MPO Voting for the CCRPC
Currently, the bylaws state the following:

B. MPO voting. When conducting MPO business, the voting power of the Chittenden County Regional
Planning Commission shall consist of a total of 24 votes apportioned as follows:

Municipality Votes
Bolton: 1
Burlington: 4
Charlotte: 1
Colchester: 2
Essex: 1
Essex Junction: 1
Hinesburg: 1
Huntington: 1
Jericho: 1
Milton: 1
Richmond: 1
St. George: 1
Shelburne: 1
South Burlington: 2
Underhill: 1
Westford: 1
Williston: 1
Winooski: 1
VT Agency of Trans. 1

Municipalities that are incorporated shall each have at least one vote. A majority of the voting power
(i.e. 13 of 24 votes) shall constitute a quorum for the transaction of MPO business at meetings. A
majority of the voting power (i.e. 13 of 24 votes) and a majority of the municipalities (10 of 18) is
required to adopt or amend MPO business.

Notwithstanding the need to make adjustments as a result of official corrections to the decennial census
urbanized area boundary, the Chittenden County Regional Planning Commission shall review, and amend
as it deems appropriate, its voting mechanisms and voting distribution for the purposes of MPO business
within one year of the publication of each decennial census urbanized area boundary.

Suggestion

While a bit over 70% of MPOs in the US do not use weighted voting, | understand why the CCRPC wants
it and am not trying to change anyone’s mind. However, | would like to suggest that how the votes are
weighted be changed.

| suggest changing from 1-4 to 1-12. | chose 12 to make it easier to convert than 1-10 would be and
would mean a total of 73 votes. 1-12 would make the list:



Bolton:
Burlington:
Charlotte:
Colchester:

Essex:

Essex Junction:
Hinesburg:
Huntington:
Jericho:

Milton:
Richmond:

St. George:
Shelburne:

South Burlington:
Underhill:
Westford:
Williston:
Winooski:

VT Agency of Trans:
Buels Gore
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Greater granularity would provide a number of benefits:

1)

2)

3)
4)

5)
6)

Adjustments could be made to more accurately reflect populations and the weight of the AOT
and other possible members

Buels Gore could be added (at 1) so that all municipal members can vote, simplifying board
meetings

100% of the county’s municipalities would be represented

The majority would change to 37 of 73 votes and 10 of 19 municipalities, thus making it a little
easier to reach a quorum

Allow other entities (GMT for example) to better play a role

Allow the Buels Gore board member to be on the executive committee*

Numbers in the text would need to be adjusted and the “Municipalities that are incorporated shall each
have at least one vote” line would need to have “that are incorporated” removed.

Of course another total that still allowed Buels Gore representation would be fine as well. | can see
advantages of 1-10 once town numbers are converted.

Respectfully submitted,

Garret Mott, Buels Gore

* Yes, some might not consider this a benefit &
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