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Central Vermont Regional Planning Commission

Board of Commissioners

Tuesday, April 12, 2016
7:00 p.m.
Central VT Chamber of Commerce

Paine Turnpike South, Berlin
(Coming off the inferstate at exit 7, turn left at the first light.
At the next crossroads, the Chamber is on your left. Tt is the light yellow building.)

Time  Description

7:00 Adjustments to the Agenda

7:05 Public Hearing - Moretown Town Plan Approval

7:08 Public Comments

7:10 Town Plan Approval and Confirmation - Moretown*, Eric Vorwald
7:20 March 8, 2016 Meeting Minutes (enclosed)*

7:25 Staff Reports (enclosed) and any updates

7:30 Executive Director’s Report (enclosed) and any updates

7:40 Central VT Economic Development Corporation Report
7:45 Nominating Committee Report, Bill Arrand
7:55 Brownfields Advisory Committee Rules of Procedure, Gail Alozszo (enclosed)*
8:05 Central VT Clean Water Advisory Committee, Bonnie Waninger (enclosed)*
8:15 Regional Plan (enclosed)

a. Proposal for Alternatives to a Housing Distribution Plan, Gail Aloisio

b. Acceptance of Housing Element, including selected alternative from “a.”
above*
¢. Regional Plan Schedule, Eric Vorwald

9:00 Adjournment

* denotes anticipated action item

In agccordance with the provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) of 1990, CVRPC will
ensure public meeting sites are accessible to all people or provide an opportunity to request
accommodations. Request for free interpretive or transiation services, assistive devices or other
requested acconmodations, should be made to Dan Currier, CVRPC Title VI Coordinator, at 802-229-
0389 or currieri@cvregion.com, no later than 3 business days prior (o the meeting for which services are
requested,
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Central Vermont Reglonal Planmng Commlssmn

RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, the Town of Moretown, Vermont prepared a municipal plan in accordance with
Chapter 117 of Title 24 of the Vermont Statutes, and the Regional Planning Commission found that
the Municipal Plan meets all the requirements for approval under both the Commission's review
process and Section 4350 of Chapter 117;

:%t CVRPC consult with member
municipalities with respect to their planmng efforts, requf “that a municipality have a plan
approved by its reglonal planning commission in order to%hai s planning process confirmed, and

requires that a municipality maintains the use of local n%ls o \l cal and regional planning;
q p %

AND WHEREAS, Title 24, VSA, Section 4350 requires ff

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED TIIAT 5’%&:&?‘%
}
The Central Vermont Regional Planning Comrﬁﬁ%n concludes that theMiinicipal Plan:
T,
1. is consistent with the goals ey abhshed in Sgét 011\\‘43(;% of the Act; \‘Q“*
ma.' X

2 "i\
2, is compatible with the Centra ‘ emnoni: Regmna SB;

% e,
3. is cornpatlble w1th the approve ;\qns of%‘ the1 mumcles in the region; and
R

. contains all t} ?ént 5 require b Se’étlc:ﬁl of th eAct;
4 s - "&g\ S s
AND does hereby APPR@x‘S;gg the 2@%_6 Moretﬁ,’ ?‘ Municipal Plan, dated January 4, 2016.
TN Pty

R {\ CQ“
FURTHERM@RE \i% compha%ceié‘ﬁ& WT tl“‘2 VSAASectlon 4350, the CVRPC has consulted with

and config ;335?11(3 p anﬁm;g«.{ TOCEE: of the T“W‘" “of Moretown It is noted that when an adopted
municipaly >\p %\n expzres ‘1ts‘@ approval‘f\a]so expn'es Recommendations made by the Regional
Planning Céy mlssmns Ré ‘: Cofﬁp‘;g tee are attached and should be considered when
developing the«;&next edition of\q:\he Miit ‘“11pa1 Plan. If the municipality has zoning or other
2
regulatory bylawsy o is conSIdermg adopting bylaws, it is important that the bylaws are in
compliance with the' Clgrent Munlcljpal Plan,
%\%\ é},ﬁ
ADOPTED by the\%g% gﬁelmont Regional Planning Commission at its April 12, 2016

meeting. \%‘% ;

Byron Atwood, Chair
Central Vermont
Regional Planning Commission

29 Main Street Suite 4 Montpelier Vermont 05602
802-229-0389 E Mail: CYRPC@CVRegion.com




Central Vermont Regional Planning Commission

MEMORANDUM

TO: Central Vermont Regional Planning Commission

FROM: = Eric Vorwald, AICP
Senior Planner

RE: Town Plan Review Commitiee Comments on Moretown Town Plan Update

DATE: April 12,2016

On March 31, 2016 the Central Vermont Regional Planning Commission’s Town Plan Review Commiitee
met to discuss the town plan update and planning process as requested by the Town of Moretown.
Representatives from the Town of Moretown were in attendance and provided an overview of the plan
and the planning process. The Town Plan Review Committee discussed multiple aspects of the plan
update including mapping; policies and actions; and housing, with the majority of the discussion focusing
on consistency with housing and the housing distribution plan as it relates to the 2008 Central Vermont
Regional Plan.

Specific discussion focused on language in the Central Vermont Regional Plan that states, “Town plans
shall contain a detailed map or maps of the town showing the town’s preferred locations for future housing
units — consistent with current ov proposed zoning' - for 80 percent of the anticipated 10 fo 15 year
housing demand.”

It was noted during the Town Plan Review Committee’s discussion that additional emphasis has recently
been added to consistency with regional plans therefore the Moretown Town Plan update needs to include
a map that identifies specific locations where its share of housing (as noted in the housing distribution
plan) will be located. After extended discussion, the Town Plan Review Committee made the following
motion:

Recommend that the Central Vermont Regional Planning Commission approve the
Moretown Town Plan update and plannring process.

This motion was carried by a vote of 4 in favor and 1 against.

! For towns without zoning bylaws: Tewn plans shall contain a detailed map or maps of the town showing the town’s
preferred locations for future housing units consistent with the town plans housing goals and policies and be compatible with
other plan elements as outlined in 4382 “the plan for a municipality.”

29 Main Street Suite 4 Montpelier Vermont 05602
802-229-0389 E Mail: CVRPC@CVRegion.com




Central Vermont Regional Planning Commission
2016 Moretown Town Plan Update

April 12, 2016

Page 2 of 2

Following the meeting of the Town Plan Review Commitice, staff examined multiple town plans within
the Region to determine if past Commission actions have taken a uniform position regarding consistency
between town plans and the 2008 Central Vermont Regional Plan. For this review, staff only focused on
the section of the 2008 Ceatral Vermont Regional Plan noted above regarding a specific map identifying
- -the location of future housing units based on the regional housing distribution plan.

Staff found that the majority of plans reviewed did not include a specific map that identified exact
locations for future housing units. Most plans contained a map showing existing housing units (in the
form of E911 points) and relied on future land use or zoning maps to address future housing locations.
Several plans had general areas identified for future housing growth but did not include exact points or
detailed boundaries. In two instances specific points were used for the location of future housing,

Overall, however, past Commission actions do not seem to have taken a firm stance on what level of detail
has been required to ensure a town plan is consistent with the regional plan. The degree of consistency
between the town plan and regional plan has been determined by the future needs of the municipality and
affirmed by a recommendation from staff,




Central Vermont Regional Planning Commission

MEMORANDUM

TO: Town Plan Review Committee

FROM: Eric Vorwald, AICP
Senior Planner

RE: ‘ Town of Moretown Updated Town Plan

DATE: March 31, 2016

On February 4, 2016, the Central Vermont Regional Planning Commission (CVRPC) received a request
from the Town of Moretown to review and consider regional approval of their updated town plan and
planning process. As per the statutory requirements under 24 VSA 117 Section §4350, the CVRPC shall
review and approve the town plan if it finds the plan:

. Contains each of the required elements listed in 24 VSA 117 Section §4382
. Is consistent with the required goals established in 24 VSA 117 Section §4302
. Is compatible with the Regional Plan and the approved plans of other municipalities in the Region

The Town of Moretown’s existing Town Plan was approved in 2008. That plan was not readopted
therefore it expired in 2013. Approval of the 2016 Town Plan would restore Moretown’s eligibility for
grants and other funding opporfunities,

Overall, the Town of Moretown has undergone a concerted effort to complete their town plan update and
receive approval from the Selectboard which occurred on January 1, 2016. The 2016 Moretown Town
Plan includes all the statutory requirements that have been adopted by the Vermont Legislature over the
past years. This includes discussion of flood resiliency, inclusion of support to pursue a state designation
of village center, and information on energy specific needs for the community.

The process for updating the town plan began in 2013 with a community-wide survey to better understand
the community’s opinions on various planning topics. The responses to the survey helped guide the
Planning Commission in their efforts to update the plan and ensure the opinions and desires of the
community were addressed whenever possible. This process continued with multiple meetings of the
Planning Commission including community workshops to focus on specific topics such as a community-
wide vision; fiscal health and economic development opportunities; and renewable energy and energy
conservation.

29 Main Street Suite 4 Montpelier Yermont 05602
802-229-0389 E Mail: CVRPC@CVRegion.com




Town Plan Review Committee
2016 Moretown Town Plan Update
March 31, 2016

Page 2 of 17

In general, the 2016 Moretown Town Plan supports the community’s desire to maintain its agricultural
and forestry heritage while enhancing and preserving its village center. This vision is supported
throughout the plan’s goals and policies. Additionally, the future land use map depicts preservation of the
rural areas while accommodating development density and commetrcial uses in the village center. The
emphasis on maintaining a village (or villages) that can support the community while preserving rural
landscapes is a fundamental tenant of smart growth planning,

In order to ensure the statutory requirements of the 2016 Moretown Town Plan have been met, CVRPC
staff completed a detailed analysis including page references to each of the required elements and
statewide planning goals in the plan. This analysis is intended to assist the Town Plan Review Committee
identify any comments they might want to discuss during their review. If the Town Plan Review
Committee agrees that the 2016 Moretown Town Plan adequately addresses all the required plan
components, a recommendation of approval should be forwarded to the full commission for their
consideration,




Town Plan Review Commilfee
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March 31, 2016

Page 3 of17

During the Regional approval and confirmation process, specified in § 4350 of the Act, the regional
planning commission is required to assess town plans and the process whereby they are developed
according to the criteria of the Act. Sections of relevant statute are quoted at each question.

Required Elements § 4382 Met . Not Met
1 Statement of Objectives, Policies,
Programs '
2 Land Use Plan and Map N
3 Transportation Plan and Map O
4 Utility and Facility Plan and Map A [
5 Rare Natural Resources/Historic Resources ]
6  BEducational Facilities Plan and Map |
7  Implementation Program |
8 Compatibility Statement |
0 Energy Plan |
10 Housing Element O
11 Economic Development Element O
12 Flood Resiliency Plan O
State Planning Goals § 4302 Met  Not Met
| Compact village centers |
2 Economy |
3 Education |
4 Transportation g
5 Natuoral and Historic Resources |
6  Quality of air, water, wildlife, and land 3]
resources
7 . Efficient use of Energy and Renewable % |
Energy Resources
8 Recreation O
9 Agriculture and Forest Industries 1
10 Use of Resources and Earth Extraction 1
11 Safe and Affordable Housing ]
12 Public Facilities and services O
13 Child Care O
14 Flood Resiliency |
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TOWN PLAN REQUIRED ELEMENTS
Title 24 Chapter 117: Municipal and Regional Planning and Development

24 V.S8.A. § 4382, The plan for a municipality

(a) A plan for a municipality may be consistent with the goals established in section 4302 of this title
and compatible with approved plans of other municipalities in the region and with the regional plan and
shall include the following:

(1) A statement of objectives, policies and programs of the M
municipality to guide the future growth and development of land, et
public services and facilities, and to protect the environment. Pages: 1

Comments:

Plan begins with a vision for the future of the community which includes specific information related to
how the Town of Moretown hopes to look and function in the future.

(2) A land use plan, consisting of 2 map and statement of present and
prospective Iand uses, indicating those areas proposed for forests,
recreation, agriculture (using the agricultural lands identification

Met

Pages: 91

process established in 6 V.S.A. § 8), residence, commerce, industry,
public and semi-public uses and open spaces reserved for flood plain, | MAPS
wetland protection, or other conservation purposes; and setting forth
the present and prospective location, amount, intensity and character
of such land uses and the appropriate timing or sequence of land
development activities in relafion fo the provision of necessary

Present Land Use Plan v

Prospective Land Use Plan [

community facilities and serviee;
Comments:

The land use component addresses the needs of the community related to all aspects of land use
including development patterns, desired densities, protection of resources, and supporting the Village of
Moretown, Existing land use map is presumed to be spread between the map of existing homes and the
map of existing businesses,




(3) A fransportation plan, consisting of a map and statement of present
and prospective transportation and circulation facilities showing
existing and proposed highways and streets by type and character of
improvement, and where pertinent, parking facilities, transit routes,
terminals, bicycle paths and trails, scenic roads, airports, railroads and
port facilities, and other similar facilities or uses, with indications of
priority of need;

Comments:

Town Plan Review Committee
2016 Moretown Town Plan Update
March 31, 2016
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Met

Pages: 67

MAP

Transportation X

The plan outlines the need to have improved bicycle and pedestrian facilities within the Village of
Moretown where S.R. 100B is narrow. The plan also points out safety issues with the intersection
between S.R. 100B and Moretown Mountain Road. These are both critical issues and improving these

elements will carry over to other parts of the plan.

(4) A utility and facility plan, consisting of a map and statement of
present and prospective community facilities and public ufilities
showing existing and proposed educational, recreational and other
public sites, buildings and facilities, including hospitals, libraries,
power generating plants and fransmission lines, water supply, sewage
disposal, refuse disposal, storm drainage and other similar facilities
—and activities, and recommendations to meet future needs for
community facilities and services, with indications of priority of need,
costs and method of financing;

Comments:

Met

Pages: 60, 76, 80

MAP

Utility and Facility

The plan notes what improvements have been made in recent years to existing facilities and the need to
continue improvements, This includes ensuring community facilities are safely located to minimize
impacts from flooding and the costs that have been incurred for improvements to existing municipal

facilities.

(5 A statement of policies on the preservation of rare and
irreplaceable natural areas, scenic and historic features and resounrces;

Comments;

Met

Pages: 31

Moretown has significant natural and historic resources that are vitally important to the community and
provide its identity. Protection of these resources is noted throughout the plan.
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(10) A housing element that shall include a recommended program Met
for addressing fow and moderate income persons' housing needs as
identified by the regional planning commission pursuant fo Pages: 37
subdivision 4348a(a)(9) of this tiile. The program should account
for permitted accessory dwelling units, as defined in subdivision
4412(1(E) of this title, which provide affordable housing.

Comments:

Affordable housing is discussed as well as the 1mpacts of seasonal homes on the commumty and
affordability. Specific resources that currently exist are noted. -

(11) An economic development element that describes present Met
economic conditions and the location, type, and scale of desired
economic development, and identifies policies, projects, and Pages: 43
programs necessary to foster economic growth. :

Comments:

The plan notes the diversity and history of the economy including the talc and lumber industries and the
importance of home businesses on the local economy. Also references to the results of the community
survey relative to the desires of maintaining a strong village presence are included.

{12){(A} A flood resilience plan that:

(i) identifies flood hazard and flavial erosion hazard areas, based
on river corridor maps provided by the Secretary of Natural Met
Resources pursuant to 10 V.S.A. § 1428(a) or maps recommended
by the Secretary, and designates those areas to be protected,
including floodplains, river corridors, land adjacent fo streams,
weilands, and upland forests, to reduce the risk of flood damage to
infrastructure and improved property; and .
(ii) recommends policies and strategies to protect the areas identified
~and designated under subdivision (12)(A)(i) of this subsection and to
mitigate risks to public safety, critical infrastructure, historic
structures, and municipal investments.

(B) A flood resilience plan may reference an existing local hazard
mitigation plan approved under 44 C.F.R. § 201.6.

Pages: 25

Comments;

Flood resiliency is discussed in the context of the Local Hazard Mitigation Plan and how the community
can be more prepared for issues related to flooding from stormwater by protecting the natural floodways
and river corridors. Information on the Mad River and its corridor is also included.
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How has the Town Plan addressed this goal :

. Maintaining the historic Village of Moretown is important to the bo-mmunity as noted in the plan and in
the 2013 community survey. In some contexts, the village is considered the corve of the community and
needs to be maintained. Land use goals in the plan support this vision.

If the goal is not relevant or attainable, how does the plan address why :

Goal 2;

To provide a strong and diverse economy that provides satisfying .
and rewarding job opportunities and that maintains high Consistent
environmental standards, and to expand economic opportunities in
areas with high unemployment or low per capita incomes.

Pages: 43

How has the Town Plan addressed this goal :
The plan discusses the need to support home businesses and maintain existing employers within the
community. This also includes the need to upgrade infrastructure such as cellular communications and

internet access.

If the goal is not relevant or attainable, how does the plan address why :

Goal 3: : .
To broaden access to educational and vocational training Consistent
opportunities sufficient to ensure the full realization of the abilities
Pages: 88
of all Vermonters. - !

How has the Town Plan addressed this goal ;
The plan discusses the need to have access to higher education or trade programs and notes various
opportunities that exist within the community and nearby such as the Yestermorrow School. The plan

Supporis expanding these opportunities,

If the goal is not relevant or attainable, how does the plan address why :

Goal 4:

To provide for safe, convenient, economic and energy efficient .
transportation systems that respect the integrity of the natural Consistent
environinent, inclading public tramsit options and paths for Pages: 67
pedestrians and bicyclers.
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(A) Highways, air, rail and other means of transportation
should be mutually supportive, balanced and integrated.

How has the Town Plan addressed this goal :

The plan discusses the need fo maintain certain roadways and support the maintenance of state and
Jederal highways. There is also information on continuing the expansion of class 4 roads as multi-
purpose trails for use by multiple groups. Bus service is discussed and expanding it is noted.

If the goal is not relevant or attainable, how does the plan address why :

Goal 5:

To identify, protect and preserve important natural and historic
features of the Vermont landscape including:

Consistent

(A) significant natural and fragile areas; Pages: 54

(B) outstanding water resources, including lakes, rivers,
aquifers, shorelands and wetlands;

(C) significant scenic roads, waterways and views;

D) important historic structures, sites, or districts,
archaeological sites and archaeologically sensitive areas

How has the Town Plan addressed this goal :
Significant discussion is included on the need to protect steep slopes, ridgetop views, and the entire Mad
River corridor as it is a resource utilized by the entive watershed and not just Moretown. This shows a
regional scale approach to the protection of these resources.

If the goal is not relevant or attainable, how does the plan address why :
Goal 6:

To maintain and improve the quality of air, water, wildlife and land | Consistent
resources.

Pages: 9

How has the Town Plan addressed this goal :

Quality of air, water, wildlife, and land resources is discussed in the context of greenhouse gasses and
the need to protect habitat through land use controls.
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If the goal is not relevant or attainable, how does the plan address why :

Goal 7: .
To encourage the efficient use of energy and the development of Consistent
renewable energy resources. o

Pages: 62

How has the Town Plan addressed this goal :

Renewable energy sources including wind, hydroelectric, and biomass are discussed regarding their
history, future, and siting discussions. There is also information related to landfill gas as a resource
that will continue to be utilized.

If the goal is not relevant or attainable, how does the plan address why !
Goal 8:

To maintain and enhance recreational opportunities for Vermont Consistent
residents and visitors.

Pages: 60

(A) Growth should not significantly diminish the value and
availability of outdoor recreational activities.

(B) Public access to noncommercial ountdoor recreational
opportunities, such as lakes and hiking trails, should be
identified, provided, and protected wherever appropriate.

How has the Town Plan addressed this goal :

- Protection and access to the Mad River is discussed as a regional resource. There is also information
related fo trails in the town forest and the importance of S.R. 100B as a scenic byway. Expansion of the
Mad Path, Cross Trail Vermont, and the VAST trails are also discussed as imporiant recreation

Fesources.

If the goal is not relevant or attainable, how does the plan address why :

Goal 9: - | Consistent
To encourage and strengthen agricultural and forest industries.
Pages: 49

(A) Strategies to protect long-term viability of agricultural
and forest lands should be encouraged and should include
maintaining low overall density.
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(B) The manufacture and marketing of value added agricultural
and forest products should be encouraged.

. (C) The use of locally-grown food products should be
encouraged.

(D) Sound forest and agricultural management practices should
be encouraged.

(E) Public investment should be planned so as to minimize
development pressure on agricultural and forest land.

How has the Town Plan addressed this goal :
Hill farm areas and forest resources are discussed in terms of preserving the heritage of Moretown and
maintaining viable agricultural aveas. This information is also discussed in the context of maintaining

Jorest resources for their importance as an energy source in the community.

If the goal is not relevant or attainable, how does the plan address why :

Goal 10: ' ' -
To provide for the wise and efficient use of Vermont's natural Consistent -
resources and to facilitate the appropriate extraction of earth
resources and the proper restoration and preservation of the
aesthetic qualities of the area,

Pages: 53

How has the Town Plan addressed this goal :
There is limited extraction of resources from Moretown. The plan notes the historic practices and
businesses related to the talc industry, but those businesses have subsided. Most of the resource

extraction is related fo sand and gravel for municipal uses.

If the goal is not relevant or attainable, how does the plan address why :

Goal 11:
To ensure the availability of safe and affordable housing for all .
Vermonters. Consistent
P 137
(A) Housing should be encouraged to meet the needs of a nees

diversity of social and income groups in each Vermont
community, particularly for those citizens of low and moderate
income.
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(B) New and rehabilitated housing should be safe, sanitary,
located conveniently to employment and commercial centers,
and coordinated with the provision of necessary public facilities
and utilities,

(C) Sites for multi-family and manufactured housing should
readily available in locations similax to those generally used for
single-family conventional dwellings.

(D) Accessory apartmenis within or aitached to single family
residences which provide affordable housing in close proximity
to cost-effective care and supervision for relatives or disabled or
elderly persons should be allowed.

How has the Town Plan addressed this goal :

Options for affordable housing are limited in Moretown, however the plan does support continuing to
maintain those resources. The majority of the community is developed with single family detached
housing. There is a recognition that affordable housing is needed and efforts are being exploved to
expand the opportunities.

If the goal is not relevant or atfainable, how does the plan address why :
Goal 12:

To plan for, finance and provide an efficient system of public | Consistent
facilities and services (o meet future needs.

Pages: 76, 83

{A) Public facilities and services should include fire and police
protection, emergency medical services, schools, water supply
and sewage and solid waste disposal.

(B) The rate of growth should not exceed the ability of. the
community and the area to provide facilifies and services.

How has the Town Plan addressed this goal :

Information related to the needs of the public fucilities are included noting that maintaining a strong
volunteer base for the fire department is important as well as maintaining emergency vehicles. There is
also a discussion related to the 2013 community survey which notes residents would like to see

additional police presence in the community.

If the goal is not relevant or attainable, how does the plan address why :




Goal 13: ‘

To ensure the availability of safe and affordable child care and to
integrate child care issues into the planning process, including child
care financing, infrastructure, business assistance for child care
providers, and child care work force development.

How has the Town Plan addressed this goal :

Town Plan Review Committee
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Consistent

Pages: 88

The plan notes that childcare is available but limited. One specific area noted in the plan is care for

infant children as the majority of childcare available is for ages 4 and up.

If the goal is not relevant or attainable, how does the plan address why :

Goal 14:
To encourage flood resilient communities.

(A) New development in identified flood hazard, fluvial
erosion, and river corridor protection areas should be
avoided. If new development is to be built in such areas, it
should not exacerbate flooding and fluvial erosion.

(B) The protection and restoration of floodplains and

Consistent

Pages: 25

upland forested areas that attenuate and moderate flooding and

fluvial erosion should be encouraged.

(C) Flood emergency preparedness and response planning

should be encounraged.

How has the Town Plan addressed this goal :

. Moretown was significantly impacted by Tropical Storm Irene therefore flood resiliency is a comnion
theme throughout the plan. Protecting existing buildings and limiting development in flood prone areas
is noted. This also includes protecting areas from stormwater runoff and incorporating riparian areas

where possible.

If the goal is not relevant or attainable, how does the plan address why :
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STANDARD OF REVIEW
24 V.S.A. § 4302()

(1) As used in this chapter, "consistent with the goals" requires substantial progress toward attainment of
the goals established in this section, unless the planning body determines that a particular goal is not
relevant or attainable. If such a determination is made, the planning body shall identify the goal in the
plan and describe the situation, explain why the goal is not relevant or attainable, and indicate what
measures should be taken to mitigate any adverse effects of not making substantial progress toward that
goal. The determination of relevance or attainability shall be subject to review as part of a consistency
determination under this chapter.

(2) As used in this chapter, for one plan to be "compatible with" another, the plan in question, as
implemented, will not significantly reduce the desired effect of the implementation of the other plan. If a
plan, as implemented, will significantly reduce the desired effect of the other plan, the plan may be
considered compatible if it includes the following:

(A) a statement that identifies the ways that it will significantly reduce the desired effect of the
other plan;

~ (B) an explanation of why any incompatible portion of the plan in question is essential to the
desired effect of the plan as a whole;

{C) an explanation of why, with respect to any incompatible portion of the plan in question, there
is no reasonable alternative way to achieve the desired effect of the plan, and

(D) an explanation of how any incompatible portion of the plan in question has been structured
to mitigate its detrimental effects on the implementation of the other plan.

24 V.8.A. § 4350, Review and consultation regarding municipal planning effort

(a) A regional planning commission shall consult with its municipalities with respect to the
municipalities' planning efforts, ascertaining the municipalities’ needs as individual municipalities and as
neighbors in a region, and identifying the assistance that ought to be provided by the regional planning
commission. As & part of this consultation, the regional planning commission, after public notice, shall
review the planning process of its member municipalities at least twice during an eight-year period, or
more frequently on request of the municipality, and shall so confirm when a municipality:

(1) is engaged in a continuing planning process that, within a reasonable time, will result in a
plan which is consistent with the goals contained in section 4302 of this title; and
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(2) is maintaining its efforts to provide local funds for municipal and regional planning purposes.

(b)(1) As part-of the consultation process, the commission shall consider whether a municipality has

“adopted a plan. In order to obtain or retain confirmation of the planning process after January 1, 1996, a
municipality must have an approved plan. A regional planning commission shall review and approve
plans of its member municipalities, when approval is requested and watranted. Each review shall include
a public heating which is noticed at least 15 days in advance by posting in the office of the municipal
clerk and at least one public place within the municipality and by publication in a newspaper or
newspapers of general publication in the region affected. The commission shall approve a plan if it finds
that the plan:

(A) is consistent with the goals established in section 4302 of this title;
(B) is compatible with its regional plan;
© (C) is compatible with approved plans of other municipalities in the region; and

(D) contains all the elements included in subdivisions 4382(a)(1)-(10) of this title.

The following are procedures for Regional Planning Commission review of town plans. The
first procedure pertains to review of town plan re-adoptions and town plan amendments, The
second is an alternate procedure for review of town plan amendments. For review of
amendments, it is up to the discretion of the Regional Planning Commission as to which
procedure will be used.

Town Plan Review & Approval Process.

The following may be used for town plan re-adoption reviews as well as town plan amendment

reviews

The regional planning commission (RPC) receives a request for town plan approval.

. If the staff review reveals a flaw that would preclude RPC approval, the town will be notified. It is
the town’s option as to whether they want a final decision on the plan or if the plan should be
withdrawn from the approval process.

3. Staff comments, including draft findings and recommendations, will be provided to the committee or

board given responsibility by the RPC’s bylaws for town plan approval.

4, The RPC’s public hearing will be held before the RPC makes its final decision on the plan.

. In all cases the RPC will take final action on the plan approval request within 60 days of its receipt.

DO

L
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Town Plan Amendment Review Process

This is an alternative procedure for town plan amendment reviews
. The regional planning commission (RPC) receives a request to review an amendment to the town
plan.
. Staff comments, including draft findings and recommendations, will be provided to the committee or

board given responsibility by the RPC’s bylaws for town plan approval.
. The town will be notified whether or not the amendment may be approved within the context of the
current regional approval of the town plan, or if the amendment constitutes a material change to the
plan that is beyond the scope of the current regional approval.
. Hfthe amendment constituies a change to the plan that is beyond the scope of the current regional
approval, the town will be given the option of submitting the amended plan for regional approval,




Central Vermont Regional Planning Commission
802/229-0389 Staff Report, April 2016 : Fax: 802/223-1977

Regional Plan; Staff presented housing information to the Mad River Valley Housing Coalition, and the Coalition
discussed how its planning efforts fit into the context of regional housing issues. Staff presented sources and
methods for housing data analysis. CVRPC’s VISTA volunteer, Marian Wols, is developing a public engagement
stiategy for the Hnergy Hlement and the finalized Plan. Staff participated in a Fair Housing Wotkshop for a
tefresher on the law, and how municipalities and regions can affirmatively further fait housing. Contact Eric

Vorwald, vorwald@cvregion.com.

Town Plan Updates: Morctown tequested regional approval of its Town Plan. The Town Plan Review
Committee met in Match to review the Plan for consistency with the tegional plan, review completion of all
requited elements, and affirm the process that was used to establish the plan. The Committee will forward its
tecommendation to the full Commission for consideration at its Aptil meeting. Calais recently requested regional
approval for its Town Plan.

Staff is ptojecting a highly competitive Municipal Planning Grant cycle for Central Vermont communities,

Communities interested in discussing ideas, project development, oi application assistance are encouraged to
contact CVRPC as eatly as possible. Contact Etic Votwald, Vorwald@cvregion.com.

MUNICIPAL PLANNING & TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE

East Montpelier Viilage Master Plan: Historic data and providing background information on what studies ot
projects have been done to date is being gathered. The Planning Commission will be receiving presentations from
other experts on relevant topics such as water, wastewater, fire protection, transportation, etc.

Enbanced Consultations: Staff completed enhanced consultations with the Towns of Marshfield and Berlin.
Staff discussed the sttengths of their existing plans and noted areas whete the plans could be improved. Staff also
discussed training opportunities and a list of services that CVRPC provides to assist with achieving planning goals.

EMERGENCY PLANNING & PREPAREDNESS 0.0

Rural Fire Protection Water Supply Planning: Area fire depattments from Nosthfield, Hast Montpelier/Calais,
Williamstown, Waitsfield/Fayston, Cabot, and Roxbuty are interested in pursuing rural fire protection funding
oppottunities and seeking planning and implementation funds for the installation of dry hydrants and other rural
water supply fite protection measures. CVRPC will assist them in finding and secking funds for the project.

Emergency Planning and Hazard Mitigation: LEOPs (Local Emetgency Operations Plans) - Staff worked
with Roxbuty, Montpelier, Batte Town, Worcester, Hast Montpelier, Cabot, Plainfield, Duxbuty, Watetbury,
Orange, and Barte City on plan updates and 2016 changes to the LEOP's. LEODPs are due May 1.

Contact Laura Ranket, ranket@cvregion.com.

Local Hazard Mitigation Plans (9-Town Project): Staff worked with Cabot, Worcester, Roxbuty, Notthfield,
and Middlesex. Cabot has chosen to work aggressively to complete its plan update by June. Northfield and
Roxbuty have begun assembling mitigation teams of local officials to re-evaluate their plan. Both communities will
exatine mitigation of tailway accidents, for which both ate at risk. Staff met with Cabot officials and created a
survey for them to use to gather input for the Plan. At the request of the Orange Planning Commission membets,
staff provided a detailed wiitten review of the updates needed in the Orange LHMP. Contact the staff member
assighed to yout town ot ovet project manager Laura Ranker, ranker(@cvregion.com.




Trainings and Wotkshops: Staff is actively soliciting registrations for the ICS 402 course so municipal officials
can cettify their LEOP by May 1. In an effort to meet the requirements of DEMHS to have all first responders
trained in ICS 100 and ICS 200, staff continues to forward training notices and announcements to our local
emergency management contacts, town officials, and LEPC members. 2016 dates have been scheduled and can be

viewed by going to http://vem.vermont.gov/event. Contact Laura Ranker, ranker@cvregion.com.

CVRPC provide staffing to the State Emergency Operations Center and fulfill its Local Liaison role for the V'I'
Vigilant Guard Statewide Exetcise this summer. DEMFHS is ramping up preparations and training for the event.

LEPC: Staff provided administrative and otganizational support to the LEPC 5 for theit March meeting. Jonathan
Bond spoke about the Mobile Home Park Project, which is helping patks and their residents prepare for disaster
events. Chris Hoar of the Notthfield Police Depattment will speak at the May meeting about the recent events in
Northfield (ttain derailment & pipe bomb). This will build on the Rail Car Incident Response coutse being offered
on April 30 at Blue Mountain School; an eight-hour, awareness-level training program developed to educate rural
emergency  trespondets  on  freight  ral  car  incidents  involving  hazardous  materials.

:/ [wrww.raraltraining.org/media/course-material /AWR. 147 Insert Card 1.pdf. To register, confact

DPS.EMHS T'raining(@vermont.gov and cc Dotrothy.knott@gmail.com.
TRANSPORTATION B

Project Priotitization: In priotitizing Town Highway Bridge Pre-candidates, TAC noted that two bridges on US 2
in Montpelier wete in need of tepaits and not viable for the Town Highway Bridge Program. 'The cost of repairs
vastly exceeds the funding limits of the Town Highway Structures Program. The TAC stated the bridges should be
in the State Bridge Program. T'wo bridges in Plainfield Village have repetitive flood damage to the road, and
threaten adjacent homes. The bridges need to be enlarged, but they aren’t in bad enough shape to be viable for the
Town Highway Bridge Program. - ' '

Road Resiliency: Staff organized 2 Road Foreman’s meeting for April 5 to discuss the Municipal Roads General
Permit that the Department of Environmental Conservation is creating; 39 individuals, including road foreman,
selectboards, V'I'rans staff, and othets ate participating. Erosion Analysis Maps will be distributed to participating
towns. Staff provided assistance with Bettet Back Roads grant applications. Staff attended a working group
meeting of the VTrans Transportation Resiliency Study team.

Transportation Planning Initiative: Staff finished the High Risk Rural Roads evaluation and conducted a
Complete Streets sutvey. Staff updated CVRPC’s procurement procedures to meet new federal regulations. Staff
cteated project summaties for the Transportation Resiliency Study and Barre Rt. 110 intersection project. The Fast
Montpelier US 2/VT 14 Intersection/Bridge Project Public Meeting was tescheduled to Apxil 26.

Staff patticipated in the Capital Commuters Annual Meeting. The committee discussed the results of the annual
petformance teport which demonstrated the success of the pilot program in reducing parking demand and in
incteasing the use of transit, tideshare, walking and biking of state employees in Montpelier. The steering
committee discussed options to continuing and expanding the program to other state facilities.

NATURAL RESOURCES 0

GIS/Fluvial Erosion Hazard: Staff inventotied Batre Town sewer manholes with ‘Town staff. Staff provided
training to Northficld Town Utlity staff on how best to use 2 GPS to navigate to a location. Staff assisted with
patcel mapping questions and data for Plainfield, Wotcester, Montpelier, and Betlin. Staff began the landslide and
mass failure data collection for the Region. Staff made Barte City maps of the FEMA buyout properties.

Water Quality: Staff patticipated in the Clean Water Fund Financing meeting hosted by DEC and the State
Treasuret, and attended a meeting facilitated by V1I' ANR DEC staff on how best to fund the clean water fund once
the current funding sttucture expites. Staff attended the RPC Clean Water wotking group meeting and provided an




update on CVRPC progress. CVRPC Commissioners will consider whether to establish a Central Vermont Clean
Water Advisory Committee at their April meeting.

Staff attended a Lamoille Basin Plan meeting for RPC staff to otganize projects and outreach; helped to plan three
- wotkshops to present Act 64 and its tequitements; presented at the Plainfield Planning Commission public hearing
on zoning changes and the river corridor zone; and assisted with the development of a grant for stormwater
mapping for the Town of Berlin.

At the request of a town, staff met with James Ehlers of Lake Champlain International to discuss promising
wastewatet treatment technology that may assist Vermont in complying with its clean water requirements. The
technology uses wastewatet, food scrapes, manure, etc. as an enetgy product. There is preliminary interest in
piloting 1-3 projects in Vermont, and the Central Vermont tegion is being considered as a potential area for a pilot.

Notthfield Village Green Stormwater: Staff presented to the Northfield Selectboard and took public comment
on the storm watet design proposed and conducted a parking lot survey to help with the design plans.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT '

Brownfields: CVRPC is accepting applications for Brownfields assessment and clean up planning from interested
patties. Reptesentatives from the Dept. of Health — Batre Office, Downstreet Housing & Community
Development, the Town of Notthfield, and Capstone Community Action have requested to participate in the
Brownfields Advisory Committee. Contact Gail Aloisio, Aloisio(@evregion.com.

Sugarbush Tour: Staff met with the Sugatbush Resort planning team and Mad River Valley Planning District
Director to discuss Sugatbush’s development evolution and plans for the future. Many ski resorts are transitioning
to a 4-season business by adding mountain bike, water slides, and other warm-weather activities and focusing on
housing teal cstate development. Sugatbush’s model is somewhat different because its customer base is less day-
pass oriented and more return-visit oriented.

Healthy Central Vermont: Staff met with Central Vermont Pattnership for Success staff to discuss how CVRPC
might assist in. healthy communities’ planning and to offer input on working with municipalities.

NEWS & ANNOUNCEMENTS

Wrightsville Beach Recteation District: Staff provides administrative, fiscal, and technical assistance to the
District. The website for Wrightsville Beach has photos of the shelters and amenities; visit
www.wrightsvillebeachvt.com. Shelier reservations are now being made online at the WBRD websife or by contacting the
Beach Managet, Collin O'Neil.

Remember to visit CVRPC’s web site at www.centralviplanning.otg to view our blog and for the latest
Pplanning publications and news.




Central Vermont Regional Planning Commisston
March 8, 2016
DRAFT Minutes

Present were:
Barre City: Janet Shatney-absent

Barre Town: Byron Atwood
Mark Nicholson-absent

Berlin: Bob Wernecke

Cabot: Dick Payne

Calais: Paul Rose —absent
John Brabant-absent

Duxbury: Brian Fitzgerald

East Montpelier: Julie Potter

Plainfield: David Strong

Robert Atchinson-absent
Roxbury: Gerry D’Amico
Waitsfield; Don La Haye

Harrison Snapp-absent

Warren: Camilla Behn-absent
Washington: Gary Winders-absent
Waterbury: Steve Lotspeich
Willlamstown: Larry Hebert
Woodbury: Michael Gray
Worcester: Bill Arrand

Jack Pauly

Fayston: Carcl Chamberlin-absent
Marshfield:
Middlesex: Ron Krauth
Mantpelier: Tina Ruth

Kim Cheney-absent
Moretown: Dara Torre
Northfield: Laura Hill-Eubanks
Orange: George Malek

Staff: B. Waninger, L. Emery, E. Vorwald, G. Aloisio, M. Wolz
Others: S. Andersen, CVEDC,

The meeting was called to order at 7:02 p.m. There were no members of the public in attendance.
Commissioners presented Laurie Emery with a plague for her 34 years of service to CVRPC.

No adjustments were made to the agenda.

The minutes of the February 9, 2016 meeting were accepted as written.

Staff and Executive Director Reports: B. Waninger reported that towns are asking for increased assistance from our
planning staff, and that enhanced consultations are going well. L. Hebert stated that the assistance provided to
Williamstown on their Town Plan was very appreciated.

B. Waninger reported that the Rural Fire grant is not going to be pursued at this time, We had five fire departments
interested, but didn't have enough information to proceed. Regarding the regional energy planning project, it looks as if
we will be starting work sometime in April.

Legislation of Interest: S. 230 on energy siting is being marked up and we should know more about the changes by the
end of the week.

Central Vermont Economic Development Corporation Report: . Andersen reported that they are working with several
husinesses that are considering expanding or relocating to the Region. CVEDC and CVRPC will be working together an
sites once they are identified. This will be a new way for the two organfzations to collaborate and it should be very
productive. The economic development legislation being proposed is huge and includes a variety of items such as work
force development incentives, VEDA, and the Vermont training program.

March 31 CVEDC will hold a workshop on technology needs in the State.




Nominating Committee: The Nominating Committee needs three members to solicit nominations and prepare the slate
of officers and at-large members of the Executive Committee for election at the May meeting. (Note: Historically, the
slate has been finalized by April and paper ballots then mailed to Commissioners to return to CVRPC staff prior to the
May meeting and the results are then announced at the May meeting.} Don La Haye, Larry Hebert and Bill Arrand were
nominated, but Larry Hebert declined. Steve Lotspeich was then nominated. It was moved, seconded, and unanimously
approved to appoini Don La Haye, Bill Arrand, and Steve Lotspeich as the Nominating Committee. Don'La Haye
volunteered to serve as Chair of the Committee.

Shared Services Presentation: E. Vorwald reviewed the statutory options for the sharing of services by municipalities
and how regional planning commissions can assist. There are several formal methods to sharing services, including
forming a union municipal district (such as the Mad River Valley Planning District, Wrightsville Beach Recreation District
and the Mad River Resource Management Alliance); inter-local agreements, mutual aid agreements, and infer-municipal
police services.

There are also informal ways to share services, such as agreeing to share equipment, that don't require a contract or
written agreement.

E. Vorwald then reviewed the pending "council of regional governments" (COG's) legislation (H.249) in the Vermont
Legislature, This proposed legislation has been amended to no longer reference COG's, but to provide a mechanism for
inter-municipal service agreements whereby a regional planning commission would provide assistance in the formation
of the service agreement and provide oversight if it's part of the agreement. Any agreements would be by towns that
express an interest and sign on and that would then pay for the services. It is completely voluntary; if a town is not
interested in the service others may need, then that town doesn't sign the agreement and doesn't pay for services which
it isn't receiving. Before a regional commission could assist in forming these inter-municipal agreements, the regional
commission would have to adopt bylaws to offer inter-municipal services and those bylaws would have to be approved
by two-thirds of the voting members of the regional commission. Only after the bylaws have been approved could the
regional commission forim any inter-municipal service agreements, and those agreements would only be among the
towns that want and are willing to pay for the service.

The guestion was asked about adjoining towns being part of a service agreement where they might be in a different
regional planning commission region. The legislation doesn't address this situation, but staff will see what they can find
out.

It was noted that this opportunity seems like another layer of bureaucracy that's not needed. Towns can already share
services, and the concept seems to be too much for a planning organization to do. Our staff is already over-booked;
how would they take on more work? It was stated that these service agreements are an option and not a requirement
for regional commissions; we don't have to participate. Regional commissions would not have any legislative functions,
taxing authority or eminent domain role if they were to get involved in a service agreement of this type. In addition,
regional commissions cannot use already-existing funds for these new shared service agreements. The issue raised is
that this opportunity could lead to county government. It was stated that this service agreement option is a new too}
that doesn't currently exist and would be available in the future should the need arise.

Amicus Brief Participation: The Executive Committee decided to help fund, up to $1,000, an action to help keep regional
plans as plans and not be considered zoning documents. The draft Brief has been provided to Commissioners. We are
obligated to meet our participation of $1,000, but can discuss whether our name is on the Brief or not. During
discussion, Commissioners made the following points:

1
r

In favor of signing and participating in the Brief;

-- Do we know enough about the circumstances to know that we are supporting the correct solution?
-- Do we know how the Judge and District Commission reached their decisions?

Want to be sure that the regional plan doesn’t become a zoning document.

Sign onto the Brief--support the concept of the regional plan not being a zoning document.

1
1




-- Support pariicipating in the Brief. The Judge seems to have aver-thrown the accepted practices by regional planning
and Act 250. This issue is that the regional plan's criteria was deemed to not be specific enough. The intent is to defend
the process that's been historically in place. The State has empowered the regional commissions to-have enforceable
regional plans. : :

-- Regional pians should not be zening documents and we should support the difference between planning and zaning.
-- Does the Two Rivers Regional Plan document its vision sufficiently?

-- Do not want regional plans to be zoning documents.

— The town supported the development project initially. it seems Two Rivers is against any development at
interchanges. We should not set a precedent by jeining and then having it come hack an us in the future.

- The concept of regional plans not being zoning documents heeds to be addressed by all the regional commissions, but .
this particular case is not the one. Every regional commission has its own definition of significant regional impact. -

-- Support the Brief, The decision by the Court should be challenged that regional plans are visionary and regional and
not local. : -

- Support the Brief to educate the Court for the future.

-- A clearer distinction should be made hetween local plans and regional plans which are broader than a local plan.

- Strengthen the distinction and bring it to the Court's attention.

- Do not see where the Court used the word "zone," but the Court said the terms need to be defined.

Concerned that the area for this development was identified by the local plan as a growth center.

- There isn't enough information to put our name to the Brief; if raises more guestions than it answers,

-- The Two Rivers Plan is well written and is the gold standard for Vermont plans.

-- Concerned that the draft Brief spends too much time talking about this particular case rather than the broader
concepts. The ludge asked for the specificity of zoning which does not belong in a regional plan, and it seems the Judge
did not look at the regional plan as a whole.

-- Support weighing in on the broader issues, but noto n the details of this particular case.

— We should not he in the job of writing more specific regional plans; they are not bylaws.

- Support for CVRPC to sign on to the Brief. It's going to the Supreme Court which is the last stop for appeal and what
the Court recommends will have a bearing into the future on how regional plans are used.

- We will be seeing more of these kinds of cases and should weigh in and have a voice in the process.

-- CVYRPC has not weighed in before on a case not in our Region,

It was moved and seconded that CVRPC participate in the Amicus Brief appealing the Environmental Court decision in
the B&M Realty case.

An amendment to the motion was proposed: that we do not think that the Court should reguire more specific language
in regional plans and to strike certain language from the Brief.

Discussion ensued with the following comments:

-- Do not believe that the level of detail as proposed by the Environmental Court is appropriate.

-- Regional plans are not zoning documents.

-~ Sign on to the Brief and let CYRPC's Executive Director share our comments.

-- The regional plan was misinterpreted by the Judge; s more or less detail does not need to be included in the

motion. We do not need to amend the motion.

- Agree; stick with the function of the regional plan and don't worry about the individual facts of the case.

-- Concerned about the regional plan be seen or used as zoning. -

-- Think the Court should not be telling us to write a regional plan as zoning.

-- We should stay out and fight our own battles.

-- Qur focus should be as stated in the Brief {page 3} "When read in the context of the entire Regional Plan,
including its reason, purpose and consequences, the policy statements in a regional plan are clear, unambiguous and
enforceable.”

The question was called and seconded which needs a two-thirds vote (12). Should the question be called {to amend the
motion)? 16 yes 1 no Calling the question was agreed to.




Should the motion be amended as proposed? 15 no and 2 abstained

The vote is now on the original motion: that CVRPC participate in the Amicus Brief appealing the Environmental Court
decision in the B&M Realty case,

The vote by roll call was requested. By roll call, the following votes were made:

Berlin - no Moretown - yes Waterbury - yes

Cabot - yes Northfield - yes Williamstown - no

Duxbury -ves - Orange - no Woodbury - abstain

East Montpelier - yes Plainfield - yes Worcester - yes

Middlesex - yes Roxbury - yes Barre Town - abstain as Chair
Montpelier - yes Waitsfield - yes

The motion was approved with 12 yes, three no, and two abstaining.
Commissioners were thanked for having a substantive and respectful dialogue.
The meeting was adjourned at 9:14 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Laurie Emery




Executive Director’s Report
April 5, 2016.

Finance/Office Manager Hiring Update

Seven new candidates applied to CVRPC’s open position. Staff has reviewed resumes and will be inviting
candidates to interview next week. The candidate pool represented significant experience in financial
management. All candidates reside in Vermont, and all but two live in the Central Vermont region. Many said
they saw the position on Front Porch Forum or were referred by a local official. Thank you to everyone who
posted the position on FPF or sent candidates our way!

Projects/Programs: Marshfield Bylaw Update
The Marshfield Planning Commission requested CVRPC assistance to begin a zoning update. CVRPC will
provide public engagement facilitation and GIS services to help the Town frame its approach.

Marshfield’s zoning has remained remarkably consistent since it was adopted in 1969. Its simple elegance
{four districts} reflects resident’s desire for'uninterrupted views of forest and maintaining the compact nature
of Marshfield Village and Plainfield Village. Marshfield is working to maintain its forest reserve areas while
working to insure development patterns reinforce its rural character. The Town Plan spends considerable
effort defining what “rural character” means to the community.

Advancing Knowledge: CVRPC Hosts Manufactured Home Rule Call
HUD's new manufactured housing installation program goes into effect in Vermont starting on May 1. CVRPC
hosted a conference call to assist mohile home dealers, planning officials, and others prepare for this change.

In 2008, HUD passed new regulations for manufactured homes that included model installation standards and
a dispute resolution program for consumers. Many state governments have a State Administrative Agency
which oversees manufactured housing issues on behalf of HUD. Vermont is one of about twelve States that
does not have an SAA. Vermont is a “"HUD-Administered State”.

The model installation standards have been in effect since 2008. Any new manufactured home since October
2008 is required to be installed per the manufacturer’s instructions, and have tie downs/anchors. Starting on
May 1, 2016 anyone installing a new manufactured home in Vermont is required to have a license from HUD,
and a qualified person must inspect every installation.

Local officials will not be aflowed to issue certificates of occupancy (zoning permit) for any manufactured home
that is not installed by a licensed installer and inspected. Local officials in municipalities with a local building
code office may be able to conduct the inspection, but for the vast majority of municipa[itieé where there is
not a local building code enforcement office, a third-party inspector such as an licensed architect or registered
engineer will likely be needed.

More information on the manufactured housing installation website, or on the Agency of Commerce Mobile
Home Park Page at http://www.manufacturedhousinginstallation.com/ and
http://accd .vermont.gov/strong communities/housing/mobile_home parks respectively.




Legislation: $.230 Energy Siting Bill

(Adapted from the Vermont Planner Association Legistative Update, provided by Sharron Murray)}

The "Energy Development improvement Act" {5.230) passed the Senate last week, It was not a pretty process.

The good?

Many of the recommendations of the Solar Siting Task Force, and the former Siting Commission,
intended to better integrate energy and land use planning remain in some form.

State energy plans must now be consistent with Chapter 117 state planning and development goals.
RPCs were given party status in Section 248 proceedings, consistent with their related existing and new
statutory duties under Chapter 117. '

The Agency of Agriculture has been given party status and is required to appear for any facility >150kw
that will be sited on a tract containing primary agricultural soils.

All plans will continue to be given due consideration in Section 248 preceedings. After March 1, 2017,
“certified" regional and local plans will be given deference with a caveot.

The Dept. of Public Service (DPS) must come up with standards for plan certification. An appeal
process was added.

$300,000 has been allocated for regional and municipal energy planning in FY17, to be paid for by
electric utilities.

DPS is required to come up with guidance specific to regional and municipal energy planning-initially
by October 1, 2016.

DPS, VLCT and VAPDA are required to conduct energy planning training sessions.

Regutatory and financial incentives are included for facility siting in "preferred locations.” A 3-year
pilot project allocates annual increases for standard offer plants to plants sited in preferred locations.
Copies of applications for net-metered systems >15kW must be provided to ANR, AFM, DPS, DHP,
RPCs, and municipal legislative bodies and planning commissions. Required information now includes
a site plan showing full limits of physical disturbance, the presence of primary agricultural soils, all
visible infrastructure, and facility impacts, aesthetic mitigation, and a decommissioning plan for
systems >150kW.

The Public Service Board (PSB) must employ a new "Public Assistance Officer" for two-years to
facilitate public participation, provide guidance to parties regarding the Section 248 process, and
report back to the legislature.

The PSB is required to maintain and post on its website electronic copies of all filings, submissions, and
orders.

The PSB is required to adopt rules for post construction inspections of aesthetic mitigation measures,
and to document annual maintenance after installation, for a period specified by the PSB.

The bad?

Regional plan energy elements may address the new energy planning requirements. Municipal plan
energy elements sholf include these requirements.

Regional plan certification by the PSD applies to adopted regional plans, resulting in the potential need
to readopt a plan that doesn't pass muster the first time around.

There's no concomitant review/certification/appeal process to determine whether state energy plans
are consistent with state planning and development goals.




The just plain ugly?

s Chapter 117 planning goals are amended in detail to reference the state's comprehensive energy plan
policies, greenhouse gas emission, building efficiency goals, and new renewable energy standard
statutes.

* Includes a fair amount of language that will be open for interpretation for years to come.

e Several proposed amendments specific to wind energy development were struck down on the floor,
resulting in disappointment and anger.

¢ The bill include requirements for radar-controlled lighting on wind turbines, and requires the PSB to
finish up its existing docket on associated noise standards by October 1, 2016.

The bill now moves to the House. | would expect a much-reduced bill from the House, and the need for
extensive conference committee negotiations.
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Brownfields Advisory Committee

INTERIM RULES OF PRO CEDURE
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ADVISORY ROLE: The Committee shall be advisory to the Regional Commission, who shall
have final authority over decisions related to this program. The Committee will offer
recommendations, advice, input, and opinions to the Commission, the US EPA, the State of
Vermont, and other organizations and individuals as appropriate, provided it is compatible with.
plans, policies, positions or resolutions adopted by the Commission. New or amended plans,
policies, positions or resolutions shall be ratified/approved by the Board of Commissioners.

Expenditure of Commission funds as recommended by the Committee shall be authorized by the
Executive Committee. The Commission has the uliimate authority over program decisions, The




Commission shall designate staff to assist the Committee as necessary.

MEMBERSHIP: Participation is optional. The Brownfields Advisory Committee will seek a
minimum of thirteen (13) members and three alternates to the Commitiee as follows:

Regional Commissioner Representation: Five (5) membership seats and one alternate
shall be designated for Regional Commissioners. These representatives shall represent
the interests of the region as a whole and municipalities in general. Commissioners will
be appointed by the CVRPC Board of Commissioners.

2,
Interest Group Representation: Non-Regional Q\ﬁ%}ﬁlssmn representation on the
Committee shall be limited to 14 members. {: hese, membership seats shall be

designated for the following: Central Vermon{: E\ceﬁb“ﬁw Development Corporation and
Vermont Department of Health, each of Whloh may appo*mtx\gne voting representative and
one aliemate to the Commlttee ther b nﬁeld interestigroups, organizations and/or

"l

eishlp seat by the *Gommittee and invited to

.....

appoint one voting member to the Commlttee At mininum, repéesentatlon should be

\

sought ﬁom the followmg six (6) mteles. Sproups: hﬁqsmg, real estate finance, at-risk

on the committee and adVISe OE:SPCCIB.%[QP{OS or asmmque issues arise. Staff from the
US Environmental Protectmn Age Y, TNt Agenc &@f Commerce and Community
Affairs, Vermorﬁ%]epagtment of ﬁnvnonme

departments gfla? s%rve o"ﬁ fhe Commit B

nserva%lon and other agencies and

e

\’% ) L
Membership terms shall‘“bj3 ‘two VEArs begmmng Jhly 1,2016.

will be conta te;\ 0y
Committee. Thoy

S
VOTING: A quorum\‘i\x'\ or the Committee to conduct a vote. Each appointed member

Jequ
shall have one vote, Algt(éi’\\\\a_t “may participate in discussion and will only vote when filling in
for the regular Commissionor named seats. One member from each participating orgamzatlon
apportioned a membership seat shall be appointed to vote by that organization. Proxy voting is
not permitted.

As of the date of adoption of these rules, the following agencies and departments have been
determined to have a potential conflict and do not have voting privileges: US Environmental
Protection Agency, Vermont Agency of Commerce and Community Affairs, Vermont
Department of Environmental Conservation.




Voting privileges for other State and Federal agencies and departments shall be determined on an
‘individual basis by the Committes. This determination shall be based on the potential for
confliets of interest to arise. '

Non-voting members and Regional Commission staff do not have voting privileges.

OFFICERS/ELECTIONS: The Committee will elect a Chair and Vice-Chair for one year
terms, upon Committee formation and annually thereafter at the Committee's July meeting. The
Chair will be 1esponsible for running meetings, sefting agendas in conjunction with staff,
reviewing and signing correspondence on behalf of the Gemmﬁtee and representing the
Committee at various meetings as needed. ‘%\:\\
R
&e\\\

The Chair and Vice-Chair may be elected fiom the Cop j: S ﬁl’l@l or Interest Group membership.
Members elected to any office may not be represent ‘Bfff‘an alt %‘T' afe in the performance of their
duties as officers. S W

ey
a\\\

The Vice-Chair will serve ag Chair when the éilalr is unavailable. I

Ghan Qhe\\Chau should resign
before his/her term is expired, the Vice Chair s all\serve as&hair until eléchb@\gs are held fo fill
the vacancy for the remainder of the{\elm Chair and \ ice \%ﬂll shall be hmltedg,o serving two

ARaRE

terms. ‘32\. %
Hﬁé“&“\\‘ ‘N\*
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A e ‘v\\
) RIRLI QE\:\\ }ﬂ\\g\ Y“
¢ Committee megr‘b S g;e\er{comaged o serve: a§ ]1a1sons tohdir local legislative boards
or gzoup/orgeﬁ;maﬁonhnte\r\e% Teprese ting‘ebyerepoﬁmg fon activities on a regular basis.

¢ Committee m%mbers are encouraged tot effer input on all matters before the Committee,
and are encomagea{jg\o bring¥ip, i 't ems of loea or regional concern for Committee
conmd@m’h@n N,

4 '@ﬂ\pf’)hcl\e\s\ resolut?bns shall b f 1\\ arded to Comm1ttee members and
y S

sy
£

A 1
o
‘“\’\?‘\\1\

4 Agend \and notices o \11 Jegularmeetings shall be sent to Committee members, the
Board of “ "”mmzssmners,\the media, and interested persons at least seven days before the

¢ Minutes of all 1egu1a1>‘_, nd special meetings will be plepa:red by staff, distributed to
Committee members and interested parties, and made available to the public in
accordance with public records and open meeting law.

CONFLICTS OF INTEREST: Any member who represents an organization or other entity
that has nominated a site or otherwise proposes a task or project upon which the Committee will
vote, shall not participate in that vote. Members may represent nominating/proposing entities via
employment, participation in a body of the entity (such as a committee, board of directors, or
public body) or other forms of membership or representation.




In the event any Committee member has a personal or financial interest with any individual,
partnership, firm or corporation secking to contract with the Commission, or to provide materials
or labor thereto, or has a personal or financial interest in any project being considered by the
Committee, the member shall disclose and state on the record the nature of his or her interest.

If the member feels this conflict interferes with his/her ability to be objective, the member shall
not participate in any discussions or vote on any related motion.

If the member is uncertain whether he/she should participate in the discussion or decision, the
Committee shall determine by vote whether the member shouldsparticipate. The Committee may
also make a determination of conflict of interest and dlsall%iﬁf participation and voting by a
member if the majority of voting Committee members i he ‘ftT

contlict of interest exists.

] g Qr specmhgommﬁt@e%f the Ce\[i{;l\v ermont Regional Planning

Sldhain Lee
Cormmssmn and is tﬁ“erefore txéubject to the Gé)}ﬁffni e bylaws. These rules of procedure,
i e imont OpenMeetmg and Public Records Law,

'é gu1dance“f{\} the Committee.
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(entral Vermont Reglonal Planning Comm[ssmn
MEMORANDUM

TO: Central Vermont Regional Planning Commission Executive Committee
FROM: Dantel Currier
GIS Manger
RE: Creation of Central Vermont Clean Water Advisory Committee (CV-CWAC)
DATE: April 4, 2016

The purpose of this memo is to request the creation of a new Clean Water Advisory Commiitee for
the Central Vermont Regional Planning Commission, CVRPC is being asked by Vermont ANR to
provide more regional support for our municipalities related to water quality. CVRPC staft see a need
for added support from the Regional Commission and our partner organizations to help in the
identification of activities, policies, and direction for our regional water quality support.

I’m suggesting that CVRPC, as other RPC’s in the State have done, organize a committee of our own
made up of commissioners, partner organizations, public; and private companies with the mission to
identify the activities, policies, and direction for our regional water quality support.

The committee will also help determine the direction and goals CVRPC should take with regard to the
Vermont Lake Champlain Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) Plan, the Winooski Tactical Basin Plan,
and the Regional Plan.

At a minimum the committee should be made up of five members with two coming from the
Commission. We would meet on an ad-hoc basis as work demands. The committee would be staffed by
Daniel Currier and supported by other CVRPC staff as needs dictate. If created, Dan would start
soliciting members before the end of this fiscal year. If warranted, any interested members would be
requested to attend a Commission meeting to be formally recognized by the Commission.

99 Main Street Suite 4 Montpelier Vermont 05602
802-229-0389 E Mail: CVRPC@CVRegion.com




MEMO (Revised)

To: Central Vermont Regiénal Commissioners
From: Regional Plan Draft Review Committee

P LAN BENTRAL VERMON T| RE: Recommended Alternative to the Regional Housing Distribution Plan

The CVRPC 2008 Regional Plan includes a Regional Housing Distribution Plan that was developed through the
work of a Housing Committee over the course of 2006-2008. The Distribution Plan in its final form set out to-
address the following issues:

» forecasts that larger towns would contribute lower percentages to the regional housing total through
the year 2020

e each municipality contribute towards meeting the total housing demands of the region at similar rates
as the year 2000

» statutory requirements to identify housing needs for all economic groups in the region and its
communities, and promote the development of housing suitable to meet those needs (Ch. 117 Sections
4347 and 4348(a)(9))

The process of developing a revised Regional Plan Housing Element has included analysis and review to
determine if these issues are still of concern for the region, and if continuation of a Housing Distribution Plan is
an effective approach to addressing such issues. The Regional Plan Draft Review Committee {DRC) recommends
discontinuing the Housing Distribution Plan. Although some contribution issues are still present, alternative
approaches will allow the Regional Commission to more effectively leverage its role and resources to meet
regional housing needs.

An analysis of housing growth by municipality demonstrates that larger towns, namely Montpelier and Barre
City, experienced decreases in their share of total regional housing units between 2000 and 2010 (see chart
below). Other towns, specifically Northfield and Plainfield, which were forecasted in the Housing Distribution
Plan to contribute lower percentages, did not experience notable decreases in their share of total units from
2000-2010. These two towns, like the majority in the region, continued to contribute similar shares of housing
units.

i
s
3
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To determine the level of concern from municipalities regarding contribution toward meeting regional housing
demand, CVRPC staff also conducted a review of municipal plans. Plans were reviewed for discussion of these
issues, as wellas any other discussion of the interplay between municipalities on housing issues. No
municipalities cited concerns that the contributions of other municipalities (or lack thereof) would have
repercussions for their community.

The majority of towns, however, acknowledge that they are part of regional or sub-regional forces affecting
housing in their municipality. They may also add to these forces themselves, therefore affecting other
municipalities. This creates unique combinations of housing challenges for each municipality. Groups of
municipalities also share in experiencing common pressures. Regional and sub-regional challenges affecting
housing production and meeting housing needs identified included:

e housing needs generated by activity in centers such as Montpelier, Barre City, Barre Town, Berlin,
Waterbury, Chittenden County, Hardwick and Morrisville create pressures in other towns

¢ demand for seasonal and/or vacation homes in and around ski resort and tourism industry
municipalities

e meeting needs for seasonal workforce housing in ski resort and nearby communities

s development pressure is increased because community does not have land use regulations, but all
surrounding municipalities do

¢ demand for year-round and/or seasonal homes that threatens rural character

Communities around the region are less so focused on the contributions of other municipalities and more so on
the root issues themselves that affect housing in their municipality, and the interplay between municipalities.

As theses forces permeate municipal boundaries, municipalities can achieve more influence on their situation by
collaborating with neighbors, rather than attempting to individually change a situation over which they do not
have complete control.

When making decisions about how to meet housing demand, communities also must overcome challenges
beyond the chqices of “How many?” and “Where?” Housing concerns deal with the cost of units, privacy,
aesthetics, natural resource and working lands conservation and other issues. in order to effectively meet local
housing demand and contribute to meeting regional housing demand, municipalities must be equipped with
tools and expertise to address the specific challenge.

The Regional Housing Distribution Plan is effective at setting a benchmark, however, it does not encourage
municipalities to collaborate, or equip them with tools and expertise to meet the challenges inhibiting or driving
housing production. Communities are provided with a goal, or finish line, to reach with the housing demand
projections provided in the Distribution Plan. The goals are required by individual municipality, which does not
encourage cotlaboration toward achieving a mutual goal. If not equipped with tocls and expertise to overcome
local challenges to housing production, individual municipalities also struggle with how to plan for their given
projection effectively. Although the issues raised by the Regional Housing Distribution Plan are still present,
they can be more effectively addressed by leveraging regional influence in alternative ways.

CVRPC has staff capacity for municipal technical assistance, networking, coordination and facilitation, securing
funding, grant and project management and other services. Its role as an inter-municipal forum also puts it in an
ideal position to facilitate collaboration among municipalities. The following alternative to the Housing




Distribution Plan is proposed to devote CYRPC resources to addressing inter-municipal housing issues and the
.challenges municipalities face for meeting local and regional housing needs. . The recommendation will be
pursued as:an implementation action under the 2016 Central Vermont Regional Plan (see attachment outlining
Draft Housing Element revisions). '

Recommended Alternative to the Housing Distribution Plan:

Regional Plan Acticon: Provide consuliation to sub-regions of municipalities on the issues they face in
contributing to regional housing needs.

A Sub-Regional Housing Consultation would bring together a group of municipalities that are a sub-set of the 23
municipalities comprising the region. Sub-regions would be defined by their proximate or contiguous
geography, and the common or interrelated housing concerns that they share. Grouping municipalities into sub-
regions would allow CVRPC to apply its regional planning resources to facilitate collaboration among those

* municipalities. Sub-regions would work on housing issues that are common to all in order to achieve results for
each municipality. CVRPC would also facilitate addressing situations where the policies of one community affect
the housing concerns of another, and mutual cooperation will yield beneficial results for all communities
involved.

An ad hoc-housing working group or steering commiitee would be formed to define how the sub-regional
groups are determined. This group will also define the services consultations would provide.

" The exact scope of the sub-regional consultation is dependent on the ievel of priority assigned by the
Commission and, the resources allocated in CYRPC’s Annual Work Plan. Staff estimates that CVRPC could
conduct 1-3 consultations per year, depending on resources allocated for the project. This would allow 1-3 sub-
regional groups to receive consultation each year. If greater than 1-3 sub-regions are defined, the working
group/steering committee would prioritize the order in which they will receive consultation.

Tools and expertise provided during the consultation should be directed at assisting groups of municipalities to
better understand the housing issues they share, determine how they will work together to address the issues,
and decide how the results of collaboration will be incorporated into local plans and policies. Such services
could include:

e Staff review of Municipal Plan Housing Eilements to identify common barriers affecting contribution to
regional housing needs

» Staff research and analysis to better characterize identified issues {information can be included in
individual Municipal Plans)

* CVRPC facilitation to support collaborative relationships between municipalities & their decision-makers

¢ Support, training, or other service to help Regional Cemmissioners represent and liaison between their
municipalities

¢ Forum of sub-regional housing stakeholders & municipal officials to further identify issues and strategies
to address them

e Identifying projects that can be implemented through further sub-regicnal collaboration

¢ Connecting sub-regional groups and individual municipalities with further professional resources




It is anticipated that these sub-regional consultations will help nearby municipalities and the region to more
closely understand the housing issues that connect them and most importantly, prioritize those most likely to
effect progress. Topics worthy of concerted or region wide planning education can also be clarified. Sub-regions
will also have the opportunity to prioritize Municipal Plan revisicns, opportunities to enhance land use
regulations, and non-regulatory projects that support meeting both local, sub-regional and regional housing

needs.




Proposed Revisions to the Draft Safe & Affordable Housing Element

The following text identifies revisions and insertions to be applied to the Draft Safe and Affordable
Housing Element distributed to Commissioners on Dec, 2%, 2015.

Page 25, Line 25:

“As shown in Figure 5 below, and factoring in margin of error, the large majority of
‘towns have median mortgage costs higher than rental costs. In Fayston and Roxbiiry
however it is likely that median rental costs are equal or higher than median mortgage
paymetts. In Fayston this could be due to the seasonal rental market that caters
towards ski redtals. Roxbury has the second lowest median monthly mortgage costs in
the Region. ‘

Margin of error is shown in dollar amounts by the vertical error bars. Margin of error
was calculated by the Vermont Housing Finance Authority using ACS b-year data and
can he found on Housingdata.org. Each data value was deemed ‘“most reliable’ for ACS
estimate reliahility except for Calais Median Rental Costs which were deemed ‘less

n

reliahle’.

Page i1, line 1, Figure 5;

@ Median Monthly Mortgage Costs

$2,000 -

"W Median Rental Costs -
41,500

ss,000 1K

8500




Page 20, Line 11:

“Figure 12 demonstrates how housing unit growth in rural areas has occurred at a
faster rate since 2000 than in “urban cluster” areas, 12.6% and 3.3% respeclively.”

Page 21, Line 5: “An additional analysis was done to help characlerize residential
development patterns in the region. The analysis considers different geographic areas
and provides an additional perspective on rates of growth in areas of concentrated
development versus outlﬁfing areas of significantly less concentrated development. E911
points were used to determine the percentage of housing structures that exist within
Regional and Town Centers and outside those boundaries (see Future Land Use Map).
In 2005, 80.5% of residential structures were outside of Regional and Town centers
while the remaining 19.4% were located inside. In 2014, 81.3% of regional structures
were outside Regional and Town Centers while 18.7% were inside. Residential
structures outside of Regional and Town Centers experienced a percent change of 9.4%
from 2004-2014 while structures within Regional and Town Center boundaries only
grew by 4.5%."

_Page 23, Line 5:

“Balancing Efficient Land Use with Rural Character and Residential Development Pressures

Nearly every municipality in the Central Vermont region clearly states in their municipal
plan that residents strongly value rural character in their communities. Many of those
also state that their highly regarded rural character has or could be threatened due to a
number of pressures. These pressures include scale of developments, sprawling
residential development or economic growth in neighboring towns.

A majority of municipalities also express the desire, for increased density and/or
concentration of housing in downtown and village centers. A few municipalities folow—
up that aspiration with the acknowledgement that there are infrastructure limitations
that hinder the realization of that goal. This idea of increased growth in downtown and
village centers stands in contrasi to actual residential development in the Central
Vermont Region. The rate of residential structures built outside of downtown and
village centers is higher than those being built within. This is supported by a faster rate
of growth from 2000-2010 in housing units in Census designated Rural areas than in
Urban Cluster designated areas.

This presents a challenge of how the Central Vermont Reglon can overcome the
contrast between desired residential development patterns versus actual development
patterns. As found in municipal plans, the protection of rural character, supported in
some municipalities with the desire for concentrated housing growth in village centers
is not fully being realized. Scattered rural residential development and in some cases




strip development are threatening towns’ character, despite the stated desires of
municipal plans.”

Page 28, Line 8.5

“Policy: Regional and local planning should address the inter-related nature of factors that
affect meeting regional housing needs.

Action: Provide consultation to sub-regions of municipalities on the issues they face in
contributing to regional housing needs”

Page 30, Line 4.5:

“Action’ Set a benchmark to be used to measure regional progress foward increasing
the percentage of residential development in Regional and Town Centers.

Page 30, Line 16.5:

“Action: Develop a database of existing housing in the region based on data such as
Mumicipal Grand Lists.”
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SAFE AND AFFORDABLE HOUSING

Housing is the foundation of the historic towns and villages that make up Gentral
Vermont. Where we choose to live, the size of our homes, and what we pay for them
shapes our communities. Housing is a force that impacts different aspects of the Region,
including economic development, land use, and transportation, among others. Providing
a range of options for a variety of income levels and lifestyles contributes to the
strength and vitality of communities.

The Housing Element reviews the current housing stock in the Region, discusses land
use as it pertains to housing, and considers affordahility and the housing needs of

Central Vermont’'s vulnerable populations. The chapter c&neludes with an outline of
strategies to meet identified housing needs.

POPULATION AND HOUSEHOLDS

o;ectlon ‘Percent Increase
2000 - 2010
Total Population 66,963 v 2.7%
Total Households Not Available 5.8%
2.25 Owner -
1.07 Renter

\ ing distributed into a smaller nqmber of mdmduals per
'{1 is projected to remain small through 2020 Central

2013 Estnnates, one ana"{wo —~PEerson households make up aimost 68% of all households
in Washington County. :

* Washington County Houslhg Needs Assessment. Bowen National Research, Vermont Dept. of Housing & Community
Development, http:/faccd vermont.gov/sttes faced ffiles/Documents/strongeommunities/houstng/18%20-
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SAFE AND AFFORDABLE HOUSING.,

Table 2, Size of Household, Washington County

Household Size Owner-Occupied (%) Renter-Occupled {%) Total Occupied (%)
1-Person ] 23,2 49,3 ‘ 30.2
2-Person 41.7 275 37.9

_3-Person 15.9 124 1498
4 (or more) Person 16,9 10.7 . 16.9

Source: ACS 2009-2013 5 Year Estimates

The 2010 Census showed that in Washington County over 40% of all households had
householders agés 65 and older. Over just the next five years from 2015~ —-2020, the 65
10 74 age cohort Wlil increase significantly in size ;n the f@entral Vermont Region. It'is
projected to grow 23%, versus increases of <1% ot d asmg numbers in all other age
groups. This further illustrates the fact that the Rﬁ‘ pulation is aging,.

Figure 1: Age of Householder, Washington County

Owner-Occupled Renter-Occupied
M 1524 © 8.40% ' n 1524

2.80%

0.60%

BO0%, ; o " 2534 >-60% ' ' n 2534
= 35-44 " 35_-44
n 45-54 n45-54
1 55-64 _ R u 55-64
u 6574 %6574
n75-84 n75-84
= 85 years © gy years
and over and over

for continued demandfor di

%

Ierent types of housing in the market,

i
Table 3: General Housing Defiand by Age Group

Age Group Characteristics ' ' Housing Demand
20s e Lower incomes ' *  Apartments
¢ High mobility :
‘o Small households

*time homebuyer
Moblle homes
Condos

30s o Beginning Tamilies
» Small children

o lowsavings

= Growing income

-

_ s ————————————— : : —
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SAFE AND AFFORDABLE HOUSING

Age Group Charactetlstics Housing Demand

40s | @ . Growing families Larger house and/or additions
Growing income Home Improvements

50s Stable housing Live in existing homes
Fmpty hest Renovate and improve
Income peak housing

605 End of income producing years Begin “downsizing”

70s Retirement Smaller homes or Condos
Reduced income Retirement developments

o Risk of frailty
80s/90s e Risk of frailty or dementia . Assisted living

More single (widowed) households Al risk of institutional care

Wwoe oy U= WMo

ds Assessment
Tach age group has different housing demanflSHl€pending Of‘%’tlg:%ir lifestyle
characteristics.

HOUSING STOCK

: singlo family homes
o family homes and

Vermont:

Centrat
Vermont

3%

HSingle Family & Multl Unit Homes &Moblle Hermes, RV, Van ENoBR HiBR M2BR ®3IBR E4BR. HY+BR

Source: American Community §livay; 2010

The majority of existing housing stock in Central Vermont consists of single family
units with more than 3 bedrooms (Figure 2). Populations trends indicate decreasing
household size and in the short term, an aging population. The majority of existing stock
in the Region to does not match up with population trends. To meet these changing
demographics, smaller homes and multi—unit homes are needed, Just under 60 percent,
or about 19,000 units, are this size. One and two bedroom units make up the most of
the remaining stock, totaling 12,500 units.
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SAFE AND AFFORDABLE HOUSING

Over the past 15 years, the number of new, small (less than 1,400 sq feet) single~family
homes sold in the Northeast Region of the US has been decreasing. Estimates. from the
US Census Survey of Construction show that in 1999, sales of new small homes made
up 10.5% of new home sales that year in the Northeast, Tn 2008 .they made up 5.7% of
new home sales and in 2014 that dropped to 3.6% of new home sales. -

This trend stands in contrast to annual new horie sales of “large”' single family homes,
(2,400~3,999 sq ft). ‘In 1999, large single family homes made up 34.2% of total new
home sales. In 2008 they made up 40% of sales and in 2014 they made up 42.9% of
sales. i

In the Central Vermont Region, the total namber of g units increased 6.2% from
2000-2010, a slower growth rate than Vermont (9( 6%). Wﬁ‘ total housing 1ncreased
by about 2500 umts OCCUDIE.d housing only i ased b
incérease il vacant housing of neatly a tho
indicated the construction of unneeded i}

the housing hust could have led to an incre& f n unneeded umts TAfhe]
increase in vacancy. In Central Vermont there'w re sh‘gﬁﬁy more Vaca
than in 2000, an mcrease from 1%‘? nacant umts% '
however, are lower than the State VAN
housing.

Looking at the changg

d1scussed in further detail in

deat ) sehold size for both renteﬁoccupmd
5. de@hmng Aﬁ%ﬁémg poptilation and decline in household
e mand g, units with fewer bedro bms. .

limited Ways £6 meastl 1ty and condition of housing stock, but one factor to
consider is the age of the tructure.

Tracking incompléte kitchen and plumbing facilities also helps illusirate the quality of
housing stock. These two measures are tracked by the U.S. Census and were used to
determine levels of substandard housing. The 2015 Washington County Housing
Assessment aggregates those two measures together to determine totals for
substandard housing, Definitions for incomplete kitchen and plumbing can be found in
the Definitions section. '
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b
508
. s 0%
Lead paint wis bamied in 1978; o
all hoiings hefore thon ave Hikely ;E%
fo-contain some lead-hased .
Ilailn_t« 0%

nes in Central Vermost were built &

before 1978, ®

H of Hiomes Built
refore 19444
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SAFE AND AFFORDABLE HOUSING

24 V.S.A. § 4302 states one of the purposes of municipal and rezional planning and
development is “to ensure the availability of safe and affordable housing for all
Vermonters”. As the Central Vermont Region strives to provide safe and affordable
housing to its residents, “safe” must be defined to inform the policies of CVRPC. While
“safe” is not defined by the state, state and municipal building codes guide the
framework of which a home is deemed suitable for its residents. The Town Health
Officer Rental Housing Inspection Checklist outlines safety guidelines taken from the
Rental Housing Health Code, Fire and Building Safety Code, Department of
Environmental Conservation Environmental Protection Rules and-the Vermont Statute
‘Chapter 38: Lead Poisoning. Barre City and Montpelier 1’“‘.hav'e local Fire and Building
wafety codes that apply fo residential buildings in the municipalities For the pUrpose

OCCUPANCY -

Rental Occupancy

housmg in 2010 were Barre Clty ana ontpek%‘ﬂg%?B% anrﬂ"45% respectively), the two
city centers within the Reg cm Northfigld and Wa erury wensthe only other
mum(:lpahtles with, g %ewa T tha, 30% renger oe Aiits, 16 Northfield, this could be
due in part to Nor&rreh Umvers y. All fo' € municipalities with greater than 30%

cof 106 units during thig 13. 100, Wh1ch is not substantial relative to.the total number of

units in Barre City. In this éame period, there was significant growth in the rental
raarket in Northfield with 89 additional units, Waterbury with 84 new units, and
Williamstown with 57. These towns all experienced population growth within this
period, as well, with 416 new residents in Northfield, 149 in Waterbury. and 164 in
Williamstown.

The municipalities with the greatest increase in population from 20002010 were
Northfield (416), and Barre Town (322). The increase in rental units in Northfield
without a significant Increase in overall housing suggests that new residents are

e T ————— —
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SAFE AND AFFORDABLE HOUSING

renters. Meanwhile Barre Town saw a decrease in rental units and an increase in
homeowners.

Vacant and Seasonal Housing Units

Within Central Vermont, 84% of housing units (including seasonal units) were occupied
in 2010. Looking at overall housing vacancy by municipality, including seasonal units,
Warren, Fayston, and Woodbury had the highest vacancy rates with Fayston just over
50% and Warren around 65%.% The most significant overall housing growth happened in
Fayston, WhICh also has one of the h1ghest vacancy rate asnggesting that the majority

e%;larges eycent of seasonal housing
: ona@,@% ayston (47%) and Woodbury
(40%). Together, &y omprlse 60% of { g1on s seassnal units. * The larger
municipalities of Barre G'ty, Balirz%e Town ant Montpeher ‘had the lowest percentages of
E

seasonal : OO and\*?zgno ‘Heasonal housing increased by

ahtxes saw an increase in vacant seasona! units except
for Woodbury, Piamfle lais. Fayston, Warren and Waitsfield, mun1c1pal1t1es near
the ski resorts of Suga and Mad River Glen, all saw significant growth in vacant
seasonal units. Fayston saw the most significant incréase, with an additional 165
seasonal units. Calais, Plainfield and Woodbury all saw a decline in seasonal units over
this period; the most significant being a loss of 28 units in Woodbury. -

From 2000 to 20 'munidi

C=

210.5. Census Bureau, 2010 Census, H5 -~ VACANCY STATUS
¥ .8, Census Burea, 2010 Census, H3 - GCCUPANCY STATUS
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" other than owner—occupied housing value is driving a,rlia !

has been

HOUSING COSTS

Homeownership/Median Home Value

In Wash_ington County, the median housing value of owner—occupied units in 2013 was
$205,000 and in Orange County it was $183,900. ‘These values were both slightly below
the $216,800 median value in Vermont as a whole. Compared to the surrounding

“counties, both Washington and Orange Counties were below Chittenden, Addison, and

Lamoille Counties to the west but greater than Caledonia County to the northeast, which
had a median home value of $164,300 in 2013. These valiios suggest that something

6f population growth in the

Region.

The municipalities with the highest median k
Fayston, with median housing values of $34¢
towns also had high rates of seasonal umff ‘
valties were Barre City ($143,300), Roxbury $ 45,400} ,and Wﬂh‘g@mstown ($154 100).
This trend differs slightly from the median morigage pfyménts by tow g{;Wﬂh higher

monthly costs in Barre City ($1, @7@) and lowerhﬁﬁs@%alue Woodbury‘l}on the other
hand, had one of the lowest med1a t its,($1,354) with a slightly higher
median home value ($224,500).

Sales of Residences |,

s i) ashinéto"’County, with a median price
of $17 8 500, and 2308 ﬁldgm n{_ tyiawith a median price of $151,200. There

) When théeg median prices of primary residences sold

A $156‘~®

were $18 )10 in Orange.

Flgure 35

SHBO0000 w1 = - = evmrmn s wn e se mae en & b e e 2 o e o ety , .
Median prices of

primary residences sold
.in Washington County
can be seen in FHigure 3.
Washington County
median homes prices sit
.. s iiashington County | above Orange County
e Vermant but below other
w=====range County neighboring counties

SEON00 «+ » s ms e cmmcae e e '"'”“'"‘LSI’TTDI!’GT:OUHW
eses Aelison Colmty and Vermont as a whole,

5| J— - “mcmttenden County

&’g’ ef”‘" %‘*”:&% g . @ “‘"@’ @““"m *9@'# ¢

Source; Housingdata.org
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Flguro 4 Centra! Vermont Home Sales {Primary Re31dence)
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Source Housmgdata org

Histotic trends in Property Trans‘g;; Tax RecorE[ ol e drop in home (primary
residence) sales starting around 2_ goling off bel %ng en 2008 and 2011, and

increasing again after 2011.

Housing Payments

Comparatively, medi
Vermont and i

he towns with the greatest number of rental units, Barre
, Northfield, and Barre Town all sit within the mid-range of

The median rental cost
Cityy Montpelier, Waterb
regional rental pricing.

As shown in Figure 5 below, Fayston and Roxbury are the two municipalities with
median monthly rental costs higher than median mortgage payments. In Fayston this
could be due to the seasonal rental market that caters towards ski rentals. Roxbury has
the second lowest median monthly mortgage costs in the Region.

e —— —
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Figure 5: Median Monthly Houssng Costs
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Source: 2013 ACS 5-yr data

HOUSING AFFORDABILITY

nding greatef'% ’fhan 30% of its income on
é 'Vermont as “housing that is owned or
-tE"SK“Eal %nual cost of the housing [...] is not more
e”®, Tn 2018, 52% of Vermont renters
" heir income on housmg In Central Vermont, 46.8%

§also has a lower amount of renter occupied units at 274
i lier. Renters in Williamstown sit at the lowest estimated
earned median incoms; -Ggion at $17,416. The estimated median income for
renters in Barre City is $28:684 and in Montpelier it is $37,955. Barre City has the
highest amount of renter occupied units at 1,899 with 56% spending more than 30% of
their household income on rent.

-

Among homeowners with mortgages in Vermont, 837% were spending greater than 30%
of their income on housing in 2013, compared to 34% of Central Vermont homeowners,
at 4,500 homeowners. Seven towns had greater than 25% of households spending over
30% of mcome on housing.

DRAFT | Page 11
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1 . Figure 6 illustrates the percentage of homeowners and renters that were spending

[4%]
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greater than 30% of their income on housing by town in 2013.

Figure 6: Percentage of Households Spending Greater than 309% of Household Income on Housing by
ToWn, 2008

90% - RPN —_

B Rentérs ™ Homeowners with a Mortgage

0% T
70% - '

60% 'g — : : e . _ . -
s0% 4§
40%
30%
oom |- 1Bl
10%

Source: 2013 ACS 5 Year

Tourteen towns he
housing.

Income

me was $54,267. In Washington County
p 281 and in Orange County it was $52,480.
Qusehol‘d‘?income is b% higher than that of Vermont while
state median. Figure 7 below shows median household

Orange County\u\: % below

income by town.

Fayston-($80,341), Mi ($72,262), Waitsfield ($70,139) and Moretown ($70,036) °

~ had the highest reported median household income in the Region. Six municipalities in

Central Vermont have median household incomes lower than that of the Vermont; Three
of them —~ Roxbury, Barre City and Cabot - are below 80% of the Vermont median
household income.

Warren, which has a median household income above that of the state level, is a
community in which average amnual wage ranks as one of the lowest in the Region. This
indicates that lower wage workers who are working in Warren are not living in Warren,

s ————————————r e ——— : Pagelz
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SAFE AND AFFORDABLE HOUSING -

The presence of seasonal workers for the tourism industry plays a large role in why
.wages ale reported so low. There is a need for affordable workforce housing options
for seasonal workers.

Figure 7: Median Household Ihcome by Town, 2013

SG0,000  m rwsenris s ¢ sreninn i e s S s b £ 3 o B e 8 S A R R A £ A B R LR Y

$BO,000 g < rorren i e e b e S e T,
$70,000- +J-s '
$60,000
$50,000 -
$40,000 -
$30,000 -
$720,000 -
$10,000 :
s0 8.

[ Y

Source; 2013 ACS5 Yeagﬁlm

ates,; !

Verage annual Wage reported by employers in
three of the top five highest employing industries

Housing Wage

“The housing wage is determin’gd by what is needed for a household to afford a typical

Z-bedroom apartment at the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
determined fair market rent. The Fair Market Rent for a two bedroom apartment in
Washington County is $983. To afford this level of rent and utilities — without paying
more than 30% of income on housing — a household must earn $3,276 monthly or
$39,320 annually. Assuming a 40-hour work week, 52 weeks per vear, this level of
income translates into an hourly Housing Wage [per household] of $18.90 for

— e ———— o —————— —




|52 B

W 0 ~ O

10

AL
12
13

14 -

15
16

B Y

18
19

20

21
22
23
24
25
26

27
28
29
30

31

renters wage would have to earn $2643 per month. Tha

SAFE AND AFFORDABLE HOUSING

Washington County. This means that the total wages earned per household could come
from more than one person. The hourly Housing Wage for Orange County is $17.19.

The housing wage in Washington County for a 1-bedroom unit is $15.25, $6 more than
the state minimum wage of $9.15. In Vermont, the estimated mean wage earned by a
renter is $11.78.5

The Fair Market Rent for a one bedroom apartment ie 793 per month. Assuming a one
person household hvmg in a one bedroom apartment, an mdmdual earning the average
éuld require working 56

r Market Rent without being

hours per week to afford a one bedrooin apartment af
cost burdened.

A household with only one member in the W@ﬁg%rce earmng ' __eean renters wage and
rentmg a 2~bedroom apartment in Washmg’t@ Coilnty’at the F%r Market Rent Would
halve to Work 69 hotirs a week. -

i!; M TS

rental’ housmg umts are located in Barre Clty and Montpeher,

hittpy//nithc.org/oor/vermont

—— e —————yp —
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Figure 8: Subsidized Housing Units by Town, 2014
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Source: Housingdata.org

Low Income Households

Income (50% of median income) and?Extr&,‘mely LOWI c%me (30% of medlan income). In
2013 in Washington County, the mezlan househmld 1ncoxﬁlﬁé%wgs $57,281. An estimated
lﬁ*glrﬂl%Washmgt@n Coun y} %% Lowﬁ:;gome Of those 9,864

“Q?%%%
There are, 1m1298&5§§§1‘d GG inEnb hl";~31ng mnitsin Washmgton County (F1gure 6. To
quahfwforf oﬁﬁé ypes;of publit,and SLIbSldEZGdV@ﬁ;OUSIHg a households must bhe earning

80% 5 l%gs of the méﬁdlammc\g%f%’é*}g all, of the@estlmated g, 864 households earmng 80%
J h “',.\ A?&.

standards set by the Ve i { State Housmg Author,tty The Vermont State Housing
Authority (VHSA) opened the Section 8 waitlist on April ISt 2015 and closed it on June
15% 2015, after it had accepted enough applications for a two vear wait. The
Montpelier Housing Authority which adminpisters the Section 8 voucher program for -
Montpelier City has 122 federally allotted vouchers and enough funds to use 110“0f‘
those vouchers. There is currently a reported 2-2.5 year wait for a voucher i in
Montpeher VHSA reports an even mix of applicants are single people and fatmhes as
well as those who are disabled or have a mental illness. The Montpelier Housing
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SAFE AND AFFORDABLE HOUSING

Authority reports roughly three quarters of people applying for its vouchers are elderly
or disabled.

Housing + Transportation

When addressing housing, location is one factor that plays a large role in the .
affordability of a home. The Center for Neighborhood Technology (CNT) researched
the impacts of transportation on household spending and found that tran‘sportation costs
become unaffordable when they are more than 15% of a household’s income. 'I‘he u.s.
Department of Housing and Urban Development also uses'i'li‘é_% of Household i 1ncome 011
transportation as the limit of affordability in its Loc Affordablhty Index. When the

*dmes not exoeed*BO% of the County Medlan
gk G,
ed 30% 1%; housgh‘ﬁé"’l%mcome.

the average amount of v a household is spending on housing costs each month, A
description of what those costs include can be found in the Definitions section. In

- Washington County, the average amount spent on Housing costs per year for renters

was $11,382 and for owners it was $13,626. The average of Orange, Washington and
Williamston in Orange County for renters was $10,208 and for owners it was $10,696.
For a household earning 80% of County Median Income, the median owner Housing
costs are unaffordable in all municipalities in Ceniral Vermont (Figure 11). While

S— s ——— — 1
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property tax rates differ by municipality, Vermont’s property tax rebate program.
equalizes the value of taxes for low income residents who own their home,

Rental housing costs as a perceritage of 80% of the Coun_t;% Médian Income can he seen
in T'able 6 below. In Washington County, the average amount spent on rental housing
costs per year was $11,382 and the average of Orange, Washington and Williamston in
Orange County was $10,208. For a household earning 80% of County Median Income,

" the median renter housing costs are affordable in all but two municipalities (Figure 10).

Transportation costs as a percentage of income for a holiSehold earning 80% of the
verage, households in every

municipality in Central Vermont pay more than 2 (_
transportations costs per vear. ;

Figure 9 below illustrates the mileage to \ﬁg}% ‘a
This metric takes into account the number @@%onunuters _‘per hous\éhiold It should be

noted that, whzle average numbeér of commuter er h@u” @hold was used@for this model,
( fﬁfor work was ncj’t 3 factor

because they represent 1% of to’c\%‘mdﬁ 5 in Centralrmont Indmduals who
A « e

reported working from home make U “‘\rough yfiﬁ?g% of thesj

fact that the maj OI'L %0 WOI’kerS{lll Centraront coute to their Workplace with a

personal Vehlcle This m@del oniy shows trar\%%grtamon costs for a household making
80% of Coutt edian MGQekand@( m\?a%g a pensonal vehicle for trips. For all
. ; s, g f% e :
,represents 1ess han half of the average fotal miles

Of non- Wo”rk reiated irips, Social/Recreational afid

50% -
a5% Al - -
a% -l
35% -

30% -f

2% M-

20% -
15% |

0% -

5% —fd -
0% - B

Source U S Census Bureau 2013 Longitudmal “Emplo 'er~Hoi]sehoch Dynamlc (LEHD)
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Taking both housing and transportation costs into account, a chart of owner housiﬁg and
transportation costs can be seen in Figure 10 below and with renter housing costs in
Figure 11, All municipalities in the Central Vermont Region are considered unaffordable
(for renting and owning) to the average household making 80% of the County Median
Income when transportation costs are factored in.

For owning a home, Waitsfield, East Montpelier, Waterbury, Warren, Moretown, and

" Fayston all have combined costs above 70% of household income while Roxbury is the

only municipality with a total under 60% of household income.

income.

Household Earning 80% of County Median Income

[60% - T T e reﬁt;f)kar{ea;n:cgs‘tsasﬁ Percentage -of Income for-a-Household E Earning sow 7
County Median Income (Using Sedan})
P PRI H Owner Housing Costs as a Percentage af [ncome for a Houseold Earnlng 209%
’ ] County Median Income
! 5 g B . O@Fstimated Percentage of Mi page Used for Work Compared to Overall VMT I combined housing
70% . i and transpottation
costs are above this
45% affordability
J . i | : threshold, living in
60% - L 1 H { /. that towiIs
. | H : {1 B unaffordablefora -
i tow Inceme
50% g 1~ household,
0% - -f-H-S-0-@ 4 N0.H 8- . S
i i i B
30% T L Y -". = ,’ = = E = i
: ‘] q By | If housing costs
| i 3 t B OH OB ara above this
20% 8- B : - H ’“ 1 f ‘i 30% affordability
R ofu threshold, living
] < - In that town is
10% - B 5 i “” unaffordakle fora
{ d ; low fncome
0% i i L household,
& &
&S \4\0
‘o’bé‘

e ——————————————— —
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1 Figure 11: Medlan Renter Housing and Average Transportation Costs as a Percentage of Income for a
2 Household Earning 80% of County Medfan Income
80% T I TYaHEpBEtatioN Costy a?é“Percéhtage of InEse of a‘H?JU“ehold EATHNE80% ™™  If combined
County Median Income (Using Sedan) * housing and
0% -+ fi—— B Renter Housing Costs as.a Percentage of ncome for.a Household Earning.80% ...  tmnsportation cosis
} County Median Income are ahove this 45%
g Y affordability
s -§ - Mefgtp-lated Percentage of Mlleage Used for WOEISC_cirp_pareg to E)M\{erall V[_VIT‘ .. threshold, living in
* "8 H . that town is
unaffgrdahle fora
low income
50% £ o household.
50% @ i - -
f b ) !a If howsing costs
20% M _ are ahove this
) 5 4 30% affordablity
: i I';‘ L threshold, fiving T
10% - W . that town is
i % % unaffordable for a
P i i low incolsie
0% - d_ B - household,
& A b b d ) e &
& Q?@‘o @2\&\@ ~°t (.i & %?‘ ;\\Goa&&%
SRS
3
4
5
6
7
8 .g-the dOWn @Wﬁﬁsﬁkaﬁld nllagee Q,&,%Barre Clty, Montpeher, Northfield, and
9 Waterb ’ on entra%en as beem mmféhing somewhat since the mid- 20“‘
_ 10 entury, and the trend has continued
Figure 12: Total Urban and Regional Housing tbrough_ the 2?0(}“2101.0 decilidfl‘ A_ "
Umts 2000 an d 2010 ‘Compali‘ison‘e population and housing uni
e Rt _+s  data between rural areas and a few key
25000 et emreaeet vt rn o e ermeem e | dOWntown and village locations
categorized as ‘urban’ by the U.S.
20000 —onr e e s et s e | (Gensus Bureau illustrates that
i M N . . .
e residential settlement is occurring
. 19,199 . .
15000 g - more strongly in the rural
countryside than the historical
PUDURUSURUNI, s 3 -1~ IRV . 7. <] § U,
10000 17;864; centers.
S000 o e e e | e US Census defines “urban
(o e s+ e e e oo <t e cluster” areas to be densely
2000 2010 settled core areas (more than
e e e s e e e e el 1,000 persons per square mile) -
26

contlguous w1th moderately dense perlpheral nelghborhoods (more than 500 persons

DRAFT

Source: Census 2000, 2010
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SAFE AND AFFORDABLE HOUSING.

per square mile). The areas roughly approximating downtown Montpelier, Barre City,
2 Sputh Barre, Websterville, Graniteville, East Barre,
Figure 13: Urban Cluster Map ~ Williamstown village, Northfield village and Northfield
< ' Falls, Waterbury village and Waterbury Center

il
. 5 | are considered “urban clusters” by the US -
w Census,
3
9

Overall, Central Vermont has seen a 0.06%
population decrease in “urban clusters” between
0 | 2000-2010, and 2/449% increase in population
i | reslding in rure lg’éﬂi@%as. Figure 12 demonstrates
12 | how housingginiterowth in rural areas has
13 | occurred affaiastenisate since 2000 than in

« L S, R . :
14 urban C‘%;lvzls er’ areaty

A

15 "ﬁ{i{ i S,
16 | In@arre City, and the “uﬁbé‘ﬁz downtowns of
L ISR, i A Mont%?l%%r and Waterbury; ‘Eov.‘fc:;’“a_l population
- Source: Census 2000, 2010 decreased 6ver U %OOQ,%Q%EOIO decad&iiMortpelier also

' in ho ﬁsi?i‘?gifnts in its dov}ﬁt%ﬁm “urban
aw the \é{@ﬁ@%ﬁést increasd in the Region in total

e 2

&

percentage of tota(i\ ing, Fay ;;%ton saw‘ Thesr
followed by Roqury“(agsiygunitsjj%’ﬁd Cabot (189, units), each with a 22% increase in total

housing unifs,-These thigeitos He,.58W tﬁég@mos’c significant increases in population
P o ! : ‘Q{,%i"‘ % S : -

3
relal

" From 2000 to 2010 Wilhamétown, Moretown and Middlesex (in which a small portion is

included in the Barre-Montpelier cluster) saw 20% incréases in “urban cluster”
poptlation and 30% increase in housing units, ‘Barre Town, Williamstown, Berlin, and
Moretown have also increased their share of urban housing units and increased their
regional share of urban population. This growing contribution indicates possible infill
and densifying of residential development. '

Rural areas within Montpelier municipal boundaries, but outside of downtown
Montpelier, experienced a rural population increase of 61% and a rural housing unit

D o | Page 20
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increase of 68% from 2000 to 2010. With this trend, it should be noted that the.
boundaries of the Montpelier “urban cluster” contracted between 2000 and 2010,
changing the classification of some people and existing housing units from urban back
to rural.

All of these trends taken together demonstrate that municipalities outside of the historic
population centers are influencing the porifolio of residential development region wide,
Housing units and population in rural areas now make up a larger percentage of the total

‘housing stock than they did in 2000, and in decades past.

HOUSING FOR VULNERABLE POPULATIONS
Elderly in Need of Care

In 2015, the Washington County Housing Neg
(age 62+) residents and 835 eldeﬂy resﬂ 5

To provide for elderly residents r%%%eed of daily upp@rt»the county has }9 senior care
facilities with a total of 765 bedd# gﬁteen of theséﬁ“a‘g '%? residential care facilities and

four are nursing homes. Average up’a Gy rales a \1‘1 nursing home facilities stand

Table 4: Nursing Homes in Washlngton Colipty at 76.5% in 2015 according

Nursing Home ‘*@‘;& Numbg;;gﬁ@eéé « f@! the. Yfarmont'Dept. of
Berlin Health and RehaBilitation Yo, A Disabilities, Aging &

Mayo Healthcare, Infi. \‘\A;«, WSD 245k Independent Living.?

Rowan Courl: Health aﬁd{ﬁ’,hlab Centel 25] Surveys of 8 senior care
Si 26 | facilities conducted for the

Washington County Heusing

‘ Needs Assessment report a
29  3.5% vacancy rate at

Although the nursing home occupancy rate

The current availabﬂ,; y 3
to receive long term ] ém_e. Vermont’s Department of Disabilities, Aging and
Independent Living repotts that this is “evidenced by a contraction of the state’s
institutional capacity. [Between 1998 and 2010, 15%] of Vermont nursing facility beds
have closed...shifting care into the home and community-based system.”’

! Washington County Housing Needs Assessment. Bowen National Research, Vermont Dept. of Housing & Comimunity
Development. b accd.vermont.gov/sites/accd/files/Documents/stron communities/housing/18%20-

gnZOWashmgton%ZOM -363.pdf. 2015,

% Vermont Nursing Home Occuipancy by County Total and Medicald, Vermont Dept. of Disabllities, Aging & Independent Living,
hitp:/ /dail.vermont.gov/datl-publications/publications-monthly-reports/drs occup co, July 2015,

* Vermont Housing Finance Agency. 2010 Vermont Housing Needs Assessment.__—________°
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- The cost to the individual and the public system is a critical factor when planning for
elderly care housing. Base monthly fees for residential care in Washington County
starts at around $3,000 per month, and nursing care has a base monthly fee starting

near $8,699.
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KEY CHALLENGES AND TRENDS

RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT PATTERNS

Limitations on Public Utility (Sewer and Water) Infrastructure and Infill Capac:lty in Regional
&Town Centeys

Outdated public utility systems and land use regulations (LURs) in some municipalities
place constraints on the capacity of Regional and Town Géiters to achieve residential
infill. These factors also place constraints on economifs

wé‘_fcrufz’wtre ha%
' s;i liringe on the aml
plan for and create the re31den1:1a1 developﬁ%;%nt densmes in Region 5
that are envisioned, and that would support mef‘&e}gsed,rhouslng op’lzlons‘1 2

Mr

Measures should be taken and poh%feﬁ Sienacted to enstre that development Where

K
5 not a d1ff1§;1b.process And that existing

neededeap ac1t§d%§: f

lead and asbestos) ang ;el al plumbing and heatmg, coohng, and Ventllatlon
systems must often be] Bt ded, Owner occupied housing must be in comphance with
state and municipal codes when applying for permits for new construction. Allowing for
repairs and upgrades to existing housing stock to be affordable for developers cotld

provide much needed affordable housing in transportation efficient locations.

Scattered Rural Residential Development

Rural communities experiencing growth in housing development often feel that the rural
character of their community is threatened if the development is not guided

- ~ Page 2
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SAFE AND AFFORDABLE HOUSING

appropriately. Land use regulations that have not caught up o rural residential
development trends may allow compromising of scenic character or fragmehtation of
farms, forest or other natural resources. Trafflc and compromising of privacy are aiso
problematic, although improved regulations, site design, and access ordinances can
offer amelioration. Opposition to new housing limits bolstering of the tax base as well
as reducing options for growing families.

AFFORDABILITY

High Housing Costs for Low Income Homeowners an

housmg costs in all municipalities are corfg‘;%%gied unaffordable for &

making 80% of the county median income, Renter housmg
unaffordable for a household ma mg 80% of thes ',, e
municipalities. The trends of decrea househol
population in the Region and low v £

will lead to a tight market for rental ﬂ%gﬂmg Eff@;ts areT a

rate rental housing i ZLS?' pi!%'“ Ie‘vfor the eh%ngmg d

iretail trade make up 20.3% of jobs in Central
and Stowe area have high amounts of seasonal worker

The housing wage in® efon County is $18.90 and is $7 more than the average
renters wage in Vermontx toupled with the high costs of transportation in Central
Vermont, the cost of living for those making at or below the housing wage is very high
and unaffordable. Efforts should be made to increase the affordabie housing options
where seasonal and wage jobs are located. If there are more affordable housing options
near workplaces, workers could spend less money on transportation and have more
dispensable income for goods and services in the Region. An alternative would be to
reduce transportation costs for individuals.

D e ————— —
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Shortage of Subsidized Housing Units

If all of the estimated 9,864 of households making less than 80% of median income were
to" apply for subsidized rental housing in Washington County,' there would be an
estimated shortage of 8,066 subsidized rental units. As the number of people of
workforce age decreases in Central Vermont and the number of elderly increases,
Central Vermont is faced with both the need to provide affordable housing for the-
growing elderly population as well as provide affordable housing to atiract workforce
age people The waitlist for the Section 8 housing program,is estimated at two vears,

s
- While efforts fo expand the Section 8 voucher programfarerdone at the state and

‘5
national level, efforts to increase affordabie housm%«f@pmons through social programs,
developer incentives and density increases could! fui'ther\th availability of affordable
housing in the Regmn

All 23 municipalities in Central Vte:%iﬁ‘@ t have meﬂﬁ owner housing costf%ﬂexceeding
30% of the income of a household g #80% or le %E_'f the county median income and

two municipalities have median rente?“h

0sts g,_xcgedmg 30% of the incomg of a -
household making 80 ? 'of{%aunty mech _' : :

Q‘:%Gahon affordability: Over 25% of commuters
an‘\ZLS»%mles to Work Regmnal trends of

L
CHANGING DEMOGRAPHICS

Supply & Affordability of Assisted and Spedialized Care Facilities

As the 65+ age cohort grows quickly over just the next five years, it is uncertain
whether bringing nursing facility beds back online will provide an adeguate supi)ly of
specialized care. Residential care facilities have lower vacancy rates, indicating that
the demand for more of this type of housing may be even greater. Development of new
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SAFE AND AFFORDABLE HOUSING

facilities in such a short timeframe will take a focused effort. Regardless of adequate
supply, the cost to both the individual and the public system for these facilities is a
challenge. Elders sometimes delay transitioning to residential or nursing care which
they need or desire because of prohibitive costs. Providing necessary care outside of a
specialized environment can then be challenging for families and the medical system.

Strategies to Support Aging in Place

' N . =N e ’
To ensure that aging in place serves elders and their f%@gig,s and communities as

Tointeract the associated
e will need to maintain a

:\-m

e,

transportation, or rely on public a351stance ‘ayments, 1ncreasmg rehg’nce on the public
system Semors aging in p}ace also rlsk socia 15 '

i,

e‘e\;’éqmre

An increasing amount o gl éﬂy in Central Vermont are electing to age in place, this
trend could place a strain on the housing continuum in the coming years. If elderly are
not electing to downsize and move fo smaller homes or assisted care facilities, their
homes will not be on the market for younger families to purchase.

Average household size is prechcted to decrease slightly over the next five years, and

Central Vermont has had a consistently Jower household size than Vermont since 1990,
This indicates that the demand for, smaller homes could be amplifiedin Central Vermont
as compared to the state as a whole and is therefore more of a concern. Smaller homes
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Py »

(both by bedrooms and square footage) make up only a small portion of existing housing’
stock in Central Vermont. To meet the needs of younger generations and the trend of
decreasing household size, increasing the supnly of affordable, smaller houging units
will be needed in the next ten years.

Preparing for the Next Dem‘oﬁraphic Shift

 Meeling the dramalic increase in population of retirees ghnd élders with a large shift in

housing and infrastructure investment will have a legacy for following generations. The
generation to follow will be smaller in population and isi{;jgi é;ly tb have diff_érénfi housing
preferences or need less so of the same. Balaricihg preparation for the first
demographic shift with anticipation of the next Wl{ [6Wilong term investments to be
adaptable with long term returns.
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GOALS AND POLICIES

GUIDING PRINCIPLE:

Opportunities exist for safe, energy efficient, affordable anid accessible housing for al! types
of households in mixed-income neighborhoods.

RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT PATTERNS

and existing resources.

d maintained.

£

s nﬁli Investment achieves new residential

Policy: Invest in new residential and mixed= e

and mixed-use infill,

Action: Assist municipalitj€&s ts and structures:

greater density as discussed

iisb,0lder and historic buildings
houSI ng options.

‘Id promote landscape integrity, infrastructure
strong rura[ centers,

centers;

use planning tools such as;
o Conservation subdivision design
o Screening and landscaping provisions

o Provisions for protecting scenic vistas

e —————————————— —
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o OShared community sewer and water facilities

o Revised road and curbh cut ordinances -

o Transfer of development rights

o Overlay districts (conservation, agricultural eoils, lcultural resources)

Policy: Maximum densities allowed by local regulations should be consistent with the overall
vision of the municipality.

Action: Assist municipalities to:

o adopt land use regulations that cong
centers, downtown and village c:’ﬁé
can be made or is available, andéefher areas Where>

desired. This may mclude gé%%ty bonuses and lowe;\
and Transfer of Development ngil ts

housmg growth is

X9

of impact fees

Policy: Existing infrastrueturéb
residential development.

Policyi

AFFORDABILITY

Goal: Housing options exist for crent and foture residents regardless of income.

Policy: Development projects incorporate affordable housing.
Action: Assist municipalities to:

e meet future market demand for smaller square footage units, especially
where water and/or sewer infrastructure exist;




10
11

12

13

i4

i5
16

17
18

19
20

21
22

3
24

25

26
27

SAFE AND AFFORDABLE HOUSING

s evaluate and incorporate tools that facilitate affordable and equitable

housing;
Policy: Increase the amount énd quality of rental housing.
Action: Assist municipalities to:
» develop or augment housing revolving loan funds;

e create local rental codes, as desired;

e'affordable options for
Ily feasible,

Policy: Support development of subsidized housing to ens'
households for which non subsidized housing is not fin

Action: Assist municipalities to developnd tnainta bsidized housing.

&

Policy: Support and facilitale development Q(%ffordab]e housing optlons by the private .

market.

sec ﬂl?éwnﬂ]

Action: Review pal plans 1o assure housing elements identify issues
related to affordability such as transportation costs.

Policy: Promote general understanding of housing affordability issues.

velo ei:" sh;all coordlnate with pubhc transit agenmes regarding

Action: Facilitate collaboration between municipalities and potential partners for

. affordable housing development.

Page 30




10
11
12

14

15

16
17

18
9
20

21
22
23

24
25

26
27

28
29

30

SAFE AND AFFORDABLE HOUSING : .-

Action: Bducate landlords, tenants, homeowners, developers and municipalities to
reduce barriers to housing accessibility, affordabﬂlty, quality, etc. through
activities such as:

o updating “The Central Vermont Housing Resource Guide”, as needed.

o Co-hosting workshops and learning opportunities on topics related to
housing affordability including financing. :

.

CHANGING DEMOGRAPHICS

Policy: Public pnllcy and investment should gfg% ort a vanety of op % for elders to age in
thelr community. Prlority for public fundmg shall go to projects loca‘te\:gijgﬂ.jglthin regional and

town centers to incréasé access to serwces. Q’% 3:: i

ém’n
| [OLE)

live on their own.

A il &'x M

Policy: Suppurtintegti | of*alternatlve!: i

ify the "pemflc types of housing most needed by
ddress%mse needs.

#;5
- @“fr‘

Action: CVRPC shall'review development proposals for compliance with this policy.
Policy: Consider a 50 year planning horizon when planning for changing demographics.

Action! CVRPC will monitor demographic cycles, populatmn growth, housmg development
and market trends. . :
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DEFINITIONS
"Affordable housing” means either of the following (24 V.S.A. § 4303):

(A) Housing that is owned by its inhabitants whose gross annual household
income does not exceed 80 percent of the county median income, or 80 percent
.of the standard metropolitan statistical area income if the municipality is located
in such an area, as defined by the United States Department of Housing and
Urban Development, and the fotal annual cost of the housing, including principal,
ton fees is not more than 30

interest, taxes, msurance, and condominium as
. #~:
percent of the household’s gross annual inco

(B) Housing that is rented by its inhabitants4vhose i S.E :annual household

income does not exceed 80 percent he county mgamn'»mcome or 80 percent

of the standard metropohtan stahsbf&ﬁ;rea income 1f the‘mumc:lpahty is located
. in such an area, as defined by the Un t%‘d Siates Department o __Hg)usmg and

%jng rent
1ot more than 30 percent of the

Census Blocks: Census blocks, the smallest geographic afea for whilch the Bureau of the
Census c¢ollects and tabulates decennial census data, are formed by streets, roads,
railroads, streams and other bodies of water, other visible physical and cultural
features, and the legal boundaries shown on Census Bureau maps. (U.S. Census Bureau)

Complete kitchen facilities: A housing unit has complete kitchen facili'ties when it has all
of the following: (1) kitchen sink; (2) burners, cook stove, or microwave oven; and (3)
refrigerator. These terms are further defined below- the vacant unit, lacking a
refrigerator, has an incomplete kitchen. (U.S. Census Bureau)
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SAFE AND AFFORDABLE HOUSING

Occupied housing units. A housing unit is classified as occupied if there is at least.one
person who lives in the unit as a usual resident at the time of the interview, or if the
occupants are only temporarily absent, for example, on vacation. However, if the unit is
occupied entirely by people with a usual residence elsewhere, the unit is classified as
vacant, (U.S, Census Bureatr)

2000 Census “Urban”: For Census 2000, the Census Bureau classifies as "urban” all
terrifory, population, and housing units located within an urbanized area (UA) or an
urban cluster (UC). It delineates UA and UC boundaries toiencompass densely settled
territory, which consists of:

« ‘core census block groups or blocks that hy
1,000 people per square mile and;
= surrounding census blocks that haveé%l} verall densityhat
square mile. In addition, under ceridi e

Ay i
condmons, less denge

2010 Census “Urhan”: For the 2010308k |
settled core of census tracts and/on: %%15\1%%?5 Iocks tha :

density requirements, alo g with adjatent tern ey, contammg non-residential wrban
: ith low pmulatuggiéﬁ Gnsity inc ded to link outlying

ﬁ?%gfcor g%‘UiZS Census Bureauw)

Homeowner vacatcy rate Is 1 the proporuon of the homeowner inventory that is vacant -

T eet minimumn population

land uses as well as
densely settled teﬁi’*

or sale " It tis computed by d1v1d1ng the total number of vacant units "for sale only" by

TEEREERs

the sum of owner~occup1ed umts Vacant umts that are “for sale only," and vacant units

e

that ha“\fe heen sold but not yet occupled, and then multiplying by 100. (U.S. Census
Bureats)

3
@ gbmplete i%;mbing facilities means housing have hot and cold piped
water as well as d 2 bathtub or shower. For units with less than two full
bathrooms, the facilit only counted if they are for the exclusive use of the
occupants of the unit. Plumbing facilities need not be in the same room. Lacking some
plumbing facilities or having no plumbing facilities for exclusive use means that the
housing unit does not have all three specified plumbing facilities (hot and cold—piped
water, flush toilet, and bathtub or shower) inside the housing unit, or that the toilet or
bathing facilities are also for the use of the oc'cupants of other housing units. (U.S.

Censtus Bureaw)

Rental vacancy rate is the proportion of the rental inventory that is vacant "for rent." It
is computed by dividing the total number of vacant units "for rent” by the sum of the
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SAFE AND AFFORDABLE HOUSING

renter—occupied units, vacant units that are "for rent," and vacant units that have been
rented but not yet occupied; and then multiplying by 100. (U.S. Census Bureau)

Residential Care Homes - State—licensed group living arrangements designed to meet
the needs of people who cannot live independently but usually do not require the type
of care provided in a nursing home. When required, residents are assisted with daily
activities such as eating, walking, toileting, bathing, and dressing,” Daily rates at
residential care homes are usually less than rates at nursing homes. (U.S. Census
Bureau) i

o
E’*’}’mon 8 EXls’nn

to help eligible fam1hes live in saf'e;‘

program and the period! iitie the farmily bas to locate suitable housing. {(Vermont State
Housing Authority, www.¥sha.org)

Seasonal units, These units are intended by the owner to be occupied during only
certain seasons of the year. They are not anyone’s usual residence. A seasonal unit
may be used in more than one season, for example, for both summer and winter sports.
(U.S. Census Burcauw)

Selected Monthly Owner Costs — Selected monthly owner costs are the sum of payments
for mortgages, deeds of trust, contracts to purchase, or similar debts on the property -
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SAFE AND AFFORDABLE HOUSING

(including payments for the first mortgage, second mortgages, home equity loans, and
other junior mortgages); real estate taxes; fire, hazard, and flood insurance on the
property; utilities (electricity, gas, and water and sewer); and fuels (oil, coal, kerosene,
wood, etc.). It also includes, where appropriate, the monthly condominium fee for
condominiums and mobile home costs (personal property taxes, site rent, registration
fees, and license fees). Selected monthly owner costs were tabulated for &dll ownér-
accupied units, and usually are shown separately for units “with a mortgage” and for
units “not mortgaged.” (UJ.S. Census Buréau) ’ '

Subsidized housing: subsidized housing is used when descrlbmg housing that has rental
assistance. That is, housing where all or a portmn of the occupants monthly housmg

- cost is paid for directly by the government. An example of this is Section 8 housmg

L NS

ouchers, where a renter only pays the poruon of the rent that is determined to ba
affordable to them based on their income. ‘\(WWW affordablehousmgonhne com)

Urban Area To qualify as an urban area, the®
must éncompass at least 2,500 pe@%}e at Ieas\;:ﬂ\" ! -OO
Institutional group quarters, .

The Cengus Bureau 1dent1f1es two types of urban areas:
EE i
. Urbanized Areas (UAs) A statistical ‘geographic entity consisting of a
densely settled core created from census tracts or blocks and
contiguous qualifying territory that together have a minimum
population of at least 50,000 persons.
- Urban Clusters (UCs) A statistical geographic entity consisting of a
densely settled core created from census tracts or blocks and
contiguous qualifving territory that together have at least 2,600
persons bitt fewér than 50,000 persons. (U.S, Census Bureau) .
*Vermont only has Urban Cluster classification

Urban Cluster Delineation: The Census Bureau will begin the delinsation process by
identifying and ageregating contiguous census tracls, each having a land area of less
than three square miles and a population density of at least 1,000 ppsm. After the initial
urban area core with a population density of 1,000 ppsm or more is identified, additional
census tracts with a land area less than three square miles and with a population
density of at least 500 ppsm will be included if copligugns fo any gualifying census
tracts, If a gualifying census lract does not e;asz‘ theﬂ ong or more contiguous census
blocks that have a population density of at least 1,000 ppsm are identified and
aggregated. A census block is included in the inilial urban area core If it is contiguous to
other qualifying territory, and a) Has a population density of at least 500 ppsm, or b) At
least one—third of the census block consists of territory with a level of imperviousness
of at least twenly percent,5 and is compact in nature as defined by a shape index. A
census block is considered compact when the shape index is at feast 0.185 using the
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following formula: I = 4zA/P2 where I is the shape Index, A Is the area of the block, and
P is the perimeter of the block, or c¢. At least one—third of the census block consists of
territory with a level of imperviousness of at leasi twenty percent, and at least forty

" percent of Ifs boundary is contiguons with qualifying territory”

(httpfwrvwwi.census. gov/geo/pdfs/reference/fedreg/fedregvronl 64, pdf, )

(3) Adoption of 500 persons per square mile (ppsm) as the density crilerion for
recognizing some types of urban territory. The Census Bureau adopted a 500 ppsm
population density threshold at the same time that if adopted its automated urban area
delineation methodology, This ensured that census blocks that might contain a mix of
residential and nonresidential urban nses, but might not have a population density of at
least 1,000 ppsm, could qualify for inclusion in an urban area. For the 1990 Census,
geographers could interactively modify analysis units to include census blocks with low
population density that might contain nonresidential urban uses, while still achieving an
overall population density of at Jeast 1,000 ppsm. Adoption of the lower density
threshold facilitated use of the automated urban area delineation methodology, and
provided for comparability Wth the 1980 methodology. This change did not result in
substantial increases to the extent of urban areas.
(hitpifwwwi.census.gov/geo/pdls/reference/fedres/fedregvy6nl 64, pdt)

Two poprdation density thresholds are used in the delineation of urban areas: 1,000
persons per square mile (ppsm) and 500 ppsm. The higher threshold is consistent with
population density criteria used in the 1960 Census through 1990 Census urban area
delineation processes, it is used to identify the starting point for de]meatwﬂ of
indrvidual, potential urban areas and ensures that each urban area contains a densely
settled core area that is consistent with previous decades’ delineations. The lower
threshold was adopted for the Census 2000 process when the Censiis Burcau adopted
an automated delinealion methodology; it provides that additional territory that may
contain a mix of residential and nonresidential urban uses can qualily for inclusion in an
urban area. (http//Wwwws.census. 40 V/geo/pdfs/rej‘ferenceﬁedregé‘edregv?ﬁnJ 64, pdf)

occupants have
Census Bureaw)

METHODOLOGY FOR HOUSING AND TRANSPORTATION:

Transportation costs for jobs were calculated by using On the Map Distance to Work

“(from Longitudinal Employer—-Household Dynamics, U.S. Census Bureaw) data which

measures miles traveled to work from and individuals home census block to their work
census block. Total average miles traveled for jobs in each municipality was divided by
the total nwmber of primary jobs per municipality to find average total miles travel per

, e ——— T — e —
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1 job per trip (two trips per day). That distance to work per job was multiplied by the

2 average numbeér of workers per household (taken from the US Census) and by the

3 number of visits to work per vear (502 visits). This number was added to data taken

4 from the 2009 Household Travel Survey which breaks non—work trips into eight

5  categories; School/Daycare/Religious Activity, Medical/Dental Services,

6  Shopping/Brrands, Social/Recreational, Family personal business/obligations, Transport
7  some, Meals, Other, Miles traveled for each trip were average reported values from

8  households that responded io the 2009 Houschold Travel Survey. The sample size was
8 d while this is a small

lie best available data to

126 households in Washington County and 66 in Orange 4
10  percentage of total households in the region, it prowd
11 accurately inform this model of affordability.

12 APPENDIX:

13 Table 6: Median Renter Houslng Costs as a Perceﬁg

14 County Median Income (CMI)

' of Tncome for a Househg]d Farning 80% of

Munidpality Percent of income a ¢, Percent:_a' Income a
household making 89,2% ; household making 80% of
of CMI would spend ofi; CMI would spend on

rental housing
I A 23.2%

i A §Washingt0n | 22.8%

Worchester "i%k« ﬁ WAt Buny 22.0%

[Fast Monipelier ; Calais & 20.9%

Duxbury Plainfield 20,9%

Moretown Cabot 20.2%

Middlesex . 2 3| Barre City 20,2%

2] Barre Town 20,1%
Marshfield 20.1%
Northfield 19.8%
Woodbury 17.6%
Warren 16.8%

15

16 Table 7: Median Ownerk as a Percentage of Income for a Household Earning 80% of

17 County Median Income

Munidpality Percent of Incomne a Municipality Percent of income a
‘ household making 80% i v household making 80% of
of CMI would spend on CMI would spend on

owner costs for housing
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Central Vermont Regional Planning Commiission

MEMORANDUM

TO: Central Vermont Regional Planning Commission
FROM: Eric Vorwald, AICP
Senior Planner
RE: Regional Plan Update Schedule
DATE: April 12,2016

The purpose of this memo is to provide the Central Vermont Regional Planning Commission with
information on the schedule for updating the Central Vermont Regional Plan, For the past several months
staff has discussed this process with the Executive Committee and identified three options, These options
include:

1. Re-adoption of the 2008 Central Vermont Regional Plan as Amended (thru October 13, 2015)

2. Re-adoption of the 2008 Central Vermont Regional Plan as Amended (thru October 13, 2015) and
incorporate any elements that were updated or developed as part of Plan Central Vermont?

3. Completion of all remaining elements and adoption of Plan Central Vermont®

After continued discussions with the Executive Committee, it was determined that option one as noted
above would be the most appropriate way to proceed. Several factors that were discussed regarding this
decision include current staff workloads; time needed for advertisements and warning of public meetings;
and the impending expiration of the current regional plan. For reference, the 2008 Central Vermont
Regional Plan expires September 9, 2016.

Additionally, staff will begin work on a regional energy plan through funding from the Department of
Public Service. The regional energy plan will include information regarding types of renewable energy
sources appropriate for the region, siting of renewable energy resources, and the regional share of energy

! Amendments to the 2008 Central Vermont Regional Plan were completed based on an independent review of the plan that
evaluated consistency with state statute. These amendments included revisions to Wilities, Facilities, & Services; Economic
Development; Land Use; and the Future Land Use Map. This is the plan that is currently in effect,

% Elements that have been completed and approved by the Commission for Plan Central Vermont include Health and
Community; Transportation; Environmental and Natural Resources; and Strong and Diverse LBconomy. A consistency review
would also be required with this option,

? Remaining clements to be written and reviewed for Plan Central Vermont include Energy; Implementation; stalement of
compatibility; key challenges and trends narrative for Utilitics, Facilities, and Services; possible updates to Land Use; and an
overall consistency review.

29 Main Street Suite 4 Montpelier Vermont 05602
802-229-0389 E Mail: CYRPC@CVRegion.com




