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Town of Williston Conservation Commission (WCC) 

Minutes of March 3, 2020 
Approved 

 Members Present: Laura Meyer, Gary Hawley , Eric Howe, Carl Runge, Terry Marron, Reed Carr, 
Kim Coleman 

Members Absent:  

Staff Present:  Melinda Scott 

Others Present: Jacques Larose, Bill Niquette, Reid Willis  

 
1. Call to Order:  Meeting was called to order at 7:05 AM.  

 

2. Public Comment: There was no public comment. Emily made an announcement about 

Form Based Code outreach. We are asking town boards to help distribute flyers to 

publicize FBC. 

 
3. Approval of February 17, 2021 minutes: The WCC reviewed the meeting minutes. Laura 

noted on page 2 first paragraph a clarification is needed regarding who “we” is, and 

Melinda stated that would be staff. She will make the change. Carl made a motion to 

approve the minutes as amended, Terry seconded the motion. The motion was carried 

with a 7-0 vote. Eric asked if there has been any further action on the Hurricane Lane trails, 

and Melinda stated no. Kim asked if the WCC needs to schedule a discussion about this, 

and Melinda stated that she recalled a stated desire to conduct a site walk as the next step, 

and then discuss. Melinda has also looked into the trail easements to the east and west of 

the town parcel and has confirmed that the easements have been executed but not 

recorded. They are sitting in “cold storage.” The town policy has been to sign but not 

record trail easements until a trail is planned for construction. 

 
4. DP 21-10 FleetPride Site Improvements: Jacque Larose stated that a 3-acre parcel 

developed as industrial is proposed for expansion, with a building addition on the west side 

and relocation of an access road, stormwater upgrades. The site is about 40 years old. The 

developers have corresponded with the Vermont Wetlands Program as part of the Act 250 

process regarding the existing swales and wetlands on the site. Melinda stated the main 

concern from the town’s standpoint is the encroachment of the watershed protection 

buffer by a gravel storage yard. She stated the DRB has some authority to correct 

nonconforming sites when new development is proposed on the site. She mentioned the 

wildlife corridor associated with the tributary and that there is an occurrence of an 

uncommon fish species. The recommendations state the desire to reestablish the buffer by 

removing existing structures out of the buffer and replanting. Then the reestablished 

buffer should be protected with a line of boulders. 

 
Carl noted that a Finding is missing regarding the URTES. Melinda will add that Finding. 
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Jacque LaRose noted that the existing site is permitted as currently used, and in fact the 

site is permitted for more impervious that what exists today. They are not looking to 

expand that impervious. Bill Niquette noted that he discussed the recommendation with 

the owner and tenant and they are not open to reducing the gravel storage surface. He is 

hoping there is some other way to mitigate the site without making it unusable for the 

tenant. Reed asked what the precedent is for nonconforming sites in the industrial zoning 

district. Melinda mentioned one recent industrial site that had encroachments into 

watershed protection buffers, and when the site submitted an application to change the 

use to a storage facility the developer/owner was required to bring the site into 

conformance with the bylaw. Melinda reiterated that DRB has the leverage to require 

nonconformities to be corrected as long as the correction is proportionate to the scope of 

development. Bill Niquette stated he does not think the request is proportional to the 

scope of development. He stated they are willing to formalize and delineate the existing 

buffer with a fence or boulders. 

 

Carl stated he did a site visit, and it appears that there is a sizable buffer with a good 

amount of trees. He thinks that the existing buffer is sufficient and protecting it with a line 

of boulders would be sufficient. Eric noted that improving the buffer would be beneficial 

for habitat. He said that he has concerns about stormwater running off the gravel and into 

the stream and would like to see that addressed. Bill stated that the State stormwater 

permit requires that any runoff be directed to the front of the property and away from the 

stream. Eric asked if the new SW permit would require the system be upgraded to ensure 

those conditions are met.  

 

Gary would like to see a recommendation asking for confirmation that sheet flow moves to 

the front of the site, away from the stream. Eric agreed. Laura stated she would like to see 

the buffer delineated and there should be no removal of any vegetation within the buffer. 

Terry asked whether the stream buffer requirement would be addressed in Act 250, and 

Bill stated yes it is, and the requirement has been addressed via correspondence with the 

Wetlands Program. Melinda added that Dept of Fish and Wildlife will also review this under 

Act 250. Reed stated he is also in favor of delineating the buffer visually, so no further 

encroachment occurs. He also likes the idea of removing invasive species from the buffer. 

He supports a recommendation to confirm the sheet flow directs runoff away from the 

stream. Bill said DFW prefers that the buffer be left as is, rather than planting or removing 

invasives. Establishing a visual line to delineate the buffer as is would be acceptable. 

Melinda will revise Recommendation #2 to reflect the intent of the discussion, keeping the 

buffer at the same extent and visually delineating it with a line of boulders.  Melinda will 

add Recommendation #3 to “ensure the stormwater system is in compliance with existing 

State stormwater permit and is effectively directing sheet flow away from the tributary and 

toward the front of the site.”  
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Gary made a motion to approve the Findings and Recommendations as amended. Kim 

seconded the motion. The motion was approved with a 7-0 vote.  

 

5. Significant Wildlife Habitat Area – comparison of existing to revised: Melinda showed the 

Commission the slider map she had made comparing old to new. She noted a couple things 

– the new layer does not include agricultural fields, and the old layer leaves out some 

significant forest blocks that have been included in the new layer. She encouraged the 

Commission members to take a look at the comparison and come to a future meeting with 

their comments. Melinda stated that the goal is to include the revised map into the next 

Comprehensive Plan, including the wildlife road crossings. Terry asked why ag fields are 

not included in the new layer, and Melinda stated that forest blocks are the most 

significant habitat and it is appropriate to designate as such, consistent with Act 171. 

Melinda noted that the Commission could still recognize some agricultural practices as 

supporting wildlife and would still be able to make recommendations such as mowing 

practices that support grassland birds. Alternately, the town could use a tiered system of 

habitat protections that could encompass ag fields. Reed noted one next step would be to 

look at the existing regulations and have a discussion about how those regulations can be 

strengthened. 

 

6. Trail Planning: Melinda said that Terry asked some questions related to trails. Melinda said 

in response to those questions, Melinda has created a page for the trails prioritization work 

that the Commission engaged in last year. Terry said that she was having difficulty 

navigating the website and finding answers to her questions. She thinks it would be helpful 

to have a map of all the town owned lands readily available on the website. Melinda said 

there is such a map that is part of the Comp Plan, but it is not up to date. Reed noted that 

the town owned parcels are not specifically labeled with names.  

 
Reed mentioned the Official Map, that will contain the desired trails identified through the 

prioritization exercise. Melinda stated she would like to move away from the use of paper 

trail maps in favor of QR codes. Reed suggested having the maps available at town hall only 

and having QR codes available at trailheads. Reed asked for an update on Official Map. 

Melinda stated the Mobility Group had met recently and reviewed the results of a survey 

distributed by CCRPC to the public. There seems to be much desire for connectivity 

between Taft Corners and the Village, as well as connections from the Village to Mud Pond 

and Adams Farm. Reed asked if it would be worth asking a Mobility Committee member to 

attend a WCC meeting and provide an update on that process. Laura said she would ask 

Stuart. Melinda said that the Official Map is pretty close to being ready for the Planning 

Commission to review it and for the public hearing process.  

 



 4 

Terry asked about the VOREC grant. Melinda stated it likely will be funded with $5 million 

and the WCC should think about potential trails projects to apply for funding. Reed noted 

that the desired trails should reflect the amount of maintenance needed for trails, which 

was brought to light through the recent trail assessment.  

 

Terry asked how the dog situation was out at Isham trails, since the ban on dogs went into 

effect. Melinda stated that she spoke to Mike recently and he stated that for the most part 

people are respecting the signage.  

 

Terry asked how Adopt-a-Trail was going. Melinda stated that it seems to be working okay, 

except that she has not been engaging with the volunteers since COVID started. Reed 

suggested reaching out to the volunteers and saying we hope to reengage with them when 

COVID subsides.  

 

Terry mentioned the Oak Hill Rd pull off that has repeatedly been blocked off by a local 

resident. Melinda said she has spoken to the person and has heard his concerns about 

dogs off leash, trash and dog waste. She stated there clearly is a need for parking in that 

area of Oak Hill Rd but it is a tricky area because it’s very wet and is dangerous due to 

access concerns and sight lines. 

 
7. Staff Report/Other Business 

• Sustainable Williston tree planting/rewilding: Melinda recommends SW focus on Taft 
Farms Village site, planted in 2014. The sight needs a lot of care and has been damaged 
by beavers. It would be a great site due to its high visibility and dense concentration of 
residential and commercial development. There is an opportunity to engage a lot of 
volunteers. Reed said that SW has been connected with Partners for Fish and Wildlife 
and can hopefully coordinate with them. Reed said SW can report back to WCC on what 
they have done. Gary stated that the UVM research group still intends to do some 
riparian plantings of Disease resistant Dutch Elm. Gary stated he would like to see 
further scoping of areas where buffer encroachments are occurring and better 
enforcement of those violations. He pointed out a couple of areas he has recently 
noticed.  
 

8. Adjournment: The meeting was adjourned at 9:00 am. 
 

 

Minutes Submitted by Melinda Scott: March 17, 2021 

Approved by WCC:  March 17, 2021 

 

 


