Town of Hinesburg

Planning Commission

October 23rd, 2013
Approved November 13th

Members Present: Grace Ciffo, Maggie Gordon, Joe ladanza, Kyle Bostwick, Bob Linck. Jean Isham,
Johanna White, Aaron Kimball.

Members Absent: Tim Clancy.

Also present: Alex Weinhagen (Director of Planning & Zoning), Freeda Powers (Recording
Secretary).

Public Present: Bill Marks, Ed Matthews, John Veilleux, Gill Coates, George Bedard, Geoffrey Gevalt
and Peter D.

Joe L. chaired the meeting, which was called to order at 7:31pm.

There were no public comments for non-agenda items.

Rural Zoning - community outreach - review draft town-wide mailer:

Alex W. provided the Board with a draft copy of the town-wide mailer, which has already generated
some public interest. Alex W. said he had shown the mailer to the Town Administrator, Joe
Colangelo, who had offered some good feedback, including that the flyer should include the Town
Logo and should avoid any use of what may be read as being “slanted” or bias in any way. He also
suggested the flyer appeared too “busy” and should have less text to maximize clarity.

Joe L. said the flyer should demonstrate that the Town Plan was the catalyst for the work being
proposed, and that Plan is not partisan, but rather a statutory document. Therefore, he suggests
taking the Objectives directly from the Town Plan. Jean I. agreed. Bob L. noted the use of the
phrase “Implement the community vision” however, that vision is not stipulated. He suggested
taking out the bullets on the flyer to simplify it and also suggested articulating the desire as
expressed in the Town Plan, to protect environmental resources.

The Board viewed portions of the Town Plan in order to derive the direction articulated in its’
language for groundwork to Objectives #1, #2 & #3 of the proposed Rural Zoning changes.

Aaron K. cautioned against using the flyer to educate people on the proposed work itself. He said
the purpose of the mailing is to let people know that the November 5t vote is happening. In that
respect, he suggests a very simplified version of the flyer, pointing them to further resources (i.e.,
Town Clerk’s Office, P&Z Office, Town Website). He also suggested the creation of a PDF file on the
town website which could offer more education on the history, purpose and potential results of the
Rural Zoning proposal. Maggie G. resisted this idea, saying she feels people can not get quick, clear
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info from the website as it is a lot of information to sift through and some people do not have the
time or ability to access those documents. Bob L. agreed with what Maggie G. was saying.

Kyle B. voiced his concerns around the language being used in the flyer, which he found to be
problematic. Words such as “Improve” and “Innovative” he feels are too loaded with potential bias
and suggests the language be pared down to avoid the appearance of impropriety. Joe I. agreed.
Kyle B. said he would like to see a format for the language on the mailer which expresses “as a
result...” which would give landowners an idea of just how the proposed changes would affect them.
He feels this would offer a more true referendum, divulging both sides of the coin, as it were. Let
people know what benefits and what restrictions they really might face based on these proposals.
Bob L. said he felt that trying to list all the pros/cons would be ludicrous. He said we’ve put in the
work already.

Bill M. spoke from the audience, saying it’s clear the Board has already decided their work was
“good”, as it was passed.

Ed Matthews also spoke from the audience, saying he feels the Board is inserting itself into the
electoral process at this point, which is highly inappropriate. He said it was the Boards’ job to come
up with a proposal, which they have done. He said it was the Boards’ job to educate the public on
the work they were doing and the changes they were proposing, which time has ended. The work
has gone on to the Select Board as it should and has been voted on as it should. In his view, the
Planning Commissions’ work on this proposal is done, their role in the process complete. He took
umbrage to the Boards’ attempts now to tie the flyer to the Town Plan, as he said the true nature of
the mailing is to note a vote taking place to repeal a Select Board decision—and is not specific to the
Town Plan.

John V. spoke from the audience, asking the Board if they would be going through this process
tonight if there had been no petition. Bob L. said no. John V. asked, then why change anything? Bob
L. said the Board is not attempting to change anything, rather to educate them about the vote and
the proposal they are voting in regards to. Maggie G. also spoke, saying in response to Ed M.’s point
that the Commissions’ time for educating the public on the proposal, that many public meetings are
sparsely attended and that they do their best to get people notified of upcoming meeting topics and
discussions. She added that in her opinion, it would be irresponsible for the Commission not to
continue to inform the public on the work they are doing.

Ed M. voiced his sentiment that at this point in the process, it is inappropriate and reiterated that he
feels on this proposal, the Commissions’ job is done. He feels strongly that tax payer money should
not be spent advocating a Board’s position.

Grace C. said it is in the Boards’ right as a Commission to do this. Joe I. added that it has been
posted on social media platforms (i.e., Front Porch Forum), that there are people without an ax to
grind in this discussion who do not understand what the proposal would mean to them and who
still want clarification and education for better understanding on what they are voting on. He said
it is not the Commissioners’ place to predict why people vote, only to ensure that they vote knowing
the facts.
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Bill M. said the Planning Commission does have a moral and legal right to explain, however, his
concern is with misinformation going out which creates the further need for clarification.

Peter D. spoke from the audience, saying he feels that the electorate should educate themselves,
that is not the role of the Planning Commission.

The Board continued to rework the language and format of the mailer. Bob L. made a motion to
appoint a board member to work with Alex W. to rework the document and continue with
the plan to send it out as scheduled and end the discussion. Maggie G. seconded the motion.
Kyle B. and Joe I. voted against the motion, the Board voted 6-2. After a short discussion and
agreement that the document should be resolved and completed at this meeting with input from
the full board present, Jean I. moved to reconsider the motion made and work through the
document tonight. Kyle B. seconded the motion. All in favor, the Board voted 8-0 and public
discussion continued.

Geoffrey G. spoke from the audience, offering to help wordsmith the mailer.

Discussion around the proposals’ density formula came up and Jean I. clarified that this is the first
attempt at establishing a density formula for the rural areas.

The Board continued to rework the flyer with the help of members of the public who were present.
Joe L. asked the Board if they still felt the flyer was worthwhile. The Board replied yes. Joe I. asked
the Board if they felt the finished version was objective. The Board replied yes. Maggie G. made a
motion to accept the flyer as written. Johanna W. seconded the motion. All in favor, the Board
voted 8-0. Joe I. thanked members of the public who were present that had assisted in the final
document and had input in the active and productive discussion. He proposed tabling the minutes
from the Oct. 9t meeting until Nov. 27th meeting.

The Board reviewed their upcoming meeting and holiday schedules and agreed to hold the
November 27t meeting, which will be the day before Thanksgiving.

Other Business:

Alex W. noted upcoming VNRC forest/wildlife meetings, which will be taking place on— Oct. 29
(Craftsbury), Nov. 7 (Brandon), Nov. 12 (Westminster).
Alex W. also mentioned that Rolf Keilman has been appointed by the Selectboard to take the seat

held by Jean I. beginning Jan 1. 2014.

Jean I. made a motion to adjourn. Bob L. seconded the motion. The board voted 8-0. The
meeting ended at 10:10pm.

Respectfully Submitted,
Freeda Powers--Recording Secretary

Approved PC Meeting Minutes —October 23, 2013 page 3 of 4



Approved PC Meeting Minutes —October 23, 2013 page 4 of 4



