
CHITTENDEN COUNTY REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 1 

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 2 

MEETING MINUTES 3 

 4 

Date:  Wednesday, October 7, 2015 5 

Time:  5:45 p.m. 6 

Place:  CCRPC offices; 110 W. Canal Street; Suite 202; Winooski, VT   05404 7 

Present: Andy Montroll, Chair   Michael O’Brien, Secretary-Treasurer 8 

  John Zicconi, At-Large   Lou Mossey, Immediate Past Chair 9 

  Jeff Carr, Finance Committee*  Charlie Baker, Executive Director 10 

Forest Cohen, Business Manager Regina Mahony, Planning Program Manager 11 

  Eleni Churchill, Transportation Program Manager 12 

  *Jeff Carr was in attendance for the Audit Agenda item only.  13 

 14 

The meeting was called to order at 5:45 p.m. by the Chair, Andy Montroll. 15 

 16 

1.  Changes to the Agenda/Members’ Items:  Items 6 and 4 on the agenda were moved before item 3, 17 

as reflected here in the minutes.   18 

 19 

2. Approval of September 2, 2015 Executive Committee Meeting Minutes. LOU MOSSEY MADE A 20 

MOTION, SECONDED BY JOHN ZICCONI, TO APPROVE THE MINUTES OF SEPTEMBER 2, 2015.  21 

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 22 

 23 

3. Draft MOA with VTrans and CCTA.  Charlie indicated that we’ve been working with VTrans and CCTA 24 

on updating this MOU.  This may be a Memorandum of Agreement rather than Memorandum of 25 

Understanding after review by VTrans legal counsel.  Charlie began to provide a brief overview of 26 

each section and the changes that were made.  John asked for a tracked change document so he 27 

could more easily understand the differences between this version and the old version.  Amy 28 

clarified that there is no deadline for this, however it would be helpful to wrap up within this 29 

administration.  Charlie suggested that he continue to highlight the amendments as a preview and 30 

we will add this to the November Executive Committee agenda for action.  Paragraph 5 under 31 

Section 4 is entirely new for Transportation Improvement Districts.  The section that has changed 32 

the most is Paragraph 4, Under Part II – UPWP to more accurately reflect our current practice.  Mike 33 

asked for a clarification on section d. of Paragraph 2 of Part IV, which is about seeking a formal 34 

municipal recommendation of a preferred alternative for “State-owned assets.”  A version with 35 

revised sections highlighted will be provided to the Executive Committee at their next meeting. 36 

 37 

4. Draft FY2015 Audit review and comment.  Forest distributed the draft FY2015 Audit.  He noted that 38 

there were no findings or recommendations.  Forest indicated that Charlie and he will be meeting 39 

with Fred Duplessis, a principal at the firm that conducted our audit, to get clarity on the new 40 

pension liability which is intended to share the State’s liability with all of the program participants.  41 

Our liability contribution is based on VMERS program actuarial assumptions of the present value of 42 

our obligation down the road.  We have about a $56,000 income loss on paper for FY15, and 43 

$22,329 is based on the new pension liability.  It isn’t actually an expense that we incurred, however 44 
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we had to add it in as an expense line in our books.  We may consider pulling this out as a separate 1 

line item.  Charlie pointed out page 9 of the report, to explain that we are seeing different numbers 2 

depending on how they describe the pension liability.  It is hard to understand how that translates 3 

to $22,000 in expense and so staff will be seeking further clarification.  The footnote about pensions 4 

in the report are the VMERS assumptions about pension liabilities (page 19 “pension plan note”).  5 

The pension liability will adjust every year based on what level the VMERS program is funded.  It will 6 

show up as a negative figure, unless the group is 100% funded, but it isn’t actually an expense. 7 

 8 

Jeff explained that overall the audit looked like good news to him.  Charlie and Forest explained that 9 

they’ll work with the auditors to get the indirect rate schedules straightened out as FY14 figures are 10 

included, and didn’t need to be.  Jeff indicated that it is great to see that we are in such great shape 11 

now and it was hard to imagine based on where we were eight years ago.  Lou remembers that the 12 

RPC was borrowing money every month. 13 

 14 

The Auditor will attend the November Executive Committee and Board meetings to discuss the 15 

Audit. 16 

 17 

5. Act 250 & Section 248 Applications:  18 

a. GMP Solar – Williston, LLC Docket #8562. Regina noted this is a Section 248 application in a rural 19 

planning area.  We’ve seen other solar farms in the Rural Planning area and found them to be 20 

consistent with the Plan.  There are no transportation issues.  The Town of Williston’s Planning 21 

Commission found the project to be consistent with an objective of the Town Plan; the 22 

Selectboard did not take any position on the proposal.  The EC was emailed the draft letter, and 23 

it was sent in on September 15, 2015 to meet the deadline.  JOHN ZICCONI MADE A MOTION TO 24 

APPROVE THE LETTER TO THE DEC#4.  SECONDED BY LOU MOSSEY AND THE MOTION CARRIED. 25 

b. Cider Mill II, South Burlington, Application #4C1128-4.   Regina reviewed this Project described 26 

as master plan review of Cider Mill II, consisting of 109 housing units.  This application seeks 27 

review and approval of Phase 1 and partial review of Phases 2, 3 and 4. The Project is located at 28 

1580 Dorset Street and 1699 Hinesburg Road, in South Burlington, VT.  Regina and Charlie 29 

explained the location of the project and the connection between Dorset St. and Hinesburg 30 

Road (VT 116).  The project has received approval from the City of South Burlington’s 31 

Development Review Board.  Regina noted two transportation comments – recreation path 32 

consistency and a left hand turn lane on Dorset St. into Cider Mill Drive.  There was some 33 

discussion about the road access and connections.  LOU MOSSEY MADE A MOTION, SECONDED 34 

BY JOHN Z., TO AUTHORIZE THIS LETTER BE SENT TO THE PUBLIC SERVICE BOARD.  MOTION 35 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY, MIKE O’BRIEN ABSTAINED. 36 

c. TDI. Regina indicated that at the last meeting we discussed the potential for proposing a 37 

legislative fix that would clarify taxing authority for underwater utilities for the lakefront 38 

communities, if our member communities are interested in taking this step.  Regina reported to 39 

the Executive Committee that we have two Selectboards interested in legislative exploration, 40 

and two Municipal Managers that while not opposed to exploring a legislative change, don’t find 41 

this issue to rise above other pressing municipal concerns.  In addition, concerns about potential 42 

implications about potential liabilities have been raised.  Regina asked the Executive Committee 43 

if they’d like Staff to continue to pursue this issue or not.  Charlie suggested that we should keep 44 
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aware of the efforts of Addison County RPC and let our legislators know about any proposed 1 

legislation.  John raised concerns about whether there are actually any property boundary issues 2 

here, so the liability issue is a moot point.  If we really don’t own the land at all then we 3 

definitely shouldn’t tax it.  Charlie suggesting that the ownership issue is arguable and not easily 4 

concluded.  Executive Committee suggested that we keep a watch on it and keep the 5 

information flowing, but not put significant effort into leading the charge.     6 

 7 

6. FY2017 Dues adjustment. The local dues assessment is presented each year for adjustment.  The 8 

dues for each municipality will change each year even with no increases as the proportional share of 9 

the dues is based on the updated Equalized Education Grand List.  Charlie explained a bit of the 10 

history of keeping the membership dues at a net zero for three years after merger.  There was an 11 

increase last year (FY15), and this year was flat (FY16).  Forest explained his memo and described 12 

two options for FY2017 membership dues – flat or an increase of 2.2%.  Andy asked what the logic 13 

was behind the 2.2% and Forest explained that the Employment Cost Index for state and local 14 

government employees was used.  We could maintain the dues as they are currently as it doesn’t 15 

appear that we are in need of additional dues at this point.  However we don’t want to preclude 16 

asking for an increase in the future if its needed, or putting it off to the point where the ask would 17 

be for a large increase.   18 

 19 

Andy indicated that a small increase could be manageable.  John asked how we decide what we 20 

need.  Mike asked if we would leave federal funds on the table for not having more municipal dues 21 

to match.  Charlie said that it is possible because we’ve shifted match on projects and away from 22 

municipal dues (aka municipalities need to match their own local projects by 20%).  If we had more 23 

regional dues perhaps we could pull more federal money.   JOHN MADE A MOTION, SECONDED BY 24 

MIKE, RECOMMENDING A 0% DUES INCREASE FOR FY17 TO THE BOARD.  THE MOTION PASSED 25 

UNANIMOUSLY. 26 

 27 

7. Comprehensive Energy Plan – comments.  We do not currently have comments, however Charlie 28 

asked whether the EC is comfortable with Staff comments or whether we should bring this to the 29 

Board for a discussion, as we don’t necessarily anticipate any large policy that are different than 30 

what we’ve stated in our ECOS Plan.  This is a 5 year update to the Plan.  The EC decided to put this 31 

on the full Board Agenda.  Comments are due on November 9th. 32 

 33 

8. Chair/Executive Director’s Report: 34 

a. Water Quality contract update.  Charlie noted that Forest and Dan have been working on our 35 

contracts for our ANR water quality contract and the sub-contracts with the other RPCs.   36 

b. Municipal meetings & reports.  Charlie has been setting up meetings with the City 37 

Councils/Trustees/Selectboards to check in and has kept each Board member informed of their 38 

municipal meetings.  Andy would like the full schedule. 39 

c. Legislative Breakfast.  Charlie asked the EC to start to think about topics.  The format is going to 40 

be the same as last year as we seemed to get good feedback on it.  Lou suggested that we 41 

coordinate with the municipalities.  Andy suggested that we have a limited amount of time so 42 

we should keep it focused on RPC issues.  Charlie indicated that we were actually focused on 43 

municipal issues last year.  Charlie suggested that it could possibly be a networking session even 44 



CCRPC Executive Committee P a g e  | 4 October 7, 2015 

if there aren’t any specific topics to address.  Potential bills could be a 10-year municipal 1 

planning bill and the Council of Governments bill.  Charlie will talk with towns to see if there are 2 

other issues that should be discussed.  It’s possible that we might only decide to do this before 3 

each biennium. 4 

 5 

9.  Agenda Review – October 21, 2015 meeting.  Members reviewed the proposed agenda.  It was 6 

noted we should add more time to the Comprehensive Energy Plan discussion. 7 

 8 

10. Other Business.  There was none. 9 

 10 

11. Executive Session, if needed.  None needed. 11 

 12 

12.  Adjournment.  JOHN ZICCONI MADE A MOTION, SECONDED BY LOU MOSSEY TO ADJOURN THE 13 

MEETING AT 7:20 P.M.  MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 14 

Respectfully submitted, 15 

 16 

 17 

Regina Mahony 18 


