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Untitled attachment 00040.png


Hi Peter,


The Zoning Information table you copied below is from the old site plan - that reflected the proposed coverage
before we changed the drive aisle widths and the limits of disturbance back in the fall.  With this change, the
proposed coverage went from 0.70 acres to 0.68 acres.


The Zoning Information table on the newest version of the site plan submitted yesterday corresponds to these
numbers referenced in the memo.


The coverage was calculated including the building coverage.


Stephanie


White + Burke Real Estate Investment Advisors, Inc.
Founded 1990


Stephanie T. Hainley
Project Manager & Chief Operating Officer
40 College Street, Suite 100
PO Box 1007
Burlington, VT 05402-1007
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We've moved!  Please note the updated address above.
The contents of this e-mail message and any attachments are confidential and are intended solely for the addressee. The information may also be legally
privileged. This transmission is sent in trust, for the sole purpose of delivery to the intended recipient. If you have received this transmission in error, any
use, reproduction or dissemination of this transmission is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please immediately notify the sender
by reply e-mail or phone and delete this message and its attachments, if any.
Before printing this email, please think about the environment.


On 2/11/2014 11:32 AM, Peter Erb wrote:


Stephanie,   a couple of questions.
 
The recent response you sent us contained the statement below.
 


Stormwater
 


5)  Question:  Could the stormwater from the new impervious area and any stormwater coming off of the
new slope on the conveyed 0.32 acres be treated in a retention pond on the Automotion site?


 
Because the overall approved impervious acreage is being reduced from 0.69 acres to the proposed 0.68
acres, there are no new impacts that would justify any stormwater conditions.  Please see the attached
memo from Scott Jaunich for legal analysis. Furthermore, because the proposed grading does a good job of
treating the new impervious area stormwater, a retention pond is not necessary.  Please see the attached
memo from engineer Brian Bertsch, dated February 6, 2014, for a further explanation of this system.


 
We respectfully request that the board make its decision on the stormwater treatment shown on the
proposed plan.
 


The Site Plan revision submission contains the following:
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Would you please explain the difference between the two different coverage’s.
 
Also, do you know if the lot coverage calculations that were done include the area of the
structure itself or just the impervious surfaces. Please let me know that you received this e
mail,
 
Thanks   Peter.
 
Peter Erb
Hinesburg Zoning Administrator
482 2281 X 226
hinesburgzoning@gmavt.net
10632 Route 116,
Hinesburg, Vt. 05461



mailto:hinesburgzoning@gmavt.net





 
Notice - Under Vermont's Open Records law, all e-mail and e-mail attachments received or prepared for use in matters concerning Town business or
containing information relating to Town business are likely to be regarded as public records which may be inspected by any person upon request,
unless otherwise made confidential by law. If you have received this message in error, please notify us immediately by return email. Thank you for
your cooperation. 


 





