the Downtown Area (Downtown Policy i!7. page 32). 

). Continue ro recognize. preserve and protect the visual. arch itecturaL cultural. historical 
and archeological resources that contribute lo and dcl"ine the unique character of the City 
(Historic Preservation Goals I! L page 55). 

6. Comribute to the vita lit_. and economic development of the City by recapturing under­
utilized space for special uses increasing the real esratt: tax ba e. and re-c tablishing ... other 
areas to their former status in the region through preservation e!Tons tm·geted to enhance the: 
aesthetics and the cu lturJI t.limatc ot'the City (f [istoric Preservation Goa ls #2. page 55). 

7. Enhance the image of Lewiston and its proud heritage by ... fostering the continut:d 
conversion of vacant space to productive reuses that will contribute lO the revitalization of the 
entire Dovvntown and City (I listoric Preservation Goals #3, page 55). 

8. Encourage orderly growth and development in appropriate areas of the City, whi le 
protecting the City's rural character. making efficient use of public services and preventing 
development sprm. I (Land U e Goal #1, page 1 ~2). 

9. Provide incentives fo r adaptive reuse of building or infill construction (Long Range 
Plam1ing Policy #3. St rategy A. pag.: l.D). 

CONDlTlONAL REZONING AGREEMENT 

The proponent requests that the oCficial zoning map for the City be amended by deleting the 
subject propet1y [rom the Downtown Residential (DR) zoning district and conditi~nalty rezone 
the subject premises to the Centreville (CV) zoning district , subject to the limitations more fully 
described bdow. 

fn com pl iance with the. provi ions of the Code, Article XVfL Section 5(g). the proponent hereby 
proposes the following conditions: 

(a) Allowed uses of the prope1ty shall include those uses which are presently permitted and 
conditional uses in the Downtown Residential (DR) zoning district, and the following as 
conditional uses: ··drinking places", · pbces or indoor assembly, amusement or culture''. 
as listed below· and sub.iect to the condition ' contained herein . 
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Conditional 
Land Use Table: pursuant lO Article XL Section Rezoning-
22 et seq. of the Zoning and Land Use Code. Centreville (CV): 
subject to applicable Land Use Tahle Notes of 1 Walnut 
aforementioned section of code. Street/220 Bates 

Street 

USES(l5)(33) 

Accessory use or structure p 

Com merciai-Service 
Veterinary faci lit ies excluding kennels and 
humane societies 
Veterinary facilities including kem1els and 
humane societies 

Small day care faciliti~s p 

Day care centers p 

Day care centers accessory to public school s, 
religious facilities, multifamily or mixed res. 
developments, and mobile home parks 
Business and professional oftices including 
research, experimental, testing laborarories, 

P(9) 
engineering. research. management and related 
serv1ces 

Restaurants P(l) 

Drinking places c 
Adult business establishments 

Hotels, motels, inns c 
Movie theaters except drive-in theaters p 

Places of indoor assembly, amusemem or culture c 
Art and crafts studios p 

Personal Services p 

Retail stores p 

Neighborhood retail stores 

Lumber and building material.s dealer 

Gasoline service stations 

Gasoline service stations which are a part or and 
subordinate to a retail use 

New and used car dealers 

Recreational vehicle, mobile home dealers 
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Equipment dealers and equipment repair 

Automotive services inc luding repair 

Registered dispensary(27) 

Registered primary caregivers engaged in the 
cultivations of medical marijuana for two to five 
registered patients. 

Tattoo Establishments 

Industrial 

Light industrial uses 

lndustrial uses 

Building and construction contractors 

Fuel oil dealers and related facilities 

Wholesale sales. warehousing and distribution 
facilities and self-storage facil ities 

Self storage facilities 

Commercial so lid \lvaste disposal facilities 

Jw1kyards and auto graveyards 

Recycling and reprocessing faci lit ies 

Private industrial/commercial developments(23) 

Tr·ansportation 

Airports or heliports 

Commercial parking facilities C(3) 

Transit and ground transportation facilities c 
Transportation facilities 

Public and Utility 

Pumping stations, standpipes or otber water 
supply uses involving facilities located on or p 
above the ground surface and towers for 
municipal use 
Power transmission lines. substations, telephone 
exchanges microwave to·wers or other public c 
utility or communications use 

Municipal buildings and facilities p 

Preservation of hi storic areas; emergency and tire 
protection activities; bridges and public roadways 

Dams 

l nstitu tional 
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Religious facilities p 

Cemeteries 
Congregate care/assisted living facilities, 
institutions for the handicapped, nursing or p 
convalescent homes, group care fac il ities 
Hospitals, medical clinics, c 
Museums. libraries, and non-profit an galleries p 
and theaters 
Academic institutions. including buildings or 
structures for classroom, administrative. 
laboratory, dormitories, art. theater. dining 
services, library. bookstores, ath letic facilities and p 
student recreational us~s. together with bui ldings 
accessory to the foregoing permitted principal 
buildings or structures, 
Civic and social organizations 
Public community meeting and civic limction p 
buildings including auditoriums 

Residen tia 1(8) 
Single-family detached thvell ings on individual 

P(ll) 
residential lots 
Mobile homes on individual residential lots 
Two-tamily dwellings P(ll) 
Multifamily dwellings in accordance \-vith the 

P(ll) standards of Article XlU 
Single-Family attached dwelling in accordance 

P(ll) \.vith the standards of Atticle XIH 
Mixed single-family residential developments in 
accordance with the standards L)f Article Xl rr 
Mixed residential developments in accordance 
v.·ith the standards of Article Xfii 
Mixed use structures P(ll) 
Lodging houses P(ll) 

Home occupations p 

Bed and breakfast establishments as a home p 
occupation 
In-law apanmcnts in accordance with the p 
standards of A1iicle XII 
Single family cluster development 

Family day care home p 

Shelters c 
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Natural Resource 

Agriculture 

Farm Stands 

Forest management and timber harvesting 
activities in accordance with the standard: of 
Article Xlil 
Earth material removal 

Community gardens(20) p 

Water dependent uses, e.g. docks and marinas 

Non-residential structures for educationaL 
scientific or nature interpretation purpose . 
contain ing a maximtml floor area of not more than 
ten thousand (I 0,000) square feet 

Recreation 

CampgTounds 
Public or private (~1cilities for nonintensi\·e c 
outdoor recreation 
Commercial outdoor recreation and drive-in 
theaters 
f itness and recreational sports cemers as listed 
under NAJCS Code 713940 

(b) Violations of any of the conditions herein will constitute a violation of the Code. 

(c) The conditions described herein shall bind the proponent, its successors and assigns, and any 
person in possession or occupant of the subject premises, or any po11ion thereof. and shall inure 
to the benefit of and be enforceable by the City. 

(d) The proponent shall at his own expense, record in the Androscoggin County Registry of 
Deeds a copy of the conditions within thirty (30) days following fina l approval of this proposal 
by the City . Such form of record ing is to be in a form satisfactory to the City. 

(e) The conditions described herein shall run with the subject premises. 

(f) In addition to other remedies to v.:hich the City may be enri tl ed under applicable provisions of 
statute or ordinance, if any party in possession ofuse ofthe subject premises fails or refuses to 
comply with any of the conditions imposed, any rezoning approved by the City in accordance 
with the conditions shall be of no force or effect. In that event, any use of tbe subject premises 
and any building or structures developed pursuant to the rezoning shall be immediate ly abated 
and brought into compliance with alt applicable provisions of the Code with the same effect as if 
the rezoning had never occurred. 

Page 6 of 7 



(g) lf any ofthe conditions arc found by a cou11 of competent jurisdiction to be invalid, such 
determination shall not invalidate any of the other conditions. 

(h) Any rezoning approved by the Cit_ conditionall y shall be of no force or effect if the 
proponent fai ls or refuses to comply "vvith conditions imposed. 

(i) Any allowed proposed use addition, or expansion of the property deemed applicable to 
Article Xlfl, Section 2 of the Zoning and Land Use Code shall be subject to the applicable 
sections of ArTicle Xf ll of the Zoning and Land Use Code, Development Review and Standards. 

(j) By submitting this proposaL the proponent agrees in writing to [he conditions desc ri bed 
herein. 

r!.l J j J--- {L.·~1. l_ 1/J\ County, Virgin ia 
7 

' I I 
On I - ._-;;- ) , 20 I c 1, Personally appeared the above named Andrew Knight and 
ac.knov,;Jedged the foregoing to be of his free act and deed. 

·j t./ ,} _,.----~ /!J_lU ttr7d;jjttr;t~-s .. - ·-
___ .... Notary Public 1 

\ / I ,~ I (I Commission Expires: ':j i} \...~ ..., ~.:.· -:;-· ~ .1 

_ . 'OTA.Fl'l PUflUC 
GFIACE' G. GHAAEEB "l 

t;(>MMONWE:t\1. r H OF VtRGINIA 
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES JUNE 30, 

.._ __ CO_;_M ... M.:,:IS::;SION ~ 2.Ja4?0 '20to 
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PURCHASE AND SALE AGREEMENT 
("days" means business days unless other.w}se noted.·. see paragrapA 23) 

-::=:--:,.-,-=N;:.::Oc;.V.:ember=·=--=2:.:S:__ __ • ·.2013 
Offer Dare 

· · • . . ]tfe::tivc' Dmc 
Etiecifw Date ii'd'W=im :Par-~h.23 ottbh ~en~ · · 

1. PA.ltTIES: Tills Agreem~t j~ !Pl!"de. !Jetw~il !.!An:!dx::::::.::e::.::w:.....:.:Kni::=' q:ch:.:t::....:::an::. ~d--=o~-:::....:::a:.::::s=&i::.;<Jn!=:..----------=--:::---::­

-----------------=--~~-:----:-~:-:--:-~---- ("Buyet') ~Q. 
Roman Ca.tib.olic· B:±.shop o£ , Portland, a . 6ornration sole ("Selle.r"). 

2. DESCRIPTIO~: Spbj~t to 'the ;erms and rondition.s hereine.:fl'.er set forth, Seller agrees to sell and Buyer agrees to buy ( 00 llll 
0 paJ;t·of ~If •p.art of'1 $.~ g~. ·26 for ¢x.plana1iou) the propercy 11i.tua.~ in Illllllicipe.lity of 'Len>Aton , 
County of A.!'l&:osoog9'in ; Statei>fMafue,located at 22-0. Bates. St & 1 W.alnu.t S'i:: end 
d~c:rlbe4 in dee'd(s) recorded at snirl .Councy's Registry of Dellds.'Book(s-) H>l. --. _ ,.Page{S) . . 2'61 
3~ FlXTURES~- Tlje Buyer ·ail~. Seller a.c,aree tilat all fixtilrea, including but" not limited to ·existing storm ond screen windows, shadea 
and! or blinds,. shutters, ci,U1Ain ~s, b·~t·m app)Jartces, h~!ttifl$ sources/systems including gas and/or keiosene·fired beaters and ·w.ood/ 
pellet stoves, SUI:np pump. end e!eotricai fiXtures are inoluded with tj:le sale except fnr the.J'oUowin.g: no 9.:to®ti.ons. 

4'. :PERSONAL PROPERTY: The.. followiog·i.l.e!U£ of pc!8ona:1 property .as v.iewed on Nov.QIIIber 2D, 2013 ~ inc!~~ed;v.ftb !be 
sal~ at no addftionalc-ost, in ''as .is" condition with ne wammties: ·evsiyt..\U.Og shall remain as . of 11-21)-2 013 

5. PUR.CHASBl'ai~t40NEY'~.FO( snch 'Dad an;;! COllV~y~ce Buyer asrees to P!IY the total purcilase .price of 
. Buyer 0 ~; or 00 will deliver to the Agency within ·3 day~ of the Offer·Date, 

a deposit of eamest:mo~ iq the amou.nt ------. If said deposiUs to be.deliYefed .~·tfi~ i~Qlllission of this 
offer llll:d ~ nor ·dei:iv.e.red. by the above dewillile. this offer s.ilall 'bo voi.c! anc~ an¥ attempted ac~ptance Qf ffi.i~ •. ~ti~~· i.i1 reliance on !he 
depoili.t being delivered will-rrot resU!t.in a bin~g eon!r.lcl Buyer agrees that an .a.dclitionaldepo.sit .~ cames~ mone.y·ill the u,mourit. of 
S n/ a. will be -delivenii · li/ a . F!tilure by Bilyerta.delivcr tllis. addirlor:lil deposit in. 
.complianCe with the allow- tenns shall CO!isU!Ilte t1 default \Jllder thfs· A,greeqteat. 'Xlre remainder of'the p111'Cbase prlc:e·shlill be. paid by 
wire, certified, cashiers:or1II!St a~.O\Ultcheok·upon delivery ofthe Deed. · · 

Thls.Pur.ehase and Sale Agreement ill subject to the following conditio.l'.s; 
6. ESCROWAQm:IT/ACGE,P'fANC&. . &~.rud.antial N'orth.east i?.rope:::titts ("Ageu~y"}sha!ltJ,old 
said earnest money. and act.ases!=,!ow agent.w)til closing; this offer s'ha!Lb:e.valid unu1 De:cel:lhil.r 3, 2!313 (.date) 

·5: OQ 0 AM, liJ PMj !ll1d, in ttl e. event of non-aaceptan.ce) thls·e.ame&t. money sfuill be ~~ protnp~y 
to Buye:;.ln ti:).e e;oeilt fhe.t ~be Agency is made· a pnriy to· :my· lawsuit by ~.r!lle of aotillg •as ·eserow agent, .Agency •shall 'be entitled .to 
rC4Qver r~Qnabltl' attorney's:t~ and ~~1.5. whlch'shnll be ~sed as court costti infa\•or ofthe prevailing pa!f.Y. 

'7. TITLE AND CLOS.JNO{ A deed, c-onve~ing -good and merchantable. title in accordance '114fu the~ Standards of 'Title adopted by· 
~~ Maine Bill' />.SsQI:iation shall be dc:.\livererl to BuJer: and this tmnsacfion shall be ~Josc'd and Buyer RludJ ·pay tire balance dlle and 
~x:ecutc all necesssry papers on J-.n~ 31 , ·2 013 (clolting, date)· pr ~fe~:et jf agreed in. writing by both )larties. If 
Seller is -Utilwle ro co11vey in .aec.ordanoo With the ·provisions of this paragraph,· thou £cller sb.all have a reasonable time period, not to 
ex.cecd 3.0 ea!onda!' days, from, the timll Seller i~ i!~.t:ified of !h~ def~ unless oth~~ aueed to-:in: writing oy bolh B"Qyet and Se.ller, 
to· remedy the title:. Seller hereby agrees to Illll1re a g<J<X!-fail:b..effort tl.l care any title de.fed. duri.og· snell. perioo. ff; at !he later of the 
d_osil'lg .date: set fo..rtl! a);love·ot tho;l e;>tp~ti.SlF of such .ressonable time period, Sellet is unable to remedy the 1ltle, Buyer may close and 
accept the ·deed wilh ~ ilile ~~9£ o.r this ~nt sh~ becom~ nt!ll .IUld "VOid in wh\ch C!ISe. -tM parties &bllil be relievf4 of any 
further obli~tions llemmder·nnd IUIY !'.an\~ money ·slta1J·be.rerumed tq tbt.B\lyt.r·. . 

8. DEED: The ptqperty $bcdi.- Q~ CQiwe;y~d b~ a. ~aase Daaci deed.. -~d ~all be. .free and clea,r Q[ all 
wcumbrance.s except covqnants., conditio!lS, easem.ents and -resl:riction~·:Of record w~h d() ilo.t. f!lattdally· ap.d ad.ve;rte.ly affect the 
contlpued current uRe of the p&o_.Perty, 

9 • .POSSESSION_, OCCUPANCY, M'D COND1TION: Unlc;scs (>thorwi~e ..a~· .in Wrllin'g, p:o:~:~~s}on :and 0«:1.1,paney. ~f premises! 
free of tmlantli and occupants, shall be given ca Buyer immediately .et closing. Said·premises ehall th\!Il be broom clean. free of all 
po_!!sessions .and .dobr:i~. and ii\ sabs.tatttlally the )lame condition as !il present.. ex;ceptiJl~ re<UC>Ilahle:use .and Weill'. Buyer shall •have th~ 
right to vkw tbe ~roperty .withii12A. hQ'Lll"S priqr to closi11g·. 

rnr 
lanntuy 2013 Pego l .. Di4- P&s' :Bt..>yer(s) lni~--- _ Seller'~) Initials~..... _t..::_ """""-

"'""aioJl!o.-r.~~n.~wS$A>-..,.,..:.'I,IB()II~1Q. \'l-4a<;:O,_~t:l9 .. F«t 1ll7•7J7.nl: 
St\.""'1\ob<•' P~co:d w!'f; zlpPorn'l® by z!p!..oulx 18070 Flt!Mjn t-Alk!· Rolld. F~r. t.llch~nn 48026 W'ffll zjq!,wh<com 
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DocuSign Envelope ID: FFSBFA9E-7D4C-4575-A519-3157C9EDS133 

10. RISK -OF LOSS.-, DA4'4AGE, DESTRUCTION AND INSURA..t,'IICE: t>rior to_ closillg, rlsk of los~. damage, or destruction of 
premises sbull be ,assumed solcly by ·Uiei S~ller . Seller s!lall k~p the p~mis~ insured against fire and oilier e.xtudcd casualty risk£ 
p_rior t6 clesfug. If the premiseS- IIIe. damnged or destroyed prior to clqsing, Bt:~.)'er (n~y either l!}rminll!i: ~~~ ·A~.eiT\ii.nt and be 
refundeJi the,earneal money;. ·or· clpse thls !Iansaciion and accept the premises ''as·Ls.'' together with till assignment of 1he insarance 
proceeds relati."ig !h~eto. 

11. FUB.LlUTitiTIES/PRORATIONS: Ftlel:er:micin~ iittcrMc Oft rhxy oi elm~-s!Wi~pMd b: Be~ci . tl t et:!ib Jlfito 11::1 ef d!\te .~f 
eio3mt of eompl!%!l tl:!lit l~ .liel!t¢r!!d ~ ~t:L Metered. .util.iti::s such as elwrricily, wacer ·and_sewer Wlll be paid t.lmlugh. the rl~ of 
closing by Seller. The following items,. where applicable, ·shall be prciraU:d as of !be ~te of ·clQ~n~.: coll~ted rent. ~oc~ol'! f~. 
(other) no p::Q:r.:&tione of ·fue~ . . The. day of elosing.is·counted as a SeUerda:y.. Real .est.ato ia:x"es sh:ill be prorated as of 
!he dzeof--closing @lased co municipality's fi"scsl. year). Seller is respocisibfe for any unpaid. t,ax.~ for prior y~I!I"S. ·.rrtlle amo.unt cf aid 
taXes is not lq1own at the time of closing, !hey shall be apportioned on the basis· of the !.l!xes assessed-for the pre=ling year ~lh a 
rea,pportionmenr.ll5 soon as the pr,:w ·tax rd1e arid val:ua.tior\ can be asccrtnined, wh.!ch latteq~rovision shill! .survive clo~ing. Buyer and 
Seller will each pay their transfer-tax as required by Sta!e ofMaiJie. 

12. DOB DllJGENCB: Neitber Selle.£: nor Licens~. makes any wm--dlltie.~· regarili,ng the ~diiion. p.en$ted .\ISO o:r valu~ of Sellers' 
t<...al or p;;rsonaf property,¢' ~y ~pr:esen~tic!ls- as to compliance with any .federal·, state or municipal :eoocs, including, but not limited 
to, ·fire, life saf~cy, elee.trl~ :Md plumbing. :{iey¢;r is encoaraged to seek information fromprQ!essiouals reglilillng::any-spccific i:ssut or 
concetn·. 'PUs Agreement is su~ji:Cl to the: follo-wing.invesligal±ons, with results bcing satisfaclOcy'!O Boyer: 

TYPE OF lNVBSTIGATION' ¥ES NO REsULTS REPOrd'ED · TYPE O.F INVES-TIGATION ~ ~Q RESULTS 1{HPORTIID 
'tO SEU.l!ll. TO SEttER 

a. Gene..'1ll Building L. Wfthj.n days n. Ars~c T.~atedWOOd_ . .JL Within days 
b. Sewage Disp-o~al X Within days o·. Pests X Within day• 
c. Coastal Jhqr~nna .seplic = x Within . da.ys P· Code: Confonnance = . X. Within: days 
d. Water QUaii.ty X Withl;u 9ays q. Ihs~Kance - _£ Within days 
e. Water Qpantity X Within days r. Environmerital Scan X Within days 
f. Air Quality. - 'i Within . . day~ s.. Lot siWacrea~~ = X Within. days 
g. Sq\late Footage X Vlitliin days l SurveylMLI .,-........ _li_Wiihin ·aays 
h. PoeT -x· Wit:JlJn ~ys u. Zon.i'ng X Within days 
i. Energy· Audit :X Withln days '1. Farmland AdJaqency - · TW1!hin days 
j. ~ey ~Within days w. -H:lbit& Review/W.1lcdowl = .X Wilhln dilys 
k. Smoke.ICO·detectors _K_ Within days N. F~PI$ X Within d\lys 
1. Mold X Within days y. Odu:r line 26 X =Wlthi1r 10 da.y& 
m. kaciPaint 2{ Wnhm days 

All in~tigar,ions Will b!!: done by· f'l}r30ris ~:h()sen and P<!ld foF by Buyer in Buyer's sole discretion. 'Jf.the· ~_ult of any .inv.~gAii.Oll or 
other .condition sp-...cifierl· herein is uns.atimctmy oo Buyer, Buyer will Peclare the Agreement null ;fi)q void by notify:ing Seller" in 
wriling w.it,trio 'lh~ ~peci;..fied: number· of. da.ys, aild: any e.armis.t money shall bo returned to· Bilycr. Jf'the -.result .of any i)l.yestigatipn or 
o!iler condition specified herein !a unsatis{actory to B.vy-er in. Buye.r's sol~ discretion. ~ .a,uyer W.i&b~ .t0 ·ti~ req~¢di~s o*er ¢an 
vqidi.z)g .the A,gte;inc)'lt, Bily,er · m.!IS~ tlo so- to full resolution within the time .period .set forth abov~~ otherwise fujg rontingency is 
waived. If Buyer does not nQtlf>y Seller that an. investigation:is ~fa.c.Jory within-the-tUne petiod. sef .fotth-abQvc. Ulis~ontipg~~ is 
wai't'ed by'Bu.yot .. Ill lltc·abse'lice.ofmvt:stigation(s} mentioned abov.~. Buyer- ls Tclying caraple'!ejy·upon 'B'~yer's .own-opinion o:s to ilie 
conditi:on o.Lthe. proimtY. 

13~ PRO.PERTY DlSGLOS'UI{B·FOE,l\1; Buye:r: acknowledges receipt of Seller's Property Disclosure Fomt ana the information 
developed by the Maine Cenler for Diseas~:~~ Control and Prevention regarding arnenic in PtiVllte w.ater sup,P.lies and ·a:rse!!'Jc .in treated 
wood. 

14. FINANCING! This A~ment D js 00 jg not subject to Financin-g; If subjec} to financii\g: 
a. ThiS Agreement is- subject to Buyq obtaming a IoAA.Qf . % of tb~> purehase 

prlc~ at-ali.intere&t ratel!'ot to.-exceed t1(; and amorl.ized oven period of y.ears. Buyer 
.is undet-·11 goo!i (al"th, obligatiQn to seek ilh.d obt~Pii financilig on $05¢ te1I!l5. · 

b. Buyer tu provide Sella- w.ith..lelfa:from lender showing-that' Buya has made appliution for loan svecili:~ in (1V.IU1d. supjcc:t 
to Y~rl~~.ation of informat!Cin, is quafifiedior the lo.a:o requested. withln. · days.Ircmrt.be Effecti v.e DaiC oftbe 
Agree!llel}t, ~ ~t!YC( ;f~-to p.rO~d~ SeDCI: '."Jth such lett.e widd.n &aid tin'Je peri.o4, se.JI~(rJ~ay :tenninnte Uris Agreement :llld 
the esm.est" moo~y shaU be returned to. Buyer. 

c. Buyer b~eQY .:authorizes, mS.tl'l;lC!.S and directs itli lender ~o communicate the-status of the Buyers loan a:p_plication ro Seller. 
Selle.r:s licensee or-~u.ye_rs lioe)lsee. . 

d. Aftet (b.) ls met, Buytt ill. obligated tn notify Sell(!I' in writing 1f .a. lender notifies...Bu,y:er ibal. it ls· unabJe o:r ·)Jll.willing 10 
pro,vi(!~ saiQ. fioane<.iJlg. An'/,• fnllure bf. B,uyer ro notify Seller witbin t:V{o days o~ ~ipt by· StJYeMf such notice irom a- lendtr 
shall. be a default under thiS Agreement. · 

o. :Snyec llgrees r.o pay no mom tha:n . p~ints. SelleT agre.es to p;ty up to S. . . tQward auyer~ 
acrua:J pre-paids. p~t$ .andlo~ clos~ c-osts but no more than allowable hy Buyer'slendet, 

f. Buycr'ubility to obtain fina.ncing·U :l5"[ID' is notsobject tO' the ~e-of-anoth~pro£lCW. See~durn Yas O·tfo ·,OO , 
g. .Bey~ may choose "to- pay cash -il:istead of obtaining fins.ncing. If so, Buyer stuill notify Seller in .writing includjng pro.vidjng 

prcipf of funds nnd the Agreement $all no longer be. subj~t to f;nan.-ID!g. and SeHer'~ right ro terminate pursuant to the 
provialons -of this pe.ragraph shall he. void. · 

lanll1!ry2.0l3 
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15. BROKERAGE DJSCLO"SURE: Buyer and Seller aclcnowiedgc they have been advised of the folJpw!ng relationships~ 

Dot :rQroald { 00.01.2:8 ) of P.=dent.i.d Northeast Properties 
License-e MLS ID . Agency 

is a 0 Seller Agent 0 Buyer Agent ® nisc Dual kgent 0 Transaction Broke.t 

Scott Robert ( 01.3073. ) of Prudential Northeas.t Pro'pa:d.:l:es 
License~ MLS ID Agency 

is a 0 Seller Agent. 0 Buyer 1\ge.nt IE] Disc DuoJ Agem 0 Transaction Broker 

1063 .. } 
MLSID 

If this lJ.UlSBC~ipo w.volves: .Dis-c~osed Dual Agency, the .Buyer .ami Soller acknowledge .th~ limited fiduciary duties of the agents lllld 
hereby consent to iliis anange.menl J;n addition. ll:le Buyer and Seller acknowledge ·prior receipt .and sign.lng of a Disclosed Dual 
Af,ency Consent A~lnent. 

16. lJBF AULT/RIUVR..ll( OF El\RNES1' MONEY: In tlle event of ddault by the: Buyer, Seller may employ all legal and. equlrablc 
re-mei:li.es, including. v.ithout limililtion, terminati()n of this A.gr>..,e.rn~nt 11M f9rfeiW.te hy'Bu.y~ of .tht< l}e.rnest tnoney,. 1'n tho event of a 
def!!Ul~ by Sofler.,.:Buy.ei may 'employ aJ:Oega.l and· equitable remedies, including withou~ Uniita.tion, tctmi11iltion o{ this Agreement ll.lld 
return to Buyer df. th~ C1irJl!ist n1oney. AgeDJ:y·tl9\hlg as escrow agent·bns the optiO!l to require written rclelllles from bo'th -parties.prior to 
disbursing the eame.sl money to elthetBQyer of$.eller. 

17. MEDIA'l'fON: Eanrc:st money. disp1Jtu subj~:.Ct tQ the jurisdiction of small ~laims. court wijl b.e 1\liildle~ ~ UJllt {<1ruiD. ~r·aJl oth~r 
cj.lsputes or c1aims arising out af or relatfug co this Agreement or the prope..rty: ad'd.rtsstd in this. Agr.ee.m~.nt -shall. be subll)itted 10 
medistio11 in ec.cQrda!J.ce wi!l:i. the Ma;ne Resl~ential Real Estate Me&ation Rules. B\lyer md .Seller are hound to :m~te in good· faith 
ll!ld pay the.ir respective mediation fees, lf'. a patty 4~s noL agree first to. &'G. to media\iiliJ, thei.1 thl!t p8,Ity will b¢ liable for the other 
party's legal ftes.rn· any subsequent litigation re-garding' that slune· matt~ in which the party who (~fused to- go to mediation loses in that 
subsequent litigation, Tni!i ~!au:se shajl SllfVive Ure clo5i'llg of the transaction. 

18. PRIOR STATEMENTS: Any representation!', sll!tements and agreements are not valid uniess {;Qotained .herel.1. This Agreement 
completely expresses th.e.obligapons of the-.pa..-tl~;S. 

19. HE.!RStASSIGNS; Th'!B Agreement, sh~1 extenc! !o and b:e obligatory \lll9n h~, ~onal rep~~ntati.,.~. successors,. and assigns 
ofth.e Seller and the. as.signs lJf.the Huyer. 

20 . . CO:uNTERPARTS: Thi~ A~..cment.may be signed on any .number ~fideun.~al -c;onuterpaiW·W~tb the s.lil11C bhidinj: effect as if the 
signatures were QJl one instru!lJe!IL Original or~. or other electronically tr~ttcil Sign!ltui'l::! 111e l:iirtding. . 

~1. .SHO~?.ID.=,ZOI>m.SEPUC ,SYSTEM~. Seller r~presents Lbat the· EI'OJ?CllY. 0 d~ [RJ d~s not contain. a septic: sy~tem ~n 
me Shorebmd. Zone_lf the propwy d~ con tam a·sepl!c system locaied in•Ute Snorel.and Z®~, S.eUer l!greeJ. \O 'P.rovide.ceitifiCIIUOn at 
cl~sing indloatiiJg whethet Ui~ sy.stem basfnBS not ma.Jfu.uctioned withjn l 80 calendar 'days prior to closing. 

22. NOTI<;:E:. Any· notice, , ~::ommunicationerdocument delivery requ.i.rementt hereunder may be satisfied by p.oviding,1b~r~uirod 
nt~tice; connn.Qlli~atl(ln er d-9c:wnentntion.to the :party qr their licen~. Witl!Qnwals ofd'f9t& and counteroffers will be effective upo.n 
commuoicanon, verbally ~t m writing .. 

23. EFFECTIVE DAT.I;IBUSINES$ DAYS: This Agree:l'i!.cn~ is li. bill!iing c.ontmct when ~igned by both Jluyer. .and Seller .and when 
that fact 'has been . .collUJ'IUlUcaced 'Which shall be L~e Effective. Pate. Licensee is .authomed ·to fill in ·tha Effective Date on Page ! 
~ereof. Except as exp~essly set fol1li to the CQntra,ty.. the use of the term "<Ia~" 'in thls ~groeme~t,. including all arld~da made a part 
nerMf, shall mean Qu~ess days defined !li! ex.cfJ.t4UI.g ~atu.rda:;s. Sup.do.ys ~any o'l?served };f:uno.Stat.e/Fe4e.ral1mlidaya. Deadfules 
fu this Agreement including. all addenda. expressed.as "within :x .days" .s1lall be comi.r«t frpm tb.e Effec.tiv~ Dste; WI less another. starting 
date is . exprct~y s~t forth. beginriing with tire. tirst 1i&y. after the Effective Daio, .or :such oilier established starting< iWe., and ending.at 
S:OO p.m. Easter.n Ti.(t:le oti, ili~ last ~.Y I;(Junted. Unless express!)' stated to !he contrary. deadlines .in thls Agre-em:~nt, including all 
addend;;,. t~;(pres&~;d as ~ specffic date ~ball epd at.S.::OO p.in, Eas.tem Timf. o~;~ such date. 

24, CONFIDENTIALITY': Bn.ycr and Self or .nutho.rize the disclosure of the information b~ \9 the ll'{ll ~stlltc licenw,.ii, .atlomeya, 
Jen(!exs,, appAlis~rs. :lnspectors, inY~g~ors and t;>then! involved. in .t."le T.nUlsl\Ctioo nect;Ssary.for tb.e purpo>e .of closing this·transaetion. 
Buyenwd Se1ler authorize- tbe.lender and/<;>r closing· agent preparing the closing statemen~ 1.0 tele~·a .COJ!Y' or ttl¥ clo&ing statement' to 
the parties an(! their'Iicensee.s _prior to,at o.nd after the closing. 

25. ADDBNDA: Lea4 .Pah1~ ,.I'!J Yes O'No : Other - 0 Yes 00 No 
Exp;Iain: 
ThePro~--.-. ~D~is-c~!o~~-m-e~F~o-nn~is-.n-o_t_an--a7dd~e-n~d-wu--~-d~no_t_p_an __ o~f~uru~:s--~~-~-e-~m--en_l ________________________________ __ 

26. OTHER CONDITIONS! Buy~· to hava l D calendar days no'o i.nqlu~ j(ael;G>ncis or hol.id.a,ys .tor 
due diligenca·. To lll.lle.t 'li.ith town etc. . . and t o· meet r..i-s ~at.ation.s . 

18!11!111)' 2013 
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27. GENERAL PROVISI®NS: 
e. A copy of this .A'greemeat is to be re~ive& by .all patties and, by signature, re¢eiDt uf ~ c;ppy is h~by -~kpowledg~. If not 

fully Wi®rstood, contact.u..'l alfurney. This is a Maine contract and s!Uill. be C'OI\&trued accordiog ·to the laws ofMaine. 

ti. Sellar q.ck:itoWiedges that S!flt<( ~f Maine law require~ buyers of ~perty owned. qy n.on-reside!it sellers to withhold a 
prepayment of capital gains ,tall· unless a waiver lies been·obta.in·ed by Seller from tM State ofMoine Eeven.\l~ Servi~. 

c. Buyer and SeHer acknowlc4ge .that.uu.der Maine law payment of property taxes i~ the l,egal respollsibil~· of tlt~ ~pn who 
oWfiS'the property on Aprlll, even 1f the property Is sold befareps.ymont:is due; Jf ll!lY gart ·O'f.ihe t,aXes 1s not pa~d w&en due, 
$~ .!i¢n .will 'be fU~ in Ute. niUDe of the owner as of April·I which could have .a ~getive itnEact .on their credit. rat!Ji_g . .Buyer 
and Seller sliall agr~ ~t <;ll;!sing Qn tl-telr oocctivc: oblig~lions regarding adua1 payment of tax~ 2fter clo~g. Buyer and 
Seller shoold make sure they ui!OersU!lld th~ (lbligations agr'e~ to at closing ~d wb,~ may l:jllppen if wces are not paid as 
a~~- . . 

d. Buyer uckno-wledges that Maine law requires continuing interest. in ilie property and any b~ck u,p.(iffec$ !o be 99llll'!1.unlC!lted by 
tl,te listing 11gent t.o the Seller-. 

1.1-/21/2013 
·DATE BUYER DA'I'E 

conditions-seL forfu. 

DATE DATE 

COU?\"TER•OFFER 
Seller a:gree£ to sell on the terms an.ct conditions i;s detai!e{l herein with the following. chjiD-JeB andloJ copditions:/1 

_sQ_ e_ ~ ~Q.d II~ ;'N_;rNf- t_N" ~-rli er: vfi ~if IT. 

The parties acknowiedgo lhat until signed by Buyer, Seller's si.gnentrc cons(itures only 11n offet to -seJi on. .the .abov~ te!"'.lS and the offer 
· will expito Uril~$ !\C~ept;;,d by B)lyer's sjg:li!lJ\1~ with communication· of such.signature to s~ller by ( da~} ---------

(ti;·ne) - · · · 

SELLER DATE 

BUYER DATE 

EX'IENSION 
The ctoMng ®tc o~ this Agreem~ iS ex~ude,d unlil ___________ -::-:-=:------- -----

PATB 

SELLER 

BUYER 

DATE 

DATE 

Maine M.SGclatiP!l.of l:tEl\.LTORS®/Copyrigb.t © ~013. 
AlA Rights Reserved. Revised Januat---y 2013. 

SET.:.LBR 

BUYER 

Pag>:~4 of 4- P&:S 

PtQdue&d wlln ZlpF.t>lll1'1JI!ly liPt..oo\):· 1.S070 'Flfleen Mlkl Row:l, Frll~r,.Mici):!l_an4SOZ6 Y/WW.zfplol)tx r.nro 

DATE 

PATE 
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AMENDMENTTO PURCHASE AND SALE AGREEMENT "AGREEMENT") BETWEEN 
ROMAN CATHOLIC BISHOP OF PORTLAND, CORPORATION SOLE, ("SELLER'') & ANDREW KNIGHT 

(''BUYER") 
REGARDING 22.0 BATES STREET & 1 WALNUT STREET, LEWISTON, MAIN£ 

(KNOWN AS ST. PATRICK'S CHURCH AND RECTORY) 

Whereas the Seller desires to accept the contract offer offering a •urchase price, dated 
November 26, 2013 (bearing a signature date of November 21, 2013) for the above property but only 
subject to the below conditions; 

Whereas the Seller is signing the contract offer indicating that the Seller is making a counteroffer; 

Whereas this Amendment constitutes the counteroffer; 

Whereas, upon signature of both parties beiOW1 this Amendment shall constitute an amendment to the 
Agreement, and the Agreemeni as amended shall be in force; 

Therefore, the parties agree as follows: 

1. Paragraph 2's description of the property is replaced by the attached Exhibit A, which is the 

legal description of the property of the Seller at 220 Bate!; St. and 1 Walnut Street, Lewiston, 

known as the St. Patrick church and rectory, along with the restrictions subject to whlch the 

property will be conveyed. 

2. Paragraph 6's reference to the date of December 3, 2013 (as the date by which the Buyer's 
contract offer may be accepted) is deleted, since that date is moot in light of the fact that the 

Seller is counter-offering with this Amendment. 

.:.. Paragraph 16 is deleted and replaced with the following: "In the event that Buyer fails to close 

hereunder for any reason other than (i) a default by Seller or (ii) valid termination of this 

Agreement by Buyer under Paragraph 7 ("Title and Closlng11
) or Paragraphs 12 y and 26, Seller 

shall retain the Deposit as full and complete liquidated damages in lieu of any other legal or 
equitable remedy, whereupon this Agreement will terrn;nate and neither party will be under any 

further obligation hereunder. In the event of Seiter's default hereunder, Buyer .shall have as its 

exclusive and sole remedy either but not both of (i) termination of the Agreement and return of 
the Deposit {in which case neither party will be under any further obligation hereunder} or (ii) 
pursuit of any rights it may have to seek specific performance so as to compel sale of the 
Property in the condition then existing." 

DATE: 

fn Oocu5ign~d by: 

l 7.:\t\ .J Y'l w b,j~f 

DATE: OLIC BISHOP OF PORTLAND, 
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Exhibit A to 

AMENDMENT TO PURCHASE AND SALE AGREEMENT "AGREEMENT") BETWEEN 

ROMAN CATHOLIC BISHOP OF PORTLAND, CORPORATION SOLE, ("SELLER") & ANDREW KNiGHT 
("BUYER") 

REGARDING 220 BATES STREET & 1 WALNUT STREET, LEWISTON, MAINE 

(KNOWN AS ST. PATRICK'S CHURCH AND RECTORY) 

St. Patrick's Lot 

The certain three parcels of land referenced below as Parcels One, Two and Three 

Parcel One 

A certa in lot land situated in said Lewiston, bounded and described as follows, to wit: 

Beginn ing at a point formed by the intersection of the Southerly line of Walnut Street with the Easterly 

line of Bates Street; thence running Southerly on the Easterly line of Bates Street, one hundred {100) 

feet to the Northerly line of land, conveyed by the Franklin Company to the Right Rev. James A. Healy, 

Bishop of Portland, by deed No. 8Z3, dated November 4!11, 1886; thence Easter ly on said Northerly line 

two hundred {200} feet to the Westerly line of Blake Street; thence Northerly on said Westerly line of 

Bl,ake Street, one ht,JOdr'ed (100) feet to the Southerly line of Walnut Street; thence Westerly on said 

Southerly line of Walnut Street two hundred (200) feet to the point of commencement. 

FOR SOURCE OF T~TLE to Parcel One, reference may be had to deed from Thomas H. Wallace to the 

Roman Catholic Bishop of Portland, dated December 13, 1892, and recorded in the Androscoggin County 

Registry of Deeds at Book 161, Page 261. Being the same parcel conveyed to Thomas H. Wallace by the 

Franklin Company, by deed of Quitclaim No. 896, dated February 28, 1890, and recorded in said registry 

at Book 75, Page 695. 

Parcel Two 

A cen:ain lot of land, situated In t he City of Lewiston, in the County of Androscoggin and State of Maine, 

bounded and described as follows, to wit: 

Commencing on the Easterly line of Bates Street, at a point one hundred {100) feet Southerly of the 

Southerly line of Walnut Street; thence Southerly on said Easterly line of Bates Street one hundred (100) 

feet to the Northerly line of land formerly of the Hill Manufacturing Company; thence Eas~EW,v.~id 
Northeriy Hne two hundred (2.00) feet to the Westedy line of Blake C}treet; thence No ~I on said)/ 

ro:z:::·~ ~ E~==-
~ u 

gv-~ 
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Westerly line of Blake Street, one hundred (100) feet; thence Westerly on a line one hundred (100) feet 

Northerly of and parallel with said Not1herly line of saicl Hill Manufacturfng Company's land two 

hundred (200) feet to the point of commencement. 

FOR SOURCE OF TITLE to Parcel Two, reference may be had to the parcel of land in the deed from James 

Augustine Healey to the Roman Catholic. Bishop of Portland, dated February 20, 1891, and recorded in 

the Androscoggin County Registry of Deeds at Book 143, Page 166, described particularly at Page 169 

thereof as the real estate described in the "Deed from the Fran~lin Company, dated November 4, 1886, 

and recorded in the Registry of Deeds for said last named County, Book 75, Page 371, conveying real 

estate in Lewiston in said last named county, known as St. Patrick Church." 

Parcel Three 

A certain lot or parcel of land situated in said Lewiston and bounded and described as follows: 

Commencing on the Easterly side of Bate5 Street at a point about two hundred (200) feet Southerly from 

the corner formed by the intersection of the Southerly line of Walnut Street and the Easterly line of 

Bates Street; thence by said line of Bates Street Southerly one hundred and ten (110) feet to land 

formerly owned by J. G. Coburn; then ce Easterly by the line of said Coburn's land two hundred (200) 

feet to Blake Street; thence Northerly by said Blake Street one hundred and ten {110) feet to land 

conveyed to the Right Rev. James A. Healy by the Franklin Company by deed dated November 4111
, 1B86, 

and recorded in the Androscoggin County Registry of Deeds, Book 75, Page 371; thence Westerly by sa id 

land two hundr~d (200) feet to point of beginning on Bates Street, also the buildings situated thereon. 

FOR SOURCE OF TITLE to Parcel Three, reference may be had to deed from the Hil l Manufacturing 

Company to the Roman Catholic Bishop of Portland, dated September 10, 1897, and recorded in the 

Androscoggin County Registry of Deeds at Book 176, Page 96. 

The above-described premises are conveyed SUSiECT to the restrictions that the Grantee, Grantee's 

successors and assigns, shall not use the premises in any way relating to: 1) counseling regarding or 

performance of abortions; 2) saie or distribution of pornographic materials; or 3) ero tic displays or 

activities. The burden of this restriction shall run with the land conveyed hereby to the Grantee. The 

benefit of this restriction is held by the Roman Catho lic Bishop of Portland, corporation sole, its 

successors and assigns. 
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BUSINESS PLAN 

The Agora Grand Wedding and Conference Center 

Andrew Knight, J.D., Owner 

Created on December 26,2013 

1747 S Glebe Rd ·Arlington ·VA· 22204 · Ph: 571.505.2916 · aknight@alum.mit.edu 



1. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

1.1 Product 

The Agora Grand will provide high-end facilities and services for weddings~ 
conferences, and social events. 

1.2 Customers 

The primary clientele for The Agora Grand during the week consists of corporate, 
not-for-profit, and government entities seeking mid-size conference space. The 
primary clientele for weekends consists of wedding parties seeking a unique and 
beautiful wedding ceremony and reception venue. 

1.3 What Drives Us 

The Agora Grand aims to evolve into the must-have wedding venue of central 
Maine, specializing in upscale events with a gorgeous and memorable backdrop. 
With 50-foot ceilings, Neogotbic architecture, and a custom bar area overlooking 
the sanctuary, The Agora Grand aspires to be the venue-of-choice for young 
couples. 

Further, for midweek events, The Agora Grand will fill the existing need for 
mid-size conference space for both private and government entities. 

7747 S Glebe Rd ·Arlington· VA · 22204 ·Ph: 571.505.2916 · aknight@a/um.miLedu 
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2. COMPANY DESCRIPTION 

2.1 Mission Statement 

To provide a umque and high-end venue for for hosting successful conferences, 
memorable weddings, and classy social events. 

2.2 Principal Members 

Andrew F. Knight, J.D.- owner, designer, and general manager 

A wide range of potential employees, contractors, and partnership opportunities in 
the L-A area has been identified, including potential event managers, florists, 
photographers, caterers, architects, general contractors, marketers, attorneys, and 
accountants. 

2.3 Legal Structure 

The company will be a Maine limited liability company. 
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3. MARKET RESEARCH 

3.1 Industry 

The Agora Grand Wedding and Conference Center, located in the fmn1er St. 
Patrick's Church in Lewiston, Maine, will provide event hosting facilities and 
services~ available to private and governmental entities for midweek conferences as 
well as private gatherings for weekend weddings and social events. 

Majne cWTently has many options for wedding venues, both within cities 
(especially Pmtland) and along the Maine coast~ often in the form of "bam" 
weddings in natural settings. \Vith the legalization of gay marriage in Maine and 
the growing popularity of Maine as a wedding destination, the industry continues to 
boom. While every venue differs in its offerings, setting, and uniqueness, the 
majority of Maine wedding venues charge between $1000 and $4000 for the venue 
rental and provide in-house catering and alcohol service (or exclusive catering 
partnerships) from which the venues further profit. Market research suggests that 
while most available venues in Maine are booked for all or most Saturdays during 
the six-month wedding season of2014, there is significant availability for Fridays 
and Sundays. Many venues solve the problem of vacancy by offering weekend-long 
exclusive use of the facilities while charging a premium for this benefit. A market 
study of the Maine and New England wedding markets, performed by an 
independent market research company, is attached. 

Further, Maine has a variety of convention and conference venues throughout the 
state, mostly in hotels, resorts, and colleges. However, there seems to be a shortage 
of mid-size conference centers capable of seating more than 200 people in banquet 
style. A typical price point for conference space is around 10 cents per square foot, 
although many venues charge no venue rental fee, relying solely on minimum food 
and beverage (F &B) purchase requirements for revenue. A typical F &B minimum 
ranges from $4000 to $1 0000 per day to avoid avoid the venue rental fee. A market 
study of mid-size conference venues has not yet been performed; howeverJo a 
market study regarding the use of Bates MillS (Lewiston) as a convention center 
was performed in 2003, with an update in 2008. indicating a need for conference 
space in central Maine. This study is attached. 
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3.2 Customers 

The Agora Grand will be marketed with equal effort (initially) as a wedding and 
social events venue as well as a conference venue. As a wedding venue, our 
customers will include high-end clients who seek the charm of a traditional church 
wedding without the need for church affiliation, as well as those who are enchanted 
by the reception hall itself (50-foot ceilings) ornate columns, Neogothic 
architecture, a remodeled balcony overlooking the church, etc.). Initially, the 
customers are likely to come from L~A and surrounding communities. However, as 
the venue gets known as a beautiful and unique venue, the client base may extend 
to larger metropolitan areas. The availability of lodging in the attached inn, coupled 
with the ''one-stop shop" feature of The Agora Grand, may help attract clientele 
from Boston and Quebec, where comparable amenities would cost twice as much. 

As a conference center, we will market to corporate, not-for-profit, and 
governmental entities that require conference space for up to 400 people seated 
together in banquet style. Customers will mostly likely consist of Maine entities, 
although regional conferences and shows rna y be attracted to the low cost of central 
Maine, given a venue large enough to accommodate them. 

3.3 Competitors 

A market study of Maine and New England wedding venues is attached. With few 
exceptions, competitors consist of mixed use venues for which weddings are a 
secondary source of income, such as hotels/inns, resorts, farms, restaurants, 
colleges, and cultural centers, with the most unique and expensive venues being 
buildings with grand architectural elements, such as The Boston Symphony Hall, 
the Castle at Boston University, and Grace Restaurant in Portland. Wedding venues 
range drastically from 4-hour rentals in public cultural centers to weekend (or even 
week-long) rentals of bed-and-breakfast inns with renovated barns. 

In the L-A area, a wide range of small or low-end reception venues exists. The most 
closely related venues, in terms of architecture, size, and amenities, are The Franco 
Center and The Royal Oak Room. The Franco Center,, a beautifully restored stone 
church, has a 428-seat performance hall and a basement allowing for a maximum 
reception seating of250. It charges $1200 for the use ofboth rooms and profits 
from alcohol sales and an exclusive partnership with Da Vinci's. The Royal Oak 
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Room, a tastefully renovated room in a former train station, can seat up to 150 
people for a wedding and reception (with a cocktail hour for repurposing the room). 
It charges a $1800 rental fee and profits from in-house catering and liquor sales. 

Regarding conference venues, there are fewer than a dozen mid-size venues 
throughout Maine having a single room greater than 6,000 square feet, able to 
accommodate more than about 200 guests in a banquet style. While there are a few 
in Portland (such as the Holiday Inn By the Bay), there are no mid-size venues in 
the L-A area capable of comfortably seating more than 250 guests in banquet style 
or more than 450 guests in reception style. 

3.4 Competitive Advantage 

This property is (and will be) unique in a variety of ways. 

First, as a repurposed Roman Catholic Church, it has aesthetic and architectural 
elements that are absolutely unsurpassed and which would be prohibitively 
expensive to build today, including: 50-foot ceilings, intricate woodwork and 
columns, Neogothic architecture and brick bell towers, a remodeled balcony 
overlooking the church, even stained glass windows. Unlike The Franco Center, 
receptions can be held in the most interesting, vast, and picturesque area of the 
property. The word "agorai' is taken from its Greek origin: a large, open gathering 
place. 

Second, the choir balcony will be repurposed to include a luxury bar area and 
private suite (such as a bridal suite for wedding preparation). This does not appear 
to exist anywhere in the United States or world. 

Third, the venue size allows for large weddings and social events as well as 
mid-size conferences, for which there is currently a dearth of available venues. 

Fourth, with a chapel, reception hall, rentals, and inn on premises, the property 
offers an ali-in-one wedding or conference package that is currently unavailable in 
the L-A area. The inn may or may not be available initially; the decision will 
depend on financing and demand. Allowing clients the option of a "one-stop shop" 
with straightforward pricing will provide ease and simplicity in the otherwise 
stressful process of wedding or large event planning. 
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3.5 Regulations 

The property will need to be rezoned to an appropriate land use so that large public 
gatherings are allowed. The business will seek a liquor license and possibly a food 
service license. The property will also be subject to change-of-use regulations, 
including possible renovations to comply with fire code and other regulations. 
Parking and traffic issues will need to be addressed; luckily, the property includes a 
sizeable parking lot, and public parking garages are within walking distance. 
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4 .. PRODUCT/SERVICE LINE 

4.1 Product or Service 

The Agora Grand will offer facilities and services for weekday conferences and 
weekend weddings and social events. 

4.2 Pricing Structure 

Pricing and specific offerings are still on the table. The follo\\'ing represents one 
possible offering and price structure. 

Agora Grand - midweek: No rental fee. Exclusive use of the venue with minin1um 
$4000 in food/beverage purchases. In-house catering or exclusive catering 
partnerships are likely to provide more than $1000 in revenue per day. 

Agora Grand- weekend: Rental fee of$2000 for 3pm untilllam the next day. 
Per-person beverage charges, as well as catering partnerships, are likely to provide 
an additional $2000 per wedding in revenue. 

4.3 Product/Service Life Cycle 

nfa 

4.4 Intellectual Property Rights 

Agora Grand will be an asserted trade name. TI1e company owns AgoraGrand.com. 
The name of the business may or may not change. No other IP rights are asserted. 

4.5 Research & DeYelopment 

n/a 
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5. MARKETING & SALES 

5.1 Growth Strategy 

To grow the company, The Agora Grand will: 

* Provide a very high-end, custom-tailored service product to wedding parties and 
conference organizers for a reasonable price 

* Be responsive to the market to provide desired facilities and services and to 
discontinue undesired services 

* Maintain a strong, modem Internet presence and ensure that The Agora Grand 
appears prominently and favorably on relevant websites and web searches 

* Host regular gatherings to generate media interest and positive word-of-mouth 

* Spend significant resources on creating and maintaining a "wow" factor in a 
unique venue that has no analog 

5.2 Communication 

The Agora Grand will contact and maintain communication with clients in a variety 
of ways, including: 

*A strong, modem Internet presence that conveys the beauty, uniqueness, and 
amenities of the venue 

* An aggressive Internet marketing campaign, .including targeted listings, in which 
couples searching for a Maine wedding will have the opportunity to consider The 
Agora Grand 

* An aggressive Internet marketing campaign, including targeted listings, in which 
conference organizers wil1 have the opportunity to consider The Agora Grand 

* Attendance at relevant wedding conferences 

1747 S Glebe Rd · Arlington · VA · 22204 ·Ph: 571.505.2916 · aknight@alum.mit. ed!l 



* Engagement of the local and regional press to showcase unique and interesting 
features of the venue 

"'Targeted Google(tm) and Facebook(tm) advertisements 

* Email or phone follow-up with all clients to build goodwill and determine areas 
for improvement 

5.3 Prospects 

A marketing firm, independent marketer, and/or in-house professional with 
marketing expertise will be engaged. The owner, Andrew Knight, will oversee sales 
and marketing. 



LEWISTON CITY COUNCIL 
MEETING OF MARCH 4, 2014 

AGENDA INFORMATION SHEET: AGENDA ITEM NO. 4 
SUBJECT: 

Public Hearing and First Passage for an amendment to the Conditional Rezoning Agreement for 
the property at 170 Summer Street. 

INFORMATION: 

Rockingham Electrical Supply Co Inc. of 170 Summer Street has submitted a petition to amend the 
existing conditional rezoning agreement for this property. They are requesting the ability to amend 
the rezoning agreement to allow a wholesale sales, warehousing and distribution facility , a 
neighborhood retail sales business and business and professional offices. 

The Planning Board voted 7-0 to send a favorable recommendation to the City Council to amend the 
existing conditional rezoning agreement for this property. 

Staff is supportive of this request. Please see the memorandum from City Planner David Hediger for 
additional details. 

APPROVAL AND/OR COMMENTS OF CITY ADMINISTRATOR: 

The City Administrator recommends approval of the requested action. 

REQUESTED ACTION: 

To approve first passage for the amendment to the conditional rezoning agreement for 170 Summer 
Street, to conditionally rezone the property, subject to the conditions defined in the rezoning 
agreement, and to continue the public hearing for final passage to the next regularly scheduled City 
Council meeting. 



Lewiston 
tJ;Od 

rmr 
2007 

To: 

From: 

Date: 

Subject: 

City of Lewiston 
Planning & Code Enforcement 

Gil Arsenault, Director 

MEMORANDUM 

Ed Barrett, City Administrator 
City Clerk's Office 
City Council Members 

David Hediger 

February 26, 2014 

Planning Board Action 

It's Happening Here! 
LIWI STON • A.UI UR K 

The Planning Board took the following action at their public meeting held on 
February 24, 2014 regarding the Conditional Rezoning of 170 Summer Street. 

The following motion was made: 

MOTION: By Walter Hill pursuant to Article VII, Section 4 and 
Article XVII, Section 5 of the Zoning and Land Use Code 
to send a favorable recommendation for the City 
Council's consideration to amend the existing conditional 
rezoning agreement for the property at 170 Summer 
Street to allow a wholesale sales, warehousing and 
distribution facility, a neighborhood retail sales business, 
and business and professional offices, in addition to the 
previously approved light industrial uses and accessory 
uses. Second by Paul Madore. 

VOTED: 7-0 (Passed). 

c: Planning Board Members 

The City of Lewiston is an EOE. For more information, please visit our website at www.ci.lewiston.me.us and click on the 
Non-Discrimination Policy. 



CITY OF LEWISTON Lewiston 

TO: 
FROM: 
DATE: 
RE: 

Department of Planning & Code Enforcement 

Planning Board 
David Hediger, City Planner 
February 26, 2014 

2007 

Request by Rockingham Electrical Supply Co Inc. to amend the existing 
conditional rezoning agreement for the property at 170 Summer Street. 

Rockingham Electrical Supply Co Inc., has submitted a petition pursuant to Article XVII, 
Section 5 of the Zoning and Land Use Code to amend the existing conditional rezoning 
agreement for the property at 170 Summer Street, said property to remain conditionally rezoned 
from the Neighborhood Conservation "B" (NCB) District to the Urban Enterprise (UE) District, 
and to allow a wholesale sales, warehousing and distribution facility, a neighborhood retail sales 
business, and business and professional offices. 

This property of approximately 1. 7 acres consists of a 17 ,500+ SF office/warehouse structure 
built in 1986 by Tufts Printing, later renamed One-Right Systems, Inc., and now One Source 
Printing. At that time, printing facility was allowed as a permitted use with the property located 
in the Commercial zoning district. In 1988 the zoning of the property changed to Neighborhood 
Conservation "B" (NCB) and use of the facility became legally nonconforming. In 2002, One 
Source President Mark Hartnett successfully petitioned to conditionally rezone the property to 
the Urban Enterprise (UE) district to allow the facility to become legally conforming with the 
ability to make future planned expansions and other improvements. That conditional rezoning 
was limited to "light industrial uses and accessory buildings and uses". 

The petitioner, Rockingham Electrical Supply Co Inc., has an option to lease and purchase this 
property form One Source. They are an electrical wholesaler and with nine locations in 
Massachusetts, New Hampshire, and Maine. They also have a small retail component- a 
lighting showroom- at one of their locations. The petitioner is requesting an amendment to the 
existing conditional rezoning agreement for the property at 170 Summer Street to allow a 
wholesale sales, warehousing and distribution facility, a neighborhood retail sales business, and 
business and professional offices in addition to the previously approved light industrial uses and 
accessory buildings and uses. "Neighborhood stores" are defmed as a retail store that occupies 
less than five thousand (5,000) square feet of total floor space and within which no alcoholic 
beverages are consumed. Allowing these additional uses provides both the petitioner and the 
current owner of 170 Summer Street more options of utilizing a property that became legally 
nonconforming. Staffhas provided a table listing all of the allowed uses in the NCB and UE in 
comparison with the proposed conditional rezoning. 

On February 24, 2014 the Planning Board voted unanimously to send a favorable 
recommendation for the City Council's consideration to amend the existing conditional rezoning 
agreement for the property at 170 Summer Street to allow a wholesale sales, warehousing and 
distribution facility, a neighborhood retail sales business, and business and professional offices, 
in addition to the previously approved light industrial uses and accessory uses. 

CCmemo.doc 1 



Proposed 
Neighborh Existing Amended 

Land Use Table: pursuant to Article XI, Section 22 et 
ood Urban Conditional Conditional 

Conservat Enterprise Rezoning to Rezoning to 
seq. of the Zoning and Land Use Code 

ion "B" (UE) UE-170 UE-170 
(NCB) Summer Summer 

Street Street 

USES(15)(33) 
Accessory use or structure p p p p 

Commercial-Service 
Veterinary facilities excluding kennels and humane 
societies 
Veterinary facilities including kennels and humane p 
societies 
Small day care facilities p p 

Day care centers p 

Day care centers accessory to public schools, 
religious facilities, multifamily or mixed res. C(22) 
developments, and mobile home parks 

Business and professional offices including 
research, experimental, testing laboratories, 

C(31) p 
engineering, research, management and related 
services p 

Restaurants p 

Drinking places 
Adult business establishments 
Hotels, motels, inns p 

Movie theaters except drive-in theaters p 

Places of indoor assembly, amusement or culture p 

Art and crafts studios c p 

Personal Services p p 

Retail stores p 

Neighborhood retail stores p p 

Lumber and building materials dealer p 

Gasoline service stations p 

Gasoline service stations which are a part of and 
subordinate to a retail use 
New and used car dealers p (8,17) 
Recreational vehicle, mobile home dealers p 

Equipment dealers and equipment repair p 

Automotive services including repair p 

Registered dispensary(27) c 
Registered primary caregivers engaged in the 
cultivations of medical marijuana for two to five p 
registered patients. 
Tattoo Establishments 

Industrial 
Light industrial uses p p p 



Proposed 
Neighborh Existing Amended 

ood Urban Conditional Conditional 
Land Use Table: pursuant to Article XI, Section 22 et 

Conservat Enterprise Rezoning to Rezoning to 
seq. of the Zoning and Land Use Code 

ion "B" (UE) UE-170 UE-170 
(NCB) Summer Summer 

Street Street 

Industrial uses c 
Building and construction contractors P(6,7) 
Fuel oil dealers and related facilities P(6,7) 
Wholesale sales, warehousing and distribution p 
facilities and self-storage facilities p 

Self storage facilities p 

Commercial solid waste disposal facilities 
Junkyards and auto graveyards 
Recycling and reprocessing facilities c 
Private industrial/commercial developments(23) p 

Transportation 
Airports or heliports 
Commercial parking facilities c p 

Transit and ground transportation facilities 
Transportation facilities p 

Public and Utility 

Pumping stations, standpipes or other water supply 
uses involving facilities located on or above the p p 

ground surface and towers for municipal use 

Power transmission lines, substations, telephone 
exchanges, microwave towers or other public utility c c 
or communications use 
Municipal buildings and facilities c p 

Preservation of historic areas; emergency and fire 
protection activities; bridges and public roadways 

Dams 

Institutional 
Religious facilities p p 

Cemeteries p 

Congregate care/assisted living facilities, 
institutions for the handicapped, nursing or c p 

convalescent homes, group care facilities 
Hospitals, medical clinics, c p 

Museums, libraries, and non-profit art galleries and 
theaters 



Proposed 
Neighborh Existing Amended 

Land Use Table: pursuant to Article XI, Section 22 et 
ood Urban Conditional Conditional 

Conservat Enterprise Rezoning to Rezoning to 
seq. of the Zoning and Land Use Code 

ion "B" (UE) UE-170 UE-170 
(NCB) Summer Summer 

Street Street 

Academic institutions, including buildings or 
structures for classroom, administrative, laboratory, 
dormitories, art, theater, dining services, library, 
bookstores, athletic facilities and student C(13) p 

recreational uses, together with buildings accessory 
to the foregoing permitted principal buildings or 
structures, 

Civic and social organizations c 
Public community meeting and civic function 
buildings including auditoriums 

Residential(8) 
Single-family detached dwellings on individual 

P(2) 
residential lots 
Mobile homes on individual residential lots 
Two-family dwellings p 

Multifamily dwellings in accordance with the p p 
standards of Article XIII 
Single-Family attached dwelling in accordance with p 
the standards of Article XIII 
Mixed single-family residential developments in p 
accordance with the standards of Article XIII 
Mixed residential developments in accordance with p 
the standards of Article XIII 
Mixed use structures p p 

Lodging houses p 

Home occupations p c 
Bed and breakfast establishments as a home p p 
occupation 
In-law apartments in accordance with the standards p 
of Article XII 
Single family cluster development 
Family day care home p p 

Shelters c 

Natural Resource 
Agriculture 
Farm Stands 

Forest management and timber harvesting activities p p 
in accordance with the standards of Article XIII 

Earth material removal 
Community gardens(20) p p 



Proposed 
Neighborh Existing Amended 

ood Urban Conditional Conditional 
Land Use Table: pursuant to Article XI, Section 22 et 

Conservat Enterprise Rezoning to Rezoning to 
seq. of the Zoning and Land Use Code 

ion "B" (UE) UE-170 UE-170 
(NCB) Summer Summer 

Street Street 

Water dependent uses, e.g. docks and marinas 
Non-residential structures for educational, scientific 
or nature interpretation purposes, containing a 
maximum floor area of not more than ten thousand 
(1 0,000) square feet 

Recreation 
Campgrounds 
Public or private facilities for nonintensive outdoor c 
recreation 

Commercial outdoor recreation and drive-in theaters 

Fitness and recreational sports centers as listed 
under NAICS Code 713940 
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Planning Board 
City of Lewiston 
27 Pine Street 
Lewiston, ME 04240 

Dear Ladies and Gentlemen, 

ROCKINGHAM ELECTRICAL 
SUPPLY COMPANY 

Corporate Offices 
437 Shattuck Way • Newington, NH 03801 

(603) 436-7731 • Fax: (603) 436-7807 

Rockingham Electrical Supply is a family owned electrical supply distributor that has been in 
business for over 50 years. We currently have nine locations including two in the state of Maine 
(Portland and Augusta). It is our hope to expand with a location in city of Lewiston. In our 
endeavor to do so we located a location on 170 Summer Street. 

While reviewing the zoning regulations for 170 Summer Street we became aware that the 
location is currently zoned for light industrial use. Our proposed amendment is to allow the 
premises to operate as a wholesale sales, warehousing and distribution facility, a neighborhood 
retail sales business, business and professional offices. 

We humbly request that you hear our request in hopes of approving fore mentioned changes. 

~::c~~~ 0. j_ 
President 



AN ORDINANCE PERTAINING TO ZONING BOUNDARIES 

THE CITY OF LEWISTON HEREBY ORDAINS: 

Appendix A of the Code of Ordinances of the City of Lewiston, Maine is hereby 
amended as follows: 

APPENDIX A 

ZONING AND LAND USE CODE 

ARTICLE IV. ESTABLISHMENT OF DISTRICTS 

Sec. 1. Zoning Map 

The City of Lewiston hereby ordains that the Official Zoning Map of the City of 
Lewiston be amended by modifying the existing conditional rezoning agreements as 
recorded in the Androscoggin Registry of Deeds Book 5206 Page 167 for the property 
at 170 Summer Street depicted on Exhibit "A" and more fully described in Exhibit "B", 
both of which are attached hereto as follows, said property to remain conditionally 
rezoned from the Neighborhood Conservation "B" (NCB) District and to the Urban 
Enterprise (UE) District. 

REASONS FOR THE PROPOSAL AMENDMENT 

The reasons for the proposed amendment include allowing the premises situated in the 
municipality of Lewiston County of Androscoggin County, State ofMaine, located at 
170 Summer Street (see Exhibit A, Registry of Deeds Book 444 3, Page 199) be 
allowed to operate a wholesale sales, warehousing and distribution facility, a 
neighborhood retail sales business and business and professional offices. The property 
(see Exhibit B) contains a structure built in 1986 by Tufts Printing. The current use is a 
printing company. The tenant Rockinghan1 Electrical Supply Co Inc. proposes to 
operate an electrical supply wholesale business which will originally employ 4-6 
employees. 

CONFORMANCE WITH COMPREHENSIVE PLAN 

The City Cotmcil of the City of Lewiston hereby determines that the change to the 
Zoning maps is in conformance with the Comprehensive Plan for the following reasons: 

(1.) Study the mixed-use area west of Main Street between the Longley Bridge and the 
Veterans Bridge for potential re-zonings that will deal with issues ranging from 
commercial expansion, neighborhood protection, and increased utilization of the 
Maine Central Railroad line. (Land Use Issue #9, page 124.) 

(2.) ...... .in order to assure that there is sufficient industrial land to meet the future 



industrial needs of the City, the city should explore where there are areas that are 
appropriate for future industrial uses and to rezone them accordingly. (Industrial 
Development, page 121.) 

(3.) Build on the strengths of manufacturing and service industries as source of quality 
jobs. (See Economy, Goal3, page 37.) 

(4.) Ensure that there is adequate land I buildings for expanding firms and 
entrepreneurial start-ups within Lewiston by working with local developers. 
(See Economy, Policy (4), Strategy A, page 40.) 

CONDITIONAL REZONING AGREEMENT 

The proponent requests that the official zoning map for the City be amended by 
· modifying the existing conditional rezoning agreement with the subject property 
remaining conditionally rezoned Urban Enterprise (UE), subject to the limitations more 
fully described below. 

In compliance with the provisions of the Code, Article XVII, Section S(g), the 
proponent hereby proposes the following conditions: 

(a) Allowed uses of the property shall include those uses which are presently 
permitted under the existing conditional rezoning agreements as recorded in the 
Androscoggin Registry of Deeds Book 5206 Page 167 for the property at 170 
Summer Street and the following uses: wholesale sales, warehousing and 
distribution facilities and self-storage facilities, neighborhood retail sales, and 
business and professional offices, as listed below and subject to the conditions 
contained herein. 

Proposed 
Land Use Table: pursuant to Article XI, Section Amended 
22 et seq. of the Zoning and Land Use Code, Conditional 
subject to applicable Land Use Table Notes of Rezoning to UE-
aforementioned section of code. 170 Summer 

Street 

USES(15)(33) 
Accessory use or structure p 

Commercial-Service 
Veterinary facilities excluding kennels and 
humane societies 

2 



Veterinary facilities including kennels and 
humane societies 
Small day care facilities 

Day care centers 
Day care centers accessory to public schools, 
religious· facilities, multifamily or mixed res. 
developments, and mobile home parks 
Business and professional offices including 
research, experimental, testing laboratories, p 
engineering, research, management and related 
services 
Restaurants 

Drinking places 

Adult business establishments 

Hotels, motels, inns 

Movie theaters except drive-in theaters 

Places of indoor assembly, amusement or culture 

Art and crafts studios 

Personal Services 

Retail stores 

Neighborhood retail stores p 

Lumber and building materials dealer 

Gasoline service stations 
Gasoline service stations which are a part of and 
subordinate to a retail use 
New and used car dealers 

Recreational vehicle, mobile home dealers 

Equipment dealers and equipment repair 

Automotive services including repair 

Registered dispensary(27) 
Registered primary caregivers engaged in the 
cultivations of medical marijuana for two to five 
registered patients. 

Tattoo Establishments 

Industrial 

Light industrial uses p 

Industrial uses 

Building and construction contractors 

Fuel oil dealers and related facilities 
Wholesale sales, warehousing and distribution p 
facilities and self-storage facilities 

3 



Self storage facilities 

Commercial solid waste disposal facilities 

Junkyards and auto graveyards 

Recycling and reprocessing facilities 

Private industrial/commercial developments(23) 

Transportation 
Airports or heliports 

Commercial parking facilities 

Transit and ground transportation facilities 

Transportation facilities 

Public and Utility 
Pumping stations, standpipes or other water 
supply uses involving facilities located on or 
above the ground surface and towers for 
municipal use 
Power transmission lines, substations, telephone 
exchanges, microwave towers or other public 
utility or communications use 

Municipal buildings and facilities 

Preservation of historic areas; emergency and fire 
protection activities; bridges and public roadways 
Dams 

Institutional 
Religious facilities 

Cemeteries 

Congregate care/assisted living facilities, 
institutions for the handicapped, nursing or 
convalescent homes, group care facilities 
Hospitals, medical clinics, 
Museums, libraries, and non-profit art galleries 
and theaters 
Academic institutions, including buildings or 
structures for classroom, administrative, 
laboratory, dormitories, art, theater, dining 
services, library, bookstores, athletic facilities and 
student recreational uses, together with buildings 
accessory to the foregoing permitted principal 
buildings or structures, 
Civic and social organizations 

4 



Public community meeting and civic function 
buildings including auditoriums 

Residential(8) 
Single-family detached dwellings on individual 
residential lots 

Mobile homes on individual residential lots 

Two-family dwellings 

Multifamily dwellings in accordance with the 
standards of Article XIII 
Single-Family attached dwelling in accordance 
with the standards of Article XIII 
Mixed single-family t:esidential developments in 
accordance with the standards of Article XIII 
Mixed residential developments in accordance 
with the standards of Article XIII 

Mixed use structures 

Lodging houses 

Home occupations 
Bed and breakfast establishments as a home 
occupation 
In-law apartments in accordance with the 
standards of Article XII 

Single family cluster development 

Family day care home 

Shelters 

Natural Resource 

Agriculture 

Farm Stands 

Forest management and timber harvesting 
activities in accordance with the standards of 
Article XIII 
Earth material removal 

Community gardens(20) 

Water dependent uses, e.g . docks and marinas 

Non-residential structures for educational, 
scientific or nature interpretation purposes, 
containing a maximum floor area of not more than 
ten thousand (1 0,000) square feet 

Recreation 

5 



Campgrounds 

Public or private facilities for nonintensive 
outdoor recreation 
Commercial outdoor recreation and drive-in 
theaters 
Fitness and recreational spmis centers as listed 
under NAICS Code 713940 

(b) Violations of any ofthe conditions herein will constitute a violation of the Code. 

(c) The conditions described herein shall bind the proponent, its successors and assigns, 
and any person in possession or occupant of the subject premises, or any portion 
thereof, and shall inure to the benefit of and be enforceable by the City. 

(d) The proponent shall, at his own expense, record in the Androscoggin County 
Registry of Deeds a copy of the conditions within thirty (30) days following final 
approval of this proposal by the City. Such form of recording is to be in a form 
satisfactory to the City. 

(e) The conditions described herein shall run with the subject premises. 

(f) In addition to other remedies to which the City may be entitled under applicable 
provisions of statute or ordinance, if any party in possession ofuse ofthe subject 
premises fails or refuses to comply with any of the conditions imposed, any rezoning 
approved by the City in accordance with the conditions shall be of no force or effect. In 
that event, any use of the subject premises and any building or structures developed 
pursuant to the rezoning shall be immediately abated and brought into compliance with 
all applicable provisions of the Code with the same effect as if the rezoning had never 
occurred. 

(g) If any of the conditions are found by a court of competent jurisdiction to be invalid, 
such determination shall not invalidate any of the other conditions. 

(h) Any rezoning approved by the City conditionally shall be of no force or effect if the 
proponent fails or refuses to comply with conditions imposed. 

(i) Any allowed proposed use, addition, or expansion of the property deemed applicable 
to Article XIII, Section 2 of the Zoning and Land Use Code shall be subject to the 
applicable sections of Article XIII of the Zoning and Land Use Code, Development 
Review and Standards. 

U) By submitting this proposal, the proponent agrees in writing to the conditions 
described herein. 

6 



The Proponent hereby respectively submits this Proposal as of the _ _._! ..._!_~ __ day of 

-:::rebh.ua»ff; 2014. 

Androscoggin, SS 
Lewiston, Maine 

Rockingham Electrical Supply Co Inc/Daniel Pender 

Proponent 

~fnl?-L~ 

-h1ob1J~ 11 , 2014 

Personally appeared the above named James Pender Jr and acknowledged the 
foregoing to be his free act and deed. 

• 

MVrnk -~ 
Notary Public 
Commission Expires: 

7 
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Decel!lber 12, 2013 

Mark Hattne!t 
One Source Printing 
110 SummerSCmt 
IAwiston, M,ine 

R~: Lelftl' ollotent 
170 S11m111er St 
Lewlnon, M£ 

D~Mark, 

One (;ana! Pbm 
l'ollla!ld. ~ 04101 

T 207 772 1333 
F 207 871 1288 

www,boldoa.;o!l1 

This letter seta forth the termund CQndilions under which "lloekluham E!eetrleal &mmly Company. fa;" 
ia willing lo entsr into a lease ~mcnt with One Sourc;c (htreinaftur referred to as "Landlonl") for space at 
the abOYS-t'tr.renced JOQ\tion. 

Demised J>romim; 

Ld:laTerm; 

Qptjo•l Tg:m: 

Posseujon Dat.c· 

<keupanoy D&te: 

Rent Commencement Date: 

LJDdiO£d't Work; 

T H E R I G H T 

170 Summer St, Lewiston, M!Une 

RoclcinsJtam Electrical Supply Company, IDe. 

One Sourc:e Priming 

Tho deml•ecl premiaD$ shall bo demned to conlllin 6,00~ cflcued space 
plua ourdoor yard arm for parking 1111d ~QTBgc in COlllmoll with the 
Landlord. NolWithstartdins the for.going.l.alldlord shill I hl\vt 11000sa 

tbrousb the leased prernisos to and from the loading dock loc&tcd in the 
demised premise& dllring Landtoro•• ao1111al buaine.ss hours (8 am to S Pll') 

Pivc(~)y~ 

One (I), five (~)year uplion, provided si" (6) month!> prior wri!WI notice 
from ·renant. 

Upon ~ «KeeOtion 

Tbitty (30) days from lease cxewtion ,J..,,I , .• < "ip~ , ( Dt ''·'r'""' :1 /.J.. i'"1;( 

~i~Y {3~~d~s ~Occupancy ~e 
Landlord to build tonanl a half bath for dtmiJed pn~mises. Landlord mall 
provids Tenant with quotes for in&talling a half bath. Upon acceptanco ot 
quote, ·renant shall pay contractor directly 11p0n prc:senwion of periodic: 

WAY T 0 0 0 R E A l ESTATE 
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i111toi~ from the Landlord ot the coQinJclor. ABy under slab dtaiil 
plumbing shall be 11 the Landlord's wst 

J'enlllt's Work: Ally and all additional modifications to the building by Teaant or Tenant's 
aaont thall be <:omplcrted in compli811ce with all applicable state 1111d 

PAGE. 3/ 4 

__ --- ----·--· .. ....... . ....... _____ .. _ .... _ .... ....: .... -- ______ ....... ... - .... ---rnuni~aJ.buiklin.g-codes-andordinanccs;--------· -- ----·- --· --- ---- ---- --·- --··· ......... - __ ..... ---·· · ·· 

Qmjqn Rent: 

Eleqtrjc!tV; 

Security DQjXISit· 

Drotcerasc Comm!asiQD: 

Years!: !l30,000Nr Mod Grs ($ 2,500/Mo. MO) 

2% lllliiL1lli incR:IIllas to ba!e tenl 

The above rent is quoted Modirced OrOSI bll.lis. Tltettfo~ l'eaant ie 
responsible for its proora1& rlun of hnlina cost, and will pay inc.rotliU in 
real estate tiiXes, property insur;~~~ce 1111d outdoor maintenllllCe, over base 
year(firBt 12 months of CICCUP8111ll/) 

Option rom to be at market raw mb yeat, but not to exceed a lS% i110rease 
over previous yl!al'. There rhall be no rent d~ease from priar year. 

Rr' .I \ ~-1 
To be billed to tenant rnonthly,at arateofSl.OOhff ft?-~~r. <:) 

Tenant will use tho demitecl Pf'!Yiisea for showrt~otn, WllroboueiD& t~nd 
distribution aotivilit:!IIISSotiated with the electrlealeupply ei!mpany. 

Upon full e~tion of !his lett.ar lcmlnl co provide a dapoait equal to one 
manlhs reut payable to CBRP/l'hc Boulos Compaoy which will be held in 
eaQroW pending lease ~n and then credil06 to tet\Mts rent. 

Upon .full exec\rtion of a Leasa Ayeemonl, Tenant will deposit with 
Landlord 1111 addiliortal one months Iem .. This aum •'Of)l'etOIIIs the ~tity 
depoJit dvc under the lwe. Said deposit will be relllfned to Tenant at the 
ettd of the lnsc tenn, pruvidod the pre111iBeB al'e lefi in good repair, "broom 
cfoan." and provided Te~~ant has not ~en In defilult of leu I!. In west will 
not be paid on said doposiL 

Slinaae will be at Tenant's soh! expen• 9ubject to Landlord's approval. 
Said awr0'181 not to be unreuonably withheld or delayed. 

Parkins is available on-5ite in common with a'HIM:I'. 

l..Qndlorcl's responsibility in aiiOOJ"danco with CBRBfl'lto Boulos. Company's 
fll611dard oommiasion schedule. 

Tenant shall be pcnniHed to sublet space, hut only with. the prior written 
apploval of the Landlard, uicl l .and lord conllellt not to ba WlR!8BO!IIbly 
witllhcld uT delayed. 
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It is the I"DSpnnaibilily ofTenant to cl~nnil'le all i01lill8 inform ad oil ami 
secure allnaccAIIIY or requirocl peiTIIitJ 111d approval a tor Its propu.ed use 
of the subj~ premise.. Landlord and CBREII'bo lloul~ Corap111y makt! 
ltD reproaent41iollll or warrantica u to tho 111hability of. or the ability to 
obtai11 reauJatory approval £or, tho subjoot premim forTerut~~t's intended 

-··---·-··--··-- --····· -.. ·-·-·- -·--······ - ·· --·-·----·- --·-·---·-·------····--·me:---···--······-··--··-·-·-------·--·····-·-------·-··- ······- ····-·-·----·-···-·-·--·- ···-------·-- ... ······· ···--·-·-----··· ... 

Option to PurohD.s: 

The tnldersignod jointly .and severally 1181"'11 to aceept fiX I:Opics or the 
dt~cwnents which have been sent by oilhar plltty to lhe olhor, or to any other 
pllrty or agent to thia transacti(lft, as origiMl doeumonl8, with the cxctption 
of the final lcaee dOC!Irl\8111. 

t...Jdlord llgf1!eJ to rQIWIII"d its prllp(!!ltld lease to Tt11ant within len (10) days 
uflhe twl t~toeoution tlfthis Letter of fntant. In the evepl Landlord and 
Tenant have nol execuled a leue within 14 days of receipt, than either party 
may oancollhis egreenient and any deposit will be murned to Tenant. 

Landlord Bat eo& to arent Tenant option to purehliSO property d\ll'ifl8 Y eat I 4 
illld 5 of the initialleato tonn. Option Purebue Price fot Year 4 for eball be 
$680,000. Option PPTChaee Price for Years ahall be $690,000.-l~• 
-Tenllll\ •~eJaiMiheii'-OjMklll-teiiiWJ!uu,l.udl~~r• •••u-h.,·all.e ReA& ~\ e" 
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moBIIll M alual;u RMIIII' lljlllltt fee\~~~~~ W J)l'iCII 'ttMAt Wll OU~IJ¥ ~ 
peyillt II\ lila lime Opli~q. to P~ll~•= if evcni1t!d 

It iaaaroed that thl$ Letter of Intent is subject to fhefonnal8ICI!CU1ion ora mutually .~bl~ lcuo and llntil 
all panics •ign such leaao, Ibis Letter of Intent will be non-bindillg. All pw:tiDB agree to negotiate in "good 
liit!t". 

Daniel ~t11in 
Broker/hJtner 
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PETITION TO AMEND THE CITY OF LEWISTON 
ZONING AND LAND USE CODE 

PW'suant to Appendix A, Article XVII, Section 5 AAmendments@ of the City of Lewiston Zoning and Land Use 
Code, we the undersigned residents of the City of Lewiston, being eighteen (18) year of age or older, do hereby 
petition the City of Lewiston to amend Zoning and Land Use Code to include allowing the premises situated in the 
municipality ofLewiston County of Androscoggin County, State ofMaine, located at 170 Summer Street (see 
Exhibit A, Registry of Deeds Book 4443, Page 199) be allowed to operate a wholesale sales, warehousing and 
distribution facility, a neighborhood retail sales business and business and professional offices. The property (see 
Exhibit B) contains a structW'e built in 1986 by Tufts Printing. The current use is a printing company. The tenant 
Rockingham Electrical Supply Co Inc. proposes to operate an electrical supply wholesale business which will 
originally employ 4-6 employees. As described in the exhibits attached hereto: 

SIGNATURE 

1 "' 
( 6 · ·-~ r~ 
\ 'l - _\...--"' C -"' .-- r -._l - ~/ 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 / 

PRINTED NAME 

CIRCULATQR;;;;S VERIFICATION 

PHYSICAL STREET 
ADDRESS (No PO Boxes) 

DATE 



I hereby verify that I am the Circulator of thi~etition that all the signatures to this petition were made in my presene, and to 
the best of my knowledge and belief, each signature is that ofthe person it purports to be, and each person is a resident ctfie 

City of Lewiston. ··' 1 j . -/---.. j / / 
_#;/::;~:14 fb~;;1~K. 1/Jq/-r P./tq /-bel/~ 

Signature of Circulator · Printed Name of Circulator 
:z/!#k/ 

' 7 . Date 

REGISTRAR=S CERTIFICATION 
I hereby certify and verify that the names of all of the petitioners listed as valid appear on the voting list as reglsteracbters in 
the City ofLewiston. 

Total Valid:_\_,_,(}~--- 'v ; Totallnvalid: ~--------'.....:..;;....,.,____ __ 



From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Dear David, 

Mark Hartnett 
David Hedjger 
jpender@rockingham.com ; Chris Paszyc 
Rockingham Electric 
Tuesday, February 04, 2014 2:05:39 PM 

I want thank you for taking time out of your busy schedule to meet with me 
yesterday regarding Rockingham Electric's 
interest in leasing some space in my building here in Lewiston. I am sure you share 
my enthusiasm that an out of 
state company is interested in establishing a presence in the Lewiston area. 
Rockingham Electric is a very successful 
family owned business that has a total of nine locations throughout New England; 
one in Massachusetts, six in 
New Hampshire and 2 in Maine (Augusta & Portland). Their interest in a new 
location in Lewiston is a win for all parties 
involved including the City of Lewiston. This would be their third investment in 
Maine. Rockingham Electric has been a family 
owned business since 1951 and is very well respected in their industry. I am 
confident that they will make a great tenant and 
corporate citizen for the Lewiston area. I look forward to the planning board 
welcoming them to the city by approving 
their requested use of space here in Lewiston. I have included a link to Rockingham 
Electric's web site below. 

Thank you again for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Mark Hartnett 
President 

Toll Free: 1 ~ 800~288-7557 

~ commerdat printing 
statill!Mf}' • full-col()( printing • digital printing 

-0- business forms/checks 
' l<~bol~ • prQ!;QiptiQn p;~d$ • _.,rbom~ for-

• graphic: d 5ign 
interac.'live and ill ble form~·logo ~n 

calendars • branded business gifts • pens. & pencils 

www.rockinghamelectric.com 



LEWISTON CITY COUNCIL 
MEETING OF MARCH 4, 2014 

AGENDA INFORMATION SHEET: AGENDA ITEM NO. 5 
SUBJECT: 

Public Hearing and Order regarding consolidation of citywide polling places for the June 10, 2014 
state primary and special municipal election. 

INFORMATION: 
Due to the changes in the redistricting of the house district boundary lines and the county district boundary lines, the 
City will have 21 different state ballot styles at the June 10 state primary election. Once the City adopted the new 
city ward boundary lines, this number will decrease, however the new ward lines will not be ready until the 
November 2014 election. In order to minimize confusion for both the voters and the citizen election workers, the 
City Clerk is recommending that all voting for citizens take place in one central location for the June election only, 
and this would be the Longley Elementary School gym. This will allow for more city staff to be on site to help 
oversee the process. 

In order to consolidate voting places, the City Council must conduct a public hearing, adopt the Order to consolidate 
and the City Clerk must obtain permission from the Secretary of State. The City Clerk has been in communication 
with the Deputy Secretary of State on this issue and their office is in full support of this proposal. 

The City Council is requested to conduct a public hearing for citizen input and to approve a proposal to consolidate 
the city polling places for the June 10 election. Wards 4, 5 and 7 already vote at this location. This location is also 
the usual voting place for all unscheduled or emergency elections, so the voters are familiar with this site. 

APPROVAL AND/OR COMMENTS OF CITY ADMINISTRATOR: 

The City Administrator recommends approval of the requested action . 

REQUESTED ACTION: 

1) To conduct a Public Hearing to receive citizen input and comments regarding the proposal to 
consolidate the city polling places for the June 10, 2014 election. 

2) To adopt the Order to Consolidate the Polling Locations for the June 10, 2014 election. 



ORDER APPROVING THE CONSOLIDATION OF CITY POLLING 
PLACES FOR THE JUNE 10, 2014 ELECTION 

ORDERED, that after conducting a public hearing to receive citizen input and comment, held on 
March 4, 2014, the Municipal Officers, in accordance with Title 21-A MRSA, section 631, 
subsection 1, approve the Certificate of Consolidation of Voting Places, consolidating the City's 
current four voting locations (seven wards) into one citywide polling place to be the Longley 
Elementary School Gymnasium for the June 10, 2014 election only, 

AND, BE IT FURTHER ORDERED that this Certificate be recorded with the City Clerk and 
that she immediately file an attested copy with the Secretary of State's Office, in accordance with 
Title 21-A, section 631, subsection 1. 

Motion by Councilor: Second by Councilor: 

Vote: 

A TRUE COPY ATTEST: 

Kathleen M. Montejo, City Clerk 



CERTIFICATE OF CONSOLIDATION OF VOTING PLACES 
RECITALS 

Whereas, the City of Lewiston has four voting locations that were previously established by the 
Municipal Officers and approved by the Secretary of State's Office, and 

Whereas, after notice and hearing, the Municipal Officers adopted an Order on March 4, 2014, 
consolidating the four voting places into one location for the City of Lewiston for the June 10, 
2014 election, and designated the Longley Elementary School Gymnasium as the citywide polling 
place, 

Now, Therefore, pursuant to Title 21-A, MRSA, section 631, subsection 1, the Municipal Officers 
of the City of Lewiston hereby certify that the four existing polling places be consolidated into one 
citywide voting location for the City of Lewiston for the June 10, 2014 election. 

MUNICIPAL OFFICERS OF THE CITY OF LEWISTON: 

Robert E. Macdonald, Mayor 

Leslie T. Dubois, City Councilor, Ward 1 

Nathan L. Libby, City Councilor, Ward 3 

Kristen S. Cloutier, City Councilor, Ward 5 

Donald A. D' Auteuil, City Councilor, Ward 2 

Doreen M. Christ, City Councilor, Ward 4 

Mark A. Cayer, City Councilor Ward 6 and 
City Council President 

Michael R. Lachance, City Councilor, Ward 7 

A true copy, Attest: 

Kathleen M. Montejo, City Clerk 
Lewiston, Maine 



LEWISTON CITY COUNCIL 
MEETING OF MARCH 4, 2014 

AGENDA INFORMATION SHEET: AGENDA ITEM NO. 6 

SUBJECT: 

Amendment to the Traffic Schedule regarding a change of parking regulations for a portion of 
College Street. 

INFORMATION: 

A business on College Street is requesting that two parking spaces on the street be designated as 
two hour parking to allow for the turnover of customers in their business . The current parking 
time allowance is for a longer period of time. 

The Police Department has reviewed this request and recommends the adoption of a two hour 
parking allowance instead. Please see the attached memorandum from Sgt. David Chick of the 
Police Department for additional information. 

APPROVAL AND/OR COMMENTS OF CITY ADMINISTRATOR: 

The City Administrator recommends approval of the requested action. 

REQUESTED ACTION: 

To adopt the proposed amendment to the Traffic Schedule regarding the creation of a two hour parking 
time regulation for this section of College Street, as outlined on the attached vote sheet. 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

Subject: 

POLICE DEPARTMENT 
Sgt. David K. Chick 
Inspector of Police 

February 19, 2014 

Traffic Schedule Review 

Sgt. David Chick, Inspector of Police 

College St (Stylz Hair at 204 College St) 

Traffic Schedule Amendment- Chapter 70 Section 158 
Two (2) Hour Parking 
9:00A.M. to 6:00P.M.- Monday to Friday (Section 32) 

This action is initiated upon a request coming through the Councilor-constituent forum. The 
Stylz Hair business is competing with on-street parking space availability with other residential 
interests who often occupy for extended periods of time making convenient parking spaces 
unavailable for client/patron use. This action will provide some mandatory rotation and 
openings. 

NOTE: (Additions are double underlined; deletions are struck out). 

Section 32 - Parking Time Regulated 
Monday Through Friday 
2 Hours-09:00AM To 06:00PM 

COLLEGE STREET Odd numbered side east side beginning at a point 130' north of 
the northeasterly corner of College St & Vale St and extending 
40' northerly on College St (2 parking spaces) 

(These spaces are situated on the side of the street which is designated for year-round parking, 
and are occupying frontage on a lot which has no building constructed. These spaces are 
conveniently across the street from the driveway curb cut for 204 College St.) 

If this amendment is approved, this would require Public Works department to install sign(s) and 
marking(s) pertaining to the intended designations. 

-- \( , ,~-"\( -; L L_ 
'' . ., __ _____ ( . ····</""--- J 

Sgt. David Chick, Inspector of Police 

171 ParkSt • Lewiston, Maine • 04240 • Phone 207-513-3137 • Fax 207-795-9007 
www.lewistonpd.org 

Professionalism Integrity Compassion Dedication Pride Dependability 



cc: Michael Bussiere 

POLICE DEPARTMENT 
Sgt. David K. Chick 
Inspector ofPolice 

Ed Barrett- City Hall; Phil Nadeau- City Hall; Lincoln Jeffers- City Hall; 
Steve Murch- Public Wo · Paul Ouellette- Fire 

171 Park St • Lewiston, Maine • 04240 • Phone 207-513-3137 • Fax 207-795-9007 
www .lew istonpd. org 

Professionalism Integrity Compassion Dedication Pride Dependability 



LEWISTON CITY COUNCIL 
MEETING OF MARCH 4, 2014 

AGENDA INFORMATION SHEET: AGENDA ITEM NO. 7 
SUBJECT: 

Amendment to the Traffic Schedule regarding a change of parking regulations for a portion of 
Middle Street. 

INFORMATION: 

A citizen had concerns regarding the intersection of Main Street and Middle Street noting it was 
extremely difficult to navigate turning from Main Street and that very often traffic becomes 
gridlocked in this area. Staff from the Police Department and Public Works reviewed the area at 
various times of the day for traffic flow and concurred that improvements are necessary due to the 
congestion. 

The Police Department has reviewed this request and recommends the changes to the parking 
designations. Please see the attached memorandum from Sgt. David Chick of the Police 
Department for additional information. 

APPROVAL AND/OR COMMENTS OF CITY ADMINISTRATOR: 

The City Administrator recommends approval of the requested action. 

REQUESTED ACTION: 

To adopt the proposed amendments to the Traffic Schedule regarding the parking regulation for this 
section of Middle Street, as outlined on the attached vote sheet. 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

Subject: 

POLICE DEPARTMENT 
Sgt. David K. Chick 
Inspector ofPolice 

February 20, 2014 

Traffic Schedule Review 

Sgt. David Chick, Inspector of Police 

Middle St 

Traffic Schedule Amendment- Chapter 70 Section 158 
Two (2) Hour Parking 
9:00A.M. to 6:00P.M.- Monday to Friday (Section 32) 

Traffic Schedule Amendment- Chapter 70 Section 150 
Parking Restricted 
Hazardous or Congested Places (Section 44) 

A complaint was received from a resident of WBates St that this intersection was extremely 
difficult to navigate turning from Main St, and that very often traffic becomes gridlocked here. 
Staff from LP D and LP W visited the scene on several occasions and reviewed the current 
situation occurring with traffic here, and concur that these proposed changes are necessmy due 
to the congestion caused by having the 3 travel lanes at this intersection. An alternative 
approach which would eliminate the left turning lane would merely exchange the sort of traffic 
gridlock to another problem. 

NOTE: (Additions are double underlined; deletions are struck out). 

Section 32- Parking Time Regulated 
Monday Through Friday 
2 Hours- 09:00 AM To 06:00 PM 

MIDDLE STREET Even numbered side, east side, beginning at a point SW-146' 
northerly of the northeast corner of Middle St & Main St and 
extending northwesterly on Middle St to Lowell St (ereating at 
least 11 delineated parallel parking spaees). 
ADDED by City Council- 3/1/2011, Vote# 

(The possibility exists of creating a few additional spaces on the opposite side of the street in the 
area between the entrances of a large parking lot designated to serve DHHS office staff and 
clients. That can only be properly evaluated once the snow banks are no longer present. That 
opposite side of the street falls under winter months parking prohibition.) 

~~ 
".~. 

171 Park St • Lewiston, Maine • 04240 • Phone 207-513-3137 • Fax 207-795-9007 
www.lewistonpd.org 
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POLICE DEPARTMENT 
Sgt. David K. Chick 
Inspector ofPolice 

NOTE: (Additions are double underlined; deletions are struck out). 

Section 44- Parking Restricted- No Parking Anytime- Hazardous or Congested Places 

MIDDLE STREET Even numbered side. east side. beginning at the northeast 
corner of Middle St & Main Stand extending northwesterly on 
Middle St a distance of 146'. 

(This intersection has been widened to 3 lanes with a left turning lane added. This is the main 
point of access for larger commercial trucks servicing businesses in this area and for Spring St, 
Avon St, and their intersecting side streets. This is also the primary traffic route for vehicles 
leaving from this business and residential neighborhood. When vehicles are waiting at the light 
to make a left turn, the street becomes too narrow to a point which restricts traffic and has 
resulted in vehicles stuck blocking the free movement of traffic through the intersection and 
impacting out onto Main St. This change will result in the loss of 2 existing parking spaces which 
may be off-set by the creation of spaces on the opposite side of the street, further down, and 
looking tmvard other future creation of on-street space availability in the surrounding area.) 

If this amendment is approved, this would require Public Works department to install sign(s) and 
marking(s) pertaining to the intended designations. 

Sgt. David Chick, Inspector of Police 

cc: Michael Bussiere 
Ed Barrett- City Hall; Phil Nadeau- City Hall; Lincoln Jeffers- City Hall; 
Kathy Montejo- City Clerk; Steve Murch- Public Works; Paul Ouellette- Fire 

171 Park St • Lewiston, Maine • 04240 • Phone 207-513-3137 • Fax 207-795-9007 
www.lewistonpd.org 
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POLICE DEPARTMENT 
Sgt. David K. Chick 
Inspector ofPolice 

171 Park St • Lewiston, Maine • 04240 • Phone 207-513-3137 • Fax 207-795-9007 
www.lewistonpd.org 
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LEWISTON CITY COUNCIL 
MEETING OF MARCH 4, 2014 

AGENDA INFORMATION SHEET: AGENDA ITEM NO. 8 

SUBJECT: 

Review of proposed options for the Pettingill School Park and Residential Development Proposal. 

INFORMATION: 

The City Council recently held a workshop on the redevelopment options for the Pettingill School 
property. Suggestions have been made to turn the property into a park or to create some 
residential housing lots in addition to a small neighborhood park on the site. 

Three alternatives have been prepared for Council review and action for this agenda item. Please 
reference the attached memorandum from the City Administrator for additional information on this 
item. 

APPROVAL AND/OR COMMENTS OF CITY ADMINISTRATOR: 

This is a policy decision of the City Council. 

REQUESTED ACTION: 

To review the three proposed options for the Pettingill School Property Park Proposal and to determine 
a course of action: 

Option A: Resolve Providing Direction on the Future of Pettingill School and Property - Park Only 

Option B: Resolve Providing Direction on the Future of Pettingill School and Property- Split Between 
Park and Residential Development - Two House Lots 

Option C: Resolve Providing Direction on the Future of Pettingill School and Property- Split Between 
Park and Residential Development- Four House Lots 



Lewiston 

***** AJI .. America Ci1v 

City of Lewiston 
Executive Department LA 

EDWARD A. BARRETT 
City Administrator 

It's Happening Here! , I II , 
2007 PHIL NADEAU 

Deputy City Administrator 

February 19, 2014 

To: Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council 
Fr: Edward A. Barrett 
Su: Pettingill School/Park Proposal 

l. t: W I STO N • A U B U RN 

On February 11, the City Council will held a workshop to discuss the future use of the Pettingill 
School property. Interested parties appeared at that meeting, and a number of alternatives for 
the Pettingill property were discussed. At this point, the City Council should consider 
establishing the direction for staff to pursue on this property. 

Background 

On December 8, 2008, the Committee on the Disposition of Pettingill Elementary School 
presented its findings to the School Committee. The Disposition Committee found that the 
economic constraints on the building and site limited available options. These included: the 
estimated cost of upgrades for continued occupation- 1.3 million dollars; small site (2.11 
acres); and zoning restrictions. The School Committee then approved a motion offering the land 
and accompanying structure to the City and suggesting that the most affordable and satisfactory 
solution would be to demolish the building and convert the site into a neighborhood park with a 
playground. 

On May 19, 2009, the City Council accepted the property from the School Department and 
issued a proposal for its sale and redevelopment. While this was advertised and proposals were 
solicited, the closing date of July 14, 2009 passed without response. Subsequently, the City was 
approached by a number of parties who expressed interest in the property. A second request 
was issued on August 14, 2012, and two (2) proposals were received by September 13, 2012. 

The first proposed paying the City $10,000 for the property in order to renovate/construct 180 
student/residential/assisted living rental units. This would add a second level onto the 1960 
wing and add a second building of equal size. This proposal is inconsistent with the property's 
zoning and with the adjacent neighborhood and should not be considered. 

Under the second proposal, the City would have paid $10,000 and transferred the property to 
the proposer who would demolish existing structures and pay for Asbestos Containing Material 
(ACM) abatement. The property would then be subdivided into five (5) residential lots (see 
attached property map). Upon completion of demolition, the site would be graded and 
temporarily seeded. Houses would be constructed at a pace allowed by the market. Staff was 

1 



prepared to recommend that this proposal be accepted; however, it was subsequently 
withdrawn when the proposer determined that it was not economically viable at that time. 

In the fall of 2012, the City Council discussed the property and indicated a desire to move 
forward with the demolition of the school while leaving open potential options for reuse of the 
property. At that same time, a neighborhood group was formed, the Friends of Pettingill Park, 
with the goal of transforming the property into a park. The City Council subsequently authorized 
this group to raise funds for that purpose. That group has raised slightly over $4,000 to date. 

Funds for the demolition of the school building were included in the FY 14 Capital Improvement 
Program and bonds for this purpose were subsequently authorized in the amount of $130,000. 
That project is substantially complete with only site clean-up and seeding remaining. That work 
should be completed this spring/early summer. At this time, it appears that the total project 
cost will be right at the $130,000 that was authorized. 

Now that the school building has been demolished, the question of the future of the property 
remains. 

Options 

There are three basic options available to the City: 

1. Develop the entire property into a park 
2. Subdivide the property into house lots 
3. Maintain a playground area and subdivide the remainder of the property 

City Development 

The property could be redeveloped for new housing. The City could subdivide the property into 
from four to six lots. With 4 lots, Assessing estimates a value of between $35,000 and $40,000 
each; with 6 lots, each would be between $25,000 and $30,000. The total value of a 4 lot 
subdivision would be between $140,000 and $160,000; a six lot subdivision could yield $150,000 
to $180,000. Please note that there would also be certain costs associated with establishing a 
new subdivision and the City would also face certain carrying costs for basic lot maintenance 
while awaiting sale. Given the current housing market, it is difficult to predict the time required 
to market and sell the lots. In addition to fully developing the parcel for housing, two other 
alternatives have been advanced. One would split the lot roughly in half with one half set aside 
for a playground and open space, the other for two one-half acre house lots. The second would 
divide the parcel into six one-sixth of an acre lots with one or two lots reserved for a 
playground/open space area and four or five house lots. 

Redevelop as a Park 

Redeveloping the entire property as a park would require certain initial capital costs for 
landscaping, fencing, lighting, and some basic amenities. Initial cost estimates for full 
redevelopment are: 

Landscaping 
Fencing (along College Street- potentially optional) 
Lighting 

25,000 
5,500 

10,000 
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4 Picnic Tables; 5 Benches; 6 Trash Receptacles 

TOTAL 

14,500 

$55,000 

It should be noted that actual costs will be influenced by the option selected for the property. 
Those options involving housing would potentially require relocation of some of the playground 
equipment. In addition, fencing, which may be optional if the entire property is devoted to park 
use, would likely be required if housing was developed adjacent to the park. 

In recent conversations with representatives of the Friends organization, they have indicated 
that they do not expect to see the park developed all at once and would be happy with a phased 
approach, so these expenses (as well as associated fund raising) could be spaced out over time. 

Annual operating costs are estimated at about $18,000 for a complete park. This amount would 
likely be lower for proposals including some housing. 

Playground and Development 

Public Works estimates that retaining the playground will require on-going maintenance costs in 
the range of $3,500 per year. If there is residential development elsewhere on the site and 
depending on how the site is subdivided, the City might also incur some additional costs (in the 
range of $5,000 to $10,000) associated with removing pavement, relocating certain pieces of 
play equipment, and adding fencing. Some capital costs will also be required in future years for 
replacing/repairing playground equipment. 

The School Department estimated last year that 42 pre-K through 6th grade children live within 
% mile of the playground. The next closest public playground is located at Geiger School, 
approximately .8 mile from Pettingill. However, the sidewalk on College Street ends at Fair 
Street, well before the school, largely limiting access to those that drive. 

At the present time, the Public Works Department is challenged to maintain the existing public 
green space owned by the City. A listing of these spaces was provided at the recent workshop. 

Possible Council Actions 

Three alternatives are presented for your consideration. The first, Option A, would designate 
the entire parcel for park purposes. Option B would split the property in half between a park 
and two house lots. Option C would provide for four house lots and about one-third of an acre 
for a playground. From staff's perspective, a third of an acre would be about the minimum 
required to allow for a playground and some adjacent open area. 

I would note that there are other alternatives. Should some other option be preferred, it could 
be designed around answers to the following two questions: How much, if any, of the parcel 
should be devoted to open space? If housing is to be included, should those lots be half-acre 
(21,780 square feet) ore on-sixth acre (7,260 square feet)? 

Please also see the attached memo from Council Chair Cayer and the accompanying map 
showing open space in the area of Pettingill School. 

The Friends of Pettingill have been notified of the meeting. 

3 



Pettingill SchogJctA•Property Map 
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To: Lewiston City Council-Council Agenda Packet 

From: Councilor Mark Cayer 

RE: Proposed Pettingill Park 

Councilors, 

I have asked that the enclosed map be made a part of this council packet for our meeting. I have also 
asked that a 10 year expense/revenue projection be provided for Tuesday's meeting. 

The map illustrates the open public spaces within a one mile radius of the Pettingill property. As you will 
see, there are a combination of a half dozen open spaces that are city owned, city maintained, or 
privately owned but open to the public within a mile radius of Pettingill. Five of the six are city owned . 
Just outside the 1 mile mark, another five properties are available for public use. Four of those five are 
city owned or controlled . Although Bates College offers numerous green spaces, including Davis 
Mountain, open areas, walking trails, a pond, and a running track, I have only counted that property 
once. Not highlighted well on the attached map is also the trail system currently being developed along 
the river from Sunnyside Park to Riverview. This project is being funded in part with city funds. Between 
city owned and private/public space, a significant amount of acreage is available within one mile of the 
proposed park. 

Although a mile is easily walkable, in today's world most parents would not allow children to walk much 
further than a block from their home. This holds true to the proposed park as well. Each open space 
noted on the map is a mere few minute drive from the proposed park. 

Finally, while I hope to do more listening then speaking at the next meeting, I do plan on briefly 
discussing: 

1. My support for setting aside a portion of the property for a small neighborhood 
playground/park. 

2. lnfill of available space within neighborhoods reduces sprawl. 
3. The city's past and ongoing investment in infrastructure. 
4. The city's past and ongoing investment in open spaces a short distance from the proposed 

property. 
5. The city's endless effort to locate revenues without tax increases. 

Respectfully, 

Mark 
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Lewiston 

***** 
OPTION A 

City of Lewiston Maine 
City Council Resolve 

March 4, 2014 

Resolve, Providing Direction on the Future of Pettingill School and Property - Park Only 

Whereas, the School Department returned the Pettingill School and surrounding property to the 
City in 2008; and 

Whereas, after the property was returned, the City received no acceptable responses when 
reuse proposals were formally solicited on two separate occasions; and 

Whereas, recognizing that the building constituted a blight and potential public safety hazard, 
the City Council authorized it to be demolished and demolition and site restoration 
will be completed this year; and 

Whereas, residents in the area have expressed a desire to retain the existing playground and 
develop a park on the Pettingill site as a neighborhood amenity and the City Council 
has authorized the Friends of Pettingill to raise funds toward developing all or a 
portion of the property as a park; and 

Whereas, the City Council has reviewed a variety of options for this property ranging from using 
the entire property as a park to dividing the property between a park and single 
family house lots; and 

Whereas, it is now appropriate for the Council to determine the final use for this property; 

Now, therefore, be It Resolved by the City Council of the City of Lewiston that 

The entire former Pettingill School Property is hereby designated for park and open space use 
and City Staff is authorized to work with the Friends of Pettingill and neighborhood residents to 
establish a master plan for the development of the property. 

Be it Further Resolved, that the Friends of Pettingill are hereby authorized to continue to 
solicit and raise donations for the purpose of establishing a park and playground on this 
property. This authorization shall remain valid until January 1, 2015 unless further extended by 
action of the Council. Pledges and Donations for this purpose shall be made to the City of 
Lewiston and shall be deposited in a separate account established by the Finance Director for 
this purpose. The Finance Director shall provide all donors with receipts recognizing their 
contribution. If, for any reason, this project is not completed, the Finance Director shall return 
any donations actually received by the City to the donor. 

The City of Lewiston is an EOE. For more information, please visit our website@ www.ci.lewiston.me .us and 
click on the Non-Discrimination Policy. 

27 Pine Street Lewiston, Maine 04240 Telephone (207) 513-3017 Fax (207) 784-2959 
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OPTIONB 

City of Lewiston Maine 
City Council Resolve 

March 4, 2014 

Resolve, Providing Direction on the Future of Pettingill School and Property - Split Between 
Park and Residential Development -Two House Lots 

Whereas, the School Department returned the Pettingill School and surrounding property to the 
City in 2008; and 

Whereas, after the property was returned, the City received no acceptable responses when 
reuse proposals were formally solicited on two separate occasions; and 

Whereas, recognizing that the building constituted a blight and potential public safety hazard, 
the City Council authorized it to be demolished and demolition and site restoration 
will be completed this year; and 

Whereas, residents in the area have expressed a desire to retain the existing playground and 
develop a park on the Pettingill site as a neighborhood amenity and the City Council 
has authorized the Friends of Pettingill to raise funds toward developing all or a 
portion of the property as a park; and 

Whereas, the City Council has reviewed a variety of options for this property ranging from using 
the entire property as a park to dividing the property between a park and single 
family house lots; and 

Whereas, it is now appropriate for the Council to determine the final use for this property; 

Now, therefore, be It Resolved by the City Council of the City of Lewiston that the 
Pettingill School Property shall be redeveloped as both a park and for residential housing. 
Approximately one-half of the property shall be allocated to park and playground purposes, and 
City Staff is authorized to work with the Friends of Pettingill and neighborhood residents to 
establish a master plan for the development of this portion of the property. The remaining 
parcel shall be divided into two residential lots, and City staff is authorized to take the 
necessary steps to establish these lots and prepare them for sale and development. 

Be it Further Resolved that the Friends of Pettingill are hereby authorized to continue to 
solicit and raise donations for the purpose of establishing a park and playground on the portion 
of this property designated for that purpose. This authorization shall remain valid until January 
1, 2015 unless further extended by action of the Council. Pledges and Donations for this 
purpose shall be made to the City of Lewiston and shall be deposited in a separate account 
established by the Finance Director for this purpose. The Finance Director shall provide all 
donors with receipts recognizing their contribution. If, for any reason, this project is not 
completed, the Finance Director shall return any donations actually received by the City to the 
donor. 

The City of Lewiston is an EOE. For more information, please visit our website@ www.ci.lewiston.me .us and 
click on the Non-Discrimination Policy. 

27 Pine Street Lewiston, Maine 04240 Telephone (207) 513-3017 Fax (207) 784-2959 
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OPTIONC 

City of Lewiston Maine 
City Council Resolve 

March 4, 2014 

Resolve, Providing Direction on the Future of Pettingill School and Property- Split Between 
Park and Residential Development - Four House Lots 

Whereas, the School Department returned the Pettingill School and surrounding property to the 
City in 2008; and 

Whereas, after the property was returned, the City received no acceptable responses when 
reuse proposals were formally solicited on two separate occasions; and 

Whereas, recognizing that the building constituted a blight and potential public safety hazard, 
the City Council authorized it to be demolished and demolition and site restoration 
will be completed this year; and 

Whereas, residents in the area have expressed a desire to retain the existing playground and 
develop a park on the Pettingill site as a neighborhood amenity and the City Council 
has authorized the Friends of Pettingill to raise funds toward developing all or a 
portion of the property as a park; and 

Whereas, the City Council has reviewed a variety of options for this property ranging from using 
the entire property as a park to dividing the property between a park and single 
family house lots; and 

Whereas, it is now appropriate for the Council to determine the final use for this property; 

Now, therefore, be It Resolved by the City Council of the City of Lewiston that 
The Pettingill School Property shall be redeveloped as both a park and for residential housing. 
Approximately one-third of the property shall be allocated to park and playground purposes, 
and City Staff is authorized to work with the Friends of Pettingill and neighborhood residents to 
establish a master plan for the development of this portion of the property. The remaining 
parcel shall be divided into four residential lots, and City staff is authorized to take the 
necessary steps to establish these lots and prepare them for sale and development. 

Be it Further Resolved, that the Friends of Pettingill is hereby authorized to continue to 
solicit and raise donations for the purpose of establishing a park and playground on the portion 
of this property designated for that purpose. This authorization shall remain valid until January 
1, 2015 unless further extended by action of the Council. Pledges and Donations for this 
purpose shall be made to the City of Lewiston and shall be deposited in a separate account 
established by the Finance Director for this purpose. The Finance Director shall provide all 
donors with receipts recognizing their contribution. If, for any reason, this project is not 
completed, the Finance Director shall return any donations actually received by the City to the 
donor. 

The City of Lewiston is an EOE. For more information, please visit our website@ www.ci.lewiston.me .us and 
click on the Non-Discrimination Policy. 

27 Pine Street Lewiston, Maine 04240 Telephone (207) 513-3017 Fax (207) 784-2959 



LEWISTON CITY COUNCIL 
MEETING OF MARCH 4, 2014 

AGENDA INFORMATION SHEET: AGENDA ITEM NO. 9 

SUBJECT: 

Resolve accepting the donation of a 2003 Ford Ambulance from United Ambulance. 

INFORMATION: 

United Ambulance has offered to donate a 2003 ambulance vehicle to the Lewiston Police 
Department. The Department would like to use this vehicle as an evidence technician vehicle at 
cnme scenes. Please see the attached memorandum from Deputy Chief James Minkowsky for 
additional information on this project. 

APPROVAL AND/OR COMMENTS OF CITY ADMINISTRATOR: 

The City Administrator recommends approval of the requested action. 

REQUESTED ACTION: 

To approve the Resolve accepting the donation of a 2003 Ford ambulance from United Ambulance. 



Lewiston 

***** City of Lewiston Maine 
City Council Resolve 

March 4, 2014 

Resolve, Accepting the Donation of a 2003 Ford Ambulance from United Ambulance. 

Whereas, the collection of evidence at crimes scenes has become increasingly 
sophisticated due to the advance of technology and the growing importance 
of appropriately handling and maintaining items that are collected; and 

Whereas, the ability to store all of the equipment and supplies required for evidence 
collection and accident reconstruction in a single vehicle will ensure that 
required material will be readily available to officers and detectives working 
scenes; and 

Whereas, United Ambulance has offered to donate a 2003 ambulance to the Lewiston 
Police Department for this purpose; and 

Whereas, Given the limited use anticipated for this unit, operating expenditures are 
anticipated to be minor; 

Now, therefore, be It Resolved by the City Council of the City of Lewiston that 

The donation of a 2003 Ford ambulance from United Ambulance is hereby accepted. 

The City of Lewiston is an EOE. For more information, please visit our website@ www.ci.lewiston.me.us and 
click on the Non-Discrimination Policy. 

27 Pine Street Lewiston, Maine 04240 Telephone (207) 513-3017 Fax (207) 784-2959 



Date: 

To: 

From: 

POLICE DEPARTMENT 
James T. Minkowsky 

Deputy Chief of Police 

4 February 2014 

Ed Barrett, City Administrator 

James Minkowsky, Deputy Chief 

Subject: Evidence Tech Vehicle 

Ed, 

Regarding the conversation you had recently with Mike Bussiere concerning the 
acquisitions of a vehicle from United Ambulance. I am writing this memo to provide further 
details of the proposed transaction. United Ambulance is in the process of replacing some of its 
existing fleet. 

They have offered, at no cost, a 2003 Ford ambulance. With your support and the consent 
of the Council, we would like to convert this vehicle to an evidence tech vehicle. This would be 
its sole purpose. As such, CID and our evidence techs will have a secured and dedicated mobile 
unit to respond to scenes with all relevant equipment on board. It is simply not feasible to get 
every piece of required evidence collection equipment into a passenger vehicle and have the 
ability to itemize and detail the items at the scene. Also, the use of the command post at large 
scenes is not always conducive to solely evidence purposes as the vehicle serves as a multi 
functional unit. 

Once decaled, the vehicle will be identified as "Evidence Tech Unit" or some variation. 
The vehicle comes nearly fully equipped with emergency lights etc. One cost associated with the 
re-outfit, in addition to decaling, would be changing the emergency lighting lens covers from red 
to blue, which is relatively inexpensive. In reality, since it is generally a non-emergency vehicle, 
much of these costs could be put off for a period of time. 

The mileage on the vehicle is currently 176,900. While the age and mileage may be of 
concern, the vehicle has been well maintained and will be used minimally. With respect to future 
replacement, we would seek the same source to acquire another vehicle. If that is not an option, 
we would explore other options fully knowing that if they do not exist, we may have to go 
without a dedicated evidence vehicle for a period of time in the future. 

In closing, I urge the City Council to support this piece of equipment. The public expects 
a higher level of service than ever before, and we need to supply the tools for these situations. 

I appreciate your consideration, and welcome any questions. 

171 Park St • Lewiston, Maine • 04240 • jminkowsky@ci.lewiston.me.us 
Phone 207-513-3137 ext.3300 • Fax 207-795-9007 • www.lewistonpd.org 
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LEWISTON CITY COUNCIL 
MEETING OF MARCH 4, 2014 

AGENDA INFORMATION SHEET: AGENDA ITEM NO. 10 
SUBJECT: 

Order authorizing the Deputy City Administrator to execute a Fiscal Sponsorship Grant Agreement 
with Tri-County Mental Health Services - Accessible Playground. 

INFORMATION: 

In 2011 , city staff sought permission from the City Council to enter a national contest to receive 
funding to create and establish a universally accessible playground in Lewiston. The City 
partnered with numerous area child development agencies and disability advocates on the 
preparation of the proposal and did receive a grant from the Together We Play universally 
accessible playground equipment program. The playground would be located at Marcotte Park. 

Per the grant requirements, it must be administered through a 501-c-3 non profit organization and 
Tri-County Mental Health has offered to serve as the fiscal sponsor for this project. 

This agenda item is seeking authorization to enter into this partnership with Tri-County Mental 
Health for the program. 

APPROVAL AND/OR COMMENTS OF CITY ADMINISTRATOR: 

The City Administrator recommends approval of the requested action. /\), ~'iV\ 'tr 

80 
REQUESTED ACTION: 

To approve the Order authorizing the Deputy City Administrator to execute a Fiscal Sponsorship 
Grant Agreement with Tri-County Mental Health Services - Accessible Playground. 
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City of Lewiston Maine 
City Council Order 

March 4, 2014 

Order, Authorizing the Deputy City Administrator to Execute a Fiscal Sponsorship Grant 
Agreement with Tri-County Mental Health Services - Accessible Playground 

Whereas, several years ago, Shane's Inspiration, a non-profit organization dedicated to 
improving the lives of children with disabilities, selected the City of Lewiston as 
the recipient of technical and design support and partial funding toward a 
universally accessible playground project to be located in Marcotte Park; and 

Whereas, local stakeholders have joined with the City and representatives of Shane's 
Inspiration to develop a design for that park; and 

Whereas, a portion of the funding of this project must come through grants and 
fundraising activities; and 

Whereas, certain foundations and granting organizations will only fund projects that are 
financially managed through a 501-c-3 non-profit organization; and 

Whereas, Tri-County Mental Health Services is a 501-c-3 and is willing to become the 
Fiscal Sponsor for this project; 

Now, therefore, be It Ordered by the City Council of the City of Lewiston that 

the Deputy City Administrator is hereby authorized to execute the attached Fiscal 
Sponsorship Agreement with Tri -County County Mental Health Services for the 
universally accessible playground project planned for Marcotte Park. 

The City of Lewiston is an EOE. For more information, please visit our website@ www.ci.lewiston.me.us and 
click on the Non-Discrimination Policy. 

27 Pine Street Lewiston, Maine 0 4 2 4 0 Telephone (207) 513-3017 Fax (207) 784-2959 



Catherine Ryder 
Executive Director 

Executive Department 
Edward A Barrett 
Citt] Administrator 

Depub.J Cit\} Administrator 
Phil Nadeau 

February 25, 2014 

Tri-County Mental Health Services 
1155 Lisbon Street 
Lewiston, ME 04240 

Dear Ms. Ryder: 

A 
It's Happening Here! 

lEWISTON • }I. UOURI( 

This letter serves as the "cover letter" for the fiscal sponsorship agreement between 
the City of Lewiston and Tri-County Mental Health Services in regards to the universally 
accessible playground project to be established at Marcotte Park, Lewiston. 

The project would be the first such playground in New England to enable able-bodied 
children/families and children/families with mobility, physical, sensory, emotional, and 
developmental challenges to play alongside each other. There would be no barriers. 

As was discussed with you and the Tri-County Board, the City previously entered a 
"Together We Play" Shane's Inspiration/Landscape Structures contest in hopes of 
winning a universally accessible playground. Lewiston was selected as a regional winner 
resulting in a $10,000 allotment towards Landscape Structures universally accessible 
playground equipment, as well as playground design, development, and Together We 
Are Able educational programming ($50,000 value). 

After vast project stakeholder/community member input, "The River" was selected as 
the playground theme to reflect Lewiston's commitment to the development of Riverfront 
Island and enhancement of multi-use access to the Androscoggin River. Numerous 
features in the design reflect that theme. Additional details regarding the City's 
universally accessible playground project are also described in the Sponsorship Packet 
previously provided to the Tri-County Board, additional copies of which are available 
upon request. 

To begin and eventually complete the project as described in the above-referenced 
materials, funds are needed to purchase equipment and develop the various sections of 
the playground. Tri-County's fiscal sponsorship of this project will hopefully enable us to 
be more successful in acquiring funds to make this project a reality. We look forward to 

- -------·--- working with Tri-County within the bounds of the agreement that both parties-will sign to ___ _ 
move this project forward. 

dapw:kn 

~~#J~ 
Phil Nadeau 
Deputy City Administrator 

City Hall• 27 Pine Street • Lewiston, Maine • 0-1240-7242 • Voice Tel. 207-513-3121 
TTYrrDD207-513-3007• Fax 207-795-5069 

www.Jcwistonmainc.gov 



FISCAL SPONSORSHIP GRANT AGREEMENT 

On February 11, 2014, Tri-County Mental Health Services ("Grantor") decided that 
financial support of the project described in the cover letter accompanying this Agreement 
will further Grantor's tax-exempt purposes. Therefore, Grantor has created a restricted fund 
designated for such project, and has decided to grant all amounts that it may deposit to that 
fund, less any administrative charge as set forth below, to the City of Lewiston ("Grantee") 
solely for use in its Together We Play Project ("Project"), subject to the following terms and 
conditions: 

1. Grantee hereby acknowledges that it is a municipality as defined in Title 30-A M.R.S. 
§2002, and therefore has separate legal existence as a body corporate. 

2. Grantee shall use the grant solely for the Project as described in the accompanying cover 
letter, and Grantee shall repay to Grantor any portion of the amount granted which is not 
used for that Project. Any changes in the purposes for which grant funds are spent must 
be approved in writing by Grantor before implementation. Grantor retains the right, if 
Grantee breaches this Agreement, or if Grantee's conduct of the Project jeopardizes 
Grantor's legal or tax status, to withhold, withdraw, or demand immediate return of grant 
funds, and to spend such funds so as to accomplish the purposes of the Project as nearly 
as possible within Grantor's sole judgment. Any and all tangible or intangible property, 
including copyrights, obtained or created by Grantee as part of this Project shall remain 
the property of Grantee. 

3. Grantee may solicit gifts, contributions and grants to Grantor, earmarked for Grantor's 
restricted fund for the Project. Grantee's choice of funding sources to be approached and 
the text of Grantee's fundraising materials are subject to Grantor's prior written approval. 
All grant agreements, pledges, or other commitments with funding sources to support the 
Project via Grantor's restricted fund shall be subject to Grantor's approval, which 
approval will not be unreasonably withheld, conditioned or delayed. If so approved, the 
same shall be executed by Grantor. The cost of any reports or other compliance measures 
required by such funding sources shall be borne by Grantee. 

4. An administrative charge of five percent ( 5%) of all amounts paid to Grantee from 
the restricted fund shall be deducted by Grantor to defray Grantor's costs of 
administering the restricted fund, grants to Grantee from the restricted fund, and any 
other services to be provided to Grantee by Grantor as provided herein. 

5. Nothing in this Agreement shall constitute the naming of Grantee as an agent or legal 
representative of Grantor for any purpose whatsoever except as specifically and to the 
extent set forth herein. This Agreement shall not be deemed to create any relationship of 
agency, partnership, or joint venture between the parties hereto, and Grantee shall make 
no such representation to anyone. 



6. During the term of this Agreement, Grantee shall: 

a. Implement and operate the Project according to the terms of this 
Agreement and as described in the accompanying letter, and in 
accordance with any requirements imposed by funding sources 
which are not inconsistent with this Agreement and such letter; 

b. Submit a full and complete report to Grantor as of the end of 
Grantee's annual accounting period within which any portion of this 
grant is received or spent. The initial report shall be submitted by 
Grantee no later than June 30, 2014, and subsequent reports, if any, 
shall be due on the anniversary date of the initial report. The report 
shall describe the progress of the Project conducted by the Grantee 
with the aid of this grant and the expenditures made with grant funds, 
and shall report on the Grantee's compliance with the terms of this 
grant; 

c. Forward all contributions, donations, and/or payments made for use by 
the Project to Grantor in a timely manner following receipt; 

d. Provide Grantor, in writing, with the names of Grantee's approved 
representatives who can authorize or approve disbursement of funds 
for vendor payments, and provide written notice when there is a 
change in approved representatives; and 

e. Maintain appropriate general liability insurance and bonding insurance. 

7. During the term of this Agreement, Grantor shall: 

a. Provide monthly statements to Grantee regarding grants, tax­
deductible contributions and other funds received by Grantor from 
corporate, individual and other funding sources for use in carrying out 
the Project; 

b. Timely prepare and submit, with information obtained from Grantee, 
as necessary, all grant reports required by funding sources; 

c. Upon Grantee's request accompanied by proper documentation of the 
expense, disburse funds directly to Project vendors and service 
providers in a timely manner, for the administrative convenience of the 
Grantee; 

d. Provide written acknowledgments of contributions, donations and/or 
payments made by funding sources for use by the Project, as necessary 
or desired; and 

e. Maintain appropriate general liability insurance and bonding insurance. 



8. This grant is not to be used in any attempt to influence legislation within the meaning 
of Internal Revenue Code (IRC) Section 501(c)(3). No agreement, oral or written, 
to that effect has been made between Grantor and Grantee. 

9. Grantee shall not use any portion of the funds granted herein to partiCipate or 
intervene in any political campaign on behalf of or in opposition to any 
candidate for public office, to induce or encourage violations of law or public 
policy, to cause any private inurement or improper private benefit to occur, nor to 
take any other action inconsistent with IRC Section 501(c)(3). 

10. Grantee shall notify Grantor immediately of any change in (a) Grantee's legal or 
tax status, and (b) Grantee's executive or key staff responsible for achieving the grant 
purposes. 

This Agreement shall remain in effect until all amounts in the designated restricted fund 
have been properly expended and all terms and conditions of grants from funding sources of 
the Project have been satisfied, or until all funding sources have released Grantor from further 
responsibility for the funds. Grantor shall not accept additional funds for the Project after 
the date specified in a written notice given by either party to the other party at least thirty 
(30) days prior to the specified date. 

11 . Grantee will indemnify Grantor and hold Grantor harmless from all claims arising 
from any of Grantee's actions or failures to act relating to Grantee' s 
implementation and operation of the Project, which indemnity will extend to 
reasonable attorneys ' fees and costs incurred by Grantor in defending such claims 
and in enforcing this provision, except to the extent that such claims, liabilities, 
losses or expenses arise from or in connection with any act or omission of Grantor, its 
officers, directors, trustees, employees or agents. This provision will survive the 
termination of this Agreement. 

12. Grantor and Grantee agree that they will strive to resolve amicably any dispute 
arising under this Agreement. In the event they are unable to resolve a dispute, either 
party may initiate dispute resolution proceedings. All disputes between the Parties 
hereto shall be submitted to arbitration, at the election of the party initiating the 
dispute resolution proceedings. The place of any dispute resolution shall be in 
Lewiston, Maine. The decision of the arbitrator shall be final and binding upon the 
parties, and the expense of the proceedings shall be shared equally between the parties 
unless the mediator or arbitrator determines otherwise. Judgment upon any award 
rendered by an arbitrator may be entered in the Superior Court for Androscoggin 
County, Maine. 

13. This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of 
the State of Maine applicable to agreements made and to be performed entirely 
within such State. 

14. This Agreement shall supersede any prior oral or written understandings or 
communications between the parties and constitutes the entire agreement of the 



parties with respect to the subject matter hereof. This Agreement may not be amended 
or modified, except in a writing signed by both parties hereto. This Agreement 
may be executed in one or more counterparts, each of which when so executed shall 
be deemed an original, and such counterparts together shall constitute one and the same 
instrument. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Grant Agreement effective on 
this day of , 2014. 

Tri-County Mental Health Services 
By Its Executive Director, Catherine R. Ryder 

City of Lewiston 

By Its Deputy City Administrator, Phil Nadeau 

FINAL COPY- 2/27/14 



We Want to Make This Happen! 
First-in-New England Universally Accessible Playground! 

Here in Lewiston! 

In September 2012, the City of Lewiston 
unveiled design plans for a forthcoming 
first-in-New England universally accessible 
playground to be located at Marcotte Park. 
The playground would enable able-bodied 
children/families and children/families with 
mobility, physical, sensory, emotional, and 
developmental challenges to play alongside 
each other without any barriers. 

Upon viewing a wheelchair accessible water feature as part of a 
sensory rock wall, Isabel Hayes stated, "Daddy can play with me 
in the water." Her parents, Erin and Ben Hayes, spoke at the 
playground plan unveiling due to Ben experiencing a spinal cord 
injury in 2007. With Isabel's reaction to what she was seeing and 
hearing, Erin noted to attendees that "she's only 5 years old, and 
she gets it," and Ben shared that the accessible playground would 
enable him to be more engaged with his daughter when they play 
together. 

How Did This Project Begin? With the support of the Lewiston City Council, the City previously 
entered a "Together We Play" Shane's Inspiration/Landscape Structures contest in hopes of 
winning a universally accessible playground. Lewiston was selected as a regional winner 
resulting in a $10,000 allotment towards Landscape Structures universally accessible 
playground equipment, as well as playground design, development, and Together We Are Able 
educational programming ($50,000 value). 

The City and community stakeholders worked closely with Shane's to produce an original 
design for the first-ever universally accessible playground in Lewiston and New England! The 
playground theme is "The River," which was decided upon due to Lewiston's commitment to 
the development of Riverfront Island and enhancement of multi-use access to the 
Androscoggin River. 

To complete the project, however, sponsorships are needed for pieces of equipment and/or 
play areas. The project's informational/sponsorship packet can be found at 
www.lewistonmaine.gov/playground (takes a few seconds to load). 

(Turn Over) 
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Areas of the playground will include an interactive 
Riverfront Rock Wall, Sensory Rock Wall, Animal 
Sculptures, Sound Garden, Spinner Alley, Embankment 
Fun, and Tree Canopy Swings-all incorporating the 
river and colors, rocks, animals, and fish local to this 
area. 

Supporters of the project include: The Hayes Family, Lewiston Public Schools, Lewiston Police 
Department, Sandcastle Clinical & Educational Services, Androscoggin Head Start & Child Care, 
The Visible Community, First Step Child Development Services, The Margaret Murphy Center for 
Children, Sandcastle Clinical and Educational Services, Healthy Androscoggin, Central Maine 
Heart & Vascular Institute, and the Maine Division for the Blind & Visually Impaired. 

Lewiston's Community Relations Coordinator Dottie Perham-Whittier and Director of 
Recreation Maggie Chisholm have spearheaded this project, and any questions may be directed 
to them at either dottie@lewistonmaine.gov or mchisholm@lewistonmaine.gov. Donations 
may be forwarded to Perham-Whittier, City of Lewiston, Administrator's Office, 27 Pine Street, 
Lewiston, ME 04240, with checks made payable to "City of Lewiston" with "Universally 
Accessible Playground" referenced. 

What is Shane's Inspiration? 

In 1997, Catherine Curry-Williams and Scott Williams lost their son, Shane Alexander, to Spinal Muscular Atrophy 
{Type 1: Werdnig-Hoffman Disease) only a few weeks after his birth. Had Shane lived, he would have spent his life 
in a wheelchair. Because of a physical disability, Shane would have been denied one of the most fundamental 
rights of childhood: the right to play independently with friends and family at neighborhood and school 
playgrounds. This realizat ion encouraged the Williams and family friend Tiffany Harris to turn a tragedy into a 
vision that resulted in Shane's Inspiration, a non-profit organization dedicated to improving the lives of children 
with disabilities. 

In 1998, Shane's Inspiration gave a gift to thousands of Los Angeles children through the creation of an 
environment where all children can play together at the highest level of their ability. With the support of visionary 
community leaders, Shane's Inspiration created the first universally accessible playground in the Western United 
States and the largest in the nation: "Shane's Inspiration." Located in Griffith Park, "Shane's Inspiration" provides 
two acres of fully accessible, sensory-rich, and physically challenging equipment. More importantly, this 
playground gives children with disabilities and children without the opportunity to play with and learn from each 
other, thus increasing awareness and acceptance. 

Since the opening of the flagship playground at Griffith Park, Shane's Inspiration has helped raise millions of dollars 
to develop over 40 universally accessible playground projects throughout Southern California and as far away as Sri 
Lanka. Shane's also reaches thousands of children each year through transportation, education, and community 
outreach programs. 

2 


	A. 
Downtown Circulation Study
	Lewiston Lower Rail to Trail Proposal

	1. 
Public Hearing on the renewal application for a Special Amusement Permit for Live Entertainmentfor the Carlton Club, 25 Sabattus Street.
	2. 
Public Hearing and Final Passage regarding an amendment to the Business Licensing ordinanceregarding garage sale permits.
	3. 
Public Hearing and First Passage for the conditional rezoning of the property at 1 Walnut Streetfrom the Downtown Residential (DR) District to the Centreville (CV) District.
	4. 
Public Hearing and First Passage for an amendment to the Conditional Rezoning Agreement forthe property at 170 Summer Street.
	5. 
Public Hearing and Order regarding consolidation of citywide polling places for the June 10, 2014state primary and special municipal election.
	6. 
Amendment to the Traffic Schedule regarding a change of parking regulations for a portion ofCollege Street.
	7. 
Amendment to the Traffic Schedule regarding a change of parking regulations for a portion ofMiddle Street.
	8. 
Review of proposed options for the Pettingill School Park and Residential Development Proposal.
	9. 
Resolve accepting the donation of a 2003 Ford Ambulance from United Ambulance.
	10. 
Order authorizing the Deputy City Administrator to execute a Fiscal Sponsorship Grant Agreementwith Tri-County Mental Health Services - Accessible Playground.

