MINUTES
PLANNING COMMISSION
Wednesday – August 5, 2015 – 7:00 PM

A.	CALL TO ORDER: The Chair called the meeting to order at 7 PM.
B.	ROLL CALL: Members present were: Chair, Wilbur Horton, Walter Clark, Mike Knoras, George McNaughton (nonvoting member), Richard Filion, Chuck Gregory, Mark Wilson, Judith Stern, Tom Hall, and Scott Frye. Member absent: Bill Roberson.
	Also present were: Dan Potter of the SWCRPC, and Bill Kearns, Sec. and administrative officer.
	Also present were: Richard Copanano, Christina Jennings, Char Osterlund, David Brinkley, Lawrence Dressler, Cheryl Westerman and Lori Claffee.
C.	DISCUSSION:
1.	Town Plan, continue work on amending Town Plan. Data updates and, as necessary, review work done in June and July meetings. 

The Chair introduce this section and called on Dan Potter to lead the Commission in the review of data updated throughout the Plan, just as set forth in our schedule of review that takes the Commission through May.

The goal of tonight is to review just the data, with maybe some relevant discussion of text. Dan then led the Commission through the data review as follows:

Page 14: note the 10% increase, and current use land. Dan could not get the info on agricultural versus forest land in the current use and so that sentence has been struck. George McNaughton asked if in addition to current use we can get information on residential property that has altered value. There was discussion on exactly which program George was referring to. This is the program that takes into account household income and reduces property taxes based on a schedule that the State of Vermont uses in dealing with property taxes. Dan will look into this program and see if data is available. If it is available, he will include it. There was also a discussion about how surprised the members of the Selectboard were when this program was brought up during BCA meetings over property tax grievances. Walter Clark asked how the program could be in existence and the Selectboard not aware. Bill Kearns stated that this is an issue that he is thought about for a long time. There has to be a mechanism for staff to communicate changes in Vermont state law that the Selectboard might not be aware of, but which the staff is dealing with on a daily basis.
Page 24 et seq.: Table 5.1 shows an increase in seasonal residential ownership at 26.4% and a decrease in rental units. Table 5.3 shows a decrease in subsidized housing in Springfield. George McNaughton asked Dan Potter if there were a way to identify the number of halfway houses and other homes being used for the placement of persons on probation or parole, usually single-family homes with many single adults paying rent to live there. Dan Potter said he would try to follow up and see if it could be tracked. Bill Kearns stated that he would try to get a number from probation and parole but is not sure that they would share that information. On page 26, note the data shows that 31.5% of households in Springfield spend more than 30% of their income on housing, which means they are “burdened households.” On page 28 5.4 shows overall increase in wages from the year 2002, the year 2012. And table 5.5 shows an increase in median household income, but a slight loss in per capita income. On pages 29 and 30: the planning commission would prefer that the highlighted section be replaced with a newer needs assessment.
Going onto EDUCATION on page 32, which has a Table showing the population by age groups. The Commissioners noted the gains and losses in the various age groups and how the data shows the community becoming older and there being less young parents with young children. On page 34 and Table 6.2:  Note the bottom line is a loss of total student observation; a loss of approximately 132 from 2008 2014.
On page 43 et seq.: It would appear because of the underlining that most of the chapter was rewritten, in fact very little was rewritten. The 1st real change is on page 44 deals with the road classification and mileage table which shows little change, but there is a little bit of difference. On page 46.: The data in the table at the bottom of the page is from the RSMS that was done in March 2015. On page 48: The bridges that need work and the culverts that need work are shown. On page 53 Table 7.1 did not change much from the previous writing. There was discussion so in about for instance, the air service at the airport and the fact that the name of the heirs services changed, as has the appeal and much of this information should be rewritten. On page 78: Table 10.2 shows major employers. Commissioners ask if this information where available down to a lower number of employees, and it was asked that it be down to 25 employees, if that were possible.

Additional information requested of Dan Potter by the Commission was: a table showing those who live in Springfield, but work out of town and a table showing employment by sector of the economy. Dan Potter stated he tried to get that information.

George McNaughton also asked if the town plan could be organized around the requirements of an Act 250 application. After some discussion it was decided that there should be a sheet with the list of the 10 criteria followed by the pages on which the information for the each of those criteria could be found in the Town Plan.

2.	Residency and membership on the PC. Chuck Gregory 
	
The Chair turned the Commissions attention to item number 2.
MOTION: Walter Clark moved, 2nd by Mike Knoras to recommend to the Selectboard to remove Chuck Gregory from the planning commission.
Wilbur Horton stated that, though the state law is more liberal on the issue, in Springfield it has been the policy of the Planning Commission that the members would all be residents of the town of Springfield. The State law on the issue allows for a minority of Planning Commission members to be other than residents of the community. 
Over the objection of the chair, and other members of the Commission (Mark Wilson, Michael Knoras, and Scott Frye), because his comments were not relevant to the issue of residency, Chuck Gregory continued talking about irrelevant matters with regard to the Commission and his make-believe reasons for the opposition to his being a member of the Commission. Those trying to keep Mr. Gregory on the relevant issue stated that what he was talking about had nothing to do with membership on the Commission. Rather, it is simply that he is not a resident of Springfield. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]George McNaughton, who is also member of the Selectboard, commented that he didn’t think that this was the business of the Commission, especially when they had so much other work to do, and that this should be left up to the Selectboard, if the Selectboard wanted to make any decision on it at all.
Tom Hall, in response to one of the comments by Michael Knoras stated that just because a person doesn’t agree with Chuck Gregory is not a reason to want him off the Commission.
Wilbur stated that the issue was not the Pocket parks and process. It is residency. Wilbur said to Mr. Gregory that you were told that, since it was our policy that residents are the only ones that serve (on the Commission), you were asked to resign and you declined to do so. 
Chuck Gregory then continued with his irrelevant discussion of the pocket park process. 
Chuck Gregory says he gave proof to Tom Yennerell that he is a resident, and if you get proof from Tom Yennerell that I am not, then you can vote me off the “Board.”  
Wilbur Horton stated that he has talked to Tom Yennerell, the Town Manager.  Wilbur Horton said it is his understanding that residency is where one sleeps and Chuck Gregory does not sleep at 69 Mineral Street. He does have a dwelling in Town at 69 Mineral St.
Chuck Gregory read a long list of Springfield Activities he has undertaken and ties he has with Springfield. He stated that he is on the voters list for the town of Springfield and pay taxes as a resident of the property at 69 Mineral Street. “I am sleeping at 69 Mineral St. this week, for the past couple of weeks. How many nights a week am I allowed to sleep out of town before I am not considered a resident anymore?” He later said, “There is all the paperwork in the world (voting registration, taxpayer status) to prove that I am a Springfield resident, regardless of how few nights a week or a month or a year I sleep here.” 
Members of the public asked to be heard and they were:
Char Osterlund stated that residency according to what she found on the website is the town that you intend to live in, and in which you have ties and your life and activity showed that that is your residence.
Lori Claffee stated that she has served with him on other committees and agreed and disagreed with him at times, but found him to be an effective member.
Cheryl Westerman stated that Chuck was an exemplary public servant and adults should be able to think of ways to get along.
Rick Companano of 100 Massey road stated that asked the Chair when communities would have nonresidents on the Commission. The Chair stated when communities have allowed nonresidents to be members of their Commission, it has been because the nonresident has something to offer to the Commission, such as being an engineer, a lawyer, an architect, a planner or because they are longtime members of the Commission, and though they have moved into a neighboring town, their expertise is wanted and offered to the town they originally came from.
Dave Hinkley berated the Commission for not doing their homework on this issue, and hope they did better when they’re working on the town plan.
Larry Dressner supported Chuck’s divergent views and praised him for having fixed up a derelict property in the town of Springfield.
Mark Wilson stated that he was not sure of the residence and for that reason he would abstain from voting on the motion.
The Chair called for the motion. The Sec., Bill Kearns, reread the motion:
MOTION: Walter Clark moved, 2nd by Mike Knoras to recommend to the Selectboard to remove Chuck Gregory from the planning commission.
		The Chair called for a roll call vote:
	Tom Hall – no.			Yes – 6	No – 2		Abstain – 1
	Judith Stern – yes.
	Mark Wilson – here.
	Wilbur Horton – yes.			The motion passed 6 to 2 with one abstention.
	Mike Knoras – yes.
	Richard Filion – yes
	Chuck Gregory – no
	Walter Clark – yes.
	Scott Frye – yes
	
E.	MINUTES:	 Approval of minutes for July 1, 2015. Several misspellings were corrected and the Minutes were amended accordingly. Motion by Richard Filion 2nd Chuck Gregory to approve the minutes of July 1, 2015, as amended. Motion passed unanimously.

F.	NEW BUSINESS:   None
G.	OLD BUSINESS:	  None
H.	COMMUNICATIONS:  None
I.	ADJOURNMENT: Motion by Mike Knoras, 2nd Richard Filion to adjourn the meeting at 8:35 PM. Motion passed unanimously.
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