
 

 

Chittenden County Regional Planning Commission 1 
Executive Committee 2 

Meeting Minutes 3 
DRAFT 4 

Date:  Wednesday, June 3, 2015 5 
Time:  5:45 p.m. 6 
Place:  CCRPC Offices; 110 West Canal Street; Suite 202, Winooski, VT   05404 7 
Present: Andy Montroll, Chair   Chris Roy, Vice-Chair 8 
  Debra Kobus, Secretary-Treasurer John Zicconi, At-Large 9 
  Lou Mossey, Immediate Past Chair 10 
Staff:  Charlie Baker, Executive Director Regina Mahony, Planning Program Manager 11 
  Eleni Churchill, Trans, Program Mgr. Christine Forde, Sr. Transportation Planner 12 

Forest Cohen, Business Manager Bernadette Ferenc, Trans. Business Manager 13 
Others:  Jim Donovan, Charlotte RPC rep  Fritz Tegatz, Charlotte Selectboard 14 
  Betsy Tegatz, Charlotte Lister  Dawn Francis, Colchester Town Manager 15 
 16 
The meeting was called to order at 5:45 p.m. by the chair, Andy Montroll.   17 
 18 
1.  Changes to the Agenda; Members’ Items:  There were no changes to the agenda. 19 
 20 
2.  Approval of May 6, 2015 Executive Committee Meeting Minutes.  DEBRA KOBUS MADE A MOTION, 21 
SECONDED BY LOU MOSSEY TO APPROVE THE MINUTES OF THE MAY 6, 2015 EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 22 
MEETING.  MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 23 
 24 
3.  Act 250 & Sec.248 Applications. 25 

a. TDI New England.   Charlie noted that at the last board meeting we discussed the issue of taxing 26 
the power lines under the lake, as TDI doesn’t believe those lines are taxable.  Prior to that 27 
meeting, we met with Addison and Northwest RPC and decided to talk to our member 28 
municipalities to see how they feel.  We believe about 15 communities (four in Chittenden 29 
County) will be affected.  TDI estimates that their property tax would be $7.5 million per year for 30 
the transmission lines going over land.  Since about two-thirds of the lines will be under water, 31 
the tax revenue could be substantially higher.  We are at a point now where we decide what we 32 
say to the Public Service Board (PSB).  Next week is the deadline for testimony and the CCRPC 33 
doesn’t feel we have expertise in this.  We do have intervener status so we could be of help to 34 
our communities.  Addison County has decided to weigh in on this.  Charlie noted that after 35 
meeting with Andy and Chris yesterday, we decided to prepare a letter to PSB with our concerns 36 
over TDI’s position that municipalities won’t be imposing property tax on the cables within Lake 37 
Champlain.  Andy noted that the PSB doesn’t have the authority to oversee any taxation but we 38 
thought it was important for them to know that the municipalities may want to have taxation 39 
authority.  Chris Roy said the PSB evaluates economic issues.  As an RPC we don’t have to be 40 
driving this and are doing this on behalf of our communities, so they need to determine interest.  41 
Our idea is to bring this up to those communities.  He talked about municipal boundaries and 42 
taxation.  South Hero and Grand Isle have clear statutory authority to tax lines under the lake.  43 
Some municipalities already have their borders that extend to the New York shore, other stop at 44 
water line.  Different towns have different arguments and issues.  Regina had researched town 45 
charters on local websites, but was unable to find “corporate limits” defined in any of the 46 
charters.  Chris said they’d have to be researched at the state archives in Middlesex.  When Lou 47 
asked if the communities knew about this, Charlie noted that that was the purpose of this 48 
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meeting.  Transmission lines are taxable, so if they are in Milton, they could be taxed.  Chris Roy 1 
feels there is no urgency because the Certificate of Public Good (CoPG) hasn’t been issued.  John 2 
Zicconi said according to one Shelburne lister there is not an issue since there is nothing there 3 
yet.  They could wait and send a tax bill once it’s built and see what happens.  John feels we can 4 
let the PSB be aware of this and let them write whatever they want into the CoPG.  He feels the 5 
RPC should remain involved because we have a relationship with other RPC’s and therefore the 6 
municipalities.   Jim Donovan feels the towns have to resolve the issue of corporate boundaries 7 
before they try to do anything.  Chris noted it varies greatly because land grants were done in 8 
various ways, so charters were written different ways.  Jim feels it would be good for the RPCs 9 
to let their municipalities know they need to determine where their corporate boundaries are.  10 
We could do the work now to be ready for when the line is built and this comes into play.  Dawn 11 
Francis expressed appreciation to the RPCs to be sure we have coordinated responses.  The 12 
legislative option is there if needed to extend community boundaries across the lake.  She feels 13 
we should continue a coordinated approach with the other RPCs.  Discussion ensued about what 14 
the tax department’s take on this is.  Andy feels they don’t have a say because it’s on the 15 
municipality.  Andy and Chris suggested some language changes in the letter to the PSB, which 16 
will get incorporated.  Jim Donovan noted there were many concerns from our board and asked 17 
if those had been addressed.  Charlie said TDI responded to all of our questions.  Andy said once 18 
the pre-filed testimony is in, we will review it to see if we have additional comments.  Charlie 19 
noted that Addison County is looking to see of any of their listers will submit testimony saying 20 
that they would tax the lines under water.  Dawn said the only other concern is whether taking 21 
ownership of something in the lake would create other legal issues.  LOU MOSSEY MADE A 22 
MOTION TO AUTHORIZE CHARLIE BAKER TO SIGN THE LETTER WITH REVISIONS MADE TONIGHT.  23 
JOHN ZICCONI SECONDED AND THE MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.  John said the message 24 
he’d like to leave from Shelburne is that they’re just beginning to think about this and once we 25 
take action, we should band together. 26 
 27 
CHRIS ROY MADE A MOTION, SECONDED BY JOHN ZICCONI, TO ADD A NEW ACT 250 28 
APPLICATION TO THE AGENDA.   MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 29 

b. Town of Colchester – Airport Park, application #40722-5.   This is an application for renovation 30 
or replacement of an existing building at Airport Park in Colchester.  We had no issues with the 31 
project.  LOU MOSSEY MADE A MOTION, SECONDED BY JOHN ZICCONI, TO APPROVE THE 32 
LETTER TO THE D.E.C.  MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 33 

 34 
4,  Draft FY16-19 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP).  Charlie noted that although the Executive 35 
Committee (EC) has not taken action on this in previous years, we decided that it should go to the EC 36 
before it goes to the board.  Our bylaws indicate that the duties of the EC include “to determine, 37 
recommend and transmit to the CCRPC for approval all recommendations concerning public policy and 38 
plan recommendations forthcoming form the CCRPC program, which affect the Chittenden County 39 
region and its individual constituent cities and towns.”  JOHN ZICCONI MADE A MOTION, SECONDED BY 40 
CHRIS ROY, TO FORWARD THE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP) AS PROPOSED BY THE 41 
TRANSPORTATION ADVISORY COMMITTEE TO THE BOARD IN JUNE AND RECOMMEND THEY WARN A 42 
PUBLIC HEARING FOR THEIR JULY MEETING.  MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.   43 
 44 
Charlie said we’re starting to look at all of the work we’ve done with the communities such as scoping 45 
and corridor studies to find a way to tell the story of how projects move through the funding program.  46 
There are a lot more projects that came from the Circ process that are not yet in the TIP.  We don’t have 47 
a way to recommend our project priorities to VTrans.  He said the Amy Bell noted that VTrans has been 48 
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looking at their project development system to see how it can be improved and that we should 1 
coordinate on the effort.  Basically, we would like to develop a process to prioritize all potential projects 2 
in Chittenden County to determine the order of importance.  Right now the Project Prioritization that 3 
we do annually is only to prioritize the projects proposed for the capital program by VTrans.  We’re 4 
talking about more of a priority list before projects go into the TIP.  It was noted that bridges and paving 5 
projects are already prioritized based on quantitative factors and that probably wouldn’t change.  It’s 6 
the rest of the projects that are left that we want to prioritize.  Lou said there are projects in each 7 
municipality that would help them with their part of the system work and we need to find a way to 8 
prioritize regional projects.  Christine has put together a list of scoping projects since 1999.  Eleni will 9 
look at corridor studies and add the list of projects from those studies to the list and then we can 10 
determine a process to prioritize them.    11 
 12 
5.  Chair/Executive Director’s Report: 13 

a.  Water Advisory Committee.  Charlie said we talked to the TAC about the water advisory 14 
committee that we discussed that would combine the StreamTeam and Regional Stormwater 15 
Education Program (RSEP) committees for the MS 4 towns into a combined urban and rural group 16 
on water quality issues.  The TAC thought that it might be best to have a separate water advisory 17 
committee to be sure the community could appoint the correct person.  They suggested we 18 
piggyback those meetings to follow the TAC meeting, so that if members were on both committees, 19 
they wouldn’t have to come back for a separate meeting.  It was noted that a lot of water projects 20 
would be road related anyway.  Charlie asked if we should pilot the idea first and then wait to be 21 
sure it works before we amend the bylaws.  Members agreed that was the way to go, since the 22 
amendment process could take a while. Staff will develop a merger agreement for the two existing 23 
committees, outline the process for appointment of representatives, a committee charge, and pass 24 
it through the stormwater folks and the TAC.  Right now we have two separate MOU’s with Stream 25 
Team and RSEP and towns are billed annually for each group. 26 
b.  CCRPC Website.  Charlie noted that we’ve received 24 really good proposals (many of them local 27 
firms) to update our website.  A staff committee reviewed them and has narrowed it to a short list.  28 
We will be holding interviews of the three firms next Friday (June 12).  Charlie asked for a volunteer 29 
from the Executive Committee to participate in those interviews.  John Zicconi volunteered.   30 
 31 
6.  Agenda Review – Annual Meeting – June 17th.  Members reviewed the agenda.  JOHN ZICCONI 32 
MADE A MOTION, SECONDED BY DEBRA KOBUS TO APPROVE THE AGENDA.  MOTION CARRIED 33 
UNANIMOUSLY. 34 
 35 
7.  Other Business.  There was none. 36 
 37 
8.  Executive Session to discussion personnel matters.  JOHN ZICCONI MADE A MOTION, SECONDED 38 
BY DEBRA KOBUS, TO GO INTO EXECUTIVE SESSION AT 6:40 P.M. TO DISCUSS PERSONNEL MATTERS.  39 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.  Forest was asked to stay. 40 
 41 
DEBRA KOBUS MADE A MOTION, SECONDED BY CHRIS ROY, TO COME OUT OF EXECUTIVE SESSION 42 
AT 7:22 P.M.  MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 43 
 44 
CHRIS ROY MADE A MOTION, SECONDED BY LOU MOSSEY, THAT THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 45 
APPROVE THE PERSONNEL MEMO AS AMENDED AND RECOGNIZE EMPLOYEE ACHIEVEMENT AND 46 
AUTHORIZES THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO SPEND UP TO 100% OF THE FY16 SALARY BUDGET AS 47 
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DETERMINED BY THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR FOR STAFF AND AS DETERMINED BY THE EXECUTIVE 1 
COMMITTEE FOR THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR.  MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 2 
 3 
JOHN ZICCONI MADE A MOTION, SECONDED BY CHRIS ROY, TO ADJOURN AT 7:23 P.M.  MOTION 4 
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 5 
 6 
Respectfully submitted, 7 
 8 
 9 
Bernadette Ferenc 10 


