
12.17.25   meeting memo from the PC Chair  

Agenda #5.   The TPSC left the public comment period open as long as possible, since we 
know people come out to comment at the last minute.   This is the reason for the new batch 
of amendments accompanying the draft plan  (which includes earlier amendments that the 
PC approved at our public hearing on 11/19).  Comments from 11/12 thru 12/5 fell mostly 
into 2 categories: equity and natural resources.  One guest also had many questions about 
the FLU map – a discussion started at the last PC meeting.    
 
The Plan mentions equity In the Introduction, the Community Development Section and 
other Sections, but specific comments on equity in the areas of food security, education, 
public transit, and community policing, as presented by various members of Richmond 
Racial Equity Committee,  helped fill out some details of “meaningful participation” 
required by  Vermont’s Environmental Justice Bill (Act 154).  The TPSC edited these on 
12/10 and will vote to approve them on 12/29 for presentation to the SB at their hearing on 
Jan 5.   
 
The natural  resources comments included emphasizing balance on the Andrews 
Community Forest Committee, and between conservation and recreation in general; 
providing additional information about the term  “forest blocks” and the state of our forests; 
correcting details about the work of the Richmond Land Trust and the Conservation 
Reserve Fund; and some additional points.   
 
24 VSA 4385 “Adoption and amendment of Plans…” (b)(1) states:  “If the legislative body at 
any time makes substantial changes in the concept, meaning or extent of the proposed 
plan… it shall warn a new public hearing….”  The TPSC felt that there were no substantial 
changes presented in the amendments to the meaning, concept or extent of the draft Plan; 
but rather the amendments merely add  further information, clarity or emphases to the 
existing concepts found within the  Plan, and are thus recommending that the SB approve 
the Plan (Second Draft) and the proposed amendments to be warned for the final hearing 
on Jan 21 and placed on the ballot for Town Meeting (March 3, 2026).   
 
Agenda #6.   The conservation working group, which put together the FLU map,  provided a 
number of explanatory materials to Marcy Harding, who questioned the map and its 
methodology, including a summary  and a “slide show” with notes (both in the 12/17 
materials) as well as a 4-part FPF explanatory series.  The major point is that the proposed 
FLU map is an actual FUTURE land use map that shows us where our significant natural 
resources can be found, so that, as we revise our zoning regulations,  we can plan 
development in ways that don’t destroy the resources.  Development is allowed in all the 
new designations, but if we don’t know where the resources are, we can’t think about how 
to work around and coexist with them.   We may still have to discuss this further at the SB 
hearing, and it will be up to the SB to decide if they think any “substantial” changes to the 
draft Plan’s FLU map are necessary.  If they do, there will likely not be enough time to get 
the Plan onto the ballot for March 3rd.  


