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Lamoille County Planning Commission:  Regional Plan Committee/ Clean Water Advisory 1 
Committee Meeting Minutes  2 
October 21, 2019 3 
 4 
Members present:  5 
 Brian Leven  Meredith Birkett   Greg Paus  Marina Meerburg 
 Linda Martin  George Putnam  Riki French   

  6 
Staff: Tasha Wallis, Seth Jensen, Meghan Rodier  7 
Guests: Carol Hamel, Greg Tatro, Cody Marsh, Harry Shepard, Mark Seltzer 8 
 9 
Call to Order 10 
Start time: 5:35 p.m.   11 
 12 
Changes to the Agenda, and Opportunity for Public Comment 13 
No proposed changes to the agenda or public comment.  14 
 15 
Approval of Minutes 16 
There was not a quorum of Regional Plan Committee members present. Approval of the March 25th 17 
meeting minutes was tabled until the next meeting of the Regional Plan Committee.  18 
 19 
Discussion on Draft Stormwater General Permit (3-9050)  20 
Meghan Rodier, LCPC Regional Planner, provided an overview of the draft Stormwater General Permit. 21 
Members and guests asked questions regarding the content of the permit. Meghan explained that the 22 
LCPC is crafting a letter of comment outlining concerns regarding the draft General Permit.  23 
 24 
At the CWAC meeting, members of the CWAC and other interested parties including municipalities and 25 
local business partners, raised the following concerns regarding the draft General Permit (3-9050):  26 
 27 

• Proposed impact fees will present financial challenges to developing future affordable housing 28 
and maintaining current affordable housing. Landowners of existing housing developments that 29 
trigger the 3-acre threshold for permit coverage, may struggle to afford stormwater retrofit 30 
systems, and transfer the cost of meeting these new requirements onto low income residents.  31 
 32 

• Concerns were raised regarding how new stormwater rules will impact property values and the 33 
ability for landowners to sell their property. Proposed treatment standards and impact fees will 34 
pose a significant challenge to owners who wish to sell their property.  35 
 36 

• This General Permit takes a retroactive approach by forcing stormwater treatment requirements 37 
and fees on existing properties who were previously grandfathered. This approach is penalizing 38 
rather than promoting effective stormwater management.  39 
 40 

• In response to statewide capacity, financial, and timeline constraints, we encourage VT DEC to 41 
revisit this Rule and General Permit to explore a phased implementation approach beginning 42 
with a higher impervious surface threshold. For example, start with properties with 20 acres or 43 
more of impervious surface for meeting stormwater retrofit requirements, and propose an 44 
extended timeline working down through properties containing 3 acres or more of impervious 45 
surface.   46 
 47 



 

 

• The proposed Notice of Intent deadline of January 1st, 2021 poses challenges for many effected 1 
parties. A municipality would only have this year and next year to budget for funding for planning 2 
and design of stormwater systems on town owned and school district properties triggered by the 3 3 
Acre Rule.  4 
 5 

• Clarification on how town and state highway projects interphase with the stormwater permit is 6 
welcomed. How do transportation projects relate to the calculation of impervious surfaces? How 7 
will this permit interphase with the TS4 and Municipal Roads General Permit? Are sidewalk 8 
extensions, replacements or other streetscaping projects implemented by a municipality, 9 
considered an exempt public transportation project under this General Permit?  10 

 11 

• A municipal representative raised concern that floodplain and wetland restoration projects 12 
including vegetation buffers, are not considered an eligible stormwater treatment option. In many 13 
scenarios, properties in Vermont’s compact village centers are constrained by environmental and 14 
topographic features. This limits an owner’s ability to treat stormwater on-site. 15 
Floodplain/wetland restoration and vegetation buffers may be the only form of stormwater 16 
treatment possible on these constrained sites. By not considering these projects an eligible 17 
treatment, this Rule is dis-incentivizing landowners to protect wetlands, stream buffers, and river 18 
corridors. We encourage DEC to revisit adding stream restoration projects as an acceptable form 19 
of stormwater treatment.  20 
 21 

• How does this General Permit relate to energy projects? Are energy development projects 22 
exempt from stormwater permit coverage and/or not included in a sites’ impervious surface 23 
calculations?  24 
 25 

• How will funding for 3 Acre Rule projects be administered? Please clarify how such financial 26 
assistance will be administered by DEC.   27 

 28 
The meeting adjourned at 7:10pm.  29 
 30 


