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Chittenden County Regional Planning Commission 1 
Executive Committee Meeting Minutes 2 

 3 
Date:  Wednesday, March 6, 2013 4 
Time:  5:45 p.m. 5 
Place:  CCRPC Offices; 110 W. Canal Street, Suite 202; Winooski, VT   05404 6 
Present: Louis Mossey, Chair   Andy Montroll, Vice Chair 7 
  Ed Booth, Sec-Treas. (6:00 p.m.  Catherine McMains, At-Large >5,000 8 
  Andrea Morgante, At-Large < 5,000 Marc Landry, Immediate Past Chair 9 
  Michele Boomhower, Asst/MPO Dir. Forest Cohen, Business Manager 10 
  Regina Mahony, Sr. Planner  Bernadette Ferenc, Trans. Business Manager 11 
 12 
The meeting was called to order at 5:53 p.m by the chair, Lou Mossey.  There were no changes to the  13 
agenda. 14 
 15 
2.  Approval of Minutes.  ANDY MONTROLL MADE A MOTION , SECONDED BY CATHERINE McMAINS, TO 16 
APPROVE THE MINUTES OF THE FEBRUARY 6, 2013 EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEETING.  Catherine 17 
suggested a couple of changes.  Page 1, line 26, clarify the statement about the height to say “proposed” 18 
instead of “have”.  Page 1, line 30 – change “ingress” to “ingresses” to be consistent.  MOTION CARRIED 19 
TO APPROVE THE MINUTES AS CORRECTED. 20 
 21 
3.  Act 250 & Sec. 248 Policy and Applications.   Regina noted that this application is for master plan 22 
approval for a 10-lot subdivision supporting 6 commercial lots and 4 residential lots, as well as Phase 1 23 
approve of initial earthwork, blasting and construction of the access drive and Lots 1 and 2.  The project 24 
will relocate Rice Lumber Company to lot 1, and will include a new building supply facility on Lot 2.  Lots 25 
3 through 6 are dedicated to future commercial sites.  Staff has found some access management as well 26 
as safety issues.  The Town of Shelburne approved the project on December 5, 2012.  They do have 27 
some conditions on the approval, but they’ll come into play when the commercial lots come in.  It 28 
sounds like when Lot 6 is developed (the one closest to the signal at Long Meadow Road) they will have 29 
to have access through adjacent parcels.  Michele read the town conditions which state that when Lots 30 
4, 5 and 6 are developed they will require a frontage road.  Jason is concerned about the closeness of 31 
the entrance road to the jug handle.  On most days there is a backup into the village.  VTrans provided a 32 
notice to issue an 1111 access permit.  She has been unable to speak to VTrans staff who work on Act 33 
250.  She did speak to Chris Cole and Joe Segale because we’ve been working with them on limiting 34 
access on major corridors.  Michele doesn’t want CCRPC to be the only one saying they need access 35 
from a frontage road rather than Route 7.  An internal frontage road may be created once Lots 4, 5 & 6 36 
are completed and then remove the access to Route 7.  Regina noted that we can say we feel very 37 
strongly about something, but because we’re coming in at the Act 250 level, it’s pretty late in the 38 
process.  Lengthy discussion continued.  The town staff and some of the DRB had similar concerns.  39 
Michele said staff suggestion is that we revise the letter a bit and speak to VTrans. The hearing is March 40 
13th.  Regina said the challenge of this is that these lots may not go anywhere for some time.  Andrea 41 
said even if VTrans doesn’t come forth, we should point this out for District #4.  She noted that the 42 
storm water ponds don’t seem to be large enough for the impervious surfaces that will be added.  43 
Michele said we’re trying to have VTrans get us involved in the 1111 permits as they’re reviewed.  44 
Ideally we want to have corridor studies done on the major corridors and let the towns know what 45 
should be done.  The language VTrans has proposed in the Transportation Bill is that before a 46 
municipality approves a project, that they have more than just a letter of intent to issue a permit, but 47 
that VTrans has input early on.  Andrea asked if there was any way to have towns involve the RPC early 48 
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on.  Regina said since we’ ve begun having the PAC meetings we have a standing agenda item asking for 1 
any big projects coming up that may require Act 250 or traffic access issues.  Ed feels that once ECOS 2 
plan is adopted, we will be able to set these in motion.  Regina said right now Chapter 5 says what types 3 
of things we’ll be looking at.  She said through ECOS and the PAC, the municipalities and others know 4 
we’re trying to get involved early on. 5 
 6 
4.  Medical Reserve Corps – request to serve as administrative agent.  Michele said there were some 7 
questions last time about liability.  We did get verification that under state statute, volunteers (including 8 
MC unit members) receive liability and other protections when engaged in emergency management 9 
activities. Members asked if there were others more appropriate that could be doing this, such as the 10 
Red Cross.  Michele said in terms of VEM director, she thinks there are some concerns about the viability 11 
of a Medical Reserve Corps in Vermont.  There are a couple of RPCs that will go forward with this and 12 
some have declined to participate.  The chair of the LEPC is not in favor of it.  Paul has suggested we just 13 
try this for one year.  He could take this on with what we’re already doing.  Michele said the capacity 14 
exists on the staff.  A discussion ensued about liability for Paul.  Andy Montroll said you can incur costs 15 
leading to law suit even if they are found to not be liable.  Lou said we said we were going to reduce our 16 
commitment in the work program – are we doing it?  Andy asked if Michele and Charlie are in favor of 17 
this for a year.  Michele said yes.  We just don’t have enough information to know if this is a useful tool 18 
or not.   Catherine noted that the medical personnel may not have the ability to volunteer for something 19 
else.  Michele feels we would build a network of folks to contact in the event of a large emergency.  20 
Marc feels the Red Cross probably figures this is a cash flow issue and not worth managing.  Members 21 
agreed that we can try it and then we’ll determine whether it’s viable or not and then determine a more 22 
appropriate home.  Is this regionalized or could VEM do it on a statewide basis.  ANDY MONTROLL 23 
MADE A MOTION, SECONDED BY ED BOOTH, TO INCORPORATE THIS INTO THE FY14 UPWP ON A TRIAL 24 
BASIS WHERE WE LOOK INTO THE VIABILITY OF DOING THIS AND WHO THE APPROPRIATE FISCAL AGENT 25 
IS.  Ed said the State Emergency Response Commission went from state to federal involvement and 26 
maybe they should be the ones administering it.  Andrea asked if we put it in UPWP, is it important to 27 
identify it as a separate item for the board to consider.  It was agreed that this should be pointed out to 28 
the board as a new program.  VOTE:  MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 29 
 30 
5.  Chair/Executive Director’s Report.  Michele noted the UPWP Committee meet last Thursday.  We 31 
received about 2 dozen project applications and most have a transportation nexus, but some have land 32 
use nexus as well.  The application process seemed to streamline what communities were asking for.  At 33 
the TAC meeting today many of them had participated in the application and didn’t think it was an 34 
onerous task and had helped them get their ideas together.  We haven’t put number together with 35 
projects yet.  Last week the meeting focused on what CCTA has done and what they propose for the 36 
coming year.  Michele is assembling the regional projects along with the municipal requests to see if we 37 
can afford them financially and if staff time is available.  There is another meeting on March 7 and the 38 
final committee meeting on March 28th.   39 
b.  CIRC alternatives.  The most recent newsletter was in the board packet.  The planning studies are 40 
getting underway.  Projects should be in the capital program. 41 
c.  ECOS Plan.  We’re preparing for the public hearing at the March board meeting.  There was a brief 42 
discussion on the reactions on the visits to the municipal planning commissions.  It was noted that there 43 
are 8 more meetings – Underhill, South Burlington, St. George, Essex, Winooski, Charlotte, Bolton and 44 
Buel’s Gore.  Catherine mentioned that there is a disconnect between the Jericho Planning Commission 45 
and their planner.  Michele offered help from our staff as sometimes an outside party can offer a 46 
different perspective.   47 
 48 
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Michele forgot to mention this earlier, but Dennis Lutz had put together a request for regionalism of 1 
select NPDES MS4 storm water permit items.  The work would come under the CCRPC work program.  2 
He put the word out to other MS4 communities and Bryan Osborne of Colchester, and Eric Bailey of 3 
Winooski,  both indicated that it was worth pursuing.  Lou said he had talked to Milton as well.  The 4 
RSEP (Regional Stormwater Education Program) is made up of public works people from communities 5 
who may or may not be coordinating with elected officials.  Dennis suggests we form a committee at 6 
CCRPC where the elected body (or organization) could appoint the person to serve on the new 7 
committee (e.g. SAC (Stormwater Advisory Committee); and it would be under an existing regional body 8 
that is accustomed to managing contracts and has the ability to apply for, receive and give out federal 9 
and state grants.  There would be a communication and accountability loop.  Charlie and Michele both 10 
agree that something more streamlined might be necessary.  Discussion ensued.  Andrea has attended 11 
these meetings and feels there really needs to be more accountability and to see if it’s effective.  You 12 
don’t find out about things until you fail; and we need more education for the non-MS4 towns. 13 
 14 
6.  March 20th Board Agenda Review.   Andrea noted that we had talked about more publicity for the 15 
March 20th public hearing.  Michele noted we will have live-streaming  at the meeting and are publicizing 16 
that.  When asked if we are doing Vermont Edition, it was noted that Regina and Charlie would be doing 17 
a public access TV show.  Michele will check into Vermont Edition.  Members reviewed the agenda and 18 
suggested we put time limits on the public hearing and other items.  Michele noted that Matt McMahon 19 
has been recommended to take Dawn Francis’ place as the business/industry alternate on the CCRPC 20 
board.   21 
 22 
7.   Annual Meeting.  Michele said we’ve looked into a couple of locations but they didn’t work 23 
financially. 24 
 25 
8.  Other Business.  There was none. 26 
 27 
9.  Executive Session to discuss Personnel Matters.  MARC LANDRY MADE A MOTION TO GO INTO 28 
EXECUTIVE SESSION AT 6:45 P.M. FOR THE PURPOSE OF DISCUSSING PERSONNEL.  ED BOOTH 29 
SECONDED AND THE MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 30 
 31 
MARC LANDRY MADE A MOTION TO COME OUT OF EXECUTIVE SESSION AT 7:00 P.M.  ED BOOTH 32 
SECONDED AND THE MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 33 
 34 
10.  Adjournment.   CATHERINE McMAINS MADE A MOTION, SECONDED BY ANDY MONTROLL, TO 35 
ADJOURN AT 7:01 P.M.  MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 36 
 37 
Respectfully submitted, 38 
 39 
Bernadette Ferenc 40 


