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The public hearing of the Montgomery and Alburgh (Village and Town) Plan Review 
Committee, held at the Northwest Regional Planning Commission, was opened by Chair, 
Rowena Brown at 5:30 p.m. 
 
ATTENDANCE: 

Commission: Rowena Brown, Gerry Carton, Sylvia Jensen, Leonard Charron  
Staff: Taylor Newton 
Public: See attached Attendance Sheet 
 
Rowena Brown welcomed everyone and explained the scope and intent of the public hearing. 
 
Introductions of the committee, staff and attendees were made. 
 

Additions/Deletions to the Agenda  

None.  
 

Approval of Minutes  

Previous minutes were approved.  
 
Public Hearing  

R.Brown opted the public hearing.  T. Newton briefly outlined the history and process of the 
revision of the Montgomery and Alburgh Municipal Plans.  He noted that the revision, the first 
sought for regional approval, was developed by representatives from all municipal boards and 
public meetings were held in invitation of public input. There were no public concerns.  
 
G. Carton motioned to close public hearing. L.Charron seconded the motion. Public hearing was 

closed.  

 

Committee Concerns: Montgomery  

A general discussion followed regarding the plan’s content, staff review comments.  T.Newton 
observed that Montgomery’s town plan does not provide detail about the timing or scale of the 
land use goals. Attendees agree that plan element number #2, land use plan, has been met, but it 
still should to be given greater attention during the next plan revision and should include a land 
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use map. G. Carlton moved to change wording from “could” to “should” in the plan review 
checklist provided to the municipality. Other members agreed. 
 
The committee agreed that plan element #8, regarding development trends, should be more 
specific. All members agreed that the plan could include more detail, but overall the plan did 
meet the requirements of the planning element.  
 
State planning goal #10, earth resource extraction, was addressed. The Committee discussed how 
any extractions facilities that are proposed in the town will need to comply with Act 250. The 
Committee agreed that Montgomery meets the requirement of the state planning goal, but that 
the plan does not set up the Town for future success. G. Carton is concerned about reclamation 
and restoration around the issue.  
 
R. Brown asked for further comments. The Committee agreed that the maps in the plan should be 
larger and more extensive to further show the community of Montgomery and centers of 
Montgomery, Montgomery Center, Hutchins, and Hectorville.  
 
Committee Concerns: Alburgh  

G. Carlton highlighted the differences in the formatting of the Alburgh and Montgomery town 
plans. T. Newton explained there is likely to be a greater focus on informational graphics in 
future plans. Members agree that they also do not like formatting on page 29. The Committee 
agreed that the map of the designated village district should be larger and spaced differently.  
 
G. Carton observed that objectives and goals were well formatted (pg. 9). The Committee 
praised Alburgh’s energy chapter. 
 
G. Carton motioned to recommend the Montgomery and Albugh Municipal Plan for regional 

approval. L. Charron seconded the motion. All in favor.  

 

G. Carton motioned to recommend confirmation of the planning process for both Montgomery 

and Alburgh.  L. Charron seconded the motion.. All in favor. 

 
ADJOURN: 

The Committee agreed to meet again September 28th at 5:30.  
 
G. Garton motioned to adjourn.  L. Charron seconded.  All in favor.   

 
The meeting adjourned at 6:36 p.m 
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