FAYSTON PLANNING COMMISSION

MINUTES

MONDAY, JUNE 4, 2012
Members present:  Polly McMurtry, Fred Gilbert, Carol Chamberlin, Geoff Slater, Chuck Martel

Others present:   Betsy Jondro, Jamey Wimble, Margo Wade, Sarah Dillard, James Martini, and Joanne Martini
The meeting came to order at 7:05 pm.

Discussion began concerning the change of the setbacks for the Resort Development District as set forth in the 2011 Fayston Land Use Regulations.  The District was added in 2004, and most of the area already developed was done with no minimum setback requirements.  In 2006, homeowners in the Resort Development District asked the Planning Commission to forego adding any setbacks whatsoever on account of the small parcel sizes and purpose of the district’s creation being the development in and around the Mad River Glen and Mount Ellen base areas.  Apparently, the Planning Commission in 2006 was concerned that having no setbacks would create septic issues and snow removal problems.  For those reasons, minimum setback requirements of 45 feet in the front and 25 feet in the side were added in the 2007 regulations for the Resort Development District. 

At the June 6, 2012 meeting, homeowners requested changing the land use regulations such that no setbacks would be required in the Resort Development District.  Carol raised the question whether having zero setbacks could potentially lead to problems down the road, i.e. odd-looking buildings that closely abut the roads.  Carol raised the option that the setbacks be changed to 15 feet on all sides, with minimum lot size being changed from ½ acre to ¼ acre.  Those community members in attendance were amenable to that idea.  Polly entertained the motion to so amend the land use regulations.  Geoff moved to change the regulations, and Fred seconded.  All were in favor and the motion passed.  The Planning Commission will propose to change the minimum lot size in this District to ¼ acre (from ½ acre) and the frontal and side setbacks to 15 feet.  These dimensions are more in keeping with existing dimensions of the developed areas and will make for more compact development, as intended and reflected in the Town Plan.  

In order to so amend the Fayston Land Use Regulations of 2011, a public hearing must take place first.  John will prepare a notice for that public hearing for posting and for the Valley Reporter.  

James Martini asked whether Fayston Land Use Regulations provided for what is termed an “as-built” variance.  This was raised in regard to the impending application to re-build the Pierce house on Loop Road in the Resort Development District.  John agreed to look into it.  The discussion concerning changing the setbacks w/in the Resort Development District came to a conclusion at 7:45p.m., at which time all non-Planning Commission persons left the meeting.

The next item on the agenda was the minutes from the last PC meeting, that of May 21, 2012.  Polly had suggestions for amending the minutes, and those suggestions were implemented.  Fred moved to amend the minutes as suggested, Geoff seconded.  Geoff moved to approve the minutes as amended, and Fred seconded.  And the minutes of the May 21, 2012 PC meeting were approved as amended.

Carol raised the question of whether email discussions of Planning Commission members should be kept (i.e. printed and filed) for purposes of an internal record.  Members agreed that, because substantive discussions pertaining to Committee action often took place via email, this might be a good thing to do.  Polly said that this would be a matter to address in the PC’s Rules of Procedure.  This issue was left to be addressed at that time.  

Final suggestions for editing the Town Survey were made.  Per those suggestions, the survey was to be finalized by John the following Wednesday.  

The final item on the agenda was how to disseminate the complete Town Survey.  It was agreed that the costs of sending out a link to the online survey via postcard to town residents would be too costly.  Polly and John had discussed with Patti whether a notice of the town survey and a link to completing the application online could accompany the tax bills set to go out to residents in mid-to-late July.  Patti reported that this could be done. This would be in addition to putting notice (via letter) in the Valley Reporter, the local television and radio outlets, and perhaps the elementary school newsletter.  Another possibility would be to place notices about the MRV that contained perforated url links.  
Given inclusion of notice and link to the survey along with the tax bills, it necessarily becomes vital to reach the renters in Fayston (i.e. Fayston residents who do not pay property tax.)  Thus, Carol volunteered to perhaps cross-check the voting list with the tax list to cipher out town residents who would otherwise not receive the notice and url link because they are not property owners.

John was charged with contacting Jackie Cassino with updates about our town survey and when it will be ready for the CVRPC to upload on Survey Monkey.  John is also to draft a letter/blurb about the survey and directions for completing it for publication in the Valley Reporter.  

Motion to adjourn the meeting made by Geoff.  Carol seconded.  All in favor.  The meeting adjourned at 8:42p.m.

