Central Vermont Regional Planning Commission
February 10, 2015

Draft Minutes
Present were:
Barre City:  Janet Shatney



Plainfield:  David Strong






       

Robert Atchinson-absent
Barre Town: Byron Atwood-absent
Roxbury:   David McShane-absent
Mark Nicholson-absent      
Waitsfield:  Don La Haye



Harrison Snapp-absent
Berlin: Bob Wernecke
Warren: Craig Klofach-absent
Cabot: Dick Payne

Dan Raddock - absent
Calais:
Washington: 
Gary Winders-absent
Duxbury: Brian Fitzgerald
Waterbury:  Steve Lotspeich
East Montpelier: Julie Potter
Williamstown: Larry Hebert-absent
                    Tim Carver
Woodbury:
Fayston:  Carol Chamberlin



Worcester:  Bill Arrand
Marshfield:  
Middlesex: Ronald Krauth
Montpelier: Tina Ruth

        Kim Cheney-absent
Moretown:    Dara Torre
Northfield:  Laura Hill-Eubanks
Orange: George Malek-absent
Staff: S. Sinclair, L. Emery, K. McKee, G. Aloisio, E. Nosse-Leirer, D. Currier
Others:  S. Andersen, Central VT Economic Development Corporation; P. Emery, Plainfield
The meeting was called to order at 7:05 p.m.
The minutes of the January 13, 2015 CVRPC meeting were accepted as written.
Staff Report Additions:   S. Sinclair introduced CVRPC's new Assistant Planner, Gail Aloisio, and welcomed her as a member of the CVRPC staff.  K. McKee reported on the latest Act 250 and Section 248 projects, including:  Kohl's at the Berlin Mall which is in conformance with the Regional Plan; VTel Tower, Fayston-received the 45 day notice, Project Review Committee met and felt that the tower location did not meet the Regional Plan objectives and was not meeting a communication need. These comments were forwarded to the applicant.  D. Currier reported on the status of the VERI (Vermont Economic Resiliency Initiative) project which had been placed on hold for a month while issues with the funding agency (Federal Economic Development Administration) by the grant recipient were worked out.  The second public forum is being planned for either April 13 or April 16 depending on the schedules of the Barre City and Barre Town officials that are involved.  K. McKee noted that the Central VT Food Systems Council is holding a workshop on February 12 on the sustainability of food for your community.
Central Vermont Economic Development Corporation:  S. Andersen reported on the work of CVEDC and the Community Development Disaster Recovery grants for businesses with unmet needs, that a workshop is being held March 25 on employee ownership options, and that "Makers Day" at the State House is March 19 with a focus on 3-D imaging manufacturing.

Town Plan Review Committee:  The Town of Fayston has requested that their 2014 Town Plan, recently adopted, be considered by the Regional Commission for approval.  G. Aloisio noted that the Committee is comprised of five people, but that Commissioners from adjoining towns could be added for the review if they so wished.  Dara Torre of Moretown volunteered to participate on the Committee. Carol Chamberlin of Fayston will be representing the Fayston Planning Commission at the Committee review which is scheduled for Thursday, March 5, 2015, at 4:00 p.m. at CVRPC's office.

Review of the Environment and Natural Resources Element for the Regional Plan:    K. McKee led the discussion on the element noting that the working group and the Regional Plan Draft Review Committee spent considerable time providing input and discussing the various natural resources in the Region and how they interface with each other, with land use, and with the economy.  The larger Profile document will serve as an appendix to the Regional Plan whereas the shorter narrative with the goals, policies and strategies will comprise the Environment and Natural Resources Element.  Both the Profile and the Element contain the same goals, policies, and strategies.  

Staff and the Committee identified the key issues and trends and developed the goals, policies and strategies based on that work. The culmination of this work was then reviewed with the Regional Plan Draft Review Committee.  The Element contains a section on Water Resources noting the watershed resources that are in the Region.  It was commented that the majority of the Region is within the Winooski River watershed and we should focus our efforts there where we would have more impact.  It was also noted that discussion in the Plan should focus on the positive rather than just on what's been lost.

It also contains a section on Forestry.  Discussion pointed out that some of the data in the appendix should be included in the Element in order to give more context to the goals, policies and strategies. 

 In Goal 1, Policy 2, Strategy K  under surface and groundwater resources, the two sentences seem to be in conflict with one another.  The removal of dams from rivers and streams is too broad and neglects where dams are being used for power generation, for instance.  Perhaps the sentence should be reworded to address dams that are unsafe or no longer useful.  This section does not seem to discuss flood control, or lakes and ponds.

It was queried whether the entire Element should be included in the Plan since the longer version is more comprehensive.  The inventory and maps could be the appendix instead.  Staff agreed to review what could be modified to fewer pages. One of the reasons for the more complete Profile being an appendix is the length its inclusion would make the Plan.   Staff will be creating a two page "executive" summary of each element and that could be coupled with the goals, policies, and strategies if warranted.  It was suggested that the shorter document could be shortened and be the review piece for those who do not want to read the complete document.  
The next section is Air Quality.  It was noted that neither document makes it clear that there are no air monitoring stations in Central Vermont, and that the wording of  Goal 5, page 10, on air quality may need to be reworked.  

Returning to Goal 1, policy 2, strategy j,  the Profile and Element we are discussing does not discuss brownfields.  Is there something more in another element, and if so, shouldn't the strategy on brownfields be in that element?  Brownfields are not a natural resource and perhaps belong in the economic development element.
It was queried whether there was data available on abandoned railroad beds and it was noted that the only truly abandoned railroad bed is the Plainfield-Marshfield stretch.  If that's the case, it was suggested that "former" be substituted for "abandoned" railroad beds since they aren't actually abandoned.

Regarding Flood Resilience, the Element (shorter document) doesn't need to include the technical data since it's in the Profile (appendix).  The section would be more readable and the reader could be referred to the appendix.  It would be good to have more discussion about the tools for flood resilience, such as the local hazard mitigation plan and grants and the Community Rating System.  

The graphs and data are helpful to local officials when working on their town plans.  Should these be in the Element or in the appendix to be more easily accessed?

It was noted that the 2008 Regional Plan has a paragraph about property rights; shouldn't this be included in the 2016 Plan, as well?  It was noted that tonight we are reviewing one element of the Plan and not the entire Plan in which this statement might belong.
Regarding goal 2, mitigation of and adaptation to flooding in the Region on page 3 of the Element, it seems quite long.  Could some of the goals and strategies be part of the discussion instead?
Overall, the Element recognizes protecting wildlife habitats, but is there sufficient data for all areas of the Region to be more specific?  It was noted that zoning can be used as a tool to protect habitat corridors and that this should be listed as a tool in Goal 3, Policy 18, strategy a.
With Goal 4, the USDA is very helpful as a resource for forest management.  We should make the link between property owners and public and private resources.

Goal 6, Policy 31, Strategy d, do we need to say "wherever feasible"?  We should identify the factors that should be considered, such as costs, etc.  Line energy loss is greater in lines installed underground, and is having lines undeground appropriate for line corridors?  Do we mean distribution lines or also transmission lines?  Not everything can be made aesthetically pleasing.  We could delete the second sentence of Strategy d, or we could leave it in so that the strategy is strong enough for Public Service Board testimony.  There was consensus to edit the strategy to mean distribution lines and not transmission lines.   It would also be useful to talk with regulators about line energy loss.
The Element wraps up with Recreational Opportunities in the Region.  

It was queried whether we should approve this element contingent on staff making the suggested changes or wait until the changes are made.  The changes are not necessarily substantial.   A preference was stated to approve the document once it is edited and to have staff bring the element back to the Commission at the March meeting, if possible.

Future Land Use Map:  The planning areas contained on the map are looking at what's on the land---from the ground up.  In resource areas, development should be minimized.  It was noted that there's more to Joe's Pond in Cabot than what the map shows. Staff will look at the topo for comparison.
Route 2 in Moretown contains existing businesses (Grow Compost and Moretown Landfill) that are not generally allowed in a rural residential area.  It's zoned by the Town of Moretown as commercial because of the existence of those businesses.  Zoning was taken into account in the development of the future land use map as was the fact that many towns do not have their own future land use map and will be looking for regional guidance.

It was asked if we know what the future of Route 2 is between East Montpelier and Plainfield, and was transportation access to Class 3 roads taken into account in the development of the map?

The rural residential designation in Middlesex near the interstate interchange is based on what factors?  The major factor is density of existing development and the avoidance of sprawl.  It was noted that the parcel at the intersection of the I-89 interchange and Center Road has been purchased and is being considered for commercial development, but it's not shown on the map as a commercial area.
After further discussion, it was agreed that staff will have the map reflect more of the existing land uses and have the Regional Plan Draft Review Committee review the map.  The future land use map is on our web site if people want to look at a version of the map on which they could zoom in to get a closer look at an area.  

Executive Director Search Committee: Applications for the position have been received and we will be receiving more for the Committee members to review.
Next CVRPC Meeting:  The next Commission meeting is scheduled for Tuesday, March 10, 2015.
The meeting was adjourned at 9:02 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,
 Laurie Emery


