1 CHITTENDEN COUNTY REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION

2 SPECIAL JOINT EXECUTIVE & FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES

3 FINAL

4

5 DATE: Wednesday, February 15, 2023

6 TIME: 5:45PM

7 PLACE: Remote Attendance via ZOOM

8

9 PRESENT: Catherine McMains, Chair Chris Shaw, Vice-Chair
10 Bard Hill, Secretary/Treasurer (5:55 Pm) Michael Bissonette, at large <5000
11 Mike O’Brien, Past Chair Jacki Murphy, at large >5000
1% Jeff Carr, Finance (5:54 pm)
1
14  STAFF: Charlie Baker, Executive Director Taylor Newton, Planning Prog. Mgr.
15 Forest Cohen, Senior Business Mgr. Amy Irvin Witham, Business Office Mgr.
16 Mckenzie Spear, Business Office Assoc.
17

18 1. Call to Order, Attendance. The Executive Committee meeting was called to order by Catherine
19 McMains at 5:48 PM.

20

21 2. Changes to the Agenda, Members items. Charlie Baker requested to add a discussion on the Housing
22 Bill under agenda item 4.

23

24 3. Request to Legislature for full funding per the statutory formula

25 Draft Motion: To approve the following request to the Legislature and authorize the Executive

26 Director to circulate it to the rest of the CCRPC board members to allow them to sign onto this

27 request.

28

29 As regional planning commission board members, we are requesting support from the Legislature to
30 provide full statutory formula funding to regional planning commissions. The capacity of our towns is
31 strained, which has resulted in towns not taking advantage of federal and state funding

32 opportunities. The continued underfunding of RPC’s has resulted in lost opportunities and support for
33 our towns. The Property Transfer Tax funding is the foundation that RPC’s use to provide support to
34 leverage federal and state resources. We hereby ask the Legislature to support full statutory formula
35 funding for the RPC’s, increasing the funding from 54,574,416 in FY23 to the full property transfer tax
36 formula amount of 510,134,624.

37

38 Catherine McMains stated she is excited about the number and variety of projects we currently

39 have. She expressed concerns about the inevitable need to hire additional staff. She wonders what
40 the longevity of this funding is and asked Charlie if there is a way to gauge the sustainability of this
41 funding. Charlie explained past funding has been available with allocations geared to specific

42 projects or programs and this request is intended to change that dynamic. Charlie shared a graph

43 that provided an overview of a ~20-year history of the Property Transfer Tax revenue dollar funding.
44 He explained that with a third of the Vermont Legislators being new, there are different

45 perspectives coming into play. Within the rural caucus there is a big emphasis on helping smaller

46 towns. Charlie said there will be a bigger conversation about increased base funding and we are

47 hopeful the Legislature will continue seeing us a resource for different programs. Chris asked why
48 we are receiving less funding from the property transfer tax than previously stated and wondered if

49 it would be easy to have extra money injected into the Regional Planning Commissions? Charlie said
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there are numerous ways to fund specific programs, however, what we really want to do is move
away from the “one year at a time” pigeon-holed, specific program funding and receive larger base
amounts each year. The RPCs want funds that can be used to address the needs of the State and our
municipalities more flexibly. Charlie said, we are not necessarily asking for more money, we are
asking for more flexibility in what we can spend the money on. Jeff reminded members that this
funding source and funding formula was established in Kunin’s administration, with 33% of the
property transfer tax going to the general fund per statute. The remainder of the revenue is split
with 50% going to VHCB and 17% to planning (RPCs with 70% of this portion, 20% to municipal
planning grants, and 10% to VCGI). Despite the statutory language, the legislature has not allocated
funding at these levels, but has used portions of the allocations for the general fund. He said the
bottom line is we need to ask the state for this funding. Bard asked how the State manages requests
for more money, and wondered if, with this type of flexibility, there is a loss of control? Jeff agreed.
Charlie said RPC’s do want the funds to be flexible to address all of the needs (housing, natural
resources, climate/energy, etc.) with the accountability the legislature wants. We are trying to make
things easier for the Appropriations Committee. Jeff Carr said this is a double-edged sword. When
the economy hit a low in 2009 and 2010 the property transfer tax was very low. It is a challenge, and
this is a sensitive matter. He feels the message should be if the State is giving RPC’s a lot of projects,
the State needs to provide funding. Charlie agreed and said a specific example is when Hinesburg
needed support with Housing. We do not have funds to cover staff or consultants. Charlie said this is
a statewide strategy and all RPC’s are having the same discussion with their Board members.

MIKE O’BRIEN MADE A MOTION, SECONDED BY BARD HILL, TO APPROVE THE LEGISLATIVE REQUEST
FOR FULL STATUTORY FORMULA FUNDING. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Other Business: Charlie wanted to let everyone know there have been a lot of conversations about
the draft housing bill. He explained this has been the case for some time and he and Taylor Newton
were technical resources during summer and fall. This is an awkward situation. The question of how
we address and encourage more housing, while at the same time, recognize local control issues that
concern our municipalities. Chris Shaw said he is a bit confused about the talk of a merged bill.
Representative Bongartz introduced H.68 and Senator Kesha Ram-Hinsdale has borrowed a lot of
the content of H.68 for the draft housing bill in the Senate. This will go to the Senate, Natural
Resources and Energy for a couple of weeks after Senate Economic Development and Housing votes
it out next week. Charlie explained housing is one of the major priorities for the State right now.
Density and parking issues appear to be the biggest items of contention with this bill. Charlie said
there two other sections that restrain town development review boards (DRBs) to negotiate down
density and the second part dials down the ability for appeals. Catherine asked about density. Taylor
explained the basic density-related provisions in the bill. Taylor addressed her concerns. Charlie
added that Vermont is unique in the way that our zoning is set up. Charlie stated the CCRPC
suggested when the State conducts their next housing needs assessment that they add State and
regional housing goals or targets. Charlie encouraged members to provide feedback, questions, or
suggestions they have.

Executive Session: None needed.

Adjournment: CHRIS SHAW MADE A MOTION, SECONDED BY MIKE O’BRIEN, TO ADJOURN THE
MEETING AT 6:37 PM. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

Respectfully submitted,



1

CCREGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSIONS Joint Finance & Executive Committee
3|Page

Meeting Minutes

Amy Irvin Witham



