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6 Parcher Street
Ellsworth, ME 04605
November 24, 2015

Michelle Gagnon, City Planner
Ellsworth Planning Board Members
1 City Hall Plaza

Ellsworth, Maine 04605

Dear Michelle and Planning Board Members:

This is a follow-up to our September 2015 letter voicing our objections to the
proposed “condominium cluster” at 10 Parcher Street.

The first objective on the Planning Board’s portion on the City of Ellsworth’s website
is to “further the goals of the Comprehensive Plan”, which was written in 2004. The
proposed construction on 10 Parcher Street contradicts the overall vision of :

* Asafe, efficient transportation system, which encourages biking, public transit,
and walking as an alternative to automobile use, but also promotes safe and
efficient vehicular traffic.

* [Infrastructure such as water, sewer, and solid waste, which meet long-term
needs using long-range planning and financing, strategies.

* Dedication to a quality built environment reflecting standards that are
aesthetically pleasing, historically sensitive, and attractive to complementary
development. Included in this desire is greater awareness of the importance of
our historical heritage and the need to preserve it.

In reference to the first bullet, doubling the population and number of cars on the
street discourages the walking and biking that you've already heard takes place
here. Doubling the traffic doubles the likelihood of accidents, which puts safety in
jeopardy.

In reference to the second bullet, you've heard testimony of the numerous sewer
backups on Parcher Street over the years. While taking a video of the sewer lines is a



good thing to do, there is a history here that can’t be ignored. There are problems,
and almost doubling the number of residences on this street begs for more of them.

in reference to the third bullet, “a quality built environment” isn’t going to happen
with the $600,000 proposed for this project. Those in the building trades we've
shared the plan with put the cost at $1.3 million. The building will not be
“aesthetically pleasing”, “historically sensitive, or “attractive to complementary
development ” in a neighborhood of single family homes. It certainly will not

preserve our historical heritage. _
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As stated in our first [etter, we were so pleased to purchase a home on s

Ne had looked for six years to find a home in town in such a
neighborhood. Now the future of our neighborhood is in your hands. We
respectfully ask you to preserve it by voting against the proposed development at
10 Parcher Street.

Sincerely,

James H. Newett
Janice E. Newett






