Agenda for the Selectboard Meeting Wednesday, February 14, 2018 at 6:30 PM
(Times Are Approximate)
1)  Approval of Agenda (Action Item) 5 minutes

2)  Public Comments (Discussion Item) 10 minutes

3)  Approval of Minutes: 12/6/2017, 12/13/2017, 1/10/18, 1/17/18, 1/20/18-1/23/18, 1/24/2018, and
1/29/2018 Selectboard meetings (Action Item) 5 minutes

4)  Prudential Committee — Request to Appoint Barbara Currier (Discussion/Action ltem) 5 minutes
5) Climate Change & Sustainability Resolution (Discussion/Action ltem) 10 minutes

6) Board to Sign Accounts Payable/Warrants (Action ltem) 5 minutes

7) Town Manager Report (Discussion Item) 10 minutes P

8) Elisabeth Gordon Request to Present Play at Town Meeting (Discussion/Action item) 10 minutes
9) Town Plan: Process & Next Steps (Discussion/Action ltem) 30 minutes

10) Approve and Sign Certificate of Highway Mileage (Discussion/Action Item) 5 minutes

11) Correspondence (Discussion/Action Item) 5 minutes
a) Tracey Kawecki (2 items)
b) Pam Smith
¢) Marcia Calloway
d) Calli Guion (2 items)

e) Chris Katucki (2 items)
f) Lindsay Putnam

g) Ernie Ciccotelli

h) Charlotte Metcalf (3 items)
i) Tracey Hayes

j) Omer Trajman

k) Colin Calloway

I) Chris Moore

m) Upper Valley Haven
n) Stuart Richards

0) Kris Clement

p) Buff McLaughry

12) Selectboard
a) Town Manager Evaluation — possible executive session (Discussion/Action Item) 30 minutes
b) Review of Next Agendas (Discussion/ Action Item) 10 minutes

13) End of Meeting Debriefing — if needed (Discussion ltem) 10 minutes

Next Meeting — February 28, 2018 at 6:30 PM

To receive email notices of Selectboard meetings and hearings, agendas, minutes and other notices,
send an email to manager-assistant@norwich.vt.us requesting to be placed on the Town Email List.



DRAFT Minutes of the Special Selectboard Meeting of
Wednesday, January 17, 2018 at 5:30 pm

Members present: Mary Layton, Chair; Linda Cook; Stephen Flanders; John Langhus;
John Pepper; Herb Durfee, Town Manager.

There were about 8 people in the audience.

Also participating: Stuart Richards, Marcia Calloway, Charlotte Metcalf, Frank Manasek,
Carolyn Frye, Jeff Goodrich.

Layton opened the meeting at 5:36 pm.

1. Approval of Agenda (Action Item): The Selectboard agreed to proceed with the
agenda as drafted, with added commentary by Town Manager on Audit Update. It
is not yet known if the audit report will be ready in time for the Town Report.

2. Public Comments (Discussion Item): Stuart Richards shared concerns about the
survey and Route 5 development, and asked that the edited version of the Town
Plan he and others have worked on be submitted for the public to review. Marcia
Calloway asked again about receiving documentation of 3 years of public
participation leading up to the receipt of the Town Plan, citing due process
requirements. She asked the Board to understand and be mindful of the 12 criteria
and finally wanted to learn details about the feasibility study for the Dyke property
as cited in the NY Times advertisement.

3. Town Plan Process — Board Deliberation: Flanders opened by reaffirming that 3 of
the 5 Board Members (Flanders, Pepper, Langhus) had previously favored an
advisory vote on the Town Plan at the March Town Meeting. Langhus agreed but
indicated that objective itself should not drive the timeline. Discussion led to the
proposal that after the 2-part Public Hearings on January 20 and January 23, the
Board would have more information and could decide on appropriate timing after
that, to be discussed at the regular Selectboard Meeting on January 24. Linda
Cook emphasized that the public needs to be better educated and would not
support an advisory vote in March.

Board discussion regarding the agenda for the 1/20 and 1/23 meetings led to
following decisions on hearing structure: i. Overall Summary (Langhus — 2-3
minutes) and then for each “Chapter” of the Town Plan: ii. Key Changes since
2011 and End of Chapter Summary (3 minutes) and iii. Public Comment. Each
Chapter will be dealt with separately so as to stay organized.

Break-out group sign-ups by Town Plan Chapter will have sign-up sheets for
people who want to learn more outside of the formal hearings.



Linda Cook and John Pepper are in charge of the “PR Committee” to attempt to
give notice to as many residents of Norwich as possible, including seniors and
those who don'’t use technology regularly.

Public Comment: Jeff Goodrich discussed his long history and reminded the board
that of Norwich'’s role in the regional “designated growth center”. Charlotte Metcalif
asked the Board to update Map 11 related to Hamlets and to better understand a
law that she believes will eliminate development on highway exit areas like Route
5. Carolyn Frye suggested that the comments by the public at the upcoming
hearings be limited to one Chapter at a time. Stuart Richards shared further
thoughts before moving onto the proposed Survey.

4. Town Plan Survey — Continued Discussion: Linda Cook indicated she does not
support the survey as drafted. She felt that the missing components are tax
implications for each of the questions to help residents filling out the survey
understand possible implications of their answers on their own financial standing.
With discussion and minor suggestions, Pepper, Flanders, and Layton all agreed
that the survey should continue forward. Langhus supported it as-is with no
suggested changes.

Public Comment: Frank Manacek suggested the questions “Why did you move
here?” and “What causes you to stay here?”. Stuart Richards talked about
affordability as a key part of the survey. Frank Manacek suggested “Do you think
you are getting good value for your tax dollars in Norwich?” Carolyn Frye
suggested that in addition to the reasons you choose to stay in Norwich, it could be
helpful to know “What don’t you like about Norwich?” “What could cause you to
leave Norwich?”

At 7:37pm, Cook moved (2nd Flanders) to adjourn. Motion passed unanimously.
Meeting adjourned at 7:37pm.

By Mary Layton, Selectboard Chair

Approved by the Selectboard on

Mary Layton
Selectboard Chair
Next Meeting — January 24, 2018 at 6:30 PM

PLEASE NOTE THAT CATV RECORDED THIS SPECIAL MEETING OF THE
NORWICH SELECTBOARD.



©
DRAFT Minutes of the First Town Plan Public Hearing (1A & 1B)

Saturday, January 20, 2018 at 3:00 pm
Tuesday, January 23, 2018 at 7:00pm

First Town Plan Public Hearing 1A
Saturday, January 20, 2018 at 3:00 pm

Members present: Mary Layton, Chair; Linda Cook; Stephen Flanders; John Langhus; John Pepper;
Herb Durfee, Town Manager.

There were about 65 people in the audience.

Also participating: John Carroll (moderator and timer), Jeff Lubell (PC), Pam Smith, Tracey
Kewecki (in writing), Sue Pitiger, Kelly , Ernie Cicotelli, Charlotte Metcalf, Dean Seibert,
Claudette Brochu, Anna Adachi-Mejia, Marsha Calloway, Frank Manasek, Mike Novek, Liz Adams,
Ann McGowan, Sarah Reeves, Colin Calloway, Anne Seibert, Stuart Richards, John Farrell, Robert
Cuer, Ann Foley, John Feldie, Chris Moore, Warren , Kris Clement, Charyl

Layton made a motion to open the meeting at 3:07pm. Flanders second.
INTRODUCTORY REMARKS:

1. Layton reviewed the basic agenda and ground rules of the Public Meeting. Questions
would be documented and answered at a later date. The emphasis was to spend as much
time listening to public comment and questions as possible in the 120 minute period.

2. Jeff Lubell of the Norwich Planning Commission (PC) presented for approximately 5
minutes with a brief set of slides. Lubell discussed that the historical 5 year between Town
Plan updates had been too tight and Norwich had often made major updates every 10
years with minor updates every 5. The last major update was in 2011. The 2017 was
considered a minor update.

Lubell emphasized a few points regarding the plan: the 2017 Town Plan does not
contemplate mixed use, hamlets, etc. in the Route 5 South or River Road districts due to
feedback from public during 2017. The document the PC is proposing is very much an edit
of the current plan which is responsible for the town we all currently experience.

3. John Langhus spoke for approximately 3 minutes emphasizing that this hearing represents
the official hand off of the Town Plan to the Selectboard. He reviewed that there are two
required Public Hearings. The hearing today and on Tuesday 1/23 comprise parts 1 and 2
of the 1* Official Public Hearing. He reminded the public of the informal nature of the
hearing, offering that people could review the action plans of each chapter which were
posted on the walls, etc. Questions by the public were not to be answered during the
meeting.



PUBLIC COMMENTARY:

1. Pam Smith shared that there was lots of opposition from the public from all corner of
Norwich. She pointed out Map #11 as most striking showing what she estimated to be a
100%+ increase in the size of the Village Center.

CLARIFICATION NEEDED: She asked that the Town Plan be put on the Town Warrant.

2. Tracey Kewecki, via Pam Smith, based on the public gathering at the NPL on January 19,
suggests that the Selectboard reject the proposed Town Plan and send it back to the
Planning Commission to start over. She also suggests that more collaboration take place in
the next round.

3. Sue Pitiger asked a question about the Housing section and wanted to know if anyone
could summarize the key changes in that section between 2011 vs. 2017.

4, Kelly (LAST NAME) talked about Norwich being seen as expensive, snobbish and elitist.
Development will only add to taxes, especially given increases necessary to cover utilities,
sewage, etc. If “indiscriminate development” is allowed, Norwich will “lose our town”. She
requested that one year be spent seeking further contributions from the public.

5. Ernie Cicotelli first clarified the versions of the plans and talked about the words used in
the proposed plan specifically related to sustainability and sustainable development.
Referenced “Our Common Future” and feels the proposed TP will be miscontstrued and
lead to conflict and law suits. Suggests the TP must either be pro-growth or sustainable,
but cannot be both.

6. Charlotte Metcalf asked questions about the impact of the TRORC regional plan. She
discussed the “feasibility” study as well as a PC member’s previous suggestion that 150
units or more in the Route 5 South area was the only way to make development
financially viable. She shared statistics on tax impact of development, summarizing that
“undeveloped land is the fiscal winner”.

7. Dean Seibert shared the lens of asking whether the vision of the proposed TP moves the
Town forward or does it cause harm. He suggested that parts of it do cause harm and that
the Selectboard should weigh those issues carefully. He also shared his disappointment
that hamlets had been removed from the TP. He concluded by noting that the most fragile
section of our town is the Village Center (anchored by Dan & Whits, etc.).

8. Claudette Brochu pointed out what she feels was an error in that the town is not growing
as the TP indicates. She also felt that the PC did not meet statutes because they had not
included enough public comment.



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

Anna Adachi- Mejia discussed affordable housing and asked how could we achieve our
goals using the stock we already have.

Marsha Calloway discussed lack of but requirement of citizen participation throughout the
process. She pointed out that she has been waiting for answers to some of her questions
on participation for over 5 weeks. She feels that zoning can be changed with the Town
Plan and that it wouldn’t take much to have open-ended development and change our
town forever.

Frank Manasek discussed the difference between claims of “hard work” and “outcomes”
and shared that he wanted to focus on outcomes and not the hard work put into
producing a Town Plan. He requested that the Selectboard remove and replace the entire
Planning Commission.

Mike Novek listed six substantial changes in the 2017 proposed TP versus the 2011 TP and
commented that zoning changes must follow the Town Plan.

Liz Adams said that she is not opposed to growth. Housing in Norwich is increasingly hard
for families to reach. New students are critical. Young families bring vibrancy to our town,
and we may be at risk of “loving Norwich to death”.

Ann McGowan restated that Jeff Lubell clearly indicated that development has been
removed. She said that potential residents who make a good living cannot necessarily
afford to live here.

Sarah Reeves discussed the need to add affordable housing in a reasonable way, but
Route 5 South just is not the right location. Keep Route 5 South a Gateway that is
beautiful.

Colin Calloway supports affordable housing but believes the TP opens the way for
unrestricted development which he does not support.

Anne Seibert showed a map that was “floating around” (which was from the TRORC
Regional Plan apparently). She did an informal inventory and counts 50 affordable housing
units along Route 5 South that would be removed when the land became more valuable
after development is permitted.

Stuart Richards sees an effort by the PC to suburbanize Norwich and that the TP leaves
the door open to unlimited development. He suggests caps on size and time, and feels it
would be a mistake to enable mixed use on Route 5.



19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

John Farrell talked about “landscape amnesia” — the slow and gradual building of
infrastructure such that nobody really notices it. He is pro affordable housing but against
“massive” development.

Robert Cuwer felt the TP is more like a wish list. Affordable housing is getting more
expensive to build. Noted that these plans have no teeth to allow people to move
forward.

Charlotte Metcalf (2) talked about the new TP designating Route 5 South and River Road
as the extension of the Village Center. She cited the recent articles in the Rutland Herald
and regulations passed related to building at interchanges.

Ann Foley commented on the Town Plan.

Jeff Lubell (2) reemphasized that the TP does not proposed development on Route 5.
Period. It reflects a great deal of feedback received during the past year.

Marsha Calloway (2) had questions regarding Map 11. She asked again why not include
the public before the PC submitted the TP to the Selectboard and not after.

Stuart Richards (2) disagreed with Jeff Lubell’s comments. He pointed out that Map 11
designates a place where intense development will take place and “leaves the door open”
for wrong kind of development.

Ernie Cicotelli (2) shared that the TP cannot contain any conflicts or it will lead to hostility,
law suits, etc.

John Feldie talked about how it is very hard for parents to attend Selectboard meetings
and Public Hearings like these.

Chris Moore wants to understand the link between the TRORC Regional Plan and the
Town Plan? Which parts are which?

Marsha Calloway (3) made TRORC comments and a comment on Map 11.

Warren made comments on the process and shared his disappointment when
the integrity of those serving in elected office is questioned.

Robert Cuer (2) expressed concern about the “green dessert” that is the area leading to
the river on 10A. Shared an idea to expand the Village Center long 10A instead of doing so
in another area like Route 5 South.

Claudette Brochu (2) questioned whether the stats in the Regional info were up to date...
WRJ, Leb, etc.



33. Stuart Richards (3) asked that SB and PC set a clear goal for actual amounts of affordable
housing.

34. Kris Clement asked for the definition of an advisory vote. John Langhus responded.
35. John Langhus made closing remarks.

36. Cherryl asked what exact zoning had been worked on by the PC that had been
mentioned previously.

Linda Cook, John Pepper, Steven Flanders and Mary Layton each made brief concluding remarks.

Linda Cook moved to continue the First Town Plan Public Hearing until 7pm Tuesday, January 23,
2018. Flanders 2". All in favor 5-0.

Session 1A concluded at 4:58pm to be continued as Session 1B at 7pm on Tuesday 1/23/18.

First Town Plan Public Hearing 1B
Tuesday, January 23, 2018 at 7:00pm

Members present: Mary Layton, Chair; Linda Cook; Stephen Flanders; John Langhus; John Pepper;
Herb Durfee, Town Manager.

There were about 70 people in the audience.

Also participating: John Carroll (moderator and timer), Jeff Goodrich (PC), Kathleen Shephard,
Paul Manello, Buff McLaughry, Harry Roberts, Ann Foley, Omer Trajman, Daniel Johnson, Chris
Ashley, Elizabeth Howard, Tracey Kewicki, Priscilla Vincent, Jenny Levy, Tracy Hayes, Ralph
Hybels, Clay Adams, Colin Calloway, Charlotte Metcalf, Frank Manasek, Marcia Calloway, Callie
Guyon, Stuart Richards, Ernie Cicotelli, Dean Seibert, Ann Seibert, Roger Arnold, Maggie Pepper,
Kris Clement, Chris Moore.

Layton made a motion to continue the meeting at 7:08pm. Flanders second.
INTRODUCTORY REMARKS:
1. Layton reviewed the basic agenda and ground rules of the Public Meeting similar to 1/20.
2. Jeff Goodrich of the Norwich Planning Commission (PC) presented for approximately 5
minutes with a brief set of slides. Goodrich said that the 2017 proposed TP was a re-

adoption of the 2011 TP, with revisions based on public comment. He highlighted the red-
line version available on line.



3. John Carroll introduced himself as a glorified timekeeper, but then retracted that saying
he was “just” a timekeeper ©

4. John Langhus spoke for approximately 3 minutes repeating the introduction he had made
on 1/20.

PUBLIC COMMENT

1. Kathleen Shepherd has lived in Norwich for 40 years and supports efforts to increase
diversity, add school children and to be fair in decision-making. She supports the idea of
the listening sessions to hear from a large swath of people.

2. Paul Manello, affordable housing subcommittee, said there was little to show for so many
years of work on his and others’ part. Moving here today he said he could not support the
home they live in now. He sees nothing objectionable about the proposed TP.

3. Buff McLaughry shared data related to real estate in Norwich, as well as median income
statistics around the region (Leb, Hanover, Hartford, etc.) demonstrating need for
affordable housing. Lowest inventory of housing since 2007 — the Upper Valley is short
5,000 housing units. In 2017 7 homes in Norwich sold for less than $250K, and 10 homes
sold for less than 300.

4. Harry Roberts discussed the Grand List and its 1312 single-family dwellings.

5. Ann Foley talked about the trend of affordable housing being purchased and then
renovated, expanded, and no longer being affordable. She said the TP is “ok”, but very
vague, and the door is open for distasteful, big development which won’t add to Norwich
but will take away from Norwich.

6. Paul Manuello (2) shared that he is tired of the Listserve accusations of individuals
servings on boards and committees.

7. Omer Trajaman is broadly supportive of the proposed TP and submitted notes to the TM.
Appreciated the updates to energy and focus on sustainable growth.

8. Daniel Johnson, former chair of PC during 2011 TP, discussed the transparency at that
time and shared that it was fundamentally flawed to throw it out and start from scratch.
“Documents learn over time”, and felt changes are headed in the right direction.

9. Chris Ashley supported the TP in the spring and continues to support it. Encourages an
advisory vote and talked about Norwich relying on Upper Valley and not just on itself.



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

Elizabeth Howard shared concerns about keeping Norwich affordable for those already
here.

Tracey Kawecki reiterated her statement from 1A and worries that the TP includes all of
the ingredients that allow an exemption of Act 250. She suggests the SB reject the TP
outright.

Priscilla Vincent shared thoughts on challenges of water and sewer.

Jenny Levy supports plan as redlined — shared a stat that both at Hypertherm and DHMC
the average person commutes 24 miles.

Tracy Hayes shared two concerns: internet and utilities need to be addressed in the TP,
and cannabis must be included especially given recent legalization.

Ralph Hybels urged the List Serve contributors to be more positive and noted that
developers are not clamoring to do work here in Norwich.

Clay Adams encourages the adoption of the TP as redlined. Discussed issue of employees
in UV not being able to get work near home.

Colin Calloway supports affordable housing but is concerned with intent and content as
evidenced by meetings of November 8 and December 13. Suggests removal of Map 11
and restart process.

Charlotte Metcalf noted that a “top-down approach” could lead to 150 units to make the
35 acre Dyke property viable for a developer. Reiterated from 1A, and suggested
taxpayers need to know affect on taxes if TP is adopted.

Frank Manasek talked about a priest and a nun going into a bar before sharing that he
might boycott the proposed PC-led listening meeting unless there was a quorum and
proper minutes taken.

Ralph Hybels suggested that people attend Affordable Housing Committee meetings.
Chris Ashley made comments on the Development Review Board.

Marcia Calloway discussed concerns about Map 11, cited pages 12-9 and 11-23, lack of
public participation in PC meetings leading up to proposed TP, questioned who authorized

the feasibility study, and said she has no trust in the current PC.

Frank Manasek discussed breakout groups and John Langhus briefly clarified their
structure.



24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

Charlotte Metcalf worries that the listening sessions will have no public record.
Callie Guyon pointed out the issues of planning vs. planning & zoning.
Stuart Richards made comments opposing the TP.

Ernie Cicotelli discussed community involvement in affordable housing projects (“barn
raising”) and experimental $20,000 homes.

Dean Seibert concerned about the lack of balance in the TP... what is the impact of such a
development? Suggests the SB require an impact assessment and questioned why
Regional Commission has flipped so dramatically on their Route 5 stance. Asks SB to find
out why the change?

Ann Seibert repeated inventory of affordable housing and suggests that in the long run
having commercial development along a river will be considered very bad judgment.

Stuart Richards stated that the TP will increase our taxes, reiterated lack of Caps in the
town plan, and emphasized that Norwich does not need to bring jobs — this is a bedroom
community. No sewage, spend less.

Roger Arnold pointed out that the TP says no action is to be taken with respect to zoning
or development and supports that. He discussed wealth disparity.

Maggie Pepper agreed with Roger Arnold and asked for his number and if he might have
coffee with her sometime. Selectboard member John Pepper visibly grimaced and made
note of the situation.

Colin Calloway restated that his opposition to the TP is not opposition to affordable
housing. Asked to explore alternatives.

Kris Clement questioned the “rush” to adopt the plan. Emphasized need for more
compromise.

Ralph Hybels restated that the TP does not govern, its merely a vision.

Marcia Calloway commented on the TP (NO NOTES )

Harry Roberts NO NOTES )

Chris Moore NO NOTES )

Stuart Richards reiterated that the TP doesn’t establish goals, for example what % of our
housing should be affordable. Currently there are no limits, open-ended.



40. Ralph Hybels reiterated that Norwich needs “significant” affordable housing.

Linda Cook, John Pepper, Steven Flanders, Mary Layton and John Langhus each made brief
concluding remarks.

Steven Flanders moved to adjourn. John Langhus second. All in favor 5-0.

Public Hearing adjourned at 8:58pm.

By Mary Layton, Selectboard Chair

Approved by the Selectboard on

Mary Layton
Selectboard Chair
Next Selectboard Meeting — February 14, 2018 at 6:30 PM

PLEASE NOTE THAT CATV RECORDED BOTH PUBLIC HEARINGS OF THE NORWICH SELECTBOARD.



Herb Durfee

From: psmith4203@gmail.com

Sent: Sunday, January 28, 2018 7:37 AM

To: Miranda Bergmeier

Cc: Herb Durfee

Subject: Draft Minutes from Selectboard Town Plan Hearing
Miranda,

Please correct the minutes of the first Town Plan public hearing as follows:
“CLARIFICATION NEEDED - She asked that the Selectboard put the issue of Village Center expansion on the Town
Warrant for a decision by the voters of the Town.”

You will see that this is the wording from the statement that | read. The minutes seem to imply that | am in favor of
putting the Town Plan on the Town Warrant as an advisory vote, which | do not support.

Thanks....Pam Smith



DRAFT Minutes of the Special Selectboard Meeting of
Wednesday, January 24, 2018 at 6:00 pm

Members present: Mary Layton, Chair; Linda Cook; Stephen Flanders; John Langhus; John
Pepper; Herb Durfee, Town Manager.

There were about 16 people in the audience.

Also participating: Dean Seibert, Kris Clement, Lily Trajman, Pam Smith, Colin Calloway,
Charlotte Metcalf, Marcia Calloway, Stuart Richards, and Jeff Goodrich.

Layton opened the meeting at 6:02 pm.

i. Call to Order — 6:00 PM. Layton explained that the Selectboard would be going into
executive session regarding the union contract, and planned to return to public session at about
6:30 PM.

2. Union Contract: Pending Negotiations (Discussion ltem). Flanders moved (2" Langhus)
to find that premature public knowledge would clearly place the public body at a substantial
disadvantage. Motion passed unanimously. Flanders moved (2" Langhus) to enter executive
session to discuss the union contract, pursuant to 1 VSA sec. 313(a)(1)(B) and to include the
Town Manager and the town’s attorney by teleconference. Motion passed unanimously. At
6:05 PM, the Selectboard moved into executive session.

Flanders moved (2™ Langhus) to enter public session. Motion passed unanimously. The
Selectboard moved into public session at 6:38 PM.

3. Approval of Agenda (Action Item). Stuart Richards asked the Selectboard to move agenda
item #10 to an earlier point in the meeting. The Selectboard decided to move agenda items #6
and #10 so they would occur in that order, following #4 “Public Comments.”

4. Public Comments (Discussion Iltem). Dean Seibert read aloud from written remarks
regarding development and the Town Plan. Kris Clement asked if the Town Meeting Warning
agenda item would include discussion about holding an advisory vote on the proposed Town Plan.
The Selectboard answered that yes, it would.

5. Alcohol Policy Waiver Request — Norwich Women'’s Club (Discussion/Action Item). Lily
Trajman, a member of the Norwich Women’s Club, said that the Spring Gala is being held at
Tracy Hall and they would like to be able to serve beer and wine, as per usual. This event
traditionally has raised a large amount of money for community grants. Flanders moved (2"
Langhus) to waive the Town ordinance regulating the possession and consumption of alcohol so
that the Norwich Women’s Club may serve alcohol via a properly licensed caterer in Tracy Hall on
the evening of March 24, 2018 during its Spring Gala. Motion passed unanimously.

6. Town Plan: Hearing Follow-up & Next Steps (Discussion/Action Item). Layton said that
now the Selectboard has started to hear from the public and the Selectboard needs to decide its
next steps. Layton acknowledged there is fear among the public concerning large-scale
development. She suggested that perhaps the Planning Commission should come to a
Selectboard meeting to explain the Town Plan (TP) draft and have another working session so
that the Selectboard can hash out ideas. Langhus suggested that the Town should hold an
advisory vote during Town Meeting and have break-out sessions to work on specific sessions of



the plan. Flanders said he has looked at the proposed TP and doesn’t find anything in it that
would make large-scale development happen. Pepper said that he has been listening to people’s
concerns about mega-development happening in Norwich, and he thinks there is not sufficient
reason here in Norwich to bring in big development. Pepper thanked residents for putting time
and effort into their input about the TP. Cook wants to organize the questions and comments from
the public in order to set up further break-out sessions to work on the TP. Cooks suggested that
we need to make sure Norwich is affordable for everyone. Langhus said that he thinks that things
from outside the TP document have come into the TP discussion. Langhus appreciates all of the
work and input by residents. Langhus said the TP is a framework for the town to address issue
that come before the town. Without a TP, we can’t do any zoning — with or without any
development. Also, the Village Center designation is to allow a town greater local control.
Langhus said he takes due process very seriously and he doesn’t see any fatal flaws in this TP.
The Selectboard is not planning to stop conversations about the TP, even if they decide to have
an advisory vote. Layton asked the Selectboard if they'd like to proceed with organizing the
comments coming from the public and answering the questions that have been raised. Flanders
suggested a list of written questions from the public, with answers provided by the Selectboard.
Langhus suggested that a two-person committee from the Selectboard could draft answers and
then at the next meeting the Selectboard could approve those. The Selectboard members agreed
that Cook and Pepper will sort and compile all the public’s questions, then Langhus and Flanders
will draft FAQs and answers. At the February 14, 2018 Selectboard meeting, the Selectboard will
review the proposed FAQs and vote. Selectboard members then discussed options for informing
the public about the upcoming break-out session meetings and FAQs. The Selectboard agreed to
schedule information sessions (aka break-out sessions) on Saturday, February 3, 2018 3:00-5:00
PM and Tuesday, February 6, 2018 7:00-9:00 PM. At these sessions, Affordable Housing and
Land Use will be discussed. Flanders then read a proposal for a town warning article that would
call for an advisory vote on the proposed TP. Langhus asked if it is possible to edit the TP after
the Selectboard votes to approve the warning article. Durfee said that yes, it is possible, but he
does not advise putting the TP question on the Town Meeting warning. Pam Smith said that a
survey is a better way to gauge the voters’ support for the proposed TP, rather an advisory vote.
Colin Calloway said that this has been an eye-opening process and he is concerned about
development on Route 5 South. Charlotte Metcalf said she has been talking about 150 units
being built because a study was done at some point showing a possible plan for building 150 units
on Route 5 South. Metcalf read from her letter posted to the listserv and said she is concerned
that TP process will be skewed. Marcia Calloway reiterated her previous comments expressing
concern with due process in forming the proposed TP, referenced Map 11. Kris Clement said that
the public is concerned about what is not in the TP, not only what is in the TP. Clement asked the
Selectboard to bridge the divide between the public by incorporating the public’s suggestions.
Dean Seibert said that this town is resilient and has weathered a lot of controversy, and we will be
OK. Seibert spoke about the town-wide survey and said that the regional planning commission
may have suggested parameters for a survey. Seibert said he wants impact assessment included
in the TP. Stuart Richards said that he is submitting written edits to the proposed TP and he
wants the Selectboard to put out a survey. Richards is concerned about his taxes going up,
commercialization, suburbanization, municipal sewer, and village character. Jeff Goodrich said
the Planning Commission has had open discussions on multiple occasions. Goodrich expressed
dismay with the ad hominem attacks he has seen in public discussion about the TP. Cook stated
that she has no ownership interest in the Route 5 South property. Flanders said that it is true that
the Planning Commission’s initial proposal was upsetting, but that proposal is dead; one option is
to put the proposed TP up for an advisory vote and get public input that way.

7. Town Meeting Warning / Sign Warning (Discussion/Action Item). Durfee said that the



Selectboard needs only to approve the town portion of the warning. The amounts for the school
are not yet determined. Durfee said that the July 1 storm damage is now estimated at $4.3 million
and borrowing of $4.0 million is proposed in order to cover expenses before the anticipated FEMA
reimbursement is made to the town. Langhus questioned the amount of borrowing. Durfee said
that borrowing that amount keeps the storm cost separate from ordinary budget expenses.

Durfee explained that Article 30 of the warning is a requested appropriation for a new
organization, and RSVP is not requesting an appropriation in this year's warning. Article 111is
asking about an alternate method of distributing the Town Report. The Selectboard members
agreed not to include an article calling for an advisory vote on the Town Plan. Flanders moved
(2" Langhus) to approve the Town portion of the 2018 Town Meeting Warning, excluding any
article referring to a Town Plan advisory vote. Motion passed unanimously.

8. Selectboard Town Report (Discussion/Action Item). Flanders moved (2" Pepper) to
approve the draft FY17 Selectboard submission for publication in the FY17 Town Report. Motion

passed unanimously.

9. Board to Sign Accounts Payable/Warrants (Discussion/Action ltem). Flanders moved (2"
Langhus) to approve check warrant #18-16 for Police Station Fund in the amount of $504.25; for
Police Special Equipment Fund in the amount of $6,613.80; for Fire Station Fund in the amount of
$1,239.45; for Public Safety Facility Fund in the amount of $110.00; and for General Fund in the
amount of $116,305.02. Motion passed unanimously.

10. Town Manager Report (Discussion Item). Durfee said that the audit report should be
received by Roberta Robinson tomorrow. Union contract negotiations will begin very soon.
Construction will be restarting on the DPW garage project, and the Public Safety Building (PSB)
interior is being finished, with a Certificate of Occupancy visit by the Fire Marshall next Tuesday.
The PSB exterior is finished and the apparatus building exterior construction work has been
suspended while budget concerns regarding the Grange water line and fees for permitting and
engineering are addressed. If the project continues to be over budget, then Durfee would
probably ask the Selectboard to pay that overage — expected to be less than $20,000 — from the
fund balance. Durfee is looking for cost cuts where possible. The PSB is on schedule to open at
the beginning of February; an official grand opening will happen in Spring 2018 when the weather
is better. The second February Selectboard meeting may be held in the meeting room at the
PSB; a building tour could be part of that meeting.

11.  Langhus suggested that the Selectboard defer agenda item #11 to another meeting, and
the other Selectboard members agreed.

12.  Correspondence (Discussion/Action Item). Flanders moved (2" Langhus) to receive
correspondence from Will Smith regarding the Town Plan; from Patricia Derrick regarding llisley
Road; from Lynn McCormick and Richard Adams regarding the Board of Listers; from Marcia
Calloway regarding the Dyke Property and Town Plan; from John Pepper regarding the Board of
Listers; from Charlotte Metcalf regarding the Town Plan; from Ernie Ciccotelli regarding the Board
of Listers; from Chris Moore regarding the Town website; from Henry Scheier regarding the Board
of Listers; from Stuart Richards regarding the Town Plan; from Cheryl Lindberg regarding the
1/10/2018 draft Selectboard minutes; and from the Norwich Planning Commission regarding
compliance with Act 171 related to Forestry for the Town Plan. Motion passed unanimously.

13.  Selectboard: a) Approval of Minutes (Discussion/Action ltem). Selectboard
members agreed to defer this item for the next regular meeting.
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b) Review of Next Agendas (Discussion/Action ltem). Selectboard members agreed to the
following agenda items for their next meeting:
Approval of Meeting Minutes
School Board / Selectboard Interaction
Climate Change & Sustainability Resolution
llisley Road Discussion

_j
1
1

14.  Town Manager Evaluation (Discussion/Action Item). Langhus suggested the Selectboard
schedule a special meeting for the sole purpose of providing the Town Manager with an 4
evaluation. Selectboard members agreed to schedule the special meeting for 4:00 PM on ]
Monday, January 29, 2018.

At 9:57 pm, Flanders moved (2" Langhus) to adjourn. Motion passed unanimously.
Meeting adjourned at 9:57 pm.

By Miranda Bergmeier

Approved by the Selectboard on

il W BMUCAR S b s s

Mary Layton
Selectboard Chair

Next Special Meetings — January 29, 2018 at 4:00 PM
February 3, 2018 at 3:00 PM
February 6, 2018 at 7:00 PM

s Rt e T

Next Regular Meeting — February 14, 2018 at 6:30 PM i

PLEASE NOTE THAT CATV RECORDS ALL REGULAR MEETINGS OF THE NORWICH
SELECTBOARD.
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DRAFT Minutes of the Special Selectboard Meeting of
Monday, January 29, 2018 at 4:00 p.m.

Members present: Mary Layton, Chair; John Pepper, Vice-Chair; Linda Cook; Steve Flanders; John
Langhus; and, Herb Durfee, Town Manager (at 5:40 p.m.)

1. Call to Order. At 4:07 p.m., Layton called the meeting to order.

2. Town Manager Evaluation. At 4:08 p.m., Layton moved to enter executive session to discuss the
Town Manager’s evaluation, pursuant to 1 VSA §313(a)(3), and to possibly include the Town
Manager. Seconded by Flanders. Motion carried 5-0-0.

At 5:40 p.m., Layton moved to enter public session. Seconded by Flanders. Motion carried 5-0-0. No
additional action taken.

3. Sign Accounts Payable/Warrants. Durfee explained that the single payable related to payment for
the FYE 2017 audit. Durfee reported that, according to the auditor, the final audit would not be
released until payment was made. Durfee indicated he would be having follow-up discussion with the
auditor for reasons previously explained to members of the Board. At 5:45 p.m., Layton moved to
approve check warrant #18-1 for General Fund in the amount of $9,200.00. Seconded by Flanders.
No further discussion. Motion carried 5-0-0.

4. Next meetings’ agendas. For clarity, the Board indicated that continued discussion on the Town
Manager’s evaluation should be on the 2/14/18 agenda as an executive session item with
discussion/action. They also agreed for the upcoming special meetings (breakout sessions) on the
Town Plan that Flanders and Langhus will continue to work on preparing draft responses to questions
on the Town Plan asked, to date (and, probably, including new ones raised at the breakout sessions),
and Pepper and Cooke will continue to work on their “PR” efforts.

5. Adjournment. At 5:51 p.m., Layton moved to adjourn. Seconded by Langhus. Motion carried 5-0-0.
Meeting adjourned.

Respectfully submitted,

Herbert A. Durfee, Ill, Town Manager

APPROVED:

Mary Layton, Chair Date
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Herb Durfee

From: Norwich Fire District <norwichfiredistrict1@myfairpoint.net>

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2018 3:28 PM

To: Herb Durfee

Cc: Miranda Bergmeier

Subject: select board agenda

Attachments: 2018122Resignation Letter.docx; 2018122NFD Minutes.docx; Norwich Selectboard

agenda request .docx

Hi Herb,

We would like to be added to February 14th select board meeting agenda in regards to appointing Barbara Currier to
finish out Jonathan Vincent last year on the prudential committee. Does anybody from the prudential committee have
to attend?

Thanks,

Sam

Norwich Fire District Water Department
PO Box 777

Norwich, VT 05055
(802) 649-5424



Norwich Selectboard,

At the Norwich Fire District's annual meeting, Alicia Groft was elected to a three-year
term. At the subsequent Fire District meeting, Jonathan Vincent resigned from the
Prudential Committee, with one year remaining on his term. The Prudential Committee

would like to request that the Selectboard appoint Barbara Currier to fill Jonathan's
position on the Prudential Committee.

Thank you for assistance,
Alicia Groft

Michael Goodrich, chair



JANUARY 22, 2018 NORWICH FIRE DISTRICT MEETING MINUTES

Present: Prudential Committee Chair Jonathan Vincent, Prudential Committee
Members Michael Goodrich and Alicia Groft, Tim Cronan, Barbara Currier, Sam
Eaton, Deirdre Goodrich, Treasurer Cheryl Lindberg and Auditor Priscilla
Vincent.

The meeting was called to order at 7:50 p.m. in the Multi-purpose Room at Tracy
Hall, following the Norwich Fire District's 2018 Annual Meeting.

1. Michael Goodrich was unanimously elected Chair of the Norwich Fire District.

2. Jonathan Vincent gave the Prudential Committee his resignation with one
year still remaining on his elected Prudential Committee position.

3. Prudential Committee members Michael Goodrich and Alicia Groft accepted
his resignation.

5. It was agreed that Vincent's letter of resignation and the recommendation that
the unfilled position be filled by Barbara Currier be presented to the Norwich
Select Board prior to their next scheduled meeting on February 14, 2018.

6. The next regular Norwich Fire District meeting was scheduled for February
26, 2018 at 5:30 p.m. in the small Conference Room at Tracy Hall.

7. The meeting was adjourned by unanimous consent at 7:56 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

Jonathan Vincent, Clerk



JONATHAN S. VINCENT
267 MAIN STREET
NORWICH, VT 05055-0220

January 22, 2018

To: The Prudential Committee of the Norwich Fire District

Re: Resignation from the Prudential Committee

Dear Michael and Alicia:

After having served on the Prudential Committee for twenty-one years, nineteen
of which | was Chair, it is time for me to step down and let others carry on the
responsibility. My current term expires in 2019, so a substitute will be needed for

the one year remaining.

Since | still care about the Fire District, and a Clerk was not nominated at the
2018 Annual Meeting, | would be happy to serve in that capacity instead.

Sincerely,

Jonathan Vincent



Herb Durfee

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:
Attachments:

Linda Gray <linda.c.gray@gmail.com>

Monday, January 29, 2018 2:44 PM

Miranda Bergmeier

Herb Durfee; Miranda Bergmeier; norwichconservationcommission@gmail.com; Phil
Dechert

for Selectboard agenda

Memo to SB re Climate Coalition Resolution.doc; VT Climate Pledge Coalition
resolution.doc

Attached are a memo outlining the recommendation from the Norwich Energy Committee, Norwich
Conservation Commission, and Norwich Planning Commission that the Selectboard join the Vermont Climate
Pledge Coalition, and a draft resolution on this action.

The three committees would like this recommendation and possible action to be added to the agenda for your

next meeting, if possible.

Please let me know if you need other information or have questions.

Thank you,
Linda Gray

chair, Norwich Energy Committee
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MEMO January 29, 2018
TO Norwich Selectboard FROM Norwich Energy Committee
RE: Resolution on joining the Vermont Climate Pledge Coalition

The Norwich Energy Committee, Norwich Conservation Commission, and Norwich Planning
Commission recommend that the Selectboard approve a resolution to join the Vermont Climate Pledge
Coalition and to direct the Town Manager to work with town departments. committees, and residents
reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

The Coalition is committed to meeting US obligations in the Paris Climate Agreement, which are to
reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions by 26% to 28% from 2005 levels, by 2025.

WHY?
e The effects of greenhouse gas emissions are costly and dangerous for all of us.
e Similar or more stringent goals are already in place at town and state levels:

¢ the Vermont Comprehensive Energy Plan (more stringent goals)

o the Selectboard Strategic Plan (similar goals)
e  Given the short time frame we have for effective action on global warming and the scale of the
problem, it is important that we join with others to magnify our actions.

WHAT IS THE COALITION?

From the coalition website http://vermontclimatepledge.org/:

On June 20th, 2017, Mayor Miro Weinberger, Governor Phil Scott, and other community leaders
launched a statewide coalition — the Vermont Climate Pledge Coalition — to help Vermont achieve the
goals set by the United States in the Paris Climate Agreement. ... All Vermont municipalities, non-
profits, colleges and universities, and businesses are invited to join the Coalition and do all they can to
reduce carbon emissions in an effort to help Vermont meet the U.S. commitment to reduce greenhouse
gas emissions levels from 2005 by 26-28 percent by 2025. The Coalition will also work to achieve the
goals set by the state of Vermont in its 2016 Comprehensive Energy Plan “of meeting by mid-century
90% of Vermont s energy needs from renewable sources while virtually eliminating reliance on oil.”

Member municipalities:
Bennington  S. Burlington
Burlington  St. Albans City
Montpelier  plus VLCT

WHAT DOES “JOINING” INVOLVE?
From the coalition website ...the Coalition has partnered with Energy Action Network to update and
improve its Community Energy Dashboard for use by Coalition members. In order to become a member
of the Coalition, participants will add pledges and actions to the Coalition’s campaign page on the
Dashboard, and formally register as a member on the Coalition's website.
Examples of Actions:
e purchased renewable electricity through a Power Purchase Agreement
installed electric vehicle (EV) charging station(s)
completed a professional energy audit of its building(s)
installed occupancy sensors/controls for lights and equipment
built a new building to a green building-certified standard
completed a town energy plan or updated the energy chapter in its master plan
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Norwich Selectboard Resolution on Climate Change ==

WHEREAS, human greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions are increasing global temperatures at an
unprecedented rate, and continued GHG emissions will results in further destabilizing local and global
climate systems; and,

WHEREAS, detrimental changes to the climate systems upon which all living creatures depend and
upon which human societies depend will cause catastrophic impacts for the people of Norwich,
Vermont; the United States; and countries around the globe; and,

WHEREAS, the United States has withdrawn from the United Nations Climate Change Conference's
Paris Agreement, an international agreement to begin to deal with our collective GHG emissions; and a
variety of state, municipalities, organizations, and businesses are stepping in to show the world that
people in the United States are committed to tackling the looming climate crisis.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Selectboard of the Town of Norwich hereby:
1. Joins the State of Vermont and other communities and businesses in the Vermont Climate
Pledge Coalition, and in so doing, pledges to meet or exceed the obligations for the United
States in the Paris Agreement; and,
2. Directs the Town Manager to work with municipal departments, town committees, and the
public to develop and implement strategies and actions to effectively minimize GHG emissions.

APPROVED this day of , 2018.

Mary Layton, Chair John Pepper, Vice Chair

Linda Cook Steve Flanders

John Langhus
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Herb Durfee B
From: Linda Gray <linda.c.gray@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, January 22, 2018 3:29 PM
To: Herb Durfee
Cc: John Pepper; johnlanghus@gmail.com; lcook2825@gmail.com;
marydlayton@gmail.com; Miranda Bergmeier; stephen.n.flanders@gmail.com; Phil
Dechert
Subject: Re: 2018 Town Meeting Warning (Draft)
Attachments: VT Climate Pledge Coalition resolution.doc; Memo to SB re Climate Coalition

Resolution.doc

Herb -- regarding something from the Energy Committee, we are not proposing an article for Town Meeting,
rather we are developing a recommendation from us, the Conservation Commission, and the Planning
Commission that the Selectboard approve a resolution to join the Vermont Climate Pledge Coalition.

The resolution for Selectboard action has been approved by the 3 groups. The Conservation Commission has
approved the draft cover memo, the Energy Committee will review it at our meeting tomorrow, and the

Planning Commission will review at their meeting on Thursday.

We will forward it for inclusion on a Selectboard agenda after that. Not to be mysterious about it, however, [
attach both the resolution and the DRAFT cover memo with this email.

Linda

On Mon, Jan 22, 2018 at 11:27 AM, Herb Durfee <HDurfee@norwich.vt.us> wrote:

Board Members,

Attached is an updated draft of the 2018 Warning for Town Meeting. Changes since last Friday’s packet include
the following:

1. Article 10 — changed “$0,000,000” to “$4,000,000”,

2. Article 30 — changed “#” to “$”.

Additional information to know:

1. The School District has not yet acted on their articles (essentially, Articles 5 & 6).



2. The Energy Committee may have a non-binding article for your consideration. It would be offered via
Public Comment on Wednesday (either via Linda Gray, or me, on her behalf). If I obtain the text of the
proposed article in advance of the meeting, I’ll forward it to you.

3. Based on the outcome of tomorrow’s public hearing on the Town Plan, and as mentioned previously by
Steve, he may suggest a non-binding article be put on the Warning related to the adoption of the current version
of the Town Plan (11/16/17) (i.e., the plan as forwarded by the Planning Commission verbatim), or as you may

opt to change no later than during this Wednesday’s meeting (e.g., the PC version including the recently
received Forestry section recommended by the PC).

That’s all I'm aware of at this point.

Hevl

Herbert A. Durfee, 111
Town Manager
Town of Norwich

PO Box 376
Norwich, VT 05055

802-649-1419 ext. 102

802-698-3000 (cell)

802-649-0123 (fax)



MEMO g
January 18, 2018

To the Norwich Selectboard

From the Norwich Energy Committee, Norwich Conservation Commission, and Norwich Planning
Commission

Re: Resolution on joining the Vermont Climate Pledge Coalition

Recommended Action by the Selectboard: approve a resolution to join the Vermont Climate Pledge
Coalition (which pledges to meet US obligations in the Paris Agreement) and to direct the Town
Manager to work with town departments, committees, and residents to work to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions.

WHY?
o The effects of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions are costly and dangerous for all of us.
e Similar goals are already in place at town and state levels:

> the Vermont Comprehensive Energy Plan calls for a 40% reduction in GHG below 1990
levels by 2030, 80-95% reduction by 2050

° the Selectboard Strategic Plan calls for a 25% reduction from municipal 2012 levels by
2026, 50% by 2038, and 75% by 2050
e QGiven the short time frame we have for effective action on global warming and the scale of the
problem, joining with others helps to magnify our actions.

WHAT IS THE COALITION?

From the coalition website http://vermontclimatepledge.org/:

On June 20th, 2017, Mayor Miro Weinberger, Governor Phil Scott, and other community leaders
launched a statewide coalition — the Vermont Climate Pledge Coalition — to help Vermont achieve the
goals set by the United States in the Paris Climate Agreement.

The Coalition will work to mitigate the impact of the Federal government s recent withdrawal from the
Paris Agreement. All Vermont municipalities, non-profits, colleges and universities, and businesses are
invited to join the Coalition and do all they can to reduce carbon emissions in an effort to help Vermont
meet the U.S. commitment to reduce greenhouse gas emissions levels from 2005 by 26-28 percent by
2025. The Coalition will also work to achieve the goals set by the state of Vermont in its 2016
Comprehensive Energy Plan “of meeting by mid-century 90% of Vermont s energy needs from
renewable sources while virtually eliminating reliance on oil.”

Member municipalities:

Bennington Dorset Johnson St. Albans City Winooski
Burlington Essex Montpelier Waitsfield VLCT
Charlotte Hinesburg  S. Burlington Waterbury

WHAT DOES “JOINING” INVOLVE?

From the coalition website

...the Coalition has partnered with Energy Action Network to update and improve its Community
Energy Dashboard for use by Coalition members. In order to become a member of the Coalition,
participants will add pledges and actions to the Coalition’s campaign page on the Dashboard, and
formally register as a member on the Coalition s website.




Examples of Actions:
e purchased renewable electricity through a Power Purchase Agreement
installed electric vehicle (EV) charging station(s)
completed a professional energy audit of its building(s)
installed occupancy sensors/controls for lights and equipment
built a new building to a green building-certified standard
completed a town energy plan or updated the energy chapter in its master plan



Norwich Selectboard Resolution on Climate Change

- ‘
(5
WHEREAS, human greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions are increasing global temperatures at an
unprecedented rate, and continued GHG emissions will results in further destabilizing local and global
climate systems; and,

WHEREAS, detrimental changes to the climate systems upon which all living creatures depend and
upon which human societies depend will cause catastrophic impacts for the people of Norwich,
Vermont; the United States; and countries around the globe; and,

WHEREAS, the United States has withdrawn from the United Nations Climate Change Conference's
Paris Agreement, an international agreement to begin to deal with our collective GHG emissions; and a
variety of state, municipalities, organizations, and businesses are stepping in to show the world that
people in the United States are committed to tackling the looming climate crisis.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Selectboard of the Town of Norwich hereby:
1. Joins the State of Vermont and other communities and businesses in the Vermont Climate
Pledge Coalition, and in so doing, pledges to meet or exceed the obligations for the United
States in the Paris Agreement; and,
2. Directs the Town Manager to work with municipal departments, town committees, and the
public to develop and implement strategies and actions to effectively minimize GHG emissions.

APPROVED this day of , 2018.

Mary Layton, Chair John Pepper, Vice Chair

Linda Cook Steve Flanders

John Langhus
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| Norwich Selectboard Resolution on Elimate-ChangeSustainability

WHEREAS, the continuing consumption of fossil energy sources is fundamentally unsustainable: and

WHEREAS humaﬂ-anlhrogogcmc greenhouse gas (GHG) em1ss1ons gose an unaect_:gtable risk of are-

faﬁﬂwr—dﬂsmbrlmng—d slablhztng local, reglonal and global chmate systems and

WHEREAS, detrimental changes to the climate systems upon which human society has evolved over

the past 10,000 years and upon which all living creatures depend and-upon-which-human-secieties-
depend-will-eausethreaten catastrophic impacts for the people of Norwich, Vermont and our collective
values of environmental conservation and the wise nurturing of human potential;-the-United-States:-and-

countries-around-the-glebe; and,

WHEREAS, the United States has withdrawn from the United Nations Climate Change Conference's
Paris Agreement, an international agreement to begin to address anthropogenic climate change through
voluntary commitments supporting prevention and mitigationdeal-with-our-colleetive-GHG-emissions;

and

WHEREAS, a variety of states, municipalities, non-governmental organizations, and businesses are

offering an alternative voice and message that the stepping-in-to-shew-the-wesrld-that-people in the
United States are committed to taekling-the-looming-elimate-erisisshifling to sustainable lifestyles and

patterns of development::
| NOW, THEREFORE, the Selectboard of the Town of Norwich hereby:

1. Joins the State of Vermont and other Vermont communities and businesses in the Vermont
Climate Pledge Coalition, and in so doing, pledges to meet or exceed their proportionate
obligations for the United States in the Paris Agreement;-and;

1.2 Joins other organizations and citizens by pledging to embrace sustainable land use and lifestyle
principles and practices:

3. Directs the Town Manager to work with municipal departments, town committees, third-party <
contractors and other organizations and the general and-the-public to develop and implement
strategies and actions to effectively minimize GHG emissions derived from Town activities and

spending, and to embrace sustainable principles through Town policies, regulations, strategic
and other plans, and other means that may be available.

APPROVED this day of , 2018.

Mary Layton, Chair John Pepper, Vice Chair

Linda Cook Steve Flanders
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John Langhus



Page 1 of 1

Amount Check Check
Paid Number Date

02/09/18 Town of Norwich Accounts Payable
12:23 pm Check Warrant Report # 18-18 Current Prior Next FY Invoices For Fund (HIGHWAY GARAGE FUND) é} RRobinson
All Invoices For Check Acct 03(General) 02/14/18 To 02/14/18
Invoice Invoice Description

Vendor Date Invoice Number Account
COMMBANK COMMUNITY BANK 02/06/18 FEMA GRANT ANTICIPATION 08-2-001120.00

1160126666 GRANT ANTICIPATION LOAN
COMMBANK COMMUNITY BANK 02/06/18 FEMA GRANT ANTICIPATION 08-5-700324.00

1160126666 LOAN INTEREST

FINANCE DIRECTOR

Report Total

To the Treasurer of Town of Norwich, We hereby certify
that there is due to the several persons whose names are
listed hereon the sum against each name and that there
are good and sufficient vouchers supporting the payments
aggregating $ ***%*82,967.48

Let this be your order for the payments of these amounts.

T

Roberta Robinson /@: Durfee III, Town Manager

SELECTBOARD:

82368.00 —------- - ===
599.48 --~=---— —- -
82967.48

John Langhus Linda Cook Stephen Flanders

John Pepper

Mary Layton, Chair



Town of Norwich Accounts Payable

Page 1 of 1

02/09/18
12:23 pm Check Warrant Report # 18-18 Current Prior Next FY Invoices For Fund (FIRE EQUIPMENT FUND) RRobinson
All Invoices For Check Acct 03(General) 02/14/18 To 02/14/18 f:)
Invoice Invoice Description Amount Check Check
Vendor Date Invoice Number Account Paid Number Date
MUNEMER MUNICIPAL EMERGENCY SERVI 01/12/18 FD-BOOTS 3 PAIR 26-5-555322,00 1046.46 -———---- —- /==/--
IN1193459 FIRE EQUIPMENT
ZOLL ZOLL MEDICAL CORP, 01/26/18 FD-AED 26-5-555322.00 1560.98 5897 02/14/18
2631515 FIRE EQUIPMENT
Report Total 2607.44
E il

FINANCE DIRECTOR

To the Treasurer of Town of Norwich, We hereby certify
that there is due to the several persons whose names are
listed hereon the sum against each name and that there
are good and sufficient vouchers supporting the payments
aggregating $ *¥w**2 607.44
Let this be your order for the payments of these amounts.

A
TOWN MANAGER: H l
7

Roberta Robinson 'ﬂ;;;:Burfee III, Town Manager

SELECTBOARD :

John Langhus Linda Cook Stephen Flanders John Pepper

Mary Layton, Chair



Town of Norwich Accounts Payable Page 1 of 1

02/09/18
12:23 pm Check Warrant Report # 18-18 Current Prior Next FY Invoices For Fund (PUBLIC SAFETY FACILITY, RRobinson
All Invoices For Check Acct 03(General) 02/14/18 To 02/14/18
Invoice Invoice Description Amount Check Check
Vendor Date Invoice Number Account Paid Number Date
WRIGHTCON WRIGHT CONSTRUCTION CO., 02/01/18 PUBLIC SAFETY FACILITY 47-5-575622.00 99256.27 5896 02/14/18
1/31/2018 CONSTRUCTION COSTS
Report Total 99256.27
———_—_ 3

To the Treasurer of Town of Norwich, We hereby certify
that there is due to the several persons whose names are
listed hereon the sum against each name and that there
are good and sufficient vouchers supporting the payments
aggregating $ **%%99 256 .27
Let this be your order for the payments of these amounts.

/¢ :é é/g éféﬂﬁ,/ TOWN MANAGER: \\&L

FINANCE DIRECTOR

/aobatta Robinson ,/ﬂézg'Durfee III, Town Manager
SELECTBOARD :
John Langhus Linda Cook Stephen Flanders John Pepper Mary Layton, Chair



02/09/18
12:23 pm

COMMBANK

FINANCE DIRECTOR

Town of Norwich Accounts Payable Page 1 of 1
Check Warrant Report # 18-18 Current Prior Next FY Invoices For Fund (HIGHWAY EQUIPMENT FUND) RRobinson
All Invoices For Check Acct 03 (General) 02/14/18 To 02/14/18

Invoice Invoice Description Amount Check Check
Date Invoice Number Account Paid Number Date
COMMUNITY BANK 02/06/18 FEMA GRANT ANTICIPATION 07-2-001120.00 97723.27 -—-———-—- -- /==/--
1160126666 GRANT ANTICIPATION LOAN
COMMUNITY BANK 02/06/18 FEMA GRANT ANTICIPATION 07-5-700324.00 703.73 ———————- -—- /-=/--
1160126666 LOAN INTEREST
Report Total 98427.00

To the Treasurer of Town of Norwich, We hereby certify
that there is due to the several persons whose names are
listed hereon the sum against each name and that there
are good and sufficient vouchers supporting the payments
aggregating $ ¥***98,427.00

Let this be your order for the payments of these amounts.

.
TOWN MANAGER: \\AL

Roberta Robinson ,/‘ﬁ;;;-Durfee III, Town Manager

SELECTBOARD :

John Langhus Linda Cook Stephen Flanders John Pepper Mary Layton, Chair



02/09/18
12:23 pm

Vendor

ADVANCE

ADVANCE

ADVANCE

ADVANCE

ATIRGAS

BAYSTATE

BEAURO

BENS

BLAKTOP

BLAKTOP

BLODGETT

BROOK

BROWN

BUSINESS

CASELLA

CENTEQCNY

CINTAS

CINTAS

COMCAST

COTT

CRICKET'S

CRICKET'S

CRYSTAL

Check Warrant Report # 18-18 Current Prior Next FY Invoices For Fund (General)

All Invoices For Check Acct 03 (General) 02/14/18 To 02/14/18

ADVANCE AUTO PARTS

ADVANCE AUTO PARTS

ADVANCE AUTO PARTS

ADVANCE AUTO PARTS

ADVANCE AUTO PARTS

AIRGAS USA, LLC

BAY STATE ELEVATOR CO.

RON L. BEAULIEU & COMPANY

BEN'S UNIFORMS

BLAKTOP INC

BLAKTOP INC

BLODGETT SUPPLY CO

BROOK FIELD SERVICE

CHARLIE BROWN'S

BUSINESS CARD

CASELLA WASTE SERVICES

CENTRAL EQUIPMENT OF CNY,

CINTAS CORPORATION

CINTAS CORPORATION

COMCAST

COTT SYSTEMS INC

CRICKET'S PAINT & AUTO PA

CRICKET'S PAINT & AUTO PA

CRYSTAL ROCK, LLC

Invoice

02/07/18

02/07/18

02/07/18

02/07/18

02/07/18

02/07/18

01/15/18

01/01/18

02/06/18

01/29/18

01/15/18

01/25/18

12/14/17

01/18/18

10/10/17

02/06/18

12/26/17

01/10/18

01/25/18

01/25/18

01/10/18

02/01/18

01/17/18

01/24/18

12/31/17

Town of Norwich Accounts Payable

Invoice Description

Invoice Number

DPW,FD, REC-DEC CHARGES
DECEMBER 17

DPW,FD, REC-DEC CHARGES
DECEMBER 17

DPW,FD, REC-DEC CHARGES
DECEMBER 17

DPW,FD, REC-DEC CHARGES
DECEMBER 17

DPW,FD, REC-DEC CHARGES
DECEMBER 17

DPW,FD, REC-DEC CHARGES
DECEMBER 17

DPW-WINTER GLOVES
9071691984

TH-ELEVATOR MAINT AGREEMN
463503

FIN-FINAL AUDIT PAYMENT
18024

PD-UNIFORMS ARMORSKIN
75294

DPW-.10 TON GREEN PATCH
23948

DPW- .21 TON COLD PATCH
31366

TH-REPAIR PART

1502778

DPW-GENERATOR REPAIRS
28679

DPW-CHAINSAW REPAIR
2786059

PD COMCAST SET UP
2/6/18 COMCA

TS-CFC RECOVERY

0379371

DPW-HOLDER PARTS

3776

TH-MEDICAL CABINET
5009896920

DPW=MEDICAL CABINET
5009896921

PD-TEMP INTERNET SERVICE
1/10/18

TC-MONTHLY HOST

120144

DPW-ANTI-FREEZE

700051

DPW-CABLE TIES, LUBRICANT
700642

DPW-TS WATER & RENTAL
12/31/17

Account

01-5-425322.00
REC FIELD CARE
01-5-555528.00
FIRE TRK R & M
01-5-703403.00
PARTS & SUPPLIES
01-5-703403.00
PARTS & SUPPLIES
01-5-703405.00

PETROLEUM PRODUCTS

01-5-703513.00
TOOLS
01-5-703311.00
UNIFORMS
01-5-706107.00

ELEVATOR MAINTENANCE

01-5-200322.00

INDEPENDENT AUDIT

01-5-500582.00
UNIFORMS
01-5-703211.00

ASPHALT PRODUCTS

01-5-703211.00

ASPHALT PRODUCTS

01-5-706113.00

REPAIRS & MAINTENANCE

01-5-703401.00
OUTSIDE REPAIRS
01-5-703401.00
OUTSIDE REPAIRS
01-5-500535.00
VIBRS
01-5-705305.00
RECYCLING
01-5-703403.00

PARTS & SUPPLIES

01-5-706109.00

BUILDING SUPPLIES

01-5-703515.00
ADMINISTRATION
01-5-500535.00
VIBRS
01-5-100613.00
SOE'TWARE
01-5-703507.00
SUPPLIES
01-5-703403.00

PARTS & SUPPLIES

01-5-705515.00
ADMINISTRATION

~ =, Page 1 of 9

é;) RRobinson

Amount Check Check

Paid Number Date

10.44 -—-=-=—-—=— -=- /--/--
33.10 --—=---- -- /-=/--
28.48 —~---——= - -
1756.70 —-====== == 2y -
145.06 --—---—-- -— /-=/--
55.17 =-—-—--= - Ay
27.28 —====—=— —— /-=/--
244.93 ——----m- -~ .
400.00 5838 02/14/18
124.00 ---=-—-= -- -
11.20 —-—=---= —- -
23.52 ———————= —— /-=/--
2,17 —==——=== -- /-=/--
390.43 ~=-=m--= —- [/~
384.37 5839 02/14/18
414.88 5840 02/14/18
250.00 -—=——=-—= -- oy —
189.10 5841 02/14/18
46.15 5842 02/14/18
185.58 5842 02/14/18
105.75 5843 02/14/18
241,00 -=-——===— --— /==/--
47.94 5844 02/14/18
92.44 5844 02/14/18
39,75 —=-=———— -- J/==/==



02/09/18
12:23 pm

Vendor

CRYSTAL

D&W

D&W

D&W

DATAMANN

DAVISAUTO

DEADRIVER

DEADRIVER

DELTA DEN

DELTA DEN

DELTA DEN

DELTA DEN

DELTA DEN

DELTA DEN

DELTA DEN

DELTA DEN

DELTA DEN

DELTA DEN

DELTA DEN

DIMMICK

DINGEE

EARTHLINK

EARTHLINK

EARTHLINK

EARTHLINK

Check Warrant Report # 18-18 Current

CRYSTAL ROCK, LLC

DAN & WHIT'S GENERAL STOR

DAN & WHIT'S GENERAL STOR

DAN & WHIT'S GENERAL STOR

DATAMANN, INC

DAVIS AUTO SALES & RECOND

DEAD RIVER COMPANY

DEAD RIVER COMPANY

DELTA DENTAL

DELTA DENTAL

DELTA DENTAL

DELTA DENTAL

DELTA DENTAL

DELTA DENTAL

DELTA DENTAL

DELTA DENTAL

DELTA DENTAL

DELTA DENTAL

DELTA DENTAL

DIMMICK SERVICES

DINGEE MACHINE COMPANY

EARTHLINK BUSINESS

EARTHLINK BUSINESS

EARTHLINK BUSINESS

EARTHLINK BUSINESS

Town of Norwich Accounts Payable

Prior Next FY Invoices For Fund {General)

All Invoices For Check Acct 03(General) 02/14/18 To 02/14/18B

Invoice

12/31/17

01/02/18

01/16/18

01/19/18

01/29/18

01/12/18

01/16/18

01/16/18

01/16/18

01/16/18

01/16/18

01/16/18

01/16/18

01/16/18

01/16/18

01/16/18

01/16/18

01/16/18

01/16/18

01/10/18

01/29/18

02/01/18

02/01/18

02/01/18

02/01/18

Invoice Description

Invoice Number

DPW-TS WATER & RENTAL
12/31/17

REC-RICE CAKES
5334906

REC-SKATING PARTY
5345564

REC-SKATING PARTY
5347931

GEN ADMIN-SWAP DRIVE
36093

DPW- #9 CLEANING
6916

FD-459.7 GAL #2 FUEL
11535

TH-187 GAL #2 FUEL
21089

DELTA DENTAL FEBRUARY
FEBRUARY

DELTA DENTAL FEBRUARY
FEBRUARY

DELTA DENTAL FEBRUARY
FEBRUARY

DELTA DENTAL FEBRUARY
FEBRUARY

DELTA DENTAL FEBRUARY
FEBRUARY

DELTA DENTAL FEBRUARY
FEBRUARY

DELTA DENTAL FEBRUARY
FEBRUARY

DELTA DENTAL FEBRUARY
FEBRUARY

DELTA DENTAL FEBRUARY
FEBRUARY

DELTA DENTAI, FEBRUARY
FEBRUARY

DELTA DENTAL FEBRUARY
FEBRUARY

TS-PORT A POTTY
3749686

FD-LADDER TRUCK REPAIRS
8252

FEBRUARY TELEPHONE
13678610

FEBRUARY TELEPHONE
13678610

FEBRUARY TELEPHONE
13678610

FEBRUARY TELEPHONE
13678610

Account

01-5-703515.00
ADMINISTRATION
01-5-425220.00
SPECIAL EVENTS
01-5-425220.00
SPECIAL EVENTS
01-5-425220.00
SPECIAL EVENTS
01-5-275632.00
SERVER MAINTENANCE
01-5-704401.00
OUTSIDE REPAIRS

/SUPPLIES

/SUPPLIES

/SUPPLIES

01-5-550234.00
HEATING
01-5-706103.00
HEATING
01-5-005125.00
DENTAL INSURANCE
01-5-100125.00
DENTAL INSURANCE
01-5-200125.00
DENTAL INSURANCE
01-5-350125.00
DENTAL INSURANCE
01-5-425125.00
DENTAL INSURANCE
01-5-500125.00
DELTA DENTAL
01-5-555126.00
DENTAL INSURANCE
01-5-704125.00
DENTAL INSURANCE
01-5-703125.00
DENTAL INSURANCE
01-5-300125.00
DENTAIL INSURANCE
01-5-200125.00
DENTAL INSURANCE
01-5-705500.00
PURCHASED SERVICES
01-5-555528.00
FIRE TRK R & M
01-5-005531.00
ADMIN TELEPHONE
01-5-100531.00
TELEPHONE
01-5-200531.00
TELEPHONE
01-5-275531.00
TELEPHONE

13.

30.

37.

250.

879.

333.

116.

131.

65.

65.

34.

232.

34.

34.

414.

-42.

-73.

92.

1355.

39.

39.

39.

64.

33

94

50

00

28

27

32

60

80

80

96

36

96

96

48

46

86

70

10

17

17

17

16

Page 2 of 9

RRobinson

Check
Number Date

5845 02/14/18

5845 02/14/18

5845 02/14/18

5846 02/14/18
5847 02/14/18
5848 02/14/18
5848 02/14/18
5849 02/14/18
5849 02/14/18
5849 02/14/18
5849 02/14/18
5849 02/14/18
5849 02/14/18
5849 02/14/18
5849 02/14/18
5849 02/14/18
5849 02/14/18
5849 02/14/18
5850 02/14/18
5851 02/14/18
5852 02/14/18
5852 02/14/18
02/14/18

5852

5852 02/14/18



02/09/18
12:23 pm

Vendor

EARTHLINK

EARTHLINK

EARTHLINK

EARTHLINK

EARTHLINK

ECONO

EVANSMOTO

EVANSMOTO

EVANSMOTO

EVANSMOTO

FAIRPOINT

FIFIELD

FIRESTORE

FIRETECHS

FIRSTLIGH

FIRSTLIGH

FIRSTLIGH

FIRSTLIGH

FIRSTLIGH

FIRSTLIGH

FIRSTLIGH

FIRSTLIGH

FIRSTLIGH

FOGGS

FOGGS

Check Warrant Report # 18-1B Current Prior Next FY Inm

Town of Norwich Accounts Payable

All Invoices For Check Acct 03(General) 02/14/18 To 02/14/18

EARTHLINK BUSINESS

EARTHLINK BUSINESS

EARTHLINK BUSINESS

EARTHLINK BUSINESS

EARTHLINK BUSINESS

ECONO SIGNS,

EVANS GROUP,

EVANS GROUP,

EVANS GROUP,

EVANS GROUP,

LLC

INC.

INC.

INC.

INC.

FAIRPOINT COMMUNICATIONS,

FIFIELD ELEC.FIRE SYSTEMS

THE FIRE STORE

FIRETECH SPRINKLER CORP

FIRSTLIGHT FIBER

FIRSTLIGHT FIBER

FIRSTLIGHT FIBER

FIRSTLIGHT FIBER

FIRSTLIGHT FIBER

FIRSTLIGHT FIBER

FIRSTLIGHT FIBER

FIRSTLIGHT FIBER

FIRSTLIGHT FIBER

FOGG'S HARDWARE AND BUILD

FOGG'S HARDWARE AND BUILD

Invoice

02/01/18

02/01/18

02/01/18

02/01/18

02/01/18

01/05/18

01/12/18

01/16/18

01/22/18

01/29/18

01/30/18

01/11/18

01/19/18

12/31/17

01/15/18

01/15/18

01/15/18

01/15/18

01/15/18

01/15/18

01/15/18

01/15/18

01/15/18

12/15/17

01/03/18

Invoice Description

Invoice Number

FEBRUARY TELEPHONE
13678610

FEBRUARY TELEPHONE
13678610

FEBRUARY TELEPHONE
13678610

FEBRUARY TELEPHONE
13678610

FEBRUARY TELEPHONE
13678610

REC-SIGNS
10-942242
DWP-159.2 GAL DIESEL
628726

DPW-402 GAL DIESEL
628994

DPW- 500 GAL DIESEL
629402

DPW-403 GAL DIESEL
629855

FD-TEMP TELEPHONE
1/30/2018

TH-ALARM BATTERY
320

FD-PIKE POLE
E1682B35

TH-NEW COMPRESSOR
42540

LONG DISTANCE CALLS
39386973

LONG DISTANCE CALLS
39386973

LONG DISTANCE CALLS
39386973

LONG DISTANCE CALLS
39386973

LONG DISTANCE CALLS
39386973

LONG DISTANCE CALLS
39386973

LONG DISTANCE CALLS
39386973

LONG DISTANCE CALLS
39386973

LONG DISTANCE CALLS
39386973

DPW-GAS CAN

816773

FD-RIVETS

817808

Account

01-5-300531.00
TELEPHONE
01-5-350531.00
TELEPHONE
01-5-425127.00

TELEPHONE
01-5-705505.00
TELEPHONE
01-5-703505.00
TELEPHONE
01-5-425324.00
HNTLY LINE MARKING

01-5-703405.00
PETROLEUM PRODUCTS
01-5-703405.00
PETROLEUM PRODUCTS
01-5-703405.00
PETROLEUM PRODUCTS
01-5-703405.00
PETROLEUM PRODUCTS
01-5-550235.00
TELEPHONE & INTERNET
01-5-706113.00
REPAIRS & MAINTENANCE
01-5-555422.00

FIRE TOOLS & EQUIPMENT
01-5-706113.00
REPAIRS & MAINTENANCE
01-5-005531.00

ADMIN TELEPHONE
01-5-100531.00
TELEPHONE
01-5-200531.00
TELEPHONE
01-5-275531.00
TELEPHONE
01-5-300531.00
TELEPHONE
01-5-350531.00
TELEPHONE
01-5-425127.00
TELEPHONE
01-5-705505.00
TELEPHONE
01-5-703505.00
TELEPHONE
01-5-703403.00

PARTS & SUPPLIES
01-5-555530.00
EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE

voices For Fund (General)

RRobinson
Amount Check Check
Paid Number Date
s  sesz a/iesie
39.17 5852 02/14/18
39.17 5852 02/14/18
35.18 5852 02/14/18
45.88 5852 02/14/18
132.98 5853 02/14/18
426.06 ~—-——=-= -= /==/-=
1095.22 --—==--= -- /==/--
1305.75 =---=--- -- /==/--
1080.60 —-——----- -- /-=/-=
34.90 5854 02/14/18
279.55 5855 02/14/18
56.13 -——---=- -— /==/--
843.00 -~---=-- -- /-=/--
9.37 5856 02/14/18
1.99 5856 02/14/18
0.69 5856 02/14/18
0.12 5856 02/14/18
4.74 5856 02/14/18
2.01 5856 02/14/18
3.82 5856 02/14/18
0.95 5856 02/14/18
11.63 5856 02/14/18
22.99 5857 02/14/18
4.99 5857 02/14/18

Page 3 of 9



02/09/18
12:23 pm

Vendor

FOGGS

FOGGS

FOGGS

FREIGHTNH

GALLS

GMPC

GMPC

GMPC

GMPC

GMPC

GMPC

GMPC

GMPC

GMPC

GMPC

GMPC

GMPC

GMPC

GMPC

GMPC

GRANGLASS

HANOVERTO

HANOVERTO

FOGG'S HARDWARE

FOGG'S HARDWARE

FOGG'S HARDWARE

FOGG'S HARDWARE

FREIGHTLINER OF

Check Warrant Rep

AND

AND

AND

NEW

Town of Norwich Accounts Payable

ort # 18-18 Current Prior Next FY Invoices For Fund (General)

All Invoices For Check Acct 03(General) 02/14/18 To 02/14/18

BUILD

BUILD

BUILD

HAMPS

GALLS, AN ARAMARK COMPANY

SREEN

GREEN

GREEN

GREEN

GREEN

GREEN

GREEN

GREEN

GREEN

GREEN

GREEN

GREEN

GREEN

GREEN

GREEN

MOUNTAIN

MOUNTAIN

MOUNTAIN

MOUNTAIN

MOUNTAIN

MOUNTAIN

MOUNTAIN

MOUNTAIN

MOUNTAIN

MOUNTAIN

MOUNTAIN

MOUNTAIN

MOUNTAIN

MOUNTAIN

MOUNTAIN

POWER

POWER

POWER

POWER

POWER

POWER

POWER

POWER

POWER

POWER

POWER

POWER

POWER

POWER

POWER

GRANITE STATE GLASS

TOWN OF HANOVER

TOWN OF HANOVER

HAUN WELDING SUPPLY,

CORP

CORP

CORP

CORP

CORP

CORP

CORP

CORP

CORP

CORP

CORP

CORP

CORP

CORP

CORP

INC.

Invoice

Date

01/16/18

01/16/18

01/19/18

01/29/18

01/12/18

01/15/18

01/30/18

01/16/18

01/24/18

01/29/18

01/24/18

01/30/18

01/25/18

01/24/18

01/24/18

01/24/18

01/24/18

01/24/18

01/24/18

01/30/18

01/24/18

02/05/18

01/11/18

01/12/18

01/15/18

Invoice Description

Invoice Number

DPW-TARF, MOUSE TRAP
818592

DPW-TARP, MOUSE TRAP
818592

DPW-PAINT BRUSHES
818829

DPW-CLEANING SUPPLIES
819385

DPW-#4 4 WHEEL DRIVE
LR36389

PD-FIRST AID KIT
009130528
DPW-JANUARY ELECTRIC
04695JAN
DPW-STREETLIGHTS
051192JAN
TS-ELECTRICITY
14695JAN
DPW-STREETLIGHTS
24926JAN

PD-BEAVER MEADOW SIGN
24966JAN
TH-ELECTRIC JANUARY
34966JAN
EMERG-TOWER POWER
35066JAN

PD-MAIN ST SIGN
45726JAN

PD-CHURCH ST SIGN
55726JAN

PD-RTE 10A SIGN
65726JAN
FD/PD-ELECTRICITY
70966JAN
PD-TURNPIKE SIGN
75726JAN

PD-UNION VILL SIGN
85726JAN
TH-EVCHARGING STATION
92150JAN
TH-BANDSTAND
95726JAN
FD-WINDSHIELD
E0020459
FD~ 1-1
5162

FD-JAN TO MARCH AMBULANCE

5174
DPW-WINTER GLOVES
5380209

6-30-18 DISPATCH

Account

01-5-703507.
SUPPLIES
01-5-703403.

PARTS & SUPPLIES

01-5-703403.

PARTS & SUPPLIES

01-5-703507.
SUPPLIES
01-5-703401.

QUTSIDE REPAIRS

01-5-475301.
SUPPLIES
01-5-703501.
ELECTRICITY
01-5-703307.

STREETLIGHTS

01-5-705501.
ELECTRICITY
01-5-703307.

STREETLIGHTS

01-5-500204.
SPEED SIGNS
01-5-706101.
ELECTRICITY
01-5-575233.
TOWER POWER
01-5-500204.
SPEED SIGNS
01-5-500204.
SPEED SIGNS
01-5-500204.
SPEED SIGNS
01-5-550233.
ELECTRICITY
01-5-500204.
SPEED SIGNS
01-5-500204.
SPEED SIGNS
01-5-706115.
BANDSTAND &
01-5-706115.
BANDSTAND &
01-5-555528.

FIRE TRK R & M

01-5-555632.

DISPATCH SERVICE

01-5-555901.

AMBULANCE CONTRACT

01-5-703311.
UNIFORMS

Page 4 of 9

RRobinson
Amount Check Check
Paid Number Date
""""""""""""" o e s e
00 74.98 5857 02/14/18
00 9.99 5857 02/14/18
00 18.35 5857 02/14/18
00 483.50 5858 02/14/18
00 239.95 -—----—- - /-=/-
00 359.69 5859 02/14/18
00 46.39 5859 02/14/18
00 148.80 5859 02/14/18
00 959.16 5859 02/14/18
00 16.26 5859 02/14/18
00 705.23 5859 02/14/18
00 52.13 5859 02/14/18
00 18.81 5859 02/14/18
00 15.88 5859 02/14/18
00 17.53 5859 02/14/18
00 992.72 5859 02/14/18
00 16.04 5859 02/14/18
00 16.54 5859 02/14/18
00 25.26 5859 02/14/18
SIGN ELECTRIC
00 70.47 5859 02/14/18
SIGN ELECTRIC
00 1274.00 5861 02/14/18
00 4741.50 -==------ -- /-=/--
00 30301.70 ------=~= -- /==/-=
00 66.50 ———-———-- --— /-=]-=



02/09/18
12:23 pm

Vendor

HOMEDEPOT

HOMEDEPOT

HOMEDEPOT

INNOVATIV

IRVINGOIL

IRVINGOIL

IRVINGOIL

IRVINGOIL

IRVINGOIL

IRVINGOIL

JORDAN

KEYCOMM

LUCKYS

LUCKYS

MAYER

MIS 2

MIS1

MIS3

MOMAR

MOMAR

MOORAD

MORTON

MORTON

MORTON

MORTON

Town of Norwich Accounts Payable

Check Warrant Report # 18-18 Current Prior Next FY Invoices For Fund (General)

All Invoices For Check Acct 03(General) 02/14/18 To 02/14/18

HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICE

HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICE

HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICE

INNOVATIVE MUNICIPAL PROD

IRVING ENERGY DISTRIB. &

ENERGY DISTRIB. &

IRVING

ENERGY DISTRIB. &

IRVING

ENERGY DISTRIB. &

IRVING

ENERGY DISTRIB. &

IRVING

ENERGY DISTRIB. &

IRVING

JORDAN

EQUIPMENT CO.

KEY COMMUNICATIONS INC

INC.

LUCKY'S LEASE,

INC.

LUCKY'S LEASE,

MAYER & MAYER

BRAM LITVINOFF

MARY JANE MITCHELL

CITY OF CLAREMONT

MOMAR, INC.

MOMAR, INC.

ADAM MOORE

MORTON SALT

MORTON SALT

MORTON SALT

MORTON SALT

Invoice Invoice Description

Date Invoice Number

01/25/18 B&G-TH-TOOLS, WOOD
3023819

01/25/18 B&G-TH-TOOLS, WOOD
3023819

01/30/18 TH-PAINTING SUPPLIES
8050240

01/16/18 DPW-PROMELT 4499 GAL
INV41771

01/22/18 DPW-414.3 GAL PROPANE
27965

01/25/18 DPW-128.6 GAL PROPANE
346148

01/30/18 DPW-200.4 GAL PROPANE
854239

01/11/18 TS-75.8 GAL PROPANE
942966

01/11/18 TS-29.1 GAL PROPANE
943177

01/11/18 DPW-404.2 GAL PROPANE
943334

01/23/18 DPW-CARBIDE PLATES
P29390

01/26/18 PD-TEMP TELEPHONE
909684

01/12/18 DPW-TRAILER RENTAL
RB31488

01/12/18 DPW-TRAILER RENTAL
RB31489

02/08/18 EMPLOYEE JUDGEMENT ORDER
JANUARY 2018

01/22/18 REC-TOOLS TO LOWER BB
1/22/2018

01/24/18 REFUND OF TAX PREPAYMENT
REFUND PREPA

02/08/18 ENTRY FEE BB TOURNEY
2/8/2018

01/15/18 DPW-CLAMPS & CRIMPS
PSI216441

01/19/18 DPW-WIRE CONN & REPAIRKIT
PSI217121

02/03/18 B&G-MILEAGE
1/31/2018

01/09/18 DPW-97.33 TON SALT
5401481431

01/09/18 DPW-32.72 TON SALT
5401481432

01/10/18 DWP-98.77 TON SALT
5401483440

01/11/18 DPW-31.95 TON SALT

5401485315

Account

01-5-704413.00

TOOLS

01-5-706113.00
REPAIRS & MAINTENANCE
01-5-706113.00
REPAIRS & MAINTENANCE
01-5-703201.00

SALT & CHEMICALS
01-5-703503.00
PROPANE
01-5-703503.
PROPANE
01-5-703503.
PROPANE
01-5-705503.

00

00

00
PROPANE
01-5-705503.
PROPANE
01-5-703503.
PROPANE
01-5-703403.00

PARTS & SUPPLIES
01-5-475238.00

ADMIN TELEPHONE
01-5-703511.00

REPAIRS & MAINTENANCE
01-5-703511.00

REPAIRS & MAINTENANCE
01-2-001120.00

EMPLOYEE JUDGEMENT ORDER
01-5-425206.00

COACHING MATERIALS
01-2-003010.00

PREPAID TAXES

00

00

01-5-425216.00
ENTRY FEE
01-5-703513.00
TOOLS
01-5-703403.00
PARTS & SUPPLIES
01-5-704405.00
PETROLEUM PRODUCTS
01-5-703201.00
SALT & CHEMICALS
01-5-703201.00
SALT & CHEMICALS
01-5-703201.00
SALT & CHEMICALS
01-5-703201.00
SALT & CHEMICALS

Amount

Paid

74.

53.

4948.

501.

155.

242,

91.

358.

489.

364.

103.

135.

135.

5.

199

6500.

125.

279.

501.

31.

6616.

2224.

6714 .

2171.

48

67

64

80

00

00

00

.93

00

00

05

30

39

49

30

39

96
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RRobinson

Check Check

Number Date

5862 02/14/18

5862 02/14/18

5862 02/14/18

[ — /-=/--
R - /--/--
——__ __ 2y -
== =y =
——————— —— /-=/--
== == -
==l = /-=/=-
5863 02/14/18
= Ly —
5864 02/14/18
5864 02/14/18
5865 02/14/18
5866 02/14/18
5867 02/14/18
5868 02/14/18
== ___ __ [~=]--
P /--/--
———— — [-=]--

5869 02/14/18

5869 02/14/18

5869 02/14/18

5869 02/14/18



02/09/18
12:23 pm

Vendor

MORTON

NORFIREDI

NORFIREDI

NORFIREDI

NORHISTOR

NORHISTOR

NORHISTOR

NORNURSE

NORSCHOOL

NOTT ' SEXC

NOTT ' SEXC

NOTT ' SEXC

PATHWAYS

PBA

PETTY

PETTY

PETTY

PETTY

PETTY

PETTY

POSTMASTE

RACEMETAL

RADIO

RADIO

RICHARDSO

Town of Norwich Accounts Payable

Check Warrant Report # 18-18 Current Prior Next FY Invoices For Fund (General)

All Invoices For Check Acct 03(General) 02/14/1B To 02/14/18

MORTON SALT

NORWICH FIRE DISTRICT

NORWICH FIRE DISTRICT

NORWICH FIRE DISTRICT

NORWICH HISTORICAL SOCIET

NORWICH HISTORICAL SOCIET

NORWICH HISTORICAL SOCIET

NORTHERN NURSERIES

NORWICH SCHOOL DISTRICT

INC.

NOTT'S EXCAVATING,

INC.

NOTT'S EXCAVATING,

INC.

NOTT'S EXCAVATING,

PATHWAYS CONSULTING, LLC

INC

NEW ENGLAND PEA,

CASH

CASH

CASH

CASH

CASH

CASH

POSTMASTER NORWICH

RACE METALSMITHS

THE RADIO NORTH GROUP INC

THE RADIO NORTH GROUP INC

TAD RICHARDSON

Invoice

Date

01/26/18

01/23/18

01/23/18

01/23/18

01/16/18

02/01/18

02/01/18

01/25/18

01/26/18

01/31/18

01/31/18

01/12/18

12/31/17

02/08/18

01/22/18

01/30/18

01/30/18

01/30/18

01/30/18

01/30/18

02/05/18

01/23/18

01/16/18

01/16/18

02/01/18

Invoice Description

Invoice Number

Account

DPW-161.33 TON SALT
5401504727

TH-WATER BILL

30070 1/23

PD- WATER BILL

44015 1/23

REC-WATER BILL

51160 1/23

2ND QUARTER ALLOCATION
1/16/2018

OLD HOUSE WORKSHOP
2/1/2018

OLD HOUSE WORKSHOP
2/1/2018

TH-ICE MELT
62200017571

17-18 SCHOOL TAX
17-18 TAX #4
FEMA-CONCRETE BARRIER
BEAVER MDW#4
FEMA-CONCRETE BARRIER
BEAVER MDW#5
FEMA-TIGERTOWN #2
TIGERTOWN#2
FEMA-ENGINEERING ASSIST
20461

JANUARY UNION DUES
JANUARY 18

PD-PETTY CASH

PD 1/22/2018

TH-PETTY CASH

TH 1/30/18

TH-PETTY CASH

TH 1/30/18

TH-PETTY CASH

TH 1/30/18

TH-PETTY CASH

TH 1/30/18

TH-PETTY CASH

TH 1/30/18

TOWN REPORT POSTAGE
BULK RATE1S8

DPW-#1 DRIVESHAFT
367282

FD-PROGRAM RADIOS
24139225

DPW- #5 RADIO REPAIR
24139226

GEN ADMIN-SERVER MAINT.
1532

01-5-703201.00
SALT & CHEMICALS
01-5-706100.00
WATER USAGE
01-5-475232.00
WATER USAGE
01-5-425332.00
WATER USAGE
01-5-800315.00
NORWICH HISTORICAL SOC.
01-5-350408.00
HISTORIC PRES COMM.
01-5-005701.20
ENERGY COMMITTEE
01-5-706109.00
BUILDING SUPPLIES
01-2-001123.00
SCHOOL DISTRICT TAX
01-5-703703.00
FEMA GRANT
01-5-703703.00
FEMA GRANT
01-5-703703.00
FEMA GRANT
01-5-703703.00
FEMA GRANT
01-2-001117.00
UNION DUES PAYABLE
01-5-500501.00
ADMINISTRATION
01-5-005610.00
OFFICE SUPPLIES
01-5-3005368.00
POSTAGE
01-5-555618.00
POSTAGE
01-5-275538.00
POSTAGE
01-5-275538.00
POSTAGE
01-5-005310.00
TOWN REPORT
01-5-703401.00
OUTSIDE REPAIRS
01-5-555532.00
RADIO MAINTENANCE
01-5-703401.00
OUTSIDE REPAIRS
01-5-275632.00
SERVER MAINTENANCE

Page 6 of 9

RRobinson
Amount Check Check
Paid Number Date
T e sess czrians
161.80 5870 02/14/18
178.20 5870 02/14/18
126.60 5870 02/14/18
2000.00 -------= -= [-=/=-
100.00 ~--—-——=- -- /-=/--
100.00 -------- --— /-=/--
145.00 5871 02/14/18
1500000.00 5872 02/14/18
1380.00 5873 02/14/18
2070.00 5873 02/14/18
183552.50 5873 02/14/18
23649.71 5874 02/14/18
552.00 —--=—=-= --— [==/--=
89.88 5875 02/14/18
7.32 65876 02/14/18
13.81 5876 02/14/18
40.61 5876 02/14/18
6.26 5876 02/14/18
24.70 5876 02/14/18
1500.00 5877 02/14/18
345.26 5878 02/14/18
285.00 5879 02/14/18
113.00 5879 02/14/18
766.00 -—-—————= -- /-=/-=



Check Warrant Report # 18-18 Current Prior Next FY Invoices For Fund (General)

Town of Norwich Accounts Payable

All Invoices For Check Acct 03(General) 02/14/18 To 02/14/18

02/09/18
12:23 pm

Invoice
Vendor Date
;;;;;;;;D Rlv;;HROAD ;;TERIN;RY CLI 01/18/18
ROGERSFAB ROGER'S FABRICARE, LLC 12/31/17
SABIL SABIL & SONS INC 01/02/18
SABIL SABIL & SONS INC 01/03/18
SABIL SABIL & SONS INC 01/10/18
SABIL SABIL & SONS INC 01/10/18
SABIL SABIL & SONS INC 01/12/18
SABIL SABIL & SONS INC 01/16/18
SABIL SABIL & SONS INC 01/16/18
SABIL SABIL & SONS INC 01/19/18
SABIL SABIL & SONS INC 01/27/18
SABIL SABIL & SONS INC 01/05/18
SABIL SABIL & SONS INC 01/18/18
SAFETYKLE SAFETY-KLEEN SYSTEMS, INC 01/11/18
SANEL SANEL AUTO PARTS INC 01/08/18
STAPLELNK STAPLES BUSINESS ADVANTAG 01/13/18
STAPLELNK STAPLES BUSINESS ADVANTAG 01/13/18
STAPLELNK STAPLES BUSINESS ADVANTAG 01/13/18
STAPLELNK STAPLES BUSINESS ADVANTAG 01/20/18
STAPLELNK STAPLES BUSINESS ADVANTAG 01/20/18
STAPLELNK STAPLES BUSINESS ADVANTAG 01/27/18
SWISH SWISH WHITE RIVER, LTD 01/26/18
TASCO TASCO SECURITY INC 02/01/18
TENCO TENCO INDUSTRIES, INC 01/18/18
TRUSSELL BEN TRUSSELL 02/03/18

Invoice Description

Invoice Number

PD-CAT CARE

326486

PD-DRY CLEANING

DEC CLEANING

DPW-FUEL FILTERS BACKHOE
31655

DPW-FUEL ADDITIVE

31667

DPW-STROBE KIT

31746

DPW-CREDIT

31748

DPW-STROBE LIGHTS

31769

DPW-STROBE KIT

31807

DPW-CREDIT FOR STROBE
31808

DPW-MIRROR

31846

DPW-PAGER BATTERIES
31917

DPW-MOVING FROZEN TRUCKS
80185

DPW-RECOVERY BOWEN HILL
80491

DPW-MOTOR OIL

75540645

DPW-HYDRAULIC FITTING
05EU0226
FD-TH-MOP,OFFICE SUPPLIES
8048230242
FD-TH-MOP,OFFICE SUPPLIES
8048230242
FD-TH-MOP,OFFICE SUPPLIES
8048230242

PD-FIN-INK & ENVELOPES
8048331139

PD-FIN-INK & ENVELOPES
8048331139

PD- 3 COMPUTERS
8048427988

DPW-HAND TOWELS

w228855

PD-ALARM MONITORING
122807

DPW- PARTS 6415 TRACTOR
6065179

B & G-JAN MILEAGE

JAN 2018

Account

01-5-500201.00
ANIMAL CONT/LEASH LAW
01-5-500583.00
UNIFORMS CLEANING
01-5-703403.00
PARTS & SUPPLIES
01-5-703405.00
PETROLEUM PRODUCTS
01-5-703403.00
PARTS & SUPPLIES
01-5-703403.00
PARTS & SUPPLIES
01-5-703403.00
PARTS & SUPPLIES
01-5-703403.00
PARTS & SUPPLIES
01-5-703403.00
PARTS & SUPPLIES
01-5-703403.00
PARTS & SUPPLIES
01-5-703403.00
PARTS & SUPPLIES
01-5-703401.00
OUTSIDE REPAIRS
01-5-703401.00
OUTSIDE REPAIRS
01-5-703405.00
PETROLEUM PRODUCTS
01-5-703403.00
PARTS & SUPPLIES
01-5-555536.00
COMPUTER MAINTENANCE
01-5-555630.00
OFFICE SUPPLIES
01-5-706109.00
BUILDING SUPPLIES
01-5-500501.00
ADMINISTRATION
01-5-200610.00
OFFICE SUPPLIES
01-5-500501.00
ADMINISTRATION
01-5-703507.00
SUPPLIES
01-5-475303.00
ALARM MONITORING
01-5-703403.00
PARTS & SUPPLIES
01-5-704405.00
PETROLEUM PRODUCTS

72.

147.

78.

96.

-96.

181.

96.

-181.

21.

12.

200.

650.

463.

14.

18.

57.

79.

91.

1763

144.

36.

1130.

54.

50

Q0

60

86

86

12

86

12

64

72

00

00

24

.22

99

98

38

35

49

.85

80

00
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RRobinson
Check
Number Date
5880 02/14/18
SE—— /=1
5881 02/14/18
5881 02/14/18
5881 02/14/18
5881 02/14/18
5881 02/14/18
5881 02/14/18
5881 02/14/18
5881 02/14/18
5881 02/14/18
5881 02/14/18
5881 02/14/18
5882 02/14/18
5883 02/14/18
5884 02/14/18
5884 02/14/18
5884 02/14/18
5884 02/14/18
5884 02/14/18
5884

02/14/18

5885 02/14/18

e ———— —— /=7~
IR /__./__
———————— = /__/-._



Town of Norwich Accounts Payable Page 8 of 9

02/09/18
12:23 pm Check Warrant Report # 18-18 Current Prior Next FY Invoices For Fund (General) RRobinson
A1l Invoices For Check Acct 03(General) 02/14/18 To 02/14/18
Invoice Invoice Description Amount Check Check

Vendor Date Invoice Number Account Paid Number Date

UNIFIRST UNIFIRST CORPORATION 12/25/17 DPW-B&G-UNIFORMS 01-5-703311.00 179.61 —-————==— —=/——/——
035 4209886 UNIFORMS

UNIFIRST UNIFIRST CORPORATION 12/25/17 DPW-B&G-UNIFORMS 01-5-703515.00 17.80 ——-——==-= ==/==/-—
035 4209886 ADMINISTRATION

UNIFIRST UNIFIRST CORPORATION 12/25/17 DPW-B&G-UNIFORMS 01-5-704311.00 35.36 ———====— —=/-=/——
035 4209886 UNIFORMS

UNIFIRST UNIFIRST CORPORATION 12/25/17 DPW-B&G-UNIFORMS 01-5-703507.00 2.45 —-—====—= ~=/==/—"
035 4209886 SUPPLIES

UNIFIRST UNIFIRST CORPORATION 01/01/18 DPW-B&G-UNIFORMS 01-5-703311.00 179.61 —-———===—= -—=/—=/——
035 4212171 UNTIFORMS

UNIFIRST UNIFIRST CORPORATION 01/01/18 DPW-B&G-UNIFORMS 01-5-703515.00 13.50 —-—====—= —=/-=/—"
035 4212171 ADMINISTRATION

UNIFIRST UNIFIRST CORPORATION 01/01/18 DPW-B&G-UNIFORMS 01-5-703507.00 2.45 —=-=-—=== —=/==/~~
035 4212171 SUPPLIES

UNIFIRST UNIFIRST CORPORATION 01/01/18 DPW-B&G-UNIFORMS 01-5-704311.00 35.36 ———====~ —=/-=/="
035 4212171 UNIFORMS

UNIFIRST UNIFIRST CORPORATION 01/08/18 DPW-B&G-UNIFORMS 01-5-703311.00 179.61 —-=——-=== ~=/~—/—~
035 4214497 UNIFORMS

UNIFIRST UNIFIRST CORPORATION 01/08/18 DPW-B&G-UNIFORMS 01-5-703507.00 2.45 —==——=—= ==f—=/—"
035 4214497 SUPPLIES

UNIFIRST UNIFIRST CORPORATION 01/08/18 DPW-B&G-UNIFORMS 01-5-703515.00 13.50 ~——=--—-= —=/-=/=—
035 4214497 ADMINISTRATION

UNIFIRST UNIFIRST CORPORATION 01/08/18 DPW-B&G-UNIFORMS 01-5-704311.00 35.36 ——-—=—-—— -=/--/--
035 4214497 UNIFORMS

UNIFIRST UNIFIRST CORPORATION 01/15/18 DPW,B&G-UNIFORMS 01-5-703311.00 179.86 ~—-—-—--—— —-=/—=/—-~
035 4216819 UNIFORMS

UNIFIRST UNIFIRST CORPORATION 01/15/18 DPW,B&G-UNIFORMS 01-5-703507.00 13.00 ——=——--= ——=/-=/--
035 4216819 SUPPLIES

UNIFIRST UNIFIRST CORPORATION 01/15/18 DPW,B&G-UNIFORMS 01-5-703515.00 17.90 ———=——== —=/-=/--
035 4216819 ADMINISTRATION

UNIFIRST UNIFIRST CORPORATION 01/15/18 DPW,B&G-UNIFORMS 01-5-704311.00 35.36 =—-——=——- —— /==/--
035 4216819 UNIFORMS

VALLEYNEW VALLEY NEWS 01/23/18 PD-ADVERTISEMENT 01-5-500501.00 310.72 5886 02/14/18
01272902 ADMINISTRATION

VERMONTEM VERMONT EMS DISTRICT #9 01/27/18 FD-EMR/EMT NCCP DAYS 2018 01-5-555340.00 180.00 5887 02/14/18
7001 EMS EDUC/TRNG

VMERS VMERS DB 02/08/18 RETIREMENT JANUARY 01-5-005126.00 847.44 5888 02/14/18
JAN 2018 VT RETIREMENT

VMERS VMERS DB 02/08/18 RETIREMENT JANUARY 01-5-100126.00 667.57 5888 02/14/18
JAN 2018 VT RETIREMENT

VMERS VMERS DB 02/08/18 RETIREMENT JANUARY 01-5-200126.00 427.51 5888 02/14/18
JAN 2018 VT RETIREMENT

VMERS VMERS DB 02/08/18 RETIREMENT JANUARY 01-5-350126.00 427.51 5888 02/14/18
JAN 2018 VT RETIREMENT

VMERS VMERS DB 02/08/18 RETIREMENT JANUARY 01-5-425126.00 453.717 5888 02/14/18
JAN 2018 VT RETIREMENT

VMERS VMERS DB 02/08/18 RETIREMENT JANUARY 01-5-500126.00 286.90 5888 02/14/18
JAN 2018 VT RETIREMENT

VMERS VMERS DB 02/08/18 RETIREMENT JANUARY 01-5-703126.00 2546.50 5888 02/14/18

JAN 2018

RETIREMENT



Town of Norwich Accounts Payable

Page 9 of 9

02/09/18
12:23 pm Check Warrant Report # 18-1B8 Current Prior Next FY Invoices For Fund (General) RRobinson
All Invoices For Check Acct 03(General) 02/14/18 To 02/14/18
Invoice Invoice Description Amount Check Check

Vendor Date Invoice Number Account Paid Number Date

VMERS VMERS DB 02/08/18 RETIREMENT JANUARY 01-5-704126.00 611.97 5888 02/14/18
JAN 2018 RETIREMENT

VMERS VMERS DB 02/08/18 RETIREMENT JANUARY 01-5-500126.00 1791.26 5888 02/14/18
JAN 2018 VT RETIREMENT

VMERS VMERS DB 02/08/18 RETIREMENT JANUARY 01-2-001111.00 5556.75 5888 02/14/18
JAN 2018 VEMRS GRP B PAYABLE

VMERS VMERS DB 02/08/18 RETIREMENT JANUARY 01-2-001113.00 2470.72 5888 02/14/18
JAN 2018 VEMRS GRP C PAYABLE

VPA VERMONT PLANNERS ASSOCIAT 01/22/18 PLAN-2018 DUES 01-5-350615.00 50.00 5889 02/14/18
2018 DUES DUES/MTGS/EDUC

VTASSO VT ASSOCIATION OF CHIEFS 01/18/18 PD-ANNUAL DUES 01~5-500581.00 50.00 5890 02/14/18
2018 DUES DUES/MTGS/EDUC

VTFRAN VERMONT DEPT. OF TAXES 02/06/18 TS-4TH QTR FRANCHISE TAX 01-5-705517.00 498.40 5891 02/14/18
4TH QTR 2017 VERMONT FRANCHISE TAX

VTHEALTH VERMONT DEPARTMENT OF HEA 02/07/18 TC-VITAL RECORD PAPER 01-5-100610.00 5.00 5892 02/14/18
2/7/2018 OFFICE SUPPLIES

VTTRANS VT AGENCY OF TRANSPORTATI 02/06/18 DPW-REGISTER F550 01-5-703515.00 47.00 5893 02/14/18
FORD REG ADMINISTRATION

WAVECOMM  WAVECOMM PAGING 01/05/18 DPW-REPLACEMENT PAGER 01-5-703515.00 59.95 5894 02/14/18
1973-101483 ADMINISTRATION

WBMASON W.B. MASON CO., INC. 01/16/18 TC-FIN-ADDRESS LABELS 01-5-100610.00 23.49 -—-—---= -- /==/--
151503825 OFFICE SUPPLIES

WBMASON W.B. MASON CO., INC. 01/16/18 TC-FIN-ADDRESS LABELS 01-5-200610.00 23.49 --=————— -- /=-=/--
151503825 OFFICE SUPPLIES

WBMASON W.B. MASON CO., INC. 01/17/18 FIN-CHECK ENVELOPES 01-5-200610.00 41,75 -—----—== -- /==/=--
151538665 OFFICE SUPPLIES

WRCOA WHITE RIVER COUNCIL ON AG 01/25/18 1/2 ANNUAL APPROPRIATION 01-5-800372.00 2650.00 5895 02/14/18
1/25/2018 WHT RIVR COUN ON AGING

Report Total 1843037.37
e

To the Treasurer of Town of Norwich, We hereby certify
that there is due to the several persons whose names are
listed hereon the sum against each name and that there
are good and sufficient vouchers supporting the payments
aggregating $ *1,843,037.37

Let this be your order for the payments of these amounts.

TOWN MANAGER: XA)\.
C.d

,fﬁb’gurfee III, Town Manager

FINANCE DIRECTOR //M/’/{@‘/

Roberta Robinson

SELECTBOARD :

John Langhus Linda Cook Stephen Flanders John Pepper Mary Layton, Chair



0 )

Herb Durfee

From: Bonnie Munday

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2018 9:11 AM

To: Herb Durfee; John Langhus; John Pepper; Linda Cook; Mary Layton; Stephen N. Flanders
Subject: FW: another play!

From: Elisabeth Gordon [mailto:elisegordon49@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, January 26, 2018 8:47 PM

To: Bonnie Munday

Subject: another play!

Hi Bonnie: I would like to present a second installment of "The Dogwalker" before the start of this year's Town
Meeting. Do I need to once again get the permission of the Norwich Select board and the School Board? If so,
shall I write another letter explaining what I'm doing, send a draft script, etc?

The format would be exactly the same as last year, a ten-minute reading with the same cast of characters, with
one addition.

Thanks for your help!

Elisabeth

elisabeth gordon
art & design consultant

90 broadway, apt 3¢
boston ma 02116
603 443 1101 | elisabethgordonart com




Miranda Bergmeier

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Attachments:

Dear Colleagues,

Stephen Flanders <stephen.n.flanders@gmail.com>

Wednesday, February 07, 2018 4:21 PM

Herb Durfee

Miranda Bergmeier; Layton Mary

Items for February 14 Packet: This e-mail, Revised Markups to the Town Plan for
Saturday SB Packet, 8& DRAFT Revised Town-Wide Survey

Proposed markups of Town Plan 2018-02-07.docx; ATT00003.htm; Memo suggesting
survey 2018-02-07b.docx; ATTO0004.htm

In the Proposed markups of the Town Plan attachment, I have attempted to make a few key changes that are
targeted at the nervousness that townspeople have about future zoning that may occur, despite explicit language
that emphasizes a change in zoning is not a recommendation of the plan. I have discussed this with several
people, who are familiar with planning and feel that the amendments add value over what is in the current draft.

I have attempted to do the following:

e Provide clarity on what degree of development would raise property taxes through a proposed study.

e Emphasize working within the current zoning ordinance.

o Emphasize striving for tax neutrality in new development.

o Propose incentives that increase the viability of low-income housing.

o Establish a study committee to better define the relationship between school-age population and school
property taxes to better inform decisions about housing.

o Provide incentives to donate property with bodies of water that may serve as a replacement town pool.

e Provide for constraints on sewer hookups with adjacent communities that don’t currently exist.

e Change Map 11 to reflect retaining the west side of Rte. 5 south as zoned rural residential—its current

status.

I don’t believe that any of the above changes the status quo on the prospects for affordable housing in a negative
way, other than the option to have it ride on mixed-use development on the west side of Rte. 5, a concept that
appears to have strong vocal opposition. I look forward to your insights at our upcoming meetings.



Proposed Markups of November 2017 DRAFT Norwich Town Plan

Current

Proposed

Supporting Text: Community Facilities & Services

P. 8-7: To ensure that growth levels are moderate and to limit
Norwich'’s potential financial exposure, it may be possible to
place limits on the number of housing units that can attach to
the sewer system of a neighboring town.

P. 8-7: To-ensure-thatgrowthlevels-are- moderateand to limit
: ! s . " . -
Tncadi i_ l ial {inalm-ual expodure IE'may—bepessfb}e-te

the-sewersystem-ofa-neighbering town: To prevent growth

beyond desired or sustainable levels and to limit Norwich’s
potential financial exposure, it is recommended that, through
additional study by the Planning Commission and others, the
town clarify the financial effects of different types of
development on property taxes; review and if necessary adjust
current policies and procedures to discourage (or offset cost
impacts from) development that is predicted to otherwise
increase the combined rate of municipal and education
property taxes; and place appropriate limits on the number of
housing units that may attach to the sewer system of a
neighboring town and conditions under which these
attachments may take place.

Goals, Objectives, Actions: Town Prafile (P. 4-11)

Goal A: Protect the town’s fiscal health by guiding the location,
form and pace of development to make best use of existing
facilities and service

Objective A1 Limit the rate of residential and commercial
development to not exceed the capacity of existing and planned
municipal infrastructure, facilities, and services.

Action Ala Enact a capital budget so that the pace of residential
development can be tied to reasonable expansions of, and improvements
to, service systems.

Action A1b Utilize capital planning and budgeting to minimize future tax
increases and maintain a predictable fiscal situation for the town and its

Goal A: Protect the town’s fiscal health by-guiding the location;
; ) ¢ dovel kel £ existi

facilities-and service integrating the town’s capital and
operational budgetary planning with the policies that stem from
the town plan

Objective A1 Lm}tthe—Fateef—Fes*deimal-aﬂd-eemmeFaal

mum&pa-i—mﬁastme—faeﬂmes—aﬂdﬁew*ees Identljjz and
address the potential effects on property taxes that would be caused
by residential and commercial development of different types and
amounts, in various locations.

Stephen N. Flanders

Page 1 of 10

2/9/2018




Proposed Markups of November 2017 DRAFT Norwich Town Plan

Current

Proposed

taxpayers.

Action Alc Continue to explore the possibility of providing municipal
sewage disposal and municipal water systems to support any
development, while being mindful not only of original costs but also the
costs of maintenance and improvements and the need for protections to
keep population growth at moderate levels.

; i . Identify tipping points in demand from additional
development in town that would trigger the need for additional town staff,
capital equipment or facilities in service of that development.

Action A1b Ul i i : Bt

taxpayers: Identify the added costs that would occur with the added staff,
equipment or facilities that would be weighed against the value of the types
of added developed property to determine whether such development is tax
neutral or represents a greater or lesser burden to existing properties.

Action Alc Centinue-to-explore the pessibility-of providing municipal
i Lasd icinal :

keep-population-grewth-at mederatelevels. Review (and adjust if
necessary) the town’s policies and procedures to discourage (or provide
offsetting fee revenue from) development that is predicted to otherwise
increase combined the rate of municipal and education property taxes.

Action A1d Maintain existing levels of municipal services and personnel,
until further analysis indicates needed changes, as recommended by
planning commission, through the town manager, and agreed upon by the
selectboard after public discussion and input.

Action Ale Develop, after proper analysis, regulations that establish
appropriate limits on the number of permissible connections to any adjacent
municipal wastewater system and protect the town from financial liability
for any such connections.
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Proposed Markups of November 2017 DRAFT Norwich Town Plan

Current

Proposed

Supporting Text: Housing Plan

P. 5-9 How can Norwich ensure that growth happens at a
moderate pace and scale? While Norwich residents generally
favor the development of affordable housing, some are
concerned that development will take place at too rapid a
pace and too large a scale. Through the planning process, the
town will consider options for regulating growth to ensure it
remains at the moderate level desired.

P. 5-9 How can Norwich ensure that growth happens at a
mederate pace and scale in keeping with town values? While
Norwich residents generally favor the development of
affordable housing, some are concerned that development
will take place at too rapid a pace and too large a scale.
Through the planning process, the town will consider options
for regulating growth to ensure it remains at the moderate
level desired level.

Goals, Objectives, Actions: (P. 5-10)

Goal B: Provide for sustainable housing for residents of
all income levels and ages.

Objective B3 Allow growth in the housing stock to occur at a rate
that is consistent with the town’s ability to provide services in a
fiscally sound manner.

Action B.3.a Determine future housing density in different areas of the
town based on proximity and access to town facilities and services,
including roads, public transportation, schools, and emergency services.

Goal B: Previde forsustainable housing for residentsof
all-incomelevels-and-ages: Facilitate housing for residents
of all income levels and ages that is economically and
environmentally sustainable

Objective B3 Allow-growth-in-the-housing stock to-occur-at-arate
thatis-consistent-with-the town's-ability to-provide services-ina
fiscally-seund-manner. Establish procedures designed to ensure that

future growth does not significantly increase the combined rate of
municipal and education taxes.

Action B.3.a Retain the potential housing density and patterns supported
by the zoning ordinance in effect as of January 2018.

Action B.3.b Consider tax-neutral incentives that encourage the increase in
housing capacity for lower-income people of all ages.
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Proposed Markups of November 2017 DRAFT Norwich Town Plan

Current

Proposed

Objective B6 Participate in regional solutions for affordable
housing.

Action B.3.a Determine Norwich'’s “fair share” of the regional housing
need for households of low and moderate income.

Action B.3.b Coordinate affordable housing programs with neighboring
towns and share support services such as maintaining covenants for
perpetual affordability of properties.

Objective B6 Rarticipate-in-regional sclutions forafferdable
heusing: Develop solutions for maintaining and increasing the
availability of affordable housing in Norwich.

Action B.3.a i ieh's“fail o

need Develop objectives and mechanisms for increasing the amount and
proportion of households of low and moderate income in the Town of
Norwich, as well as preserving the existing stock of such housing.

Action B.3.b Continue to work with the Three Rivers-Ottauquechee
Regional Commission to identify the affordable housing needs for Norwich
and its surrounding region.

Action B.3.c Coordinate affordable housing programs with neighboring
towns and share support services such as maintaining covenants for
perpetual affordability of properties.

Stephen N. Flanders
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Proposed Markups of November 2017 DRAFT Norwich Town Plan

Current

Proposed

Supporting Text: Land Use

P. 12-4 Demand for residential housing, high property taxes,
and the poor economic return from farming and forestry
apply constant pressure for developing open land in Norwich.
The housing demand is mostly created by regional economic
factors (see Chapter 5, Housing Plan) but, as long as the town
maintains its attractive rural character, good schools and town
services, this demand will most likely continue.

(No change. See emphasis.)

Goals, Objectives, Actions: Education (P. 7-7)

Goal D Provide cost-effective educational facilities
suitable for supporting quality education for Norwich
students.

(Propose new Objective D.3)

Goal D Provide cost-effective educational facilities
suitable for supporting quality education for Norwich
students.

Objective D.3 Identify the relationship between school-age
population and school property taxes in order to make informed
decisions about promoting the increase of housing stock for
Jamilies with school-aged children.

Action D.3.a Establish a study committee to:

a. identify break points in adding school-aged population that trigger
additional staffing in the Marion Cross School and additional taxpayer costs
for students attending the Dresden School District

b. identify the arrival and departure patterns together with the median
residency period of parents during and after the attendance of their children
in school

c. identify those factors that affect Norwich education taxes that are
independent of student population, including economies of scale and state
taxation policy.

d. Identify the degree to which increases in education taxes increase the rate
of turnover of town residents of all income levels.

Action D.3.b Monitor state legislative initiatives on school funding for their
impact on Norwich property taxes and work with legislators and the
Vermont League of Cities and Towns to ensure that Norwich is treated fairly.

Stephen N. Flanders
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Supporting Text: Community Facilities & Services

P. 8-13 The town'’s recreation facilities include:

e Huntley Meadow, with four tennis courts and six fields:
two baseball diamonds, two full-size fields and two 34-size
fields. Three of these fields were added over the last six
years.

e The Norwich Green, with small fields for lacrosse, soccer

and baseball.

Two gyms: Marion Cross School and Tracy Hall.

The Norwich Pool.

Barrett Meadow, with a small field for limited activities.

Indoor space at Marion Cross School for summer circus

camp and other classroom programs.

P. 8-13 The Connecticut and Ompompanoosuc rivers also
offer recreation for Norwich residents. There are two access
locations to the rivers for launching boats, one along River
Road owned by the town and one in Pompanoosuc owned by
the state. There is no shoreline location along the river easily
available to Norwich residents for swimming.

P. 8-13 The town’s recreation facilities include:

e Huntley Meadow, with four tennis courts and six fields:
two baseball diamonds, two full-size fields and two 34-size
fields. Three of these fields were added over the last six
years.

e The Norwich Green, with small fields for lacrosse, soccer
and baseball.

e Two gyms: Marion Cross School and Tracy Hall.

s+—The Norwich Poeck

e Barrett Meadow, with a small field for limited activities.

¢ Indoor space at Marion Cross School for summer circus
camp and other classroom programs.

P. 8-13 The loss of the Norwich Pool, as a result of Tropical
Storm Irene, left only the Connecticut and Ompompanoosuc
rivers alse-offer reereation as publicly accessible, but
undeveloped, swimming opportunities for Norwich residents.
There are two access locations to the rivers for launching
boats, one along River Road owned by the town and one in
Pompanoosuc owned by the state. There is no shoreline
location along the river easily available to Norwich residents
for swimming.
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Goals, Objectives, Actions: (P. 8-14)

Goal E Provide a full range of community services and
facilities in a cost-effective, environmentally sound
manner without creating an undue burden on local
taxpayers.

Objective E.1 Update the capital improvement program and
budget based on projections of the needs of specific facilities and
services consistent with a moderate amount of new growth and
development in Norwich appropriate for a town of 3,400 residents
at the core of a designated Micropolitan Area.

Objective E.7 Provide recreation facilities and programs for all
residents. Special emphasis should continue on programs for youth
with volunteer coaches or instructors from the community.

(New Action E.7¢)

Goal E Provide a full range of community services and
facilities in a cost-effective, environmentally sound
manner without creating an undue burden on local
taxpayers.

Objective E.1 Update the capital improvement program and
budget based on projections of the needs of specific facilities and

services consistent with amederate-amountofnew-growth-and
development planned development patterns in Norwich, as

appropriate for a town of 3,400 residents at the core of a
designated Micropolitan Area.

Objective E.7 Provide recreation facilities and programs for all

residents, regardless of age. Special-emphasisshould continuc on
programs-for youth-with-velunteercoaches-orinstructorsfromthe
CommBREy-

Action E.7¢ Study incentives for landowners to bequeath or
donate property with existing bodies of water, suitable for
swimming, to the town as future recreation areas.

Stephen N. Flanders

Page 7 of 10

2/9/2018




Proposed Markups of November 2017 DRAFT Norwich Town Plan

Current

Proposed

Supporting Text: Introduction & Land Use

P. 1-7 The Planning Commission is studying the Route 5
corridor in Norwich to determine whether it would be a
suitable location for compact development, while recognizing
that a lack of wastewater disposal capacity continues to be a
limiting factor to development in this area.

P. 12-9 Planning Commission began investigating the
possibility of developing a new zoning district to make
compact development more feasible in these areas and to
increase the incentives in these areas for the development of
affordable housing. A number of important considerations
were raised in a public forum in 2017 about this concept, and
the commission is presently considering how best to respond
to and incorporate public input. As the commission wishes to
give further consideration to public input as well as the
nuances of this important topic, this town plan does not
propose any zoning changes for these areas.

P. 1-7 The Planning Commission is studying the Route 5
corridor in Norwich to determine whether or not it would be
a suitable location for compact housing development under
existing planned unit development (PUD) zoning requlations

for that area;-whilerecognizing thatalack-of wastewater
dispesal-capacity-continues-to-be-alimiting factorto
devem-pﬂleﬂt—iﬁ—th—l—ﬁ—a—l:e&l ]

P. 12-9 Planning Commission began investigating the
possibility of developing a new zoning district to make
compact development more feasible in these areas and to
increase the incentives in these areas for the development of
affordable housing. A number of important considerations
were raised in a public forum in 2017 about this concept, and
the commission is presently considering how best to respond
to and incorporate public input. As the commission wishes to
give further consideration to public input as well as the
nuances of this important topic, this town plan does not
propose any zoning changes for these areas, until further
analysis indicates needed changes that are agreed to by the
selectboard after public discussion.
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Goals, Objectives, Actions: Land Use (P. 12-11)

Goal K: Maintain and enhance Norwich'’s historic
settlement pattern of compact village and rural
countryside while accommodating growth at a
sustainable rate.

Objective K2 Direct new development to those locations best
suited to accommodate it, particularly areas that are easily
accessible to good roads, town services, schools and public
transportation.

Action K2e Consider, as part of a long-term public town planning process
whether to develop wastewater treatment for areas without adequate on-
site, soil-based wastewater treatment capacity that are otherwise suitable
for compact development or connect to adjacent municipalities where
capacity exists. Alternatives, subject of course to considerations of
feasibility and cost-effectiveness, may include a new municipal system,
connections to existing systems in neighboring towns, decentralized
community systems, or use of new on-site treatment technologies.
Consider both initial costs and the long-term costs of system operation and
maintenance for all alternatives, as well as appropriate protections to
ensure a moderate level of growth.

»

Goal K: Maintain and enhance Norwich’s historic
settlement pattern of compact village and rural
countryside while accommodating growth at a
sustainable rate.

Objective K2 Direct new development to those locations best
suited to accommodate it, particularly areas that are easily
accessible to good roads, town services, schools and public
transportation.

Action K2e Consider, as part of a long-term public town planning process,
whether to develop alternative wastewater treatment technologies for
areas without adequate on-site, conventional soil-based wastewater
treatment capacity that are otherwise suitable for compact development
or connect to adjacent municipalities where capacity exists, in accordance
with community-established goals and limits. Alternatives, subject of
course to considerations of feasibility and cost-effectiveness, may include
a-new-municipal-system; controlled and limited connections to existing
systems in neighboring towns; decentralized community systems, or use
of new on-site treatment technologies. Consider both initial costs and the
long-term costs of system operation and maintenance for all alternatives,
as well as appropriate protections to ensure amederate the desired level
of growth.
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11, Planning Areas

Figure 11. Planning Areas Figure 11. Planning Areas!

1 West side of Rte. 5 South remains Rural Residential.
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MEMORANDUM

TO:

NORWICH SELECTBOARD

FROM: STEPHEN N. FLANDERS
SUBJECT: TOWN PLAN SURVEY IDEAS (REVISED)
DATE: FEBRUARY 7,2018

CC:

TOWN MANAGER

b

L.

Summary — The draft town plan received by the Norwich Selectboard on 6 December
2017 appears to be unsupported by a town-wide survey. Sich a survey could help the
selectboard inform its decisions on what changes to maKe, if any. Here are some ideas
that use plane language and common understandir?df principals to arrive at a sense
of the town’s priorities at a basic-level. This memé reflects input from Dean Seibert.

Mediums — | recommend that the survey be conducted with an gn-line utility, such as
SurveyMonkey, supplemented by paper copies that could be sfiade available atﬂfe
town clerk’s office and the public library. Paper submissions would then be entered
into the on-line utility manually. The suﬁ{ey\ might be structured, as follows:

a. Demographics — Resident? Work ih\toiﬁn‘? Residence direc:iyn from village?

b. Aspirations — G?ab? Sustainability? Affordaple housing?

c. Approaches — Séwer? Distrifjution of afforddble hou‘siﬁé? Distribution of
businesses? \

Draft questions for the sur\;éy follow:
v . j

i,

About youﬁi&é‘tell us sgmething aboaiﬂ'jreug;fmnections to Norwich.
a. Are you a resident? (Yeor N)
b. Are you a property ownex? (Y orJ()

Do you work in town? (Y}or N)

What best describes the

e o

cation of where you live?

e In the villa,

e North of the village
e [East of the village
e South of the village
e West of the village
L ]

Elsewhere




2. About your values — Please tell us something about your values connected to
Norwich’s future by picking the option that best matches your preference.

a. With respect to growth of the town’s population, would you like to see it grow
over the next ten years by:

More than 5%
5% or less

Not at all

It should shrink
(Something else)

b. With respect to growth of the town’s businesses, would you like to see it grow
over the next ten years by:

More than 5%

5% or less

Not at all - /
It should shrink /
(Something else)

c. With respect to growth of the town’s affordable housing stock, would you like

to see the following categories grow over the next ten y

s by: /

Growth rate | Student| Workforce | Elderly

More than 5% \

5% or less \\ /

Not at all/ ) \ / \/
It should shrink } \
(Something else)__#"- ,L

d. WithaBspect

espect {0 sustain\abililyl and grBWEh,jf general, would you emphasize:

Strongly growth over sustainability
Somewhat growth over sWinability
Neutral/Don’t kno
Somewhat sustaingbility over growth
Strongly sustainaljility over growth
(Something els

! Sustainability defined as: “meeting our needs in the present without compromising the
ability of future generation to meet their needs”.



With respect to Norwich’s responsibilities to the greater community of the
Upper Valley with regard to social issues and their solutions do you feel that
the town should:

e Take a prominent role
Be involved somewhat
Focus on its own issues
(Something else)

3. About your priorities — Please tell us something about your priorities that would
affect Norwich’s future by picking the option that best matches your preference.

a.

With respect to future housing development, how would yoyrate the
desirability of each of the following (5 = most, 1 = Ieast):)
e Wide dispersal (multi-acre lot sizes per residence)
e Medium dispersal (one-acre lot sizes per reSidence)
e Low dispersal (less-than-one-acre lot sjzes per residence)
e Concentrations of housing units, suyézded by substantial open
space

e (Something else)
With respect to sewers and septic systems in a new devﬁ{pment do you }
favor:

e Connections to mumclpa] s\ewer in certain areas that allow more
buildings on a parcel N R
Septic systems that limit the number of buildings og} parcel

Don’t wapnrew developments
No opinion/don’t kno / 7/

(Something else)

With respect to the availabiligp-of new aﬂorda‘by housing in town, do you
believ Qply in the followmg ‘Calego:l}

Supply N\ Student | Workforce | Elderly
Should be decreased\ /
Is adequate in town or\hearby
Should be increased g&ghtly

Should be increagdd substantially

No opinion/don’t know

e (Something else)




d. With respect to the distribution of new affordable housing in town, do you
recommend:

It should be concentrated in a few places

It should be distributed throughout town

No opinion/don’t know

(Something else)

e. To promote the following types of affordable housing, would you be willing
to have your municipal taxes or rent be higher by (check each that applies):

Municipal tax increase | Student | Workforce | Elderly
More than 5% /
Up to 5% A

e

No increase

Reduce /

7

e (Something else)

f. Are you concerned whether new retail business deve!c)f?efﬂ outside the /
village might compete with in-town businesses? (Reviséd from before)

e Strongly concerned N
Concerned \
Neutral/don’t know ‘
Not very concerned

2 \ )
Not at alléoncerned \ / J

(Something else)

g. What other concerns or suggestions do you have?

a D
J




Town of quwxch, Vermon,
| -

CHARTERED 1761

Frequently Asked Questions

About the Norwich Town Plan
February 2018



FAQs - GLOSSARY

Plan as a “Guide”: A Town Plan informs policy and limits
policy, because any new town policy must be consistent
with the Plan. It does not, however, make any specific
policies itself.

“Sustainability” is defined as meeting our needs in the
present without compromising the ability of future
generation to meet their needs.*

“Affordable Housing”: The State of Vermont defines
housing as being affordable if households with incomes
at or below 80 percent of the county median family
income spend no more than 30 percent of their
incomes on housing costs. “Affordable Housing” can be
subsidized or purely market-driven.

“Subsidized Housing” is housing that benefits from
unusual public spending such as tax abatements, grants
for land acquisition, rent supports or any other fiscal
support not available to home owners generally.

* World Commission on Environment and Development. Our Common Future
(Oxford University Press, 1987), page 8.



FAQs - GLOSSARY

« “Sprawl!”: Any uncontrolled development
patterns whether they be residential or
commercial.

¢ “Hamlet”: Term used to describe a
residential concentration that is smaller
than a “village” within Norwich.
Synonymous with “neighborhood” for all
intents and purposes.

« “Reasonable”: Of a nature that would be
consistent with the expectations and
values of most Norwich citizens, at any
given time.

* World Commission on Environment and Development. Our
Common Future (Oxford University Press, 1987), page 8.



FAQs

Question: How Does the Plan Propose to Change Norwich?

Answer: Changes are Proposed that tend towards
Sustainability. Also proposes discussion of Potential
Changes.

«  Page “The Norwich Town Plan is a guide that does not
create mandates, but rather reflects a vision of the
town going forward.”

e  The Town Plan has continued to change over the years
to propose change that reflects our ongoing learning,
knowledge, technology, etc.

e The Plan does propose change to embrace sustainable
principles and move away from the sprawl that has
characterized our recent development.

e  The Plan does NOTHING to effect such changes. Only
fosters more discussion.



FAQsS

Question: Will the Town Plan increase taxes?
Answer: NO

e The Town Plan offers a vision, not any actual
policies.

e Town taxes are a function of the
budget/grand list.

School taxes are a function of cost/pupil.

e See Goals A and F: Provide a full range of
community services and facilities in a cost-
effective, environmentally sound manner
without creating an undue burden on local
taxpayers.

e Fiscal impacts are examined at the end of
the “Town Profile” Chapter in the Plan.



FAQsS

Sub-Question: Do we expect property values to increase?
Answer: Yes

e Property values have consistently increased in Norwich.
Nothing in the Plan is intended to change this.

Sub-Question: How does Town Plan consider CoCS study
regarding commercial development and increase in taxes?

Answer: As an aide but not a set of answers

¢  There are many references to this study in the Plan, but
it is an analysis of general trends, not a study of
Norwich and so is not necessarily predictive of any
particular outcome.

Sub-Question: How does Town Plan consider long-time
residents ability to continue to own their property?

Answer:

e  While the Plan makes mention in several places that
policy needs to consider the impact of policy changes
on tax burden, it does not currently address
maintaining affordability for current residents.



FAQS

Question: What new business will be enabled outside of
the business district?

Answer: No Change Proposed

 The town plan does not suggest any change in current
zoning, regarding business.

*  While the Planning Commission made a proposal to re-
zone Rte 5 South and River Rd. to allow mixed-use
development, following from previous work by past
Commissions and past Selectboards.

* Such a change is not facilitated by the Plan and would
require a change to the Plan to effect.

« The Plan recognizes the need to make deliberate
choices about where new business development is
appropriate and where it not.

 Rte 5 South has long been recognized as the area with
most ready access to existing services and
infrastructure.



FAQS

Question: What about sewage hook-up and other infrastructure
issues?

Answer: No Change Proposed

The available soils in Norwich for septic systems are poor,
with fewer suitable locations all the time. Any growth at all
must address this fact.

The Plan encourages further discussion of the potential for a
hook-up to neighboring towns, but in no way contemplates a
Norwich municipal waste treatment facility (the “$20 million
sewer system”).

The Plan says:

It may be possible to place limits on the number of housing units that can
attach to the sewer system of a neighboring town.

Cites a report:

There is no area-wide failure of existing systems that would indicate a
need for a municipal system.

A conventional municipal wastewater treatment system would be
prohibitively expensive.

No proposals for any changes to municipal sewage treatment
are included in the Plan.



FAQs

Question: What about putting a limit (cap) on the size,
annual number and scale of new developments?

Answer: Plan does not seek to make policy

e  The town plan doesn’t speak to this idea at all, nor
have previous Plans.

e It might be difficult to find a community consensus
on what those parameters might be.

«  Any individual development must go through Act 250
approval if over 9 units.

e The Plan reports that Norwich is currently adding 6
new homes per year on average, down from 10-15
from 1990-2010 and down from about 30 per year in
the 1970s and 1980s.

e All new construction in Norwich is well above the
median home value, constantly raising the average
home price in town.



FAQS

Question: What about the Village Center not being subject
to Act 250 Review?

Answer: This limited exemption is intended to reward local
planning and provide deference to local decisions

e The Vermont Village Center Designation Program says:

. For areas within 1/4 mile from the Designated Village
Center, qualified projects are exempt from some Act 250
regulations and the land gains tax.

. These exemptions are very limited in scope and apply to
things such as allowing a fee for ag soil impacts in lieu of
a study and exemptions from certain 9L sprawl
restrictions.

« The town plans to reapply for its Village Center

designation (it lapsed in 2011 because the Town Plan
did not specifically support the designation)

e  For context, Norwich is the third largest town in our
Region and has the smallest village center (of 30
town)



FAQS

Question: What about changing the rural historic character of
Norwich to a more suburban character?

Answer: The Plan is fully supportive of maintaining the Town'’s
rural character and scenic beauty as a fundamental policy
premise.

. Past Plans have consistently protected the rural character of Norwich as does
this Plan.
. In early 2000s, the Town, Planning Commission and Selectboard made a

dramatic decision about the rural character when we changed zoning
regulations to allocate the acres per unit on average from 1 to 10 (e.g., 14,500
potential units reduced to 1450 potential units) with a desire to promote future
growth only where infrastructure currently exists.

. The Plan makes 34 specific references to Norwich’s “rural character” each of
which in support of that character. There is one reference to “suburban” in a
discussion of what wildlife one finds in developed sections of Norwich.

. The character of the built landscape is currently controlled by the town’s zoning
regulations and the review procedures of the Development Review Board, the
Regional Planning Commission and the State under Act 250.

. The town plan suggests studying “compact development”.



FAQsS

Question: Does the plan promote a new, high density
zoning district (Map 11)?
Answer: No. It does promote further discussion of one.

e Map 11 recognizes that the Village Center
and Rte. 5 South are unigue and distinct
parts of the Town.

e The town plan says of Map 11:

«  “For the purpose of describing the desired future
land use patterns in Norwich, the town has been
divided into land use planning areas as shown on

Map 11

e Rte 5 South: “As the commission wishes to give
further consideration to public input as well as the
nuances of this important topic, this town plan
does not propose any zoning changes for these
areas.”



FAQS

Question: How much affordable housing does Norwich
plan?
Answer: None

There is no specific amount in the Plan. It suggests the
Town:

«  Determine Norwich’s “fair share” of the regional
housing need for households of low and moderate
income.

«  Maintain updated statistics on demographic trends and
housing for the town and the region to better evaluate
the actual housing needs of seniors in the community
on an ongoing basis.

The Plan cites current studies for estimates of

affordable housing demand

There is no number imposed on Norwich by the
Plan or by the Regional Planning Commission or
any other body.



FAQs

Question: Why have people voiced concerns about
transparency, due process, and outdated statistics?

Answer:

Some people have argued that the Planning
Commission failed to follow due process in their
preparation of the Plan.

Due Process consists of Predictablity, Notice and the
Opportunity to be Heard.

24 VSA § 4384(a): "At the outset of the planning
process and throughout the process, planning
commissions shall solicit the participation of local
citizens and organizations by holding informal working
sessions that suit the needs of local people.”

The PC held Special Hearings plus many PC meetings,
each of which are open to the public. Written
comments were also solicited and provided. Also, the
draft itself was changed significantly in response to
public input.



FAQs

Question: What grants does Norwich have
access to with an adopted Town Plan?

Answer:

* The State of Vermont rewards planning by
municipalities

* State and Regionally-administered grants
such as for historic preservation, municipal
planning, VTrans and community
development rarely are awarded to Towns
that do not have an adopted Town Plan.

* Without an adopted Town Plan, Norwich can
make no zoning changes nor any changes to
other Town By-Laws.



FAQsS

Question: What are Norwich's top goals?
Answer: Overriding Goals Underpin the Plan

e  Ensuring that we leave a positive legacy for
future generations.

«  Making decisions that balance environmental,
social, cultural and economic trade-offs over at
least a 50-year time frame (while recognizing
the difficulty in predicting Norwich’s needs and
the changes both internal and external that will
occur over 50 years).

*  Reducing our ecological footprint by using our
land, resources and energy efficiently.

«  Encouraging all residents to be actively
involved in their community.



Miranda Bergmeier _ @

Subject: Sarah Reeves letter to the Planning Commission

From Sarah Reeves
February 23, 2017
To the Planning Commission

Re: Proposal for Change in Zoning Regulations for Rte. 5 South and River Road

Thank you for the thoughtful public hearing on February 2, 2017.

I expressed appreciation, then, as I do now, for your work to plan for future growth in Norwich, and for the
desire to accommodate more affordable housing, taking into account issues for our town and the region.

I asked myself a question, which you have undoubtedly asked yourselves:

What does Norwich contribute now to our region, and, specifically, what does Route 5
South in Norwich contribute now to our region?

Now: Rte 5 South in Norwich offers:

e A scenic drive. One noted as such: It’s part of the Connecticut River National Scenic By-Way, the only one
in our state.* (See below. ) It’s part of the national Silvio Conte National Fish and Wildlife Refuge, protecting
the entire watershed of the Connecticut River. The river’s designated an American Heritage River.

e King Arthur Flour — A popular destination for us residents, our neighbors throughout the region, and visitors
from throughout the nation. and beyond. The King Arthur Trail links it to the Dresden Fields and the Farmers’
Market.

e Norwich Farmers’ Market -Where we shop for local fruits, veggies, flowers, and crafts, where neighbors
throughout the region come, as well as our visitors.

e Killdeer Farm Stand --Again a place for us and many throughout the region, looking for fresh produce,
picked today-corn, flowers, bedding plants, pots, etc. The Guests’ legacy will continue under Tim and Janet
Taylors’ ownership and stewardship.

e Dresden Athletic Fields — Open fields which are mainly athletic fields and a trail to King Arthur Flour. A
place for our kids from Norwich and Hanover, as well as all the competing teams to practice and play soccer,
baseball, softball. There are also walks and trails for hikers and dog walkers.

e The Unitarian/Universalist Congregation of the Upper Valley, with its handsome meeting house and trails
linking to other local trails.

e Other buildings of value to various constituents of the region, such as the Family Place and Events Center.



These offerings are consistent with other attractions right around a corner or two:

e Follow Rte 5 into town, regional neighbors and national visitors find an historic village, the Norwich
Historical Society, the Green, often with kids playing, The Norwich Square with the Caf¢, Bookstore, Wine and
Spirits, Zuzu’s etc., and Post Office; further on, Dan & Whit’s, and The Norwich Inn, offering food and drink

and lodging.

e Nearby, the Montshire Museum of Science offers us and the nation an outstanding place to explore science
inside and outside with 100 acres along the Connecticut River.

The current offerings on Rte. 5 South contribute significantly to our region and

nation. Adding dense development on Route 5 South would be detrimental to the scenic,
rural character and current attractions that bring Norwich residents, regional neighbors
and visitors from the nation and beyond to our town’s part of a national scenic by-way.

* The Connecticut River National Scenic by-way, . . . is over 500 miles of state roads bordering the
Connecticut River in both Vermont and New Hampshire. The Byway links the two states, focusing on the
authentic New England experience - historic villages, mountain views, working farms, home grown
crops and crafts, and outdoor pastimes like fishing, boating, wildlife observation, and hiking.
http://www.crjc.org/pdffiles/Nat'1%20scenic%20byway.pdf

Dense settlement would also contribute negatively to congested commuter traffic, creating more of a back-up
from Ledyard Bridge.

In conclusion, it does not seem wise to change zoning designations, but instead, to
encourage development in harmony with what is already there.

I hope other opportunities can be found for affordable housing in another area of the town. Tthe large
properties on Rte 5 North which are already designated “commercial” might well accommodate more density in
a way that would not change significantly the character of our town or scenic quality of the view along the
Connecticut River.

Sincerely,

Sarah Reeves
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Amendment to 11-16-17 Draft Town Plan:

Compliance with Act 171 related to Forestry

Required to address

The Draft Town Plan as prepared already supports the goals and policies of Act 171 as it
relates to municipal plans. Compliance with Act 171 may be accomplished with relatively few
changes to the proposed draft.

The attached proposed changes have been prepared by Brandy Saxton of PlaceSense, who
assisted the Planning Commission in the preparation the original 2011 Town Plan. She has
also assisted several other towns with Act 171 compliance.
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Proposed Amendments to Norwich Town Plan Draft (2017-11-16) to Comply | Form
with Act 171 ' Form

[The act amends municipal and regional planning goals to encourage management of forestlands to
improve forest blocks and habitat connectors and encourage the use of locally grown forest
products. The act amends the land use element of regional and municipal plans to require the plan
to indicate those areas that are important as forest blocks and habitat connectors and to plan for
land development in those areas to minimize forest fragmentation and promote forest health and
ecological function.]

Natural & Historic Resources

See attached:

Page 11-13 to 11-15 Land Cover, Habitat and Wildlife: Forestland

Includes Figure 11-3: Impact of Forest Fragmentation on Wildlife Species
[Existing lanquage with no changes

Page 11-25 Changes - Added language

Objective 1.9. Conserve significant wildlife habitats, especially the habitats of rare and
endangered species, protect core blocks of forest and maintain forest connectivity between

blocks.

Action 1.9.a. Define, identify, map and document Norwich’s significant wildlife and plant
habitats, including forest blocks and habitat connectors.




Action 1.9.b. Map larger blocks of contiguous forest land and potential travel corridors between
those blocks in Norwich and neighboring towns.

Action 1.9.c. Review subdivision and site plans to assess their effects on forest blocks, habitat
connectors and significant wildlife habitats in order to encourage their protection.

Action 1.9.d. Require new development to be located and configured in a manner that
minimizes adverse impacts on forest blocks and critical wildlife habitat, including travel
corridors, deer wintering areas and natural areas to the greatest extent feasible.

Action 1.9.e. Require buffers between new development and significant wildlife habitats.

Action 1.9.f. Use the town’s zoning and subdivision regulations to protect the habitats of rare
and endangered species.

Action 1.9.g. Promote the protection of rare and endangered species, and their habitats, by the
town’s landowners.

Land Use
Page 12-10 - Added language

Upland. Forested uplands dominate the western side of Norwich. Beyond the narrow stream
valleys that extend up into the hills from the lowlands along the Connecticut River Valley, the
terrain is steep and soils are shallow. Few roads bisect these areas with the result being large,
unbroken tracts of forestland as shown on Map 10. Their physical character, value as wildlife
habitat, fragile ecology and inaccessibility make these lands generally ill-suited for development
other than low-impact recreation and sustainable forest uses. The ecological benefits of

maintaining large blocks of unfragmented forest and wildlife habitat are discussed in the
Natural and Historic Resources chapter of this plan on pages 11-13 through 11-15.

Ltow-density-andLow-impact development that has been carefully sited and designed may be
appropriate within the town’s upland areas, but the overall density of development should
remain very low. Impacts to be minimized include tree clearing, disturbance of steep slopes,
fragmentation of important wildlife habitat, and increased stormwater runoff and/or decreased
water quality in upland streams. Recreational and forestry uses should be supported to the
extent that they are undertaken in a sustainable manner that protects environmental quality.
Scenic resources, such as views of prominent ridgelines and hillsides from public roads, may be
protected by directing development to less visible sites or maintaining an appropriate level of
vegetative screening.

See Attached Pages for Original Text



No CHthwote

in stream corridors in an attempt to resolve or avoid
conflicts between fluvial systems and the built
environment. A geomorphic assessment is currently
underway on Blood Brook in Norwich and the town
is considering limiting development within identified
fluvial erosion hazard areas in a manner similar to
current regulations within flood hazard areas.

The Blood Brook Watershed Corridor Plan of
March 2008 is the result of a three-phase study

by the Norwich Conservation Commission, the
Two-Rivers Ottauquechee Regional Commission,
and the Vermont Agency of Natural Resources,
Department of Environmental Conservation, River
Management Program. The purpose of that plan is
to assess the underlying causes of channel instability
and encourage the stream’s return to equilibrium
conditions. The plan outlines management efforts
directed toward long-term solutions that help curb
escalating costs and minimize the danger posed

or damage caused by storm-swollen streams. Such
efforts can help reduce flood and erosion hazards
along the river corridor, improve water quality
and aquatic habitat, and enhance aesthetie and
recreational values of the stream.
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| Forest is the most common land coyer type in
Norwich accounting for nearly 22,000 acres or
approximately 76 percent of Norwich's land. Forest
resources provide a number of benefits, including
an economic return for local landowners, water
quality, wildlife habitat, recreation opportunities
for town residents and visitors, and an important
visual backdrop to the town’s scenic views and
vistas. Most of Norwich’s forestlands are in private
ownership, but remain in tracts 50 acres or larger.
The largest single forest parcel is the 450 acres along
the Appalachian Trail owned by the National Park
Service. The Norwich Fire District owns a 330-acre

parcel off Beaver Meadow Road.

I-13
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Forests are a permanently renewable resource if
managed properly. Sound forest management results
in a stable economic return for landowners, local
resources to support local industry, and perhaps
most importantly, an incentive for keeping large
tracts of land free of development and available

to the public for recreation, wildlife and scenic
enjoyment. However, poor forest management can
result in the degradation of biological diversity and
can damage scenic landscapes. Forest management
can be accomplished in a manner that does not
create erosion or adversely impact scenic areas and
wildlife. Generally, a sound forest management plan
should be based on a number of objectives, including
sustainable timber production, the protection of
water quality, maintaining a diversity of wildlife
habitat, and aesthetic enhancement. Whatever the
objectives of a forest property owner, developing and
implementing a forest management plan is the best
means of managing a forest parcel for long-term,
sustainable forest production.
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The majority of the town’s forest land is privately
owned. While much of the private forest is made

up of large parcels associated with single-family
residences, many undeveloped parcels under forest
management also exist, Of the privately owned
forestland in town, more than 11,000 acres are
currently enrolled in the state’s current use program,
and are therefore managed in accordance with a
forest management plan approved by the county
forester (see Figure 11-4).

Wildlife

In addition to its 3,400 human residents, Norwich
is home to a variety of animal species. To survive,
these animals require substantial acreage, preferably
in large, solid blocks interconnected by undisturbed
corridors for seasonal movement. The preservation
of a diverse array of species requires more than
protection of identified deer wintering areas or bird
nesting sites. Certain species such as black bear
that require large contiguous habitat areas, which
also support a variety of other species, serve as
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indicators of the health and diversity of local wildlife
populations.

In Norwich, forested upland areas are home to bear,
deer, bobcat, moose and coyote. The Connecticut
River and its tributaries support natural and stocked
populations of brook, brown and rainbow trout.

The Connecticut River is also a major route for bird
migration. The marshes and other wetlands along
the Connecticut River provide migrating songbirds
and raptors with food, water and shelter. Numerous
species of waterfowl], including ducks, egrets and
blue herons, occur along the river. Non-game small
mammals such as beavers and otters that need
continuous access to water abound along the river.
Wetlands also provide critical habitat for a variety of
species such as mink, otter, beaver, black bear, grey
fox, moose, ducks, herons, other wading birds and
shore birds and other species.

Special natural areas contribute to the quality of life
in Norwich, promoting species diversity, aesthetic
enjoyment, recreation and education. Natural arcas
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FIGURE 11-3: Impact of Forest Fragmentation.on Wildlife Species
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in Norwich include orchid swamps, peat bogs, vernal
pools, , fall-line gorges, estuaries and deer yards.
Natural areas can be identified and graded in order of
their uniqueness or significance. Such an assessment
would provide direction for conservation efforts.
Important natural areas can be protected through
purchase, through encouraging landowners to seek
permanent conservation protection, and through
careful review of proposed development.

The main threat to wildlife habitat is fragmentation.
Figure 11-3 illustrates the impacts of land subdivision
and fragmentation of large tracts of forestland on
wildlife populations in northern New England. The
left-hand columin identifies expected species in large
tracts of undeveloped forest, while each subsequent
column depicts the species likely to be lost as the
land is subdivided into smaller parcels for scattered
development.

In order to maintain habitat for animals that have
large home ranges, such as bear, bobcat, fisher, and
moose, and other animals that are sensitive to human

BLOCKS <20 ACRES
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BLOCKS 20 - 99 ACRES

Small Rodent, Squirre),
Cottontail, Raccoan, Skunk,
Muskrat, Red Fox

Woodchuck, Beaver, Hare,
Porcupine, Weasel

Song Birds Song Birds

Sharp-Shinned Hawk, Broad
Winged Hawk, Cooper's Hawk,
Osprey, Turkey Yulture, Horned
Owl, Barred Owl

Most Reptiles, Most Amphibians ~ Most Reptiles, Most Amphibians
Garter Snake, Ring-Neck Snake
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disturbance, such as wood thrushes, larger blocks of
forest or meadowland, or wetland habitat need to be
conserved. Blocks up to 20 acres are home to species
typical of urban and suburban landscapes (e.g.,
raccoons, skunks, and squirrels). Moose, bald eagles,
goshawks and similar species usually require 500 to
2,500 acres, while blocks of more than 2,500 acres
may hold the full complement of species expected to
occur in this region of Vermont.

Within Norwich, a number of large, unfragmented
blocks of forest remain, including:
0 2,600 acres between Beaver Meadow and Turnpike Roads,
which continues into the Town of Sharon
3 2,000 acres south of Bragg Hill Road
I 1,500 acres between Upper Turnpike Road and New
Boston Road
O 1,400 acres between Turnpike Road and Upper Turnpike
Road, which continues into the adjoining towns of Sharon,
Strafford and Thetford
2 1,000 acres between New Boston
Road & Bradley Hill Road

YEAR  PAREELS
Maintaining contiguous forested o
lands within Norwich, as well as R 4
between Norwich and neighboring 2003 125
towns, protects wildlife habitats 2005 127
found in core forests and provides 2008 4
corridors that connect larger blocks |
of forest. 2007 i
2008 128
While many residents enjoy
. . IR 2009 131
hunting, fishing, wildlife viewing
and have extensive knowledge 2010 136
of local wildlife and fisheries, 2009 131
the information has not been 2010 136
documented. Most of the town’s
important wildlife habitats have not . o
been inventoried or mapped. The 2012 139
extent of documented knowledge 2013 14
about wildlife habitat in Norwich is
. . 2014 146
surprisingly limited, in part because
of the amount of fieldwork and 2015 145
mapping needed to document local 2016 148

populations. For this reason, site-

FIGURE 11-4: Current Use

specific evaluations may be required to determine
the potential impacts to wildlife and important
habitat associated with a particular subdivision or
development proposal.

; ! : er
Norwich is appreciated by most of its residents as
a quiet community for rural living. Commercial
development is limited to retail and service
establishments on Main Street and Route 5. The
many small businesses and offices that residents
operate from their homes remain inconspicuous.
The green in the center of Norwich village and the
historic homes along or near Main Street are a visual
reminder of the ecommunity’s heritage. Abandoned
cellar-holes and granite posts mark former
homesteads of the town’s founding families and their
descendants.

Norwich is no longer primarily an
agricultural town, but retains a few
moderately-sized farms and much

TOTAL  TAXES
ACRES  SAVED rural character. Open country and
meandering roads that follow lively
8,138
brooks between forested slopes
1587 $679322  Jead to small hamlets with names
11,934 $306852  like Beaver Meadow, Union Village,
12193  $300763 Pompanoosuc .and P(?dunk. The
Connecticut River with its tributary,
12,165  $378,045
the Ompompanoosuc, open fields
12198 3394843  and remaining patches of pasture
12,322 $415,761 add to the variety and beauty.
LU Yet, as the town’s landscape
12322 $415761  continues to change, residents
12846 450835  recognize that Norwich’s rural
12808 $476.636 character is threatened. The views
' ' from the roads, fanning like fingers
12812 $4884%0  of 3 hand from Norwich village, are
12999  $695516  changing as more homes are built,
12401 75408 SO that passersby are reqU}red to
look between houses to glimpse the
13530 752 ey beyond. This section of the
13701 $759681  plan describes the main elements

of Norwich’s rural character - its

SOURCE: VT Department of Taxes

N-15"
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Objective | 8 Preserve the functions and prevent the loss of the

L

norwich, vermont * town plan * 2017-2025
natural and historic resources

town's wetlands. @/ L
Identify and assess the town’s wetlands.
Complete the identification and mapping of Norwich's wetlands.

Petition the state to redlassify wetlands that the town considers of national importance to Class | status to ensure a
higher level of protection.

Maintain provisions in Norwich's zoning and subdivision requlations to minimize the lass of wetlands to
development,

Educate landowners about the function and value of wetlands, including their role in storing water during storm
events and reducing the severity of downstream flooding.

Require construction of compensatory flood storage if wetlands that provide flood storage will be lost or adversely
affected by proposed develapment so as to achieve no net loss of the affected wetland’s flood storage function.

Conserve significant wildlife habitats, especially the & %
habitats of rare and endangered species, protect W
core blocks of forest and maintain forest connectivity

between blocks.

Define, identify, map and document Norwich's Significant wildlife and plant habitats,

Map larger blocks of contiguaus forest land and potential travel corridors between those blocks in Norwich and
neighboring towns.

Review subdivision and site plans to-assess their effects on significant wildlife habitats in order to encourage their
protection.

Require new development'to bie located and configured in @ manner that minimizes adverse impacts on critical
wildlife habitat, including travel corridors, deer wintering areas and natural areas to the greatest extent feasible,

Require buffers between new development and significant wildlife habitats.
Use the town's zoning and subdivision regulations to protect the habitats of rare and endangered species.
Promote the protection of rdre and endangered species, and their habitats, by the town’s landowners,

Encourage the conservation of working forestlands L .
and the use of management practices that enhance ‘&)
forest health and long-term productivity.

Promote landowner participation in the state’s current use program for forestlands.

Manage town forests and other forested public land in accordance with best practices in order to conserve and
maintain them as a long-term resource.

Require forestry practices that minimize erosion and damage to watercourses.

(-5
11-25
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demand for and value of their property for residential
development. Norwich, however, desires to maintain
the rural character of its valley lands created through
more than two centuries of productive use and retain
a base of working farm and forest land for future
generations.

The town has recognized that it needs to be creative
and consider innovative techniques to achieve these
goals. In order to preserve rural character while
accommodating reasonable amounts of growth,
Norwich should promote use of cluster development
on these valley lands; clustering is a development
technique that groups allowed development together
on smaller lots with a significant amount of the
original parcel set aside as open space or productive
land.

Even well-planned development on rural lands
often requires trade-offs. Is it better to protect
scenic views by placing new development within a
wooded area or are homes on open fields preferable
to protect forested wildlife habitat? Are designs
that place homes located near existing roads to
minimize the need for costly infrastructure superior
to those that place homes at the end of long access.
drives out of view of travelersion the publi¢ roads?
The complexity of rural planning is that there is no
right or wrong that can be applied town-wide. Each
piece of land needs to be considered and assessed
individually. The town’s land use regulations should
provide the flexibility to develop a rural parcel in the
manner best suited to that particular piece of land
and location.

Commercial development in the rural areas should
be limited to businesses that will have a very low
impact on town services or infrastructure and will
not adversely affect rural character and residential
or agricultural use. The level and type of commercial
activity should be compatible with existing
residential uses and sensitive to natural resources in
the area such as the Connecticut River. Businesses
oriented towards recreation or tourist amenities may
be the best fit for this part of town, as well as those
on working farms where operators need to expand

upon traditional agricultural activities so their
businesses can remain economically viable.

Fgrested uplands dominate the western side
of NoFwich. Beyond the narrow stream valleys that
extend up into the hills from the lowlands along the
Connecticut River Valley, the terrain is steep and
soils are shallow. Few roads bisect these areas with
the result being large, unbroken tracts of forestland.
Their physical character, value as wildlife habitat,
fragile ecology and inaccessibility make these lands
generally ill-suited for development.

Low-density and low-impact development that has
been carefully sited and designed may be appropriate
within the town’s upland areas. Impacts to be
minimized include tree clearing, disturbance of steep
slopes, fragmentation of important wildlife habitat,
and increased stormwater runoff and/or decreased
water quality in upland streams. Recreational and
forestry uses should be supported to the extent that
they are undertaken in a sustainable manner that
protects environmental quality. Scenic resources,
such as views of prominent ridgelines and hillsides
from public roads, may be protected by directing
development to less visible sites or maintaining an
appropriate level of vegetative screening.

SEE CUHAONES
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From: Mary Layton <marydlayton@gmait.com>

Sent: Wednesday, February 07, 2018 11:22 AM

To: Herb Durfee; Stephen Flanders (stephen.n.flanders@gmail.com); John Langhus; Linda
Cook; John Pepper

Cc: Miranda Bergmeier

Subject: Memorandum for February 14th packet

Memorandum

To: Norwich Select Board

i: rom: Mary Layton

CC: Herb Durfee, Miranda Bergmeier
Date: February 7, 2018

Subject: Town Plan Discussion/Action for 2/14 SB Meeting

Hello All

Here is my perspective on what actions to take to move the Town Plan Draft forward. The first section is my
perception of where we are in the process and how we should move forward. The second section is suggestions
for specific actions.

I think we should move forward to approve this Town Plan Draft with minor edits. I agree with Steve Flanders
suggestion at our last Special Meeting that we move to support those of the twelve elements that we agree are
non-controversial, such as the “historic” element, with some minor edits if needed. After fifteen months and a
considerable amount of public input and study I think it is important to approve a Town Plan that halts
consideration of increased density and mixed use development in the Route 5 South and River Road planning
areas. I think these are important considerations that should be thoroughly studied for possible amendments for
a future Town Plan in that increasing density near core services reduces energy and infrastructure costs. Robust
conversation on this topic as well as affordable housing and enhanced energy planning will help to improve our
plan in the long run. I see no advantage to the Town in the Select Board spending months sorting these topics
out with an expired plan. I also think that in our final version of the Town Plan clarity is important, that our
intentions should be clearly stated. Text and maps should mirror each other. This will help our citizens
understand the intent and should also provide clarity in legal and judicial matters such as Developmental
Review Board decisions. I think further education and other actions are needed by the Planning Commission to
reassure the public that their voices are heard, and to make it clear which part of the Planning Process is a
conversation about what is desirable, as contrasted with the actionable part of the process in which changes are
adopted. It would be a shame not to have open and robust conversation about controversial matters. It also is

1



beneficial to the Town to have a level of trust in Town government, and in the frameworks provided by the
Vermont Statutes. Perhaps we all can consider thinking about what it takes to live up to the Vermont motto:
Freedom and Unity.

Here are some specific edits which I think will be important to take to modify the Town Plan Draft before
adoption.

e Review markups: Adopt Chris Katucki’s “proposed edits” to language intended to remove consideration of
multi-use development and high density development in the Route 5 South and River Road Planning Areas on
page 12-9. Review Steve Flanders markups dated 1/31/18. I agree with some changes but not all. I think the SB
should discuss and possibly vote to change or not. There may be other markups pending from other SB

members.
¢ Incorporate the Forest Fragmentation update

e Discuss whether to add language about installation of Telecommunication Towers and Solar Installations, or
whether that would be best left to the amendment process. The relevant section in the plan is E-3 on page 8-14

e Incorporate a Glossary, possibly as an Appendix. For the terms that we have identified so far use statutory
definitions as the default. Use attribution when quoting a source. Remove “reasonable” from our list of
definitions as it is not a specific enough term. Ask that the Glossary be a controlling element of the text of the
plan. Terms should be definitive and used consistently in the text.

e In Emergency Setrvices page 8-15 under “resilience” I would like to add language to encourage
neighborhood communication, response and preparedness in emergencies. This could include encouraging
citizens to install generators, checking in on neighbors, and sheltering neighbors. There should be clarity on
when it is reasonable to expect a centralized shelter to be established, and when it is not.

Mary Layton
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State of Vermont = T it Agency of Transportation
Division of Policy, Planning and Intermodal Development - Mappmg Sectlon
1 National Life Dme Telephone: 802-828-5363
Montpelier, VT 05633-5001 Fax: 802-828-2334
http://vtrans.vermont.gov Email: kevan.grimaldi@vermont.gov
Chair, Selectboard January 2018
Norwich, c/o Town Clerk
PO Box 376

Norwich, VT 05055
TO: TOWN / CITY / VILLAGE CLERK AND SELECTBOARD / ALDERMEN / TRUSTEES

Enclosed is your 2018 Certificate of Highway Mileage. This Certificate must be completed in
order to determine your town’s share of state aid for town highways for Fiscal Year 2019, and
to ensure that your Town Highway Map remains current. Please note there will be no addmonal
opportunities to submit town highway changes before the 2018 statutory deadline for mapping
all Class 1, 2, 3 and 4 Town Highways and Legal Trails, as specified in 19 V.S.A. § 305(c).

Changes in mileage or highway classification, including any additions, alterations, or
discontinuances made by your selectboard this past year, should be entered on this certificate.
If there are changes that occurred before this past year that we have not shown on the Town
Highway Map, please let us know so we can update our maps.

In filling out the Mileage Certificate, it is important to:

>> Enter mileage and classification changes on PART | and PART Il of the Certificate.
>> Provide supporting documentation sufficient for the Mapping Section to:

e Map the change

¢ Verify the mileage

e Demonstrate the change was made according to State statute
>> |f you have no changes, you may simply check the box in PART Il of the Certificate.
>> Always sign Part I - Town Clerk, Selectmen, etc.

Please refer to the enclosed instructions, checklist, and guidelines as needed. We have also
included a reduced size copy of your current Town Highway Map and a Certificate of Completion
and Opening should you need it to document new town roads. Additional information and copies of
these enclosures can be found online: http://virans.vermont.gov/planning/maps/mileage-certificates.

To effectively process all the mileage certificates in a timely manner and to assure the completion of
the mileage summaries, it is important that towns submit the certificates on time. Certificates must
be postmarked on or before February 20, 2018. Certificates that are postmarked after
February 20, 2018 may not be processed.

After the Agency has approved and signed the certificate, we will send you a copy. Please contact
me if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Keven Grimaldi

Kevan Grimaldi
Mileage Certificate Specialist

VTYﬂHS%ﬂ%LW

Enclosures




District 4 CERTIFICATE OF HIGHWAY MILEAGE
Certcode 14110 YEAR ENDING FEBRUARY 10, 2018

Fill out form, make and file copy with the Town Clerk, and mail ORIGINAL, before February 20, 2018 to:
Vermont Agency of Transportation, Division of Policy, Planning and Intermodal Development, Mapping Section
One National Life Drive, Montpelier, VT 05633. '

We, the members of the legislative body of NORWICH in WINDSOR County

on an oath state that the mileage of highways, according to Vermont Statutes Annotated, Title 19, Section 305,
added 1985, is as follows:

PARTI- CHANGES TOTALS - Please fill in and calculate totals.

Town Previous Added Subtracted Scenic
Highways Mileage Mileage Mileage Total Highways
llIlIIIIIIIlIlIIIIlIIlllIIIIIIGIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIllIllIllIIllllllIlllllIllIIIIIllIIllIIlIIIIlIlIIlIlIIIlIIIlIIIIlIIIIIIIlIlIIIlllIlIlllIlIIIlllI
Class 1 0.000 0.000
Class 2 14.550 - o000
Class 3 61.22 3 5.220
State Highway 18.341 0. 026 0.000
Total 94.111 5.220

* Class 1 Lane 0.000

* Class 4 19.13 0.000

* Legal Trail 2.76

* Mileage for Class 1 Lane, Class 4, and Legal Trail classifications are NOT included in total.

PART II - INFORMATION AND DESCRIPTION OF CHANGES SHOWN ABOVE.

1. NEW HIGHWAYS: Please attach Selectmen's "Certificate of Completion and Opening".

2. DISCONTINUED: Please attach SIGNED copy of proceedings (minutes of meeting).

3. RECLASSIFIED/REMEASURED: Please attach SIGNED copy of proceedings (minutes of meeting).
US-5 mileage increased by 0.026 from 8.290 to 8.316

4. SCENIC HIGHWAYS: Please attach a copy of order designating/discontinuing Scenic Highways.

IF THERE ARE NO CHANGES IN MILEAGE: Check box and sign below. [ ]

PART IIT - SIGNATURES - PLEASE SIGN.

Selectmen/ Aldermen/ Trustees Signatures: e

Jown /”m_«jef S - R

T/C/V Clerk Signature: = . ——  Date Filed: — ——
Please sign ORIGINAL and return it for Transportation signature.

AGENCY OF TRANSPORTATION APPROVAL:  Signed copy will be returned to T/C/V Clerk,
DATE: =

APPROVED:

Represeniative, Agency of Transportation



Vermont Statutes Annotated

19 V.S.A. § 305. Measurement and inspection

§ 30S5. Measurement and inspection

(a) After reasonable notice to the selectboard, a representative of the agency may measure and inspect the class
1,2, and 3 town highways in each town to verify the accuracy of the records on file with the agency. Upon
request, the selectboard or their designee shall be permitted to accompany the representative of the agency
during the measurement and inspection. The agency shall notify the town when any highway, or portion of a
highway, does not meet the standards for its assigned class. If the town fails, within one year, to restore the
highway or portion of the highway to the accepted standard, or to reclassify, or to discontinue, or develop an
acceptable schedule for restoring to the accepted standards, the agency for purposes of apportionment under
section 306 of this title shall deduct the affected mileage from that assigned to the town for the particular class
of the road in question.

(b) Annually, on or before February 10, the selectboard shall file with the town clerk a sworn statement of the
description and measurements of all class 1, 2, 3, and 4 town highways and trails then in existence, including
any special designation such as a throughway or scenic highway. When class 1, 2, 3, or 4 town highways,
trails, or unidentified corridors are accepted, discontinued, or reclassified, a copy of the proceedings shall be
filed in the town clerk's office and a copy shall be forwarded to the agency.

(c) All class 1, 2, 3, and 4 town highways and trails shall appear on the town highway maps by July 1, 2015.

(d) At least 45 days prior to first including a town highway or trail that is not clearly observable by physical
evidence of its use as a highway or trail and that is legally established prior to February 10, 2006 in the sworn
statement required under subsection (b) of this section, the legislative body of the municipality shall provide
written notice and an opportunity to be heard at a duly warned meeting of the legislative body to persons
owning lands through which a highway or trail passes or abuts.

(e) The agency shall not accept any change in mileage until the records required to be filed in the town clerk's
office by this section are received by the agency. A request by a municipality to the agency for a change in
mileage shall include a description of the affected highway or trail, a copy of any surveys of the affected
highway or trail, minutes of meetings at which the legislative body took action with respect to the changes, and
a current town highway map with the requested deletions and additions sketched on it. A survey shall not be
required for class 4 town highways that are legally established prior to February 10, 2006. All récords filed
with the agency are subject to verification in accordance with subsection (a) of this section.

(f) The'selectboard of any town who are aggrieved by a finding of the agency concerning the measurement,
description, or classification of a town highway may appeal to the transportation board by filing a notice of
appeal with the executive secretary of the transportation board.

(g) The agency shall provide each town with a map of all of the highways in that town together with the
mileage of each class 1, 2, 3, and 4 highway, as well as each trail, and such other information as the agency

deems appropriate.
Excerpt of 19 V.S.A. § 305 - Measurement and inspection from Vermont Statutes Online located at—
https://legislature.vermont.gov/statutes/section/19/003/00305

December 2017



Certificate of Highway Mileage
Instructions

Towns use this certificate to update mileage of town highways and trails, incorporating any
changes made before February 10, 2018. Changes in highway classification, additions of
new highways or trails, alterations, or discontinuances must include documentation of
Selectboard action, such as minutes of meetings when action was taken.
PART |
Previous Mileage — This shows mileage as of completion of last year's certificate.
Added Mileage — Enter the total mileage of any new legally accepted Class 3 or 4

highways or trails, and any highways reclassified from Class 3 to 4 or vice versa, or
highways reclassified to or from trails.

Subtracted Mileage — Enter the total mileage of discontinued highways or trails, and
the total mileage of any highways reclassified from Class 3 to 4 or vice versa, or
highways reclassified to or from trails.

Total — Enter total, same as last year if no changes. Enter a new total if there were
changes reported. '

Scenic Highways — Use this only if town has designated highways as official ‘Scenic
Highways’ in accordance with 19 VSA 2502.

PART Il

Enter details needed for identification of New, Discontinued, Reclassified, or Scenic
Highways.

If there are no changes in Town Highway or Trail mileage, simply check box on last
line in PART II.

PART il
Board members and Town Clerk sign here.

A sample certificate with an example on how to fill it out is available online at:
http://vtransmaps.vermont.qov/Maps/Publications/MileageCertificates/Cert Sample.pdf

Additional guidance is provided in the enclosed document "Vermont Agency of
Transportation Guidelines - Certificate of Highway Mileage".

Return completed certificate, using enclosed envelope. f needed, use a larger envelope
with same address as on the enclosed envelope.

Certificates must be postmarked on or before February 20, 2018. Certificates that
are postmarked after February 20, 2018 may not be processed.

1212017



Vermont Agency of Transportation
Guidelines - Certificate of Highway Mileage

These guidelines are intended to assist municipalities and insure the changes submitted
on the mileage certificates are processed completely and without delay. The statutory
definitions and processes related to Town Highways can be found in the Vermont Statutes
Annotated (V.S.A.), Title 19 (Highways), Chapters 3 (Town Highways) and 7 — (Laying
Out, Discontinuing, and Reclassifying Highways).

Certificate of Highway Mileage and the General Highway Maps

Each year, the Vermont Agency of Transportation (VTrans) Mapping Section processes
the Certificate of Highway Mileage for each municipality and compiles the totals of State
Highways, Class 1, 2, 3, and 4 Town Highways, and Legal Trails into a summary. The
highway mileage information is used in the formula for the appropriation of State Aid for
Town Highways. The Certificate of Highway Mileage and supporting documentation of
changes also provides the VTrans Mapping Section with information to make the
necessary changes to the General Highway Maps, also referred to as the Town Highway
Maps.

This process is defined in 19 V.S.A. § 305 (Measurement and Inspection):

(b) Annually, on or before February 10, the selectboard shall file with the town
clerk a sworn statement of the description and measurements of all class 1, 2, 3,
and 4 town highways and trails then in existence, including any special designation
such as a throughway or scenic highway. When class 1, 2, 3, or 4 town highways,
trails, or unidentified corridors are accepted, discontinued, or reclassified, a copy
of the proceedings shall be filed in the town clerk's office and a copy shall be
forwarded to the agency.

Documentation of Legal Establishment

VTrans requires proper documentation that shows the legal establishment of town
highways and trails before they may be added to the Town Highway Map. There has
been a significant amount of case law following the passage of Act 178 of 2006 and Act
158 of 2008 that clarified the need for proper documentation showing legal establishment
of highways through the statutory process or “dedication and acceptance”.

A defining case raising the bar on documentation is Austin v. the Town of Middlesex, 2009
VT 102, which dealt with a road that VTrans had been mapping as class 4 town highway
for over 40 years. The Vermont Supreme Court determined the road was not a town
highway, which resulted in VTrans’ removing this road from the map. This case, as well
as others, has prompted a higher requirement for documentation for highways and trails
before they may be added to the town highway maps. Additional cases include the
following Vermont Supreme Court Decisions — Merritt v. Daiello (2010) (entry order; three-
justice panel) and Kirkland v. Kolodziej, 2015 VT 90. Also, there is the Washington
Superior Court decision in Virginia Houston and Jean Damon v. Town of Waitsfield
(2010). In summary, a town highway needs the appropriate level of documentation as

Page 1 January 2018



evidence to legal establishment, either through the statutory process or through
“dedication and acceptance” for inclusion on the VTrans produced general highway maps.

Required Supporting Documentation
To accept the changes submitted by a municipality in the mileage certificate, we need the

following supporting documentation:
* A description of the affected highway or trail.

= A current town highway map with the requested deletions and additions sketched
on it.

= A copy of the minutes of meetings at which the legislative body took action with
respect to the changes.

= A copy of the notices and hearings described further below associated with
reclassifications and discontinuances.

= A copy of the Certificate of Completion and Opening for new or altered highways.

* A copy of any surveys of the affected highway or trail.

19 V.8.A. § 305 (Measurement and Inspection) includes, in part, the following language:

((b) ... When class 1, 2, 3, or 4 town highways, trails, or unidentified corridors are
accepted, discontinued, or reclassified, a copy of the proceedings shall be filed in the
town clerk's office and a copy shall be forwarded to the agency.

(e) The agency shall not accept any change in mileage until the records required to
be filed in the town clerk's office by this section are received by the agency. A request
by a municipality to the agency for a change in mileage shall include a description of
the affected highway or trail, a copy of any surveys of the affected highway or trail,
minutes of meetings at which the legislative body took action with respect to the
changes, and a current town highway map with the requested deletions and additions
sketched on it. A survey shall not be required for class 4 town highways that are
legally established prior to February 10, 2006. All records filed with the agency are
subject to verification in accordance with subsection (a) of this section.

Clear description of location
Please include a clear description of the section of highway or trail to be added,
reclassified, or discontinued.

For example: the reclassification of TH-50 (Example Dr) from Class 4 to Class

3 starts at a point 500 feet south of TH-28 (Sample Hill Rd) and extends for
0.3 miles southerly from there.
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The location shall be marked on a copy of the General Highway Map. The map can be an
8 %" X 11” copy of the map, or a photocopied section of the full size General Highway
Map. A copy of the most current General Highway Map (in an 8 %2” X 11” format) will be
provided with the mileage certificate supplied by the Vermont Agency of Transportation.

If CADD, GPS, or GIS data layers exist that document the change, this information can be
forwarded to VTrans to assist in the mapping process.

Notice and hearing of reclassification or discontinuance

The legislative body shall promptly appoint a time and date for examining the premises
and hearing the persons interested, and give thirty days notice to the petitioners, and to
persons owning or interested in lands through which the highway may pass or abut, of the
time when they will inspect the site and receive testimony.

The legislative body shall also:

= Give notice to any municipal planning commission in the town.

= Post a copy of the notice in the office of the town clerk.

= Cause a notice to be published in a local newspaper of general circulation in the
area not less than ten days before the time set for the hearing.

The notice shall be given by certified mail sent to the official residence of the person(s)
required to be notified. (19 V.S.A. § 709)

Additional notice of discontinuance
The legislative body shall notify the commissioner of forests, parks and recreation when it

has filed a petition to discontinue a highway under this subchapter. (19 V.S.A. § 775)

When submitting a reclassification or discontinuance with your municipality’s mileage
certificate, please include evidence of these notices and hearings.

Survey of new or altered highway

When the legislative body accepts, lays out, or alters a highway, it shall cause a survey to
be made. The survey shall describe the highway and the right-of-way by courses,
distances and width, and shall describe the monuments and boundaries. (19 V.S.A. §

704)

The minimum standard for a Class 3 highway
A Class 3 highway is negotiable under normal conditions all seasons of the year by a
standard manufactured pleasure car. (19 V.S.A. § 302(a)(3(B))
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Legal Trail Mileage

The municipality will need to provide information related to trails and their mileage on the
certificate, similar to the reporting of highway additions, reclassifications, or
discontinuances.

Additional information regarding Town Highways
There are many online resources that can assist a municipality in the process of adding,
reclassifying, or discontinuing town highways. Several Internet links are listed below.

Current Town Highway Maps online at the VTrans Mapping Section website -
http://vtrans.vermont.gov/planning/maps/town-maps

Archived Town Highway Maps online at the VTrans Map Archive website -
http://vtrans.vermont.gov/planning/maps/archive

VTrans Orange Handbook for Town Officials —

http://virans.vermont.gov/sites/aot/files/operations/TheOrangeBook.pdf

Town Highway Aid Rates and Mileage -

http://apps.vtrans.vermont.gov/THGProgram/currentrates.aspx

For those difficult Town Highway Questions, an opinion may be available from the

Secretary of State - https://www.sec.state.vt.us/municipal/opinions-newsletters.aspx

The Vermont Local Roads Program has information regarding town highways at -

http://www.vermontlocalroads.org

The Vermont Statutes Online, Title 19: Highways -
hitp://leqislature.vermont.gov/statutes/title/19

Contact Information

Vermont Agency of Transportation

Policy, Planning and Intermodal Development Division (PPID) - Mapping Section
1 National Life Drive

Montpelier, VT 05633-5001

(802) 828-2600
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Town Highway/Legal Trails Addition/Reclassification/Discontinuance Checklist

The following includes a checklist of the documentation to be supplied to the Vermont Agency
of Transportation (VTrans) when adding / reclassifying / discontinuing highways and trails.
The documentation is subject to verification by VTrans.

Check the box I if the information is included as part of the documentation submitted.

] A description of the affected highway or trail
Vt. Stat. Ann. tit. 19, § 305(c)

[] A current town highway map with the requested deletions and additions sketched on it
Vt. Stat. Ann, tit, 19, § 305(e)

] Minutes of meetings at which the legislative body took action with respect to the changes
(include copies of the meeting minutes) Vvt Stat. Ann. tit. 19, § 305(¢)

(] Evidence of written notice to adjoining landowners

(include a copy of the newspaper notice and a copy of the letter sent to adjoining landowners)
Vt. Stat. Ann. tit. 19, § 709

A copy of any surveys of the affected highway or trail
D Vt. Stat. Ann. tit. 19, § 305(e)  Vt. Stat. Ann. tit. 19, § 704

] For Class 3 or Class 4 town highway additions

A Certificate of Completion and Opening
While not required by statute, a Certificate of Completion and Opening form is a helpful document for the record.

All records filed with the agency are subject to verification in
accordance with 19 V.S.A. § 305 (a) and 19 V.S.A. § 305 (e).

Vermont Agency of Transportation
Division of Policy, Planning and Intermodal Development, Mapping Section
1 National Life Drive, Montpelier, VT 05633-5001

December 2016
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(la

psmith4203 @gmail.com

e — — 3
From: Tracey Kawecki <traceykawecki@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, January 20, 2018 12:59 AM
To: Marcia Calloway; Pamela Thompson Smith

Subject: Thank You

Hi Marcia, Pam,

It truly was a pleasure meeting you both. | can't attend the meeting tomorrow and wonder if you could help relate my
requests of the selectboard. See below...

Thank you and good night.
Tracey

MY HOPES:

I hope the Selectboard would

1. Reject the current draft plan immediately (editing a plan with major problems is a huge mess at best, and very risky. This does not mean
I'm against development, but rather it removes the urgency to do so).

2. Collaborate with residents to create a new town plan. | have seen this collaboration in action tonight between residents and
selectboard members, and | am convinced it can be done.

For true democracy to work, people need easy access to independent, diverse sources of news
and information. Democracy Now! Please join me and support Democracy Now by adding this
to your email signature.




TO: Norwich Selectbo A‘W’L/
FROM: Pamela Smith TR

RE: Proposed Town Plan

DATE: January 20, 2018

As you know, there is a great deal of opposition to the proposed Town Plan, as received from the
Planning Commission in December 2016. The opposition is not from a minority group of NIMBYs. It is
opposed by residents who reside throughout the Town. Kudos to John Pepper and John Langhus who
attended the informational meeting organized by Tracey Kawecki at the Norwich Public Library last
night. It was important for them to hear the concerns of citizens and answer some questions that came
up during the course of the discussion.

Today, the Selectboard is holding this public hearing as a way to fulfill their legislative responsibilities,
and hopefully, to truly listen to the voices of those who have concerns about not only the proposed
Town Plan, but the process by which it was developed.

As | look at this plan, the most striking aspect of it for me is Map #11, which depicts expanding the
“Village Center” by at least 100% and perhaps more! In my opinion, this is not a decision that should be
made by a handful of people. This decision will have huge and lasting consequences for Norwich. | am
here to ask the Selectboard to remove this map from the proposed Town Plan and put the issue of
Village Center expansion on the Town Warrant for a decision by the voters of the Town. If we are truly
interested in a democratic process by which our Town is governed, this is the only way to be assured
that this is the wish of the townspeople.

Thank you.



Norwich residents need to know

¢ the significance of a Town Plan and
» what is really being proposed for
Norwich.

X

Rte 5 S/River Road are
a separate area in the
Town Plan

Why is a Town Plan important?

It is “The one document essential to defining and
implementing a community’s vision .... The plan provides a
framework toward attaining community aspirations through
public investments, land use regulations, and other
implementation programs such as a state-designated downtown
or village center, business improvement districts, or land
conservation programs. It can also qualify the community for
state grants to fund improvements or receive specialized
technical assistance.™

How is a Town Plan related to zoning?

“The plan serves as the foundation for zoning and subdivision
regulations and bylaws to protect shorelands and flood-hazard
areas from development. It underpins the official town map and
guides local regulatory decisions.”"

Commission says proposed zoning requires an

-
Why worry about a Town Plan if the Planning \E;
-
amendment to the Town Plan? 3

Why are the contents and format of a Town Plan
important?

“Vermont Law requires the inclusion of 12 elements in any
adopted municipal plan. If these elements are missed, there is a
chance that the plan, if challenged, might not be considered
legally valid. If this determination were made in court, ...[the
town] would not be able to use the plan to influence Act 250

or Public Service Board Section 248 Proceedings. It also could

not be used as a basis for local zoning. ™

“The future land use map is not a zoning map. but it does
establish the basis for a zoning map.”"

“...a major function of the plan is to recommend changes to the
zoning bylaws.”¥

“Most municipalities adopt some form of land regulations ...
that involve identifying districts or zones that have a different
set of uses, dimensional requirements, and standards for
development.”"!

The Norwich Town Plan suggests rmaking a separate
zone for Route 5 South/River Road

Map 11 in the Town Plan, shown above, is titled
“Planning Areas.”

If the Town Plan is approved with Map 11 as shown
above, the Zoning Administrator and Planning
Commission can proceed with plans to rezone the Route
5 South/River Road land. The Zoning Administrator
has reported to the Planning Commaission that he is
working on that.

¥) V7AW
AnagrH
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Should Norwich be expanded to the Hartford Town line?

The Regional Commission proposes this: e “Village Center” can be approved by the state if the
sy e town has a Town Plan that is approved by the Regional
¥ / ‘ Commission.ix

{ The TRORC: “...communities that seek to join the

; Vermont Downtown or Village Designation Program
(a program that encourages revitalization through tax
credits and incentives for commercial businesses)
must have approved plans.™

Route 5 South and River Road are not urban
areas in need of revitalization.

» Designated Neighborhood Development Area.
Communities with Designated Village Centers may

also apply for Neighborhood Development Area
designation for areas within % mile from the
Designated Village Center.x

) IROREC BIAPS
= NORWICH LW 10 1T

‘Application requires among other things an ADOPTED AND

) :‘;::::;L‘I:': ":md e APPROVED town plan and planning process AND MINIMUM
/ T NET RESIDENTIAL DENSITIES WITHIN THE
EXISTENG b ANDAISE NEIGHBORHOOD DEVELOPMENT AREA OF GREATER
IO PANILL g s THAN OR EQUAL TO FOUR SINGLE-FAMILY DETACHED

DWELLING UNITS PER ACRE, EXCLUSIVE OF ACCESSORY
DWELLING UNITS. i

» Priority Housing Projects. “Qualified projects are
Exempt from Act 250 regulations and the land gains

ta_x.” xiii
“The exemption from Act 250 that designated
Why would it matter if the Village of Norwich was village centers (that are also a designated
expanded to the Hartford town line? Neighborhood Development Area) enjoy,

generally, is limited to certain types of
+ A Village Center PLUS

» A Designated Neighborhood Development Area developments (priority housing projects -- which

immediately encircling the Village Center PLUS are defined at 10 VSA 6001(35)."xiv
A Priority Housing Project

-) NO ACT 250 & Minimum 4 houses per acre

- @



o the targeted zone titled “Route 5 South/River Road” as
shown on Map 11 in the Town Plan, and
e any and all references to areas designated or suitable for

High Density/Higher Density/Mixed Use/Commercial
Development.

i Vermont Department of Housing & Community Develop Planning Manual Module
1, page 7, emphasis added.

i 14, emphasis added.

iii 1d. at 22, emphasis added.

¥ Id. at 65, emphasis added.

vid. at78.

v1d.

vii [d, at 86, emphasis added.

vii TRORC Enhanced Consultation: Town of Norwich 2013, Page 3, Land Use — this
document was found on the Planning Commission website.

ix gp:Haccd.vermont.gow’sites:’accdnewfﬁlesfdocumcntsr‘CD!CPR/CPR-VC-
Designation-Benefits.pdf

X hitp://www.trorc.org/town-plan-approvals/

xi 24 VSA 76A section 2793e

xii 24 VSA 76A section 2793e

il hip://aced.vermont. gov!sitcslaccdnewlﬁles/documentstD!CPRlCPR-VC—
Designation-Benefits.pdf

% Gregory Boulbol, General Counsel, Vermont Natural Resources Board.

x 24 VSA 4384(a).

i Vermont Department of Housing & Community Development Planning Manual
Module 1, page 93,

xvil ./ ww W rore. org/ Wp/ wp-

content/uploads/20 15/10/HousingNeedsinEastCentral Vermont2013_3-21 -14.pdf
wvii \alley News, December 28, 2016, “New England Population is Trouble Spot”
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Norwich Select Board and Planning and Zoning Commission. 1/20/2018

Thank you all for the time and energy you have volunteered for the benefit of Norwich. |
know that not only do you contribute to meetings, but you must carry a great deal with
you as you go about your life outside of meetings. You serve a necessary role in the
governance of this town for its growth and nurturance. Your commitment is recognized.

Norwich has taken a good deal of heat recently as snobbish and elitist, an expensive
place to live. | believe that housing and property taxes are what define the affordability
of this town. How does a 32 acre lot on Rt 5S, assessed at under $200k get on the
market in NYC for $1.5M? This takes the land right out of the hands of Norwich
residents. | have lived in Norwich since 1996. Our house was sold to us for $186,000
dollars and taxes were $3000. The house is now assessed at over $400,000 and our
taxes are just under $10,000. The house is a simple two bedroom on two acres.

I believe that expansion of the town center to facilitate commercial growth and high
density housing will only exacerbate taxes. | also believe it will stretch the social fabric
of the town. There is no reasonable geographic link to define the land south of the
interstate intersection as part of a town center. The conserved land on the east side of
the road and the Blood Brook ravine on the west side create a natural break from the
town center. The walk from Hopson Road to the intersection at the highway is
unpleasant and complicated to navigate once at the intersection.

Increasing costs in infrastructure such as roads, lights, sidewalks and most importantty,
water and septic management and disposal will surely in future demand more of the
general public through taxation.

The Ledyard Bridge is a one lane crossing to NH. Recently rebuilt, it would be a
considerable financial effort to rebuild again to accommodate more commuter traffic for
business and our dependence on the Hanover schools. At what point might we need to
build our own middle and high schools? Again a taxation burden that keep Norwich
unaffordable to many.

Affordable housing is necessary but not as a segregated nod. We need a visionary view
of inclusion and development towards a functional, sustainable goal for Norwich.

We are obligated to contribute to the health of the Connecticut River and its watershed.
My in laws live on Lake Champlain in the Champlain Islands. There are many
restrictions in place to protect the lake from runoff and erosion. | see none of those
concerns voiced here for the river. | have lived in this watershed/ wetland district for 24
years and am well aware of the challenges to human development here, as well as, the
stress to the environment by our development. We have many environmental assets
here in Norwich that | believe will only become more valuable to future generations if
maintained. Otherwise, they will be a burden and a very challenging problem to grapple
with- perhaps irreparable.



We are obligated to maintain and sustain what currently defines our social fabric. That
would include all that makes up our center of town: The Marion Cross School, The
Norwich Library, Tracy Hall and other municipal buildings (police, fire), Dan and Whit’s,
The Norwich Inn, The Norwich Bookstore and other commercial concerns in that
development, The US Post Office, and numerous small businesses in town. These are
all within walking distance of one another and are invaluable to the nature of this town.
Commercial growth on Rt 5S would draw away from our core commercial district.

| would like to see continued venues for dialogue among residents for the future of the
town.

I believe Norwich residents have great power to be more self determining with a more
contributive attitude than hastily built housing and commercial interests initiated by
outside developers.

Respectfully submitted,

Calli Guion
Please make this document available for public record.



Norwich Select Board and Planning and Zoning Commission.

Thank you all for the time and energy you have volunteered for the benefit of Norwich. | know
that not only do you contribute to meetings, but you must carry a great deal with you as you go
about your life outside of meetings. You serve a necessary role in the governance of this town
for its growth and nurturance. Your commitment is recognized.

Norwich has taken a good deal of heat recently as an expensive place to live, characterized as
snobbish and elitist. | believe that housing and property taxes currently define the affordability of
this town.

| believe that expansion of the town center to facilitate commercial growth and high density
housing will only exacerbate taxes.

Increasing costs in infrastructure such as roads, lights, sidewalks and most importantly, septic
management and disposal, will surely demand more of town residents through taxation.
Through zoning changes that invite indiscriminate development, we are handing over the future
to developers who do not have the interests of the local community in mind.

Affordable housing is necessary and possible, but not as a segregated nod. We need a
visionary view of inclusion, integration and development towards a functional, sustainable goal
for Norwich.

We are obligated to contribute to the health of the Connecticut River and its watershed.

We are obligated to maintain and sustain what currently defines our social fabric. That would
include all that makes up our center of town: The Marion Cross School, The Norwich Library,
Tracy Hall, Dan and Whit's, The Norwich Bookstore and other commercial concerns in that
development, The US Post Office, and numerous small businesses in town.

I would like to see continued venues for dialogue among residents for the future of the town.

| would request a year of public refiection and conversation to revisit town definitions next year
at this time.

| believe Norwich residents have great power to be more self determining with a more
contributive attitude than hastily built housing and commercial interests initiated by outside
developers.

Thank you. C;./é’//‘b @’(/ZDV\

Please make these comments public record.



Miranda Berg meier e
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From: Christoph Katucki <kals95@startmail.com>

Sent: Monday, February 05, 2018 6:10 PM

To: Miranda Bergmeier; Herb Durfee; Phil Dechert

Cc: Jeff Lubell; Miranda Bergmeier

Subject: A Minor Edit To 'Fix’ The Town Plan RE: Route 5 South

Selectboard members, Herb and Phil:
Please include this email as public comment on the Town Plan.

There has been discussion about what the proposed Town Plan does or does not allow regarding Route 5

South. My modest proposal is to change the last sentence in the discussion of "Route 5 South/River Road” at
pages 12-8 through 12-9 so as to make crystal clear that the Route 5 South area can not be rezoned under the
proposed Town Plan. In the past, Planning Commission member Jeff Lubell, speaking for himself, has said that
a new zoning district is not authorized. However, the wording in the Town Plan could be cleaner and some
residents are concerned.

The last sentence of "Route 5 South/River Road” section at page 12-9, currently reads:
As the commission wishes to give further consideration to public input as well as the nuances of this
important topic, this town plan does not propose any zoning changes for these areas.

My suggestion is to change the last sentence to read:
The commission wishes to give further consideration to public input as well as the nuances of this
important topic. Because such a zoning district is not presently authorized under this town plan, its
creation would require a future change to the town plan.

This will clarify that adoption of mixed use district requires further changes to the plan and eliminate any fear
of a secret agenda.

I ask Jeff by email about this change and he said he had no objection. I have cc’d him on this email.
Thanks for considering my suggestion.

Sincerely,
Chris Katucki



Herb Durfee

From: Christoph Katucki <kals95@startmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 22, 2018 10:59 AM

To: Miranda Bergmeier; Herb Durfee; Phil Dechert

Cc: Miranda Bergmeier

Subject: comment on Town Plan; Telecommunications and Broadband

Selectboard members, Herb and Phil:

Below is my comment to and proposed language regarding the second paragraph of the Telecommunications
and Broadband section of the Town Plan at page 8-7 (pdf page 71) .

Other than eliminating an obvious error, the Telecommunications and Broadband section of the draft 2017
Town Plan was not updated from the 2011 version. This is regrettable for two reasons. First, the Planning
Commission anticipates rewriting in 2018 the zoning regulations regarding telecommunication facilities. Thus,
it is important the Planning Commission have some guidance on this issue. Second, although the Vermont PUC
has fast track authority over siting decision for towers, the PUC is nevertheless required to give “substantial
deference” to the Town Plan. If Norwich wants to protect areas or set standards, it must be in the Town Plan,
lest the State and Telecoms decide what is best for Norwich.

[ have no expertise on this topic, although I served on the DRB when it approved the Upper Loveland cell tower
and looked into the proposal by Verizon Wireless to place a small cell antenna on the Norwich Green.

I propose striking the second paragraph of the Telecommunications and Broadband section at page 8-7 (pdf
page 71), replacing it with the following:

Norwich has one 87-foot-high cell tower above Upper Loveland Road with antennas for two providers.
Due to hilly terrain and the limited number of towers, cell service in Norwich is spotty and, in some areas
of town, nonexistent. The current zoning regulations permit towers only in the Rural Residential District.
Although this limitation remains appropriate for towers, antenna can now be installed on utility poles,
buildings, and other structures. Zoning regulations need to be updated to allow for newer and alternative
technologies, while making sure that the visual impact is minimized and that obsolete and unused
infrastructure is removed. Ridge line and scenic areas, as designated in zoning regulations, should also be
protected from siting. In addition, the Town may want to investigate whether it can earn revenue by
licensing the use of right of ways to telecommunication companies.

Please check with Phil to see if “ridge line and scenic areas” is the appropriate terminology in reference
to Norwich zoning regulations.

Thank you in advance for considering my proposal.

Sincerely,
Christopher Katucki
47 Old Coach Road
Norwich, VT 05055
802-649-7224
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From: Lindsay D. Putnam <Lindsay.D.Putnam@dartmouth.edu>
Sent: Monday, January 22, 2018 9:47 AM

To: Miranda Bergmeier

Subject: development of Rt 5 south

Thank you to John Farrell who encouraged folks who have not been to Selectboard meetings to share their opinions on
Rt 5 S zoning. | understand that the earlier proposed development has been taken out of the plan, but personally | see
nothing wrong with a mixed use development going in there, as long as it accommodates some significant amount of
low/middle income housing. It is rather shameful that Norwich, with all our resources, has not accomplished this basic
infrastructure need by now. | understand that there is some problem with wetlands. | assume, being part of the
permitting process with the State, that would be addressed. Other developments on that road have managed to do so. |
expect we can be creative if we ever get past the vitriol. | also think there is a need, in terms of compliance with State
regulations, grants, etc to have a current Town plan in place, yes? | would vote to go with the proposal which has been
researched and recommended by the people we voted to represent us. i.e. you folks. Thank you.

Lindsay Putnam

2844 Chapel Hill

Norwich




A Proposed-Solution to Norwich’s Affordable Housing Problem

Subject: A Proposed Solution to Norwich'’s Affordable Housing Problem
From: Ernie <ernieciccotelli@gmail.com>

Date: 1/23/2018 5:46 PM

To: norwich@lists.vitalcommunities.org

Hi, All,

Instead of making another critique of the Town Plan and the Affordable Housing issue, | would like to
make a proposal that could be a basis for finding an appropriate way for making housing affordable in
our rural environment. | doubt this proposal is the end all and be all of the solution. There are
important details | have considered that | have not included so that others will not be overwhelmed by
my tendency to dwell on details, and deter someone else from coming up with something better but
that still preserves the rural nature of Norwich. The proposal is below my name.

Ernie
e sk ok 3k ok sk 3k ok sk 3k ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok

A Proposed Solution to Norwich’s Affordable Housing Problem
January 23, 2018
Ao

The primary objectiomthe Proposed Town Plan is the inclusion of affordable housing proposals by the
Norwich Planning Commission that incorporate or refer to a plan to rezone a portion of the Town to
allow large scale development of housing and commercial uses in the rezoned area. The rezoning is
intended to provide incentive to developers to build market valued developments that will incorporate
affordable housing. To many Town'’s people, such a plan is an invitation to degrade the rural nature of
the Town, and replace it with a suburban style of living that many born or raised in the Town reject, and
others who have come to Norwich wish to avoid.

The ideas for solving the affordable housing problem put forth and receiving the most attention by the
Planning Commission are based on approaches to the problem as it exists in urban areas, which have
social and economic characteristics completely different from those of Norwich. Solutions to the
problem in urban environments are completely inappropriate to the problem in a rural environment
like that of Norwich.

The proposal | want to make is as follows:
There are two basic divisions to affordable housing — rental or purchased — which are addressed
separately.

For rental, the Town would modify its land use regulations to permit those property owners with
enough space on their own property, to build one affordable unit per dwelling used by the owner. The
town would change its taxation regulations so that the valuation of the owner’s overall property would
not include the value of the affordable housing built thereon so that the affordable housing does not
negatively impact the owner’s economic situation. The owner would rent the affordable housing at a
rate that allows the owner to pay off any debt incurred in building the housing, and taxes and other
financial burdens of keeping and maintaining the housing.

10f2 1/23/2018 5:54 PM



A Proposed-Solution to Norwich’s Affordable Housing Problem

For purchase, the Town would modify its land use regulations to permit those property owners with
enough land to allow the subdivision of one 2 acre (the minimum size lot in the rural residential areas)
if such subdivision can occur without violating the Town’s current density regulation nor invoke a

petition for a planned unit development or waiver of the current depsity regulation.
wz‘\cL S a L//g.f/ &&/ﬁa/
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As a means of getting such housing built, it should be possible that barh raising types of events cou
arranged with volunteers to lessen the cost of building such houses. Additionally, the houses could be
built using designs and principles that are considered experimental or alternative, such as the so-called
$20,000 House that the author here circulated in the recent past.

20f2 1/23/2018 5:54 PM
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As we consider this plan , we should ask ourselves if we want to determine our share oof
affordable housing by a regional standard of “what is fair” or if we would prefer to create
a reasonable number of housing opportunities, owned or rented that can be woven it to
our community. [t has been estimated that if we use a top down approach, we may have
to build 4 times the number of mixed use units as are actually required for affordable
housing.

As an example, the Planning Commission conducted a feasibility study of a 35 acre
parcel that is available on Route 5 South. Jeff Goodrich has told his committee that to
make this purchase viable one would have to build 150 mixed-use (commercial and
residential) units.

It seems an understatement to read in Section 2 that “existing zoning and subdivision
regulations may need to be revised”.

(Sections 4.9 and 4.10) inform us that “residential land uses break even on the municipal
side, but when school costs are considered they require $1.14 for every $1.00 in taxes”
and that “undeveloped land is actually the fiscal winner”

If the select board approves this plan it should be able to tell residents how the plan will
affect their taxes. How will the addition of 150 or more units affect the operation of the
fire, police and public safety departments? What additional personnel will be required to
maintain the infrastructure, cope with additional traffic on I 91 and the Ledyard Bridge
and respond to emergency calls? If the Ledyard Bridge has only a 62.8 % sufficiency
rating today, how will a proposed “roundabout keep traffic moving?” (9.3 and 9.11)

How much will Norwich taxpayers be tithed for being aligned with the Hartford
wastewater system and how much will it cost over time to maintain our physical link to
the system?? If as Jeff Lubell has said there is no plan to rezone Route 58 is it possible to
remove this link to Hartford from the proposal and spare the residents of Historic
Harford, also in the TRORC region, of living in the shadows of such a development?.

Do we want a developer to determine how many units of affordable housing we will get,
or do we want to commit ourselves to finding out how many we really need and to
working hard to find a way for Norwich?



Hi Kathleen,

I would like to see Norwich plan its awn AH development(s) rather than break our necks and ruin it with TRORC. [ think we may
resurrect this plan if we remove the Hartford component. ¥ we don? do a major development we may be able to find enough space to
have a few affordable homes around that fieid as you suggest. The price went up because they saw us coming with that feasibility
study. Perhaps semething could be worked out with conserving the fields but having a few houses around the rim..

Ann Seibert has said there are already a number of AH rentals on Route 5 South. Rather than take statistics out of a book } think the
AH coommittee needs to see how many AH units there are aiready in town, { also think it is pretty sad that TRORG would encourage
this development at the end of Hartford's Historic district and in such a beautiful Gateway. How will those residents feel about a -
massive, 150 unit development on thair doorstep??

Anyway, if Jeff Lubell . Jeff goodrich and Phil Dechert would remova “wastewater” from the picture for 5 years, | think that might
placate quite a few people. Either that property is buildable or nel, and our efforts to make il affordable and beautiful might work if the
owners were approachad by a group of residents who care about hoth, S far they have been approached by the head of an
engineering firm and an urban planner

What do you think??

See you later
c

Thanks so much, Charlotte. This is helpful to see. What do you think wilf happen with this parcel under alternate cutcomes of the

planning commission plan? Thasover.nets wrole:

- Thig is the NYTimes iink. i have not contacted the realtor . but | know Marcia probably has some of the feasibility studiss.
" Best

¢ Charlotte
. hitps




CHANGES BY SECTION
SECTION 4 Fiscal Impact:

Keep Al. “Limit the rate of residential and commercial development to NOT
EXCEED the capacity of exiting and planned municipal infrastructure, facilities and
services.

Remove A 1c Explore muni sewage to support development while being
mindful...original costs but also the costs of maintenance and improvements and the need
for protections to keep population growth at moderate levels.

SECTION 5 Sustainable housing for all

Remove and rewrite B4 and B4a. Remove the word region and require the statistics of :
current affordable housing units in Norwich to better evaluate the actual housing needs of
the community on an ongoing basis

Add : Ensure that the scale or rate of development does not exceed the town’s ability to
provide facilities and services, or increase costs for current taxpayers.

Remove or change B.5a-- dislike having these benefits, bonuses for developers—
especially 5a 5.inclusionary zoning and 5a 6 “removing unnecessary provisions in land
use regulations that may limit affordable housing” This sounds a lot like Act 250
provistons to me

Remove B.6 regional solutions for affordable housing and coordinate affordable housing
programs with neighboring towns

Remove B.6a “fair share”

Remove B 7., B8a. B8b unless willing to show statistics on new Senior housing in
Hartford and how it will fill a need. This plan is not up to date.



SECTION 6- Economic - objectives

Keep C4!!!

SECTION 8 Facilities and Services
8.6 in the text refers to sewage treatment studies

8.14 Goal E
Keep “Community services and facilities cost effective and environmentally sound
manner w/out creating an undue burden on the local taxpayers.

Are we “updating” the plan every year?

8.16 Goal F
Question, Remove F3a. wastewater treatment would facilitate “concentrated patterns of
development. Is concentrated what we want?

Impossible- Remove F3b. ... municipal or community septic systems to serve Planned
Unit Developments.. at the expence of the developer. Norwich will own the system for
maintenance in perpetuity

Goal G
G3a. Remove “major change in land use or ZONING” based on the available capacity

G4.a 7?7 use “roundabout where feasible to keep traffic moving and to avoid widening
roads or installing traffic signals

G7. How does Norwich’s Scenic Road ordinance affect Hartford’s Historic District right
next to the route 5 S property



SECTION 12 Land Use

How does this plan help us achieve goals to protect resources, ensure “compact
development through Planned Unit Developments balanced by conservation of open
space?” when a developer needs 150 units on Route 5 S to make the Dyke property
viable?

Remove ---K2.e calls for a study that was already completed. .. whether to develop our
own wastewater treatment.. or connect to adjacent communities where capacity exists.

Question ---K3.a performance standards should allow type of commercial development
... for 3 categories
a. outlying neighborhood services i.e “mixed use” on route 5 South

b. village businesses Dan and Whit’s etc

REMOVE!! C. REGIONAL COMMERCIAL development



Building on success

Commentary
Rutland Herald | January 13, 2018

smamimvve , Sen, Lo Atosney , CLT Ve neend™

At a time when political malaise, overwork and ever-expanding reliance on electronics threatens positive community life,
celebrating and building on successes becomes more important than ever. The recent protection of land at Exit 4 in Randolph is
just such a local success. Two years ago, a massive, sprawling big-box commercial development was proposed to overtake the
open farmland that borders the Interstate in Randolph. An outpouring of support arose from across the state and the region
when community members joined farmers and environmental advocates to first highlight the travesty of this proposal in the Act
250 proceedings, and then purchase the land. Instead of commercial development, it will be permanently protected and in the
hands of farmers.

The Act 250 process earned its mettle when testimony showed that paving farmland to foster sprawl by the interstate should be a
nonstarter. Farmers testified about the value of the land for growing food and crops. The protection of the land means that
Randolph will not see the sprawling blight that exists at Tafts Corners outside Burlington, and along many other highways
throughout New England. Instead, the community, and not developers’ profits, will decide the future of this iconic landscape at
the gateway to Randolph.

The challenge now is how to build on this success. Across Vermont, sprawling development still threatens communities, farms
and forests. The threats are particularly strong along Vermont's two interstate highways, where the exits continue to be lughly
attractive to big-box and retail development. When left unchecked, these developments along the interstates burden community
services, like water and sewer, and force us all to pick up the tab when additional lanes and traffic signals are required to
accommodate the new rush of cars and trucks.

Fortunately, there are some good resources to turn to. When Howard Dean was governor, he issued an executive order that
highlighted the threats to communities from sprawl by the interstates, and directed state agencies to put policies in place to avoid
this blight and to support development in downtown areas. Building on this, when Jim Douglas was governor, his administration
produced design guidelines for planning and development at Vermont interstate interchanges. Both these resources provide

valuable information and guidance and highlight how communities can provide for protecting land while also supporting

commerce.

and the Vermont Legislature now has a bill to put many of these good policies into law.

Fast-forward a little more than a decade :
The bill would limit sprawl development at interstate interchanges. It would prioritize conserving farmland in these areas, as
prioritize the investment in safe travel to avoid the

well as protecting other scenic, natural and historic features. It would also
high cost of new development causing highway congestion and expensive rebuilds. And it would support development in

downtown areas to foster stronger communities.
change means growing more food closer to home, keepmg

Tight budgets mean making sure we spend money wisely. Climate
downtowns where people can live, work and

more natural features intact to foster resilience, and supporting commerce in our
shop nearby.

" Bill on INTERCHANGE Rodteetion
To become e{fwim ™ th/ 20(9



Hardowt
From: Charlotte Metcalf smetcali@sover.net o // O
Subject: "turning the light on the planning process" FOIA emails V/2R[Z0]5
Date: January 24, 2018 at 12:27 PM '
To: norwich@lists.vitalcommunities.org

After reading today'’s listserv postings, | realize that | may need to leave the high road | have tried to follow in arguing the case against the
2017 Town Plan. Generally, | have said that our taxes will necessarily increase and we will lose control of the project to a developer if we
adopt this plan. | realize that the case | have made assumes there is still a large development contemplated for route 5 South, and that many
residents prefer to trust the Planning Commission and Affordable Housing volunteers to work toward goals they can espouse, those which
reduce or eliminate alarming “mega-development” fears.

| wish it were possible for me to believe that our volunteers approach their tasks with " good will and open minds.” in Corlan Johnson’s words.
Unfortunately after reading the emails which were produced in accordance with the Freedom of Information Act , it has been impossible for me
to assume that is true. When | read the emails last November, | was alarmed. | believe the Select Board should have been as well. |
contacted a lawyer who has worked on this kind of case involving TRORC, whose name was given to me by Sandy Levine of the
Conservation Law Foundation. He kindly agreed to read over some materials and offer his free opinion of the case we might have.

I sent him a number of documents which included a letter from me to the SB and PC last July stating four reasons | could not support the plan
and including the 15 or more egregious emails that were in the SB packet on Nov 8.  With regard to those emails he suggested that " it this
scheme is being cooked up through a process that does not withstand the light, then by all means turn the light on.”

Now, with great reluctance, | am turning up the dimmer because | believe it unfair that the people who have alluded to the emails are being
unfairly accused of mal-intent.

Jeff Lubell assured us last Saturday that the 2011 plan has been carefully expunged of alarming wording about zoning, mixed use and mega
development. That it has for the most part . Yet in an email he says to Phil Dechert and Jeff Goodrich:
“ Any changes that we make that people think could be facilitating those zoning changes could be targeted...could hold up approval”... “t
assume we already have ample authority under the existing town plan to pursue those zoning changes” “Please get back to me."
On September 27, Phil Dechert wrote to TRORC members, Jeff Goodrich and Herb Durfee saying “high density housing on Route 5 South
has been removed and will continue to be ‘studied’ "
Meanwhile TRORGC produced a map on October 10 2017, which shows the village center extending from the current village all the way to
Hartford. Somehow these inconsistencies will be worked out . Phil Dechert wrote to PC members:
“If changes are needed in the town Plan later to support proposed re-zoning, they can be presented for adoption along with the zoning
changes...have discussed this with Chris Sargent at TRORC. This is an option for consideration."

When alluding to these emails last night, Frank Manasek was interrupted several times by someone behind him who said “not true “ as Frank
spoke. Aman behind me moaned as Marcia Calloway spoke her truth, We were asked by the chair if we would like to take advantage of
roundtable discussions offered by the Planning Commission. Two of us spoke up to say we would be uncomfortable if not mistrustful in a
meeting which was not open as a town hearing is with the Select Board. It is the Select Board which now must approve the Town Plan or
return it to the PC with changes. The PC had its time to call roundtables and receive genuine input over the past year..

Last night John Langhus asked me if | would attend PC roundtables. He did not ask me why | said | would not, but this would have been my
answer.

Jeff Lubbell to Susan Brink, Jeff Godrich and Phil Dechert:" I'd like to work a reaffirmation that we'll take all comments seriously.. .t like the idea
of asking people outside the current PC so long as they are prepared to focus on the benefits of the town plan rather than its shortcomings...
I'd be worried about having people talk about current events.. we haven't updated the plan to reflect those events”..

This is the type of controlled discussion which | fear will take place at those “roundtables” One session was held when many of us were away
on July13. You can view it at this site http://catv.cablecast.tv/CablecastPublicSite/show/63827/channel=1.

When it comes to calling a vote of the towns people Phil Dechert had this to say:

"I the Town Plan passes, voting on every revision or amendment to the town plan may work if the vote is scheduled for Town Meeting or a
major election... Holding a special vote for a single town plan ballot item will draw very few voters and probably those with a special interest.”
It is my hope that all of us will have a special interest in getting this plan right.

Please write me directly if you have questions or would like to see more light shed on the process
Charlotte Metcalf



Herb Durfee

From: Charlotte Metcalf <smetcalf@sover.net>

Sent: Wednesday, January 24, 2018 4:54 PM

To: Mary Layton; linda cook; John Langhus; John Pepper; Stephen Flanders
Cc: Herb Durfee; Miranda Bergmeier

Subject: Fwd: "turning the light on the planning process” FOIA emails

[ have been urged to send you this letter before the meeting tonight so that what I have to say does not come out
of left field.
Thank you

Begin forwarded message:

From: Charlotte Metcalf <smetcalf@sover.net>

Subject: "turning the light on the planning process" FOIA emails
Date: January 24, 2018 at 12:27:49 PM EST

To: norwich@lists.vitalcommunities.org

After reading today’s listserv postings, I realize that I may need to leave the high road I have tried to follow in
arguing the case against the 2017 Town Plan. Generally, I have said that our taxes will necessarily increase and
we will lose control of the project to a developer if we adopt this plan. I realize that the case I have made
assumes there is still a large development contemplated for route 5 South, and that many residents prefer to trust
the Planning Commission and Affordable Housing volunteers to work toward goals they can espouse, those
which reduce or eliminate alarming “mega-development” fears.

[ wish it were possible for me to believe that our volunteers approach their tasks with " good will and open
minds.” in Corlan Johnson’s words. Unfortunately after reading the emails which were produced in accordance
with the Freedom of Information Act , it has been impossible for me to assume that is true. When I read the
emails last November, I was alarmed. I believe the Select Board should have been as well. 1 contacted a
lawyer who has worked on this kind of case involving TRORC, whose name was given to me by Sandy Levine
of the Conservation Law Foundation. He kindly agreed to read over some materials and offer his free opinion
of the case we might have.

I'sent him a number of documents which included a letter from me to the SB and PC last July stating four
reasons I could not support the plan and including the 15 or more egregious emails that were in the SB packet
on Nov 8. With regard to those emails he suggested that " if this scheme is being cooked up through a process
that does not withstand the light, then by all means turn the light on.”

Now, with great reluctance, I am turning up the dimmer because I believe it unfair that the people who have
alluded to the emails are being unfairly accused of mal-intent.

Jeff Lubell assured us last Saturday that the 2011 plan has been carefully expunged of alarming wording about
zoning, mixed use and mega development. That it has for the most part. Yetin an email he says to Phil
Dechert and Jeff Goodrich:

“ Any changes that we make that people think could be facilitating those zoning changes could be
targeted...could hold up approval”... “I assume we already have ample authority under the existing town plan
to pursue those zoning changes” “Please get back to me."



On September 27, Phil Dechert wrote to TRORC members, Jeff Goodrich and Herb Durfee saying “high
density housing on Route 5 South has been removed and will continue to be “studied’ "

Meanwhile TRORC produced a map on October 10 2017, which shows the village center extending from the
current village all the way to Hartford. Somehow these inconsistencies will be worked out . Phil Dechert wrote
to PC members:

“If changes are needed in the town Plan later to support proposed re-zoning, they can be presented for adoption
along with the zoning changes...have discussed this with Chris Sargent at TRORC. This is an option for
consideration."

When alluding to these emails last night, Frank Manasek was interrupted several times by someone behind him
who said “not true * as Frank spoke. A man behind me moaned as Marcia Calloway spoke her truth. We were
asked by the chair if we would like to take advantage of roundtable discussions offered by the Planning
Commission. Two of us spoke up to say we would be uncomfortable if not mistrustful in a meeting which was
not open as a town hearing is with the Select Board. It is the Select Board which now must approve the Town
Plan or return it to the PC with changes. The PC had its time to call roundtables and receive genuine input over
the past year..

Last night John Langhus asked me if I would attend PC roundtables. He did not ask me why I said I would not,
but this would have been my answer.

Jeff Lubbell to Susan Brink,Jeff Godrich and Phil Dechert:" I’d like to work a reaffirmation that we’ll take all
comments seriously...I like the idea of asking people outside the current PC so long as they are prepared to
focus on the benefits of the town plan rather than its shortcomings...I’d be worried about having people talk
about current events.. we haven’t updated the plan to reflect those events”..

This is the type of controlled d