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MEETING DATE: Tuesday, March 10, 2026, 5:30pm
HOW TO JOIN: This is a Zoom only meeting.

Join via Zoom: https://us02web.zoom.us/j/84109053978 or
Callin: +1 301 715 8592 | Meeting ID: 841 0905 3978

1. Call to Order; Attendance; Changes to the Agenda (Action: 1 minute)
2. CCRPC Group Agreements (Discussion: 2 minutes)
3. Draft Minutes of February 17, 2026* (Action: 2 minutes)
4. Public Comment Period on Items NOT on the Agenda (Discussion: 2 minutes)
5. Review Proposed Changes to Draft 2026 ECOS Plan* (Discussion: 60 minutes)
6. Recommendation to CCRPC Board (Action: 10 minutes)
7. ECOS Implementation Discussion (Discussion: 15 minutes)
8. Other Updates (Discussion: 1 minute)
9. Adjournment (Action: 1 minute)
*Attachment(s)

UPCOMING MEETINGS

« TBD

In accordance with provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) of 1990, as amended, the CCRPC will ensure public meetings are
accessible to all people. Requests for free interpretive or translation services, assistive devices, or other requested reasonable
accommodations, should be made to Emma Vaughn, CCRPC Title VI & ADA Coordinator, at 802-861-0114 or evaughn@ccrpcvt.org, at least 5
business days prior to the meeting for which services are requested.



https://ccrpcvt.sharepoint.com/sites/Shared/Shared%20Documents/RegionalPlanandMTP/ECOS%202026%20Plan/ECOS%20Engagement/Round%202%20(FLU%20&%20Housing%20Targets)/Materials/ccrpcvt.org/LRPC
mailto:evaughn@ccrpcvt.org
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/84109053978

2018 ECOS Plan Resources for the Long Range Planning Committee:

e Summary: 2018 ECOS Plan »
This summary document provides a simplified overview of the ECOS Plan, as well as the three main
sections updated in 2018: energy, economy, and transportation. Please note that this overview does not reflect
the overall content within the Plan, but seeks to summarize some of the main components and updates.

e 2018 ECOS Plan: Main Document »
This main section includes the vision, goals and collective strategies and actions to address the region’s concerns,
including CCRPC'’s top 10 actions for the coming five years.

e Supplement 1: Process »
Process and public engagement.

e Supplement 2: Regional Analysis »
Regional analysis, culminating in a list of 31 high-priority concerns.

e Supplement 3: Regional Plan »
Regional Plan, including a description of the maps, planning areas, Act 250/Section 248 role, and compatibility
with municipal and surrounding regional plans.

e Supplement 4: Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy »
Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy (CEDS) including a strengths / weaknesses / opportunities /
threats analysis and project list of the region’s utility and facility needs.

e Supplement 5: Metropolitan Transportation Plan »
Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) including the 2050 scenario, financial plan and the region’s
transportation project list.

e Supplement 6: Energy Analysis, Targets, & Methodology »
Enhanced Energy Planning methodology and data guide.

e The ECOS Scorecard is where we house the indicators.

e Annual Reports

e ECOS online map

In accordance with provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) of 1990, as amended, the CCRPC will ensure public meetings are
accessible to all people. Requests for free interpretive or translation services, assistive devices, or other requested reasonable accommodations,
should be made to Emma Vaughn, CCRPC Title VI & ADA Coordinator, at 802-861-0114 or evaughn@ccrpcvt.org, at least 5 business days prior to the
meeting for which services are requested.



mailto:evaughn@ccrpcvt.org
http://www.ecosproject.com/wp/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/2018-ECOS-Plan-Summary_20180807_FINAL.pdf
http://www.ecosproject.com/wp/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/2018-ECOS-Plan-Summary_20180807_FINAL.pdf
http://www.ecosproject.com/wp/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/ECOSPlan_MainPiece_FinalDraft_20180611-1.pdf
http://www.ecosproject.com/wp/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/ECOSPlan_MainPiece_FinalDraft_20180611-1.pdf
http://www.ecosproject.com/wp/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/ECOSPlan_MainPiece_FinalDraft_20180611-1.pdf
http://www.ecosproject.com/wp/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/ECOSPlan_MainPiece_FinalDraft_20180611-1.pdf
http://www.ecosproject.com/wp/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/ECOSPlan_ProcessSupplement1_FinalCombined_20180618.pdf
http://www.ecosproject.com/wp/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/ECOSPlan_ProcessSupplement1_FinalCombined_20180618.pdf
http://www.ecosproject.com/wp/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/ECOSPlan_RegionalAnalysisSupplement2_Final_20180618.pdf
http://www.ecosproject.com/wp/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/ECOSPlan_RegionalAnalysisSupplement2_PublicHearingDraft_20180119.pdf
http://www.ecosproject.com/wp/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/ECOSPlan_RegionalAnalysisSupplement2_PublicHearingDraft_20180119.pdf
http://www.ecosproject.com/wp/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/ECOSPlan_RegionalPlanSupplement3_Final_20180618.pdf
http://www.ecosproject.com/wp/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/ECOSPlan_RegionalPlanSupplement3_20180119.pdf
http://www.ecosproject.com/wp/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/ECOSPlan_RegionalPlanSupplement3_20180119.pdf
http://www.ecosproject.com/wp/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/ECOSPlan_CEDSSupplement4_FinalDraft_20180613.pdf
http://www.ecosproject.com/wp/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/ECOSPlan_CEDSSupplement4_PublicHearingDraft_20180406.pdf
http://www.ecosproject.com/wp/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/ECOSPlan_CEDSSupplement4_PublicHearingDraft_20180406.pdf
http://www.ecosproject.com/wp/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/ECOSPlan_MTPSupplement5_Final_20180615.pdf
http://www.ecosproject.com/wp/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/ECOSPlan_MTPSupplement5_PublicHearingDraft_20180119.pdf
http://www.ecosproject.com/wp/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/ECOSPlan_MTPSupplement5_PublicHearingDraft_20180119.pdf
http://www.ecosproject.com/wp/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/ECOSPlan_ProcessSupplement6_EnergyData_Methodology_Final20180615.pdf
https://embed.clearimpact.com/Scorecard/Embed/8502
http://www.ecosproject.com/annual-report
https://map.ccrpcvt.org/ChittendenCountyVT/
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DATE: February 24, 2026
TIME: 5:30 PMto 7:00 PM
LOCATION: Remote Attendance via Zoom on the Agenda

Members Present: Staff:
Karen Peterson, Board Rep (Williston) Kate McCarthy, Senior Planner
Annie Costandi, CWAC Rep Sarah Muskin, Senior Planner
Aaron DeNamur, PAC Rep (Shelburne) Taylor Newton, Planning Program Director
Dana Hanley, Board Rep (Charlotte) Public:

Melissa Heitkamp, CEAC Rep

Bob Henneberger, TAC

Sandy Thibault, PAC Rep

1.

Call to order; Attendance; Changes to the Agenda
T. Newton welcomed everyone at 5:31pm.

CCRPC Group Agreements
T.Newton shared the CCRPC Group Agreements in the chat.

Draft Minutes of February 17", 2026
A.DeNamur made a motion to approve the prior meeting’s minutes. B.Henneberger seconded. The
minutes passed unanimously.

Public Comment Period on items NOT on the Agenda
None.

Review Proposed Changes to the Draft 2026 ECOS Plan
T.Newton shared what will be reviewed this evening, referencing the LRPC packet, then started
walking through the plan updates.

Introduction: T.Newton shared an updated graphic and some updated text about shifting
demographics. K.McCarthy highlighted that the terminology “other than white” is a term that
comes from the Census even though it is not CCRPC preferred language. D.Hanley asked what the
preferred terminology is. T.Newton shared that the ECOS Plan uses the term BIPoC most often.
S.Muskin clarified that the ECOS plan tries to be specific whenever possible.

The first major change in the Introduction is added discussion that LRPC requested last week
related to the difference between housing targets and population projections. Map 9 was removed
(Economic Infrastructure) because it only showed areas that were zoned industrial and had access
to infrastructure. Per LURB comments, two maps were added, one of conserved areas and one of
Recreation, Scenic and Historic Resources. The map descriptions were added.

Equitable Planning Practices: There were minor changes added to actions. S.Thibault asked if the
plan addresses data centers. T.Newton shared that context was added about data centers to the
Land Use chapter reviewed at the prior meeting.
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Implementation: A change was made to the text regarding priority actions. B.Henneberger asked
about municipalities being able to add a 1% local option tax at Town Meeting instead of through a
charter change. He asked if the plan should include text about this. T.Newton shared that CCRPC
staff are monitoring this policy at the State level and that he will check with E.Churchill about
whether she thinks discussion should be included in the Transportation Chapter about this.

Supplement 1: Sections were added to Public Process summarizing comments from the State
Agencies, the LURB Comments, and Public Comments. There also is a place holder to address
comments received at the second public hearing upon completion. D.Hanley commended CCRPC
staff on the comprehensive outreach conducted for this plan. S.Thibault requested that all the
commentors from the public hearing receive a response. Staff confirmed that this is being done,
though in at least one case they lacked an email address to respond.

Supplement 6 (Enhanced Energy Plan): T.Newton explained the purpose of an Enhanced Energy
Plan as context for any new committee members. B.Henneberger asked if there is any language
about the battery plants needed to satisfy electrical demand. T.Newton identified areas in the
supplement that discuss battery plants. The changes that were made to the plan were in response
to the Department of Public Service comments. The section discussing energy costs was
bolstered, including transportation costs.

D.Hanley asked if the Enhanced Energy Plan should talk about data centers and asked for
clarification on the issue. T.Newton shared that the Enhanced Energy Plan does not discuss data
centers, but that the Land Use chapter talks about monitoring data centers instead. The current
thinking is that because electricity, water and land are so expensive in Vermont, development of
these centers is unlikely, but CCRPC will monitor the issue.

T.Newton shared that context was added around Vermont’s grid design. Current Energy demand
data was updated, as was residential heating sources and current thermal energy use, and
residential energy efficiency programs, and electricity use. The renewable energy generation target
setting section was updated. T.Newton shared that the CCRPC Energy Committee set a goal in
2018 that the County would generate 50% of its electrical energy use in County. Information was
added about the need for additional transmission capacity in order to meet this goal. The municipal
targets were also updated. T.Newton also shared that some local constraints were added to the
maps in this section.

Supplement 7: The Housing and Land Use goal in this supplement had a discussion added about
what percentage of the housing targets are being planned in areas planned for growth. K.McCarthy
added that housing targets are meant to encourage housing, not limit housing in anyway, and text
should be added somewhere in the plan to this effect. For example, although housing should be
planned in areas planned for growth, the targets should not be used in exclusionary ways. The
LRPC agrees the draft text shared by K.McCarthy should be added: “All of these are preliminary
estimates that will be refined through the Regional Housing Needs Assessment. These estimates
should not be used as a justification for preventing particular housing types in locationsin a
community that can reasonably accommodate them.” There was general support for this language.

Future Land Use Map
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K.McCarthy shared the map viewer. T.Newton discussed the removal of a Village Center along
Shelburne Rd, switching it to Planned Growth Area in South Burlington/Burlington. T.Newton also
highlighted that Marble Island in Colchester was switched from Village Area to Rural General
because it is not walkable/connected, despite having water infrastructure. A section in Colchester
on 2A east of the historic village was also switched from Village Area to Transition because of lack
of walkability. Another big change in Colchester may be that West Lake Shore Drive might not be a
Village Center without civic assets, so the Village Center may expand to include more civic assets
such as Bayside Park.

T.Newton shared another few edits: in Richmond, the LURB suggested that the Planned Growth
Area on Cochran Rd. towards the East is better mapped as Transition. In Shelburne, the transition
area covering the O’Brien parcel off of Irish Hill Road is being changed to Planned Growth Area,
now that the municipality has completed zoning updates. In addition, the southern part of the
O’Brien parcel is being changed to Rural Conservation, reflecting future conservation status per the
development agreement with the Town. Another big change is at the intersection of Kennedy and
Kimball in South Burlington will be a Planned Growth Area. T.Newton shared that the Village Center
on Shelburne Rd. was expanded. He also shared that the Meadowland Industrial Park in South
Burlington was mapped as PGA, but is now mapped as Enterprise.

T.Newton shared that CCRPC is evaluating whether an area in Williston’s PGA should in fact be
Enterprise based on LURB comments. He also shared that Burlington had two Downtown Centers
and the LURB suggested connecting the two centers because the Southern Center did not comply
with statue on its own. D.Hanley asked about sprawl, but also suggested this might notbe a
concern because the Pine Street corridor is so built out. T.Newton shared that Burlington has a
SECORD plan that allows for higher buildings and it seems like a good center candidate.

T.Newton also highlighted that the Essex Experience was found to not to meet the requirements for
a center by the LURB, so CCRPC is proposing redesignating it as PGA. D.Hanley shared that there
may be plans to put a municipal building in that area. T.Newton responded the Selectboard might
be moving in a different direction.

T.Newton shared some points of tension still between CCRPC and the LURB for the map. CCRPC
will have a discussion with the LURB next week to talk about some of the remaining FLU map
conundrums.

T.Newton shared that next meeting, the LRPC will discuss the “edits to be determined” and the
“edits in progress.” Staff will report back about what the LURB says at their meeting on March 2",
which CCRPC is attending. Per D.Hanley’s request, K.McCarthy will share the LURB meeting link
with LRPC members.

M.Heitkamp asked what the pushback was against including Shelburne Museum in the Village
Center. T.Newton shared the LURB comments. M.Heitkamp, D.Hanley, and K.Peterson feel that
the Museum should likely be included as it is a draw to the community, and is in a walkable
downtown area. M.Heitkamp asked if CCRPC sees Burlington as two distinct Centers and what the
advantage is to make one larger Center. T.Newton responded that the City is planning on them
being two distinct Center and wants them both to have the Center designation, so they are willing
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to make them connected. T.Newton also shared context about the steps in the designation
program, which may make it beneficial to combine them. T.Newton also shared that the City may
have two different downtown organizations, which might make it confusing for the people who run
the downtown program.

M.Heitkamp also raised that many immigrant communities are viewing VT as a stop through place

before moving to more affordable areas of the country. She wondered if we need to consider this in
the ECOS plan as demographics shifts. T.Newton shared that the plan has policy about affordable

housing and wanting to keep immigrant populations supported here in Chittenden County, butitis
important for CCRPC to monitor this issue.

To assist the LRPC in reviewing the FLU Map, K.McCarthy shared the different map layers on the
map viewer and how to use them.

Other Updates
K.Peterson noted that she may not be able to attend the meeting on March 10™.

Adjournment
D.Hanley moved to adjourn the meeting. M.Heitkamp seconded. Motion carried unanimously.
Meeting adjourned at 7:00 pm.

Respectfully submitted,
Sarah Muskin
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To: Long-Range Planning Committee

From: Taylor Newton, Planning Program Director, Kate McCarthy, Senior Planner
and Sarah Muskin, Senior Planner

Date: March 5, 2026

Re: 2026 ECOS Regional Plan Edits

Future Land Use Map

This meeting focuses on recommended next steps for the Future Land Use (FLU) Map
following our March 2 meeting with the Land Use Review Board (LURB). The discussion was
constructive and clarifying. In several cases, the LURB provided a clearer signal about what
is likely to be accepted, where additional documentation is needed, and where a
designation is unlikely to meet statutory expectations at this time.

Below is a summary of recommended refinements based on our recent conversation with
the LURB.

South Burlington

Southern Shelburne Road Corridor (PGA)

With the additional information provided regarding municipal planning direction, corridor
studies, and zoning, the LURB appeared more open to a PGA designation for the southern
Shelburne Road corridor. Board members emphasized the importance of demonstrating a
clear mix of uses and alignment with smart growth principles, including civic or cultural
elements and active streetscapes.

e Recommended CCRPC approach: Retain the PGA designation. In the final
submission, clearly document the municipality’s intent for higher-density and
mixed-use development, and confirm the presence or planned addition of civic
assets to demonstrate consistency with statute.

Williston Road Corridor (South Burlington side)

The LURB expressed concern that portions of this corridor appear predominantly industrial
in character. While acknowledging that PGAs can include enterprise uses, members
suggested that the scale and uniformity of development in some areas makes the
designation difficult to justify.

e Recommended CCRPC approach: To be determined. CCRPC will meet with the
LURB again on March 9" to discuss this area.
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Downtown Center Expansion

The LURB made an advisory recommendation to consider expansion along Dorset Street.
In response to a question from CCRPC about whether to include neighborhoods, LURB
members responded positively to including adjacent neighborhoods and civic anchors.

e Recommended CCRPC approach: Advance the expanded downtown center
boundary as proposed.

Shelburne

Northern Village Center

The LURB remained skeptical that this proposed village center can successfully function as
a civic gathering place per the statutory definition. Members expressed concern that
proximity to a PGA should not be the primary rationale for designating a Village Center. This
designation is unlikely to be approved.

e Recommended CCRPC approach: Remove the Northern Village Center from the
map. Map as PGA instead.

Southern Village Center

Discussion here was more nuanced. Some LURB members questioned whether sufficient
civic assets are present today, but others expressed openness to reconsideration given
pedestrian connectivity and the municipality’s intent to strengthen the area. The Board
emphasized the importance of tangible civic or public elements and evidence of planning
progress.

e Recommended CCRPC approach: Continue advancing the Southern Village Center.
Provide additional documentation regarding municipal planning efforts, including
the status and timeline of any planning efforts, and any plans for public investments
that would support the designation.

Northern Planned Growth Area

The LURB indicated that if the Northern Village Center does not qualify, the adjacent PGA
becomes more difficult to justify in its current form. There was also concern about
connectivity and walkability.

e Recommended CCRPC approach: Modify the Northern PGA boundary. Convert the
northern Spear Street area to Transition. Incorporate municipal feedback to shift
appropriate Transition areas (i.e., around Executive and Northside Drives, and
Champlain Drive) to PGA or Enterprise where stronger planning and regulatory
support exists.
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Downtown Center (Shelburne Museum)

While the preapplication memo included a requirement to exclude Shelburne Museum
from the downtown, the March 2 discussion was more receptive. LURB members
acknowledged the local perspective that the Museum is part of the community’s identity
and is connected by sidewalks.

e Recommended CCRPC approach: Retain the Museum within the Downtown Center.
Williston

Williston Road Corridor (Williston side)

LURB members expressed concern about areas around Kimball Ave and South Brownell.
While PGAs may include enterprise uses, the Board emphasized the importance of
demonstrating how these areas will evolve toward a diversified, mixed-use pattern.

e Recommended CCRPC approach: Change those areas in industrial zoning districts
to Enterprise. Retain other areas as PGA.

Colchester

Revised Village Center

The revised Colchester center configuration was viewed as responsive to prior LURB
feedback requesting additional information. Although narrower in shape than some
expected, the Board’s reaction was generally positive due to the reliance on municipal
planning and zoning.

e Recommended CCRPC approach: Remove the Blakely Road Village Center. Expand
the West Lakeshore Drive Village Center to the east to incorporate Bayside Park, the
Colchester Community Center, and surrounding properties.

Burlington

South End Center

The expansion to incorporate the proposed South End center to incorporate the Pine Street
Corridor with the historic downtown was viewed as directly responsive to earlier advisory
comments. The Board signhaled comfort with this revision. In a follow up conversation, the
City confirmed that it agrees with this change.

e Recommended CCRPC approach: Advance the Downtown Center as proposed.

With these revisions and strengthened documentation in the final submission, the FLU
Map should be better aligned with the LURB’s interpretation of statute, while remaining
responsive to municipal planning intent.
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ECOS Plan Implementation

With the ECOS Plan nearing adoption, staff would like to initiate a conversation with the
LRPC about ECOS Plan implementation. We hope the conversation at the March 10"
meeting will give staff a sense of the LRPC’s interest, and that we can have a longer
conversation in June or July of this year.During discussions last summer, LRPC members
expressed interest in supporting tracking plan implementation progress, in large part
responding to public comment throughout the update process that consistently
emphasized concern not only about what s in the Plan, but how it will be implemented.

The ECOS Plan acts as a policy framework. Many of its actions are carried out through
CCRPC'’s annual Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP), municipal technical assistance,
partnerships, and coordination with state agencies. However, there is currently no specific
regular process within the LRPC structure for reviewing progress, evaluating outcomes, or
identifying actions that may need course correction before the next plan cycle. The goal of
this conversation is not to create an additional layer of bureaucracy, but to build a
predictable and transparent process for tracking progress and accountability.

Questions to guide your thinking during this discussion may include:

e Does the LRPC want to receive an annual ECOS implementation update, and if so,
what level of detail or information would be most useful?

e Whatis more useful and important to measure and report on: outputs or outcomes
(i.e., what’s done/produced, or the effect it has)?

e Arethere examples from other organizations that members have seen work well for
tracking plan implementation?

e How frequently does LRPC want to meet or receive information about ECOS
Implementation?

e Should implementation reporting be aligned with the UPWP cycle, the annual report
to the Board, or another established processes? (For reference, CCRPC submits a
VAPDA report, an Agency of Commerce and Community Development (ACCD)
report, and Transportation Planning Initiative Report every year, compiles annual
reports for municipalities, and has completed ECOS Annual reports in the past
when the plan had a different structure.)


https://www.ccrpcvt.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/09/FY25-VAPDA-Annual-Report.pdf
https://www.ccrpcvt.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/02/SouthBurlington_CCRPC_FY25_Final.pdf
https://www.ccrpcvt.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/02/SouthBurlington_CCRPC_FY25_Final.pdf
https://www.ecosproject.com/annual-report
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Staff welcome guidance from the LRPC on what level of engagement is realistic and

valuable, and what structure would best support meaningful implementation over the

coming years.



EDITS COMPLETED

Edit # Municipality Oct'25 FLU Category |Mar '26 FLU Category |Parcel Address / General Location Source of Edit |Notes
1|Bolton Village Center Rural General 1-89 ROW in front of Smilie School LURB Removed a corner of ROW from Village Center to comply with LURB advisory recommendation.
2|Burlington Village Center Planned Growth Area Cambrian Rise LURB Edit made to comply with LURB required change.
3[Burlington Village Center Planned Growth Area Former Shelburne Road Village Center LURB Edit made to comply with LURB required change.
Areas along Pine Street north of the SECORD development and within the Edit made to comply with LURB required change. There is also a sliver of Rural Conservation that was
Enterprise/Light Manufacturing Zoning District, Residential - High Intensity, and changed to Downtown Center in the railyard and farmer's market parcel to be consistent with region-wide
4|Burlington Planned Growth Area Downtown Center Neighborhood Mixed Use LURB methodology.
Edited to comply with LURB comments about not being able to determine if this area meets the requirements
5[Colchester Village Area Rural General Parcels north of Beach Road and Entrance Road (Marble Island) LURB of Village Area.
Edited to comply with LURB advisory comments about providing more information about the Blakely Road
6|Colchester Village Center Village Area Former Blakely Road Village Center LURB Village Center. Staff decided to remove this center instead of providing more information about it.
LURB stated that it could not determine if areas off Route 2A east of the Village Center meet the definition of
Village Area due to the lack of walkability. The area was moved to transition due to the lack of sidewalks and
7|Colchester Village Area Transition / Infill Area Village Area east of Main Street Village Center LURB relative high speeds on VT 2A.
Staff, in consulation with Town staff, decided to change some of the Village Area west of VT 2A to Rural
8| Colchester Transition / Infill Area Rural Conservation Back of lots south and west of VT Route 2A near the Essex border Staff Conservation, instead of Transition/Infill, due to the existance of a highest priority forest block.
Edited to comply with LURB advisory comments about providing more information about the West Lakeshore
Drive Village Center. Staff determined that expansion of the Center to the east of the formerly mapped center
Parcels with frontage on West Lakeshore Drive between Village Center and was the easiest way to conform with statute. The new Village Center boundary roughly follow the boundary of
9|Colchester Village Area Village Center Colchester Recreation Center LURB the Lakeshore Two (L2) zoning district.
10|Essex Rural Conservation Planned Growth Area In the vicinity of Pearl Street Park Staff Fixed an error to ensure consistency with the VAPDA mapping methodology.
11|Essex Planned Growth Area Enterprise Area Allen Martin Drive Staff Will asses to see if PGA here is consistent with other parts of the region.
Had a few larger slivers of rural general that were surrounded by rural conservation. Now changed to rural
12|Hinesburg Rural General Rural Conservation Area near wastewater treatment plant. Staff conservation.
Had a large sliver of rural general behind the elementary school. Made it Village Center after consulting with
13|Hinesburg Rural General Village Center Area behind the elementary school. Staff Town Planner.
Planned Growth Area Rural Conservation Parcels along Cochran Rd in PGA changed to RC in areas where there is overlap | Municipality Parcels along Cochran Rd in PGA need to be RC in areas where there is overlap with River Corridor and
with River Corridor and Floodplain. Floodplain. Two parcels furthest east will be fully RC because they are substantially covered in
14|Richmond floodplain/river corridor.
Planned Growth Area Rural Agriculture and Forf Parcels along Cochran Rd in PGA changed to RA&F in areas where there is Municipality
15|Richmond overlap with River Corridor and Floodplain.
Planned Growth Area  |Transition / Infill Area The remainder of the PGA area in impacted by the above RC change. LURB Parcels along Cochran Rd in PGA need to be RC in areas where there is overlap with River Corridor and
Floodplain. Two parcels furthest east will be fully RC because they are substantially covered in
16|Richmond floodplain/river corridor.
17|Richmond Rural Conservation Planned Growth Area Church St Staff Areas outside of River Corridor and Floodplain were changed to PGA
18|Shelburne Downtown Center Planned Growth Area Parcel at the southwest corner of US 7 and Bostwick Road. LURB Edit made to comply with LURB required change.
19|Shelburne Planned Growth Area | Downtown Center Parcels north of village on US 7, but south of LaPlatte River LURB Edit made to comply with LURB recommended change.
20|Shelburne Planned Growth Area Downtown Center End of Shelburnewood Drive Staff Two parcels that were isolated. Made sense to group with surrounding DC.
Edit made to comply with LURB required change. This edit removes the riverine floodplain from PGA and put it
21|Shelburne Planned Growth Area Rural Conservation 886 Bay Road within the riverine floodplain LURB into RC.
Edit made to reflect changes made to the Shelburne Town Plan and the newly adopted Shelburne
22|Shelburne Transition / Infill Area Planned Growth Area O'Brien property north of Thomas Road Staff Development Regulations.
23|Shelburne Rural General Rural Conservation O'Brien property south of Thomas Road Staff Edit made to reflect changes made to the Shelburne Town Plan.
24|Shelburne Village Center Planned Growth Area North Village Center LURB Edit made to comply with LURB required change.
Enterprise Area between railway and Shelburne Rd., north of the LaPlatte,
should be extended northward to align with local zoning. Purple is the town's
25|Shelburne Transition/ InfillArea  |Enterprise Area industrial zoning. Municipality Change to align with Town Plan and municpal zoning.
This area lacks bike/ped connectivity to a Center.
26|Shelburne Planned Growth Area | Transition / Infill Area PGA area with frontage along Spear Street in northeast part of WW service area [LURB
Change to align with the Town Plan.
27|Shelburne Transition/ InfillArea  [Planned Growth Area Change the transition area around Bay Road and Northside Drive to PGA | Municipality
Change Business and Industry District off of Executive Drive and west of US 7 to Change to align with the Town Plan and municipal zoning.
28|Shelburne Transition / Infill Area Enterprise Area Enterprise Municipality
29[South Burlington | Village Center Planned Growth Area North Shelburne Road Village Center LURB Edit made to comply with LURB required change.
30|South Burlington | Village Center Planned Growth Area Kennedy and Kimball Village Center LURB Edit made to comply with LURB required change.
Expanded VC south to Holmes Road. Expanded VC east and north to include the Residential 2 zoning districts|
Expansion of Shelburne Road Village Center to south and east to address LURB to west of Farrell Street Park and Syzmanski Park. Include both parks in VC. And add the Swift Street Zoning
31|South Burlington  |Planned Growth Area | Village Center comments. LURB District south of the Rural Conservation along Potash Brook to VC.




Meadowland Industrial Park and all Industrial/Open Space Zoning District

Had a conversation with SB staff. This change makes sense give the zoning district and disconnection to other

32[South Burlington | Planned Growth Area  |Enterprise Area south of -89 Staff areas.
33[South Burlington | Downtown Center Downtown Center Between Dorset Street, Kennedy Drive, and Hinesburg Road LURB Expanded Downtown Center to the south to Kennedy Drive, west to I-89, and east to Hinesburg Road.
Removed the undeveloped floodplain in the bend in the Browns River in the southeastern part of the Village
34|Westford Village Center Rural Conservation Southeast part of Village Center. LURB Center to address advisory recommendation from the LURB.
PGA west of Taft Corners that is within the IZDW Zoning Distirct Edited in response to LURB statement that they cannot determin if this area meets the requirements for a
35| Williston Planned Growth Area Enterprise Area (Marshall/Shunpike Road Area) LURB PGA. The area in question is in the IZDW zoning district.
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EDITS IN PROCESS

Edit #

Municipality

Oct '25 FLU Category

Mar '26 FLU Category

Parcel Address / General Location

Source of Edit

Notes

1|Essex

Downtown Center

Planned Growth Area

Former Downtown Center

LURB

LURB could not determine that this DC meets statutory
requirements.




EDITS TO BE DETERMINED
Edit# Municipality Oct '25 FLU Category Mar '26 FLU Category Parcel Address / General Location Source of Edit Notes
1 South Burlington Planned Growth Area Williston Road/Kennedy Drive Eastern Area LURB

Municipality

© ©® N oA ®N

11
12
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14
15
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