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Betsy Brown

From: Seth Steinzor <seth.steinzor@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, January 28, 2022 10:45 AM
To: planning
Subject: EXTERNAL:  comments on airport rezoning

  

     This message has originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and caution when opening 
attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.     
  

Dear Ms. Peterson: 
 
The South Burlington Planning Commission should condition approval of any rezoning request from the Burlington 
International Airport on the airport's denial of its facilities for the continued use of F35 aircraft by the Vermont Air 
National Guard.  We are required to tolerate the disruptive roaring of these war machines multiple times a week.  I live 
three miles from the airport, and can't hold a conversation outside when the F35s are taking off.  In addition to the 
directly deleterious effect on the quality of life in affected communities, there are the indirectly deleterious effects:  the 
ridiculous cost, over $110 million per airplane, an overall budget for the program of 1.7 trillion dollars; the pollution and 
contribution to global warming, as each plane pumps vast amounts of carbon dioxide into the atmosphere for every 
hour it flies.  Local media have documented the negative impact upon Vermont National Guard morale of the F35 
program.  To top it all off, the F35s are militarily useless, contributing nothing to our ability to prevail on any battlefield 
where we are likely actually to be engaged in the future.  It is claimed that the F35s contribute jobs to the community, 
but those claims are suspect and the math behind them is very fuzzy.  In any case, it is not credible that the Vermont 
National Guard would be disbanded if the F35s were not housed here.  I am aware that some of these factors may be 
argued to technically lie beyond the purview of the Planning Commission.  But the Planning Commission may, I believe, 
consider impact upon quality of life, economic, and environmental factors when considering rezoning requests.  We 
need to hold the responsible parties' feet to the fire at every opportunity until these harmful, wasteful, unaffordable, 
destructive, useless machines are removed from our midst.  
 
Sincerely, 
Seth Steinzor 
5 East Terrace, South Burlington 
email: seth.steinzor@gmail.com    
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Betsy Brown

From: Kelsey Peterson
Sent: Friday, February 4, 2022 9:58 AM
To: Betsy Brown
Subject: FW: EXTERNAL:  Fwd: Regarding  South Burlington land; 11 Acres in Chamberlin School 

area

Can you save this as public comment? 
 

From: Carmine Sargent <carmine@myfairpoint.net>  
Sent: Thursday, February 3, 2022 3:25 PM 
To: Kelsey Peterson <kpeterson@sburl.com> 
Cc: “Kim Robison“ <kimrobison@comcast.net> 
Subject: EXTERNAL: Fwd: Regarding South Burlington land; 11 Acres in Chamberlin School area 
 

  

     This message has originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and caution when opening 
attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.     
  

I’m sending you a submission I received in writing for our committee’s consideration. And thanks for taking care of 
meeting stuff.   
 
Carmine 
 

Begin forwarded message: 
 
From: Phil Hammerslough <phil.hammerslough@gmail.com> 
Subject: Regarding South Burlington land; 11 Acres in Chamberlin School area 
Date: February 3, 2022 at 3:03:24 PM EST 
To: carmine@myfairpoint.net, Meaghan Emery <meaghanee@yahoo.com>, 
psengels@gmail.com, isaacwbissell@gmail.com 
 
Dear Official South Burlington Task Force Members. 
 
I am writing to voice my objection along with many others, who object to re-zoning the 11 acres 
adjacent to the vast property already wounded by the airport.  The airport has over 900 acres already 
zoned for commercial use.  There is plenty of land under their control to accommodate all their needs. 
 
Although the FAA encourages commercial development for areas close to airports, (and why not 
considering the traffic, noise and air pollution), but this must be balanced against the despirate need to 
reduce that same noise and pollution they created by planting adjacent lands with trees and other 
natural barriers in order to better protect the homes that sill remain in the ever widening localities 
impacted gy the noise of the F-35 fleet. 
 
In consideration of  the 200 homes already demolished on account of the noise created by the F-35 . 
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Take into account the the lost financial, health and environmental losses, suffered directly by those 
living in the  l within the noise zone..  Taking more space to build commercial properties rather than 
mitigate the damage already done is inequitable. 
Cordially, 
Phil Hammerslough 
Phil.Hammerslough@gmail.com 
 
 
 
 

 



Date: February 7, 2022 

From: John Floyd, 8 Woodbine Street, South Burlington 

To: The Airport Rezoning Task Force 

Re: Possible Kirby Road Ext. Zoning Change 

I would like to make two points about the zoning change being considered in the area od Kirby 
Road Extension: 

ONE: Require noise-reducing improvements. Any zoning change, indeed any permits 
approved for construction at BTV Airport, must include a requirement for the construction of 
ground noise abatement structures. During community discussions prior to the arrival of the    
F-35 aircraft, BTV and VTANG promised many times that they would build noise-reducing 
structures, but nothing has come of those promises. It is clear that these noise-reducing 
improvements will only be built if BTV is required to provide them when they request 
permitting. Little can be done about noise from aircraft aloft. But aircraft that are warming up 
engines, waiting for departure, taxiing, etc. produce noise which can be abated. I’m no expert 
on the topic, but a quick internet search tells me that Schiphol Airport in the Netherlands is 
successfully using very low-tech wedge-shaped hills with slopes that are angled to reflect sound 
waves upwards: 

https://www.schiphol.nl/en/schiphol-as-a-neighbour/page/landscape-design-plan-to-combat-
noise-nuisance/ 

And don’t buy the nonsense that BTV is peddling, that hard-surfaced buildings will protect the 
neighborhood from noise. The noise will only echo off the hard surfaces. Only soft surfaces can 
absorb noise. 

TWO: Enough already. I am opposed to this rezoning, as yet another intrusion against a 
neighborhood already battered by its neighbor, the BTV Airport. Historically, those in power in 
America (wealthy individuals, corporations, and governments) have constructed facilities that 
serve them, but are built next to lower income neighborhoods. Think oil refineries in Louisiana 
built next to impoverished communities. Think limited-access highways built by tearing down 
low-income neighborhoods. Think urban-renewal projects, including in Burlington where the 
Little Italy neighborhood was labelled by the powers-that-be as a slum, so that the City and 
wealthy developers could build a shopping mall and hotels. 

In the case of BTV, the Chamberlain neighborhood has already suffered a great deal because of 
“normal” operations at the City of Burlington airport. More than 120 affordable homes have 
been destroyed. And still the neighborhood suffers from airplane noise. 

 



Now, here comes BTV seeking to build a maintenance building and General Aviation (GA) 
hangers. GA is defined as all aircraft that are not military or passenger commercial. Included in 
GA are single-engine two seaters and increasing sizes of private aircraft up to multiple-engine 
jet planes. I may be wrong, but I expect that no one living in the Chamberlain neighborhood 
owns a GA airplane. No airplane is quiet. The smallest GA plane, and certainly the private jets, 
make lots of noise starting up, warming up, and taxiing. And their exhaust stinks, especially 
when the engines are cold. Just say no to yet another project that benefits only wealthy 
institutions and individuals at the expense of the less well-off. Just say no to kicking this 
neighborhood when they are down. 

If BTV wants to build, keep it in the Valley, away from neighbors who have paid, and continue 
to pay, a steep price for BTV’s noise and odor pollution. Leave the land in question as a buffer. 
Or better yet, build grass hills to absorb and deflect the noise that already comes from the 
airport. 
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Betsy Brown

From: Kelsey Peterson
Sent: Monday, February 14, 2022 8:10 AM
To: Betsy Brown
Subject: FW: EXTERNAL:  Airport expansion

This one too 
 

From: Carmine Sargent <carmine@myfairpoint.net>  
Sent: Sunday, February 13, 2022 1:10 PM 
To: Kelsey Peterson <kpeterson@sburl.com> 
Subject: Fwd: EXTERNAL: Airport expansion 
 
And more……….Carmine 
 

Begin forwarded message: 
 
From: Meaghan Emery <memery@sburl.com> 
Subject: Fw: EXTERNAL: Airport expansion 
Date: February 13, 2022 at 7:32:06 AM EST 
To: Carmine Sargent <carmine@myfairpoint.net>, Kim Robison <kimrobison@comcast.net> 
 
More detail in the follow up email — FYI 
________________________________________ 
From: Meaghan Emery 
Sent: Sunday, February 13, 2022 7:31:22 AM 
To: Cynthia McGeoch 
Subject: Re: EXTERNAL:  Airport expansion 
 
Thank you, this is helpful, Cynthia. 
 
I’m familiar with the Heritage FBO and flight school. I see now your concern, and will bring this up when 
we are deliberating and able to ask more questions. 
 
Hope to see you at the public hearing this week: Thursday, February 17 at 7pm. It will be at the city hall 
auditorium and viewable online, too. There will be a second public hearing on March 3. 
 
Thanks again, and stay in touch. 
Meaghan 
________________________________________ 
From: Cynthia McGeoch <cmcgeoch@gmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, February 12, 2022 7:39:38 PM 
To: Meaghan Emery 
Subject: Re: EXTERNAL:  Airport expansion 
 
Meaghan, 
I believe that all private and charter planes are currently parked and housed at another terminal on 
airport property at the south of the main terminal. The entrance to this terminal is off Williston road. I 
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believe there is a sign on the airport side of Williston Road saying immigration. This is where 
international travelers go to go through immigration. I have flown out of this facility many times. At this 
terminal there is free parking for all users of the terminal. I would not want those private planes and 
charters to be moved up to the main terminal and housed in the airport extension area. If this 
happened, then the passengers of charter flights and private pilots and passengers would use the main 
parking garage at the airport where most people who drive and board a plane park. There has been a 
uptick in people buying private planes and using charters in Burlington. I would be happy to show you 
this terminal if you cannot find it.  The speaker was evasive of what type of planes would be housed in 
the extension and if the extension was approved we would have no control of what type of planes 
would be housed there. To his credit he did say single engine planes which are mostly private planes. 
Thank you. 
Cynthia McGeoch 
 
Sent from my iPad 
 

On Feb 12, 2022, at 6:52 PM, Meaghan Emery <memery@sburl.com> wrote: 
 
Hi Cynthia, 
 
Thank you so much for your trust in me and Tim. 
 
I hear you on all these concerns. We need to bolster our nuisance/noise ordinance. A 
task force on noise and pollution (this could include traffic possibly) could be a good 
idea for the Council to consider. I will raise this with the Council chair and City Manager. 
 
Regarding traffic and parking, I’d like to understand which garage you’re referring to so 
that I can picture it and explain it better. Where are you concerned that pilots might 
park? 
 
For the rezoning request, the consultant told us that we could either grant it or refuse it 
or suggest something else. 
 
I agree that anything that creates more noise and air and water pollution should be 
prohibited. If we can’t come up with something rock solid without better ordinances in 
place, the task force that you’re suggesting should be a first step. 
 
These are ideas that I will relay to our committee chairs, too. 
 
Many thanks for your outreach. I’m glad that the residents are taking an active role in 
this. 
 
All my best, 
Meaghan 
________________________________________ 
From: Cynthia McGeoch <cmcgeoch@gmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, February 12, 2022 6:09:32 PM 
To: Meaghan Emery 
Subject: EXTERNAL:  Airport expansion 
 
   This message has originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and 
caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email. 
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I just voted for you and Tim in the upcoming election. 
 
I watched the initial Airport discussion and have several questions and concerns. 
I was most concerned about traffic, noise,  environmental and parking if this expansion 
is approved. 
The speaker said that small airplanes would be parked in the open space and hangers. 
My concern is that the hangers would be used for mechanical issues on planes. If these 
planes are private planes, I do not understand why these planes could park at the 
current private aviation center. If the planes are private planes where would the pIlots 
park? I would not want any of the people working or using this area to have access to 
the garage. The garage is crowded already and I always have difficulty finding a space. 
How much noise, pollution and environmental problems would these planes create? 
Plus, how much additional traffic would be created on Airport Boulevard? 
As for the building for Snowplows and  maintenance of all vehicles housed there, my 
concerns would be the same ones as outlined above. 
If there would be new industry in the expansion, South Burlington would have no say as 
to the industries using that space. There again would be the same issues as outlined 
previously. 
I would ask that the environmental committee, a traffic committee, a parking 
committee and a noise committee be established and look into all issues regarding the 
airport. As we can see the airport, the City of Burlington and the National Guard cannot 
be trusted to be attentive to South Burlington rights to our peace, quiet and safety of 
our residents. 
Cynthia McGeoch 
325 Lime Kiln Road #6301 
South Burlington, VT 05403 
 
Sent from my iPad 
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Betsy Brown

From: Kelsey Peterson
Sent: Monday, February 14, 2022 8:10 AM
To: Betsy Brown
Subject: FW: EXTERNAL:  Airport expansion

Can you add this to the comments for the Airport Task Force? 
 

From: Carmine Sargent <carmine@myfairpoint.net>  
Sent: Sunday, February 13, 2022 1:08 PM 
To: Kelsey Peterson <kpeterson@sburl.com> 
Subject: Fwd: EXTERNAL: Airport expansion 
 
Hi Kelsey,  
 
My computer network was down for about a week so just getting caught up. Carmine 
 

Begin forwarded message: 
 
From: Meaghan Emery <memery@sburl.com> 
Subject: Fw: EXTERNAL: Airport expansion 
Date: February 12, 2022 at 6:53:34 PM EST 
To: Carmine Sargent <carmine@myfairpoint.net>, Kim Robison <kimrobison@comcast.net> 
 
Hi Carmine and Kim, 
 
See Cynthia McGeoch’s message below and my response. 
 
Just keeping you in the loop. 
 
Hope you both are having a good weekend! 
Meaghan 
________________________________________ 
From: Meaghan Emery 
Sent: Saturday, February 12, 2022 6:52:08 PM 
To: Cynthia McGeoch 
Subject: Re: EXTERNAL:  Airport expansion 
 
Hi Cynthia, 
 
Thank you so much for your trust in me and Tim. 
 
I hear you on all these concerns. We need to bolster our nuisance/noise ordinance. A task force on noise 
and pollution (this could include traffic possibly) could be a good idea for the Council to consider. I will 
raise this with the Council chair and City Manager. 
 
Regarding traffic and parking, I’d like to understand which garage you’re referring to so that I can picture 
it and explain it better. Where are you concerned that pilots might park? 
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For the rezoning request, the consultant told us that we could either grant it or refuse it or suggest 
something else. 
 
I agree that anything that creates more noise and air and water pollution should be prohibited. If we 
can’t come up with something rock solid without better ordinances in place, the task force that you’re 
suggesting should be a first step. 
 
These are ideas that I will relay to our committee chairs, too. 
 
Many thanks for your outreach. I’m glad that the residents are taking an active role in this. 
 
All my best, 
Meaghan 
________________________________________ 
From: Cynthia McGeoch <cmcgeoch@gmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, February 12, 2022 6:09:32 PM 
To: Meaghan Emery 
Subject: EXTERNAL:  Airport expansion 
 
    This message has originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and caution when 
opening attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email. 
 
 
I just voted for you and Tim in the upcoming election. 
 
I watched the initial Airport discussion and have several questions and concerns. 
I was most concerned about traffic, noise,  environmental and parking if this expansion is approved. 
The speaker said that small airplanes would be parked in the open space and hangers. My concern is 
that the hangers would be used for mechanical issues on planes. If these planes are private planes, I do 
not understand why these planes could park at the current private aviation center. If the planes are 
private planes where would the pIlots park? I would not want any of the people working or using this 
area to have access to the garage. The garage is crowded already and I always have difficulty finding a 
space. How much noise, pollution and environmental problems would these planes create? Plus, how 
much additional traffic would be created on Airport Boulevard? 
As for the building for Snowplows and  maintenance of all vehicles housed there, my concerns would be 
the same ones as outlined above. 
If there would be new industry in the expansion, South Burlington would have no say as to the industries 
using that space. There again would be the same issues as outlined previously. 
I would ask that the environmental committee, a traffic committee, a parking committee and a noise 
committee be established and look into all issues regarding the airport. As we can see the airport, the 
City of Burlington and the National Guard cannot be trusted to be attentive to South Burlington rights to 
our peace, quiet and safety of our residents. 
Cynthia McGeoch 
325 Lime Kiln Road #6301 
South Burlington, VT 05403 
 
Sent from my iPad 
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Betsy Brown

From: Catherine Burke <caburke95@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, February 16, 2022 8:18 PM
To: planning
Subject: EXTERNAL:  Against Airport Area Rezoning

  

     This message has originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and caution when opening 
attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.     
  

To Whom It May Concern:  
 
I am writing in opposition to the proposal to expand the land zoned for airport use. The Chamberlin neighborhood—one 
of the only remaining clusters of affordable homes in Chittenden County—was already decimated by the leveling of a 
huge area of the neighborhood due to its proximity to the airport. Now we suffer frequent and unpredictable flyovers by 
noisy F35s.  
 
Please don’t take away the silver lining that came from all of this:  the now-empty land where we can walk and breathe 
and forget, at least for a moment, that the airport is so close by.  We also see lots of turtles on the empty land near Lily 
Lane. Leave them and is somewhere to be free. 
 
Thank you, 
Catherine Burke 
Shepard Lane, South Burlington  
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Betsy Brown

From: Mince Alucard <terrorbunny2001@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, February 16, 2022 6:22 PM
To: planning
Subject: EXTERNAL:  Airport zoning opinion

  

     This message has originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and caution when opening 
attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.     
  

As a resident of the Patchen Rd area I am against airport development.  
Life in this area these days is like living on the set of M*A*S*H, with constant F35s going off to the point where it shakes 
my house. 
 
Also all the recent scandals, the airport shows they can't handle things and I don't trust they will do what they say they 
will. Also the dog park that was there was awesome, I don't know why it was suddenly shuttered but I'm sure they had 
something to do with it. 
 
 
- Britta  
Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android 
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Betsy Brown

From: James Marc Leas <jolly39@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, February 16, 2022 4:34 PM
To: planning
Cc: Carmine Sargent; Meaghan Emery; Isaac Bissell; Paul Engels; Monica Ostby; “Kim 

Robison“; Nic Longo BTV Assistant Airport Director; Larry Lackey BTV
Subject: EXTERNAL:  Airport maps and photos #1
Attachments: Airport Drive Dumont pink and orange areas.png; Lot Closed for Winter Months.jpg; 

Detail map of Zones 2, 3, 4.png; Area between runway 1, Heritage, and maintenance 
shop.png; Area near runway 1, Heritage, and maintenance shop.png

 
 
     This message has originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and caution when opening 
attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email. 
 
 
Dear Airport Expansion task force, 
Attached are 5 maps and photos of existing airport property already zoned commercial . More useful maps and photos 
will be coming shortly. 
Thank you. 
Best regards, 
James Marc Leas 
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Betsy Brown

From: James Marc Leas <jolly39@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, February 16, 2022 5:06 PM
To: planning
Cc: Carmine Sargent; Meaghan Emery; Isaac Bissell; Paul Engels; Monica Ostby; “Kim 

Robison“; Nic Longo BTV Assistant Airport Director; Larry Lackey BTV
Subject: EXTERNAL:  Airport maps and photos #2
Attachments: Area F from detailed map.png; Master plan chapter 2 key info maps pages 68-75.pdf; 

Airport civilian side map 2019.pdf; Areas 3 & 4 Eagle Drive Maintenance Shop West 
valley apron.png; Enterprise and lower left corner.png; Fence along Airport Parkway and 
Dumont Ave to Kirby.png

 
 
     This message has originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and caution when opening 
attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email. 
 
 
Dear Airport Expansion task force, 
Attached are 6 maps and photos of existing airport property already zoned commercial. More useful maps and photos 
will be coming shortly. 
Thank you. 
Best regards, 
James Marc Leas 
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BURLINGTON INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT (BTV), BURLINGTON, VERMONT 
Airport Master Plan 

68 2020 

Utility Service Provider 

Electricity Green Mountain Power 
Burlington Electric 

Gas Vermont Gas 

Water Champlain Water District/South Burlington Water Department 

Sanitary and Stormwater City of South Burlington 

Communications 
(Telephone and Cable) 

Comcast 
CenturyLink (formerly Level 3) 
Burlington Telecom 
Consolidated Communications (formerly Fairpoint Communications) 

Commercial development surrounding an airport has a positive economic impact on the airport. Active 
commercial development enables the airport to achieve goals and objectives that not only grow the 
core aviation business but also stimulate off-airport development. Lands necessary for aeronautical 
purposes must be examined first before future commercial development lands can be identified.  

As illustrated in Figure 2-43, the Airport is divided into functional areas of which seven support direct 
aviation activity. Table 2-16 lists the seven areas and their respective size. There are two other areas 
identified on Figure 2-43 that are not included in the table. These areas are Ground Support, which is 
the airport access road (Airport Drive) and Land and Reuse, which includes properties acquired through 
noise mitigation. 





BURLINGTON INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT (BTV), BURLINGTON, VERMONT 
Airport Master Plan 

2020 71 

Table 2-16: Airport Property Functional Areas 

While the seven functional areas mostly support aviation activity, there is some land available for 
commercial development. These areas are not currently used for aviation activity and could be used for 
non-aviation development. However, future demand at this time is unknown and the availability may 
change in favor of priority aeronautical needs. 

Figure 2-44 is a modified version of Figure 2-43. This graphic shows nine potential areas for commercial 
development. Collectively, these areas cover approximately 68 acres. 

The text that follows identifies each area�s size, location, road access, and use. 

Figure 2-45 is a close view of Areas A, B, and C. (Note that the photo shows Taxiway G under 
construction. The taxiway reconstruction at the time this graphic was prepared was nearly complete.)

Area Size (acres) Functional Use 
Airport Operating Area (AOA) 301+/- Runways and taxiways 
Terminal Area 30 +/- The terminal building, concourses, and gates 

Terminal Support 23 +/- Parking garage, rental car processing, air traffic 
control 

U.S. National Guard 311 +/- Vermont Air National Guard facilities, aprons, 
exclusive taxiways 

South General Aviation 99 +/- FBO, US Customs, parking aprons, and hangars 
SGA 10 +/- An extension of South General Aviation Area.  
General Aviation Commercial 
Industrial 25 +/- 

Total 799±  

Figure 2-44: Potential Commercial Development Areas 
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Area A 
This 3.8± acre lot is sandwiched between Airport Parkway and the airport operating area (AOA) adjacent 
to the newly constructed Taxiway G. It is undeveloped and access to this parcel is via the Kirby Rd. 
extension. 

Area B 
This odd-shaped lot measures 6.7± acres and, like Area A, lies within the AOA functional area adjacent to 
Taxiway G. Access to this parcel is via Airport Parkway, the Kirby Road extension, and Picard Circle. It is 
undeveloped. 

Area C 
This small semi-rectangular 2.7±-acre lot is part of the Terminal Support functional area that is 
separated by Airport Drive to the east, Dumont Avenue to the west and White Street to the south. The 
area is undeveloped but is used as reserve rental car storage. 

Figure 2-46 is a close-up view of Areas D � F and shows the locations of the RPZ, BRL and ROFA. 

Figure 2-45: Potential Commercial Development Areas A, B & C
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Figure 2-46: Potential Commercial Development Areas D, E, & F 

Area D 
This undeveloped 2.8± acre lot rests between Airport Drive and Route 2 � Williston Road and abuts a 
general aviation parking area, and Taxiways A and L. This area has several issues that can limit 
development. First, about 75% of the area is in delineated wetlands. Second, the Runway 1-19 Runway 
Protection Zone (RPZ) overlies a small portion of the area (blue line in Figure 2-46). Also, the Building 
Restriction Line (BRL) (green line) covers about 50% of the parcel, although the restrictions associated 
with the BRL are height related and will have limited implications on development. The Runway Object 
Free Area (ROFA) (light brown line) will restrict development.  

The RPZ is an area at ground level prior to the threshold or beyond the runway end to enhance 
the safety and protection of people and property on the ground. 
A BRL is the line indicating where airport buildings must not be located. The BRL at Burlington 
International Airport represents a line where a 35-foot building would penetrate the FAR Part 77 
transitional surface. A building closer to the runway must be lower and a building further from 
the line can be higher. The rate of change in height is 7:1. 
The ROFA is an area centered on the ground on a runway (and taxiway or taxilane) centerline 
provided to enhance the safety of aircraft operations by remaining clear of objects, except for 
objects that need to be in the OFA for air navigation or aircraft ground maneuvering purposes. 

Area E 
This parcel measures 8.9± acres and is undeveloped. It has access to Taxiway L and abuts Aviation 
Avenue, which connects to Route 2 � Willison Road. Like Area D, wetlands impact most of this area. 
Also, the RPZ, BRL, and ROFA also restrict development but should be further assessed prior to 
development. 

Area F 
Area F is the largest of the nine identified lots and measures 22.2± acres. As illustrated in Figure 2-46, 
the lot abuts Aviation Avenue and is divided by Eagle Drive. The small area between Eagle Drive and 
Heritage Aviation measures about 2 acres, and the more significant portion is about 20 acres. This area 
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is also impacted by wetlands, but the runway setbacks that restrict Areas D and E are absent in this area. 
Finally, this area does not have direct access to the airfield. 

The next set of development areas are G, H, and I and are shown below in Figure 2-47

Area G 
This area, which is part of the General Aviation Commercial/Industrial function area is directly southeast 
of Taxiway K and covers 11.1± acres. Like the next two areas (H and I), Area G has no direct access to 
public roads but can merge with the apron and taxiway. The Runway 33 RPZ and BRL overlie about one-
half of this area. While development is restricted because of the RPZ, the elevation of the parcel, which 
is below the runway, should have no impact on the BRL. 

Area H 
This small 3.9±-acre parcel is part of the South General Aviation functional area. Like Area G, this parcel 
lies directly off Taxiway K. There is no direct public road access but can be reached from the taxiway. 
The RPZ and BRL overlie the entire parcel.  

Area I 
The final area identified is part of the Airport Operations Area (AOA) functional area covers 5.9± acres. 
The RPZ and BRL overlie the entire parcel, which lies directly on the Runway 15-33 centerline. 

In summary, Table 2-17 lists all nine parcels along with the details that were addressed in the previous 
paragraphs. 

Table 2-17: Potential Commercial Property Summary 

Figure 2-47: Commercial Development Areas G, H, & I 
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Source: Stantec Consulting Services Analysis 

BTV is committed to minimizing the production of waste from its facilities and operations, while 
maximizing diversion opportunities including through recycling and composting. The airport regularly 
tracks its waste generation and diversion and has a recycling plan already in place. 

 
Recycling at the airport is zero-sort, which means all recyclables are collected in the same recycling bin 
to eventually be hauled, sorted and processed off-site. Recyclables generally include: cardboard/paper; 
plastic containers; metal and food cans; and glass bottles. 
 
History 
On February 14, 2012 the FAA Modernization and Reform Act of 2012 (FMRA) was signed into law. The 
FMRA incorporates reference guidance provided by the United States Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA), and contains a number of provisions related to improving the sustainability of airports. Section 
132(b) expanded the definition of airport planning to include �developing a plan for recycling and 
minimizing the generation of airport solid waste, consistent with applicable State and local recycling 
laws, including the cost of a waste audit.� Further, Section 133 of the FMRA states that the issuance of a 
grant for an airport master plan requires confirmation that the master plan scope of work includes a 
review of solid waste recycling at the airport. An airport master plan must address issues relative to solid 
waste at the airport including: 
 

The feasibility of solid waste recycling at the airport; 
Minimizing the generation of solid waste at the airport; 
Operation and maintenance requirements; 
The review of waste management contracts; and 
The potential for cost savings or the generation of revenue. 

 

Area ID Size (Acres) 

Direct 
Public 
Access 
Road 

RPZ Impact 
ROFA 

Impact 
BRL Impact 

Wetland 
Impact 

A 3.8 Yes No No No No 

B 6.7 Yes No No No No 

C 2.7 Yes No No No No 

D 2.8 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

E 8.9 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

F 22.2 Yes No No No Yes 

G 11.1 No Yes Yes Yes No 

H 3.9 No Yes Yes Yes No 

I 5.9 No Yes Yes Yes No 
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Betsy Brown

From: James Marc Leas <jolly39@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, February 16, 2022 6:10 PM
To: planning
Cc: Carmine Sargent; Meaghan Emery; Isaac Bissell; Paul Engels; Monica Ostby; “Kim 

Robison“; Nic Longo BTV Assistant Airport Director; Larry Lackey BTV
Subject: EXTERNAL:  Airport maps and photos #3
Attachments: Enterprise 2 IMG_20220211_142109056_HDR.jpg; Snow pile area in airport above Avis 

IMG_20220211_144520133_HDR.jpg

 
 
     This message has originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and caution when opening 
attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email. 
 
 
Dear Airport Expansion task force, 
Attached are 2 photos of existing airport property already zoned commercial. 
The Enterprise photo shows that a 6 to 10 foot ramp could come down to the surface at Enterprise. 
The Snow pile area is looking through the fence past the small wetland at the end of Airport Drive. 
 
More useful maps and photos will be coming shortly. 
Thank you. 
Best regards, 
James Marc Leas 
 







ATTN: Airport Re-Zoning Task Force      2/17/22  
     

City of South Burlington 

 

FROM: Ashley Adams 

  

RE: Burlington International Airport Re-Zoning Request 

 

I addition to a small manufacturing business on Airport Parkway, my Father and I own 14 well-
maintained, affordable apartments in the South Burlington Chamberlin neighborhood- which 
we have owned for about 25 years.  Four of these apartments are on Airport Parkway, directly 
across from the parcels which the Airport is asking to rezone.  Our tenants are 
disproportionately poor or working class families, and are disproportionately minorities and 
immigrants.  The green spaces across the street from them serve as a critical buffer between 
their homes and the airport. 

The Airport indicates that the intent of the rezone is “not to expand into any neighborhood,”  
BUT the Airport has already expanded into the neighborhood by demolishing residential homes 
and now they propose replacing them with commercial and industrial buildings.  What the 
airport has done is the very definition of “expanding into the neighborhood.”   

I, and our tenants are impacted daily by F-35 noise and it literally hurts.  This State and this City 
have aided and abetted the Airport as it has perpetrated harm against the citizens of this 
community.  I have watched as the Airport has dismantled great swaths of this thriving 
community, eliminating 200 affordable housing units in the process, and rendering the rest 
almost uninhabitable due to F-35 noise.   

The airport should be using these open residential lots, not to perpetrate more harm against 
this community, but to help mitigate the effects of its operations, especially with regard to the 
F-35.  The Airport suggests in its letter that somehow future commercial and industrial 
development will assist in abating noise.  This is statement is absurd and I don’t think any 
reasonable person would believe this.  Impact studies from reputable, impartial parties would 
provide important data which could become part of the re-zoning decision making process.  

In its current Comprehensive Plan, the City notes in its policy framework, an “Enhanced 
emphasis on quality of life considerations such as neighborhood livability.”  I urge you to 
demonstrate that you stand behind this statement by actively taking steps that protect, not 
harm the Chamberlin neighborhood.  I am asking you to demonstrate that “livability” and 
“quality” of life are valued in all South Burlington neighborhoods- regardless of level of income.   



If the City of South Burlington rezones these residential lots to allow for commercial and 
industrial development, the City would be allowing the Airport to degrade the habitability for 
those residents.  The City would be actively harming its poor, working class, and 
disproportionately minority and immigrant residents.  By allowing the F35 to fly at this airport, 
the City has already infringed upon these residents right habitable housing.  If the City rezones 
these lots, it is further infringing upon this right. Weighing human rights against commercial 
interests should not be a difficult decision 

 

We know that there is a severe shortage of affordable housing in Chittenden County.  200 
affordable housing units have already been lost to the Airport.  I urge you to demonstrate your 
commitment to quality affordable housing, your commitment to this community and your 
commitment to the health and well-being of the human beings who call it home.  The airport 
needs to do a better job making proper use of the 942 acres it owns and the city needs to do its 
job ensuring a habitable community in the Chamberlin neighborhood.  To do otherwise is to 
assist the Airport in causing even further pain and injury to the residents of this community.   

If the city’s goals are to protect its existing affordable housing stock and protect the inhabitants 
of this thriving community from further harm, it must reject this rezoning request.  
Furthermore, rejecting this rezoning is only the first step.  The City of South Burlington needs to 
go further and actively seek ways to restore the habitability of the Chamberlin neighborhood by 
reining in Airport expansion, mitigating the effects of the expansion that has already occurred, 
and halting F-35 flights at this Airport.  The decision to be made here is not a business decision- 
it is an important moral and ethical decision.  Thank you for your time. 
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Betsy Brown

From: Loretta Marriott <Loretta.Marriott@uvm.edu>
Sent: Thursday, February 17, 2022 3:01 PM
To: planning
Subject: EXTERNAL:  Airport Rezoning Task Force public comment

  

     This message has originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and caution when opening 
attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.     
  

Greetings Airport Rezoning Task Force,  
 
 
I oppose rezoning of South Burlington lands paid for with FAA funds. Rezoning would create 
precedent toward future rezoning. 
 
 
Loretta Marriott 
13 Mills Ave 
South Burlington, VT 
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Betsy Brown

From: Loretta Marriott <Loretta.Marriott@uvm.edu>
Sent: Thursday, February 17, 2022 3:12 PM
To: planning
Subject: EXTERNAL:  Airport Rezoning Task Force comment from the public

  

     This message has originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and caution when opening 
attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.     
  

Airport Rezoning Task Force,  
 
Former long time South Burlington resident and Chamberlain Neighborhood Planning 
Committee member George Maille brought a law suit against BIA about change of use on 
many of these properties where homes were demolished using FAA funding. Should any 
of the issues he brought up be considered? He ultimately did not prevail in court due to a 
split decision where a dissenting judge commented to the effect that, if this is not a change 
of use, I don't know what is. 
 
 
Steve Marriott 
13 Mills Ave 
South Burlington, VT 
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Betsy Brown

From: arthur spellman <mnstrm2@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 17, 2022 11:12 AM
To: planning
Subject: EXTERNAL:  Airport expansion

  

     This message has originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and caution when opening 
attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.     
  
As a resident of the Chamberlin school district I vote NO on the expansion off Kirby street!  Thank you for your 
attention to this matter.  Art Spellman 
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Betsy Brown

From: Marguerite Adelman <madel51353@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 17, 2022 7:58 PM
To: planning
Subject: EXTERNAL:  Airport Expansion

  

     This message has originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and caution when opening 
attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.     
  

Dear S. Burlington Airport Task Force: 
 
I would like to comment on the Burlington Airport expansion.  First, for moral and ethical reasons,  the airport expansion 
should be denied. The communities surrounding the airport, especially the Chamberlain neighborhood, have been hurt 
far too much. In addition, we have lost much needed affordable housing.  Climate change is another reason that the 
expansion should not be allowed.  We need to use the open areas to plant trees and to provide a green space that 
separates the airport from the neighborhood.  The airport has plenty of land and expansion does not need to occur.  We 
need to care more about people and planet than about profit and unneeded growth. 
 
Sincerely, 
Marguerite Adelman 
100 West Canal Street, #4 
Winooski, VT  05404 
802-540-9101  
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Betsy Brown

From: Carol <fuzzerc@aol.com>
Sent: Friday, February 18, 2022 6:48 AM
To: planning
Subject: EXTERNAL:  airport expansion

  

     This message has originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and caution when opening 
attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.     
  

I am TOTALLY AGAINST this airport expansion on this particular piece of land...  
i am hoping our city council votes this DOWN........ Best Carol Deforge, Charles St 
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Betsy Brown

From: Claire Buck <claireaviva@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 17, 2022 7:15 PM
To: planning
Subject: EXTERNAL:  Kirby Street Rezoning Proposal

  

     This message has originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and caution when opening 
attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.     
  

To whom it may concern, 
 
I am writing to strongly oppose the proposal to rezone the Kirby street lot for airport use. The airport and Air National 
Guard have repeatedly lied to the city of South Burlington and broken every promise they have made about their 
intentions and actions, and the primary benefit goes to the city of Burlington. Why should we cede one of our public 
green spaces in order to harm our city?  Having green spaces adds much more value for the people of our city than the 
airport expansion would.  
 
Thank you for your attention,  
Claire Graybuck, South Burlington homeowner and business owner 
Sent via the Samsung Galaxy S21 5G, an AT&T 5G smartphone 
Get Outlook for Android 
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Betsy Brown

From: Colin Graybuck <colincg@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 17, 2022 6:13 PM
To: planning
Subject: EXTERNAL:  Airport rezoning

  

     This message has originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and caution when opening 
attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.     
  

To whom it may concern,   
I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed rezoning of the land surrounding Kirby for airport use. 
Frankly speaking, the people of South Burlington have made a number of sacrifices over the years for the airport and the 
City of Burlington has seen the majority of the benefits. The civilian airport management as well as ranking officers of 
the air national guard stationed at the airport have made promises to the people of South Burlington and our neighbors 
in Winooski and Williston and they have consistently broken those promises. Most recently on the morning of February 
16th F-35s were taking off at 3 in the morning, an event we were told would never happen. I'm addition, the airport has 
been mired in scandal due to mismanagement for years. For these reasons and more, I am expressing my strong 
opposition to this rezoning question and any other questions of airport expansion until the total ownership of the 
airport belongs to South Burlington.  
Sincerely, 
Colin Graybuck,  
South Burlington resident and business owner 



1

Betsy Brown

From: Kelsey Peterson
Sent: Friday, February 18, 2022 11:18 AM
To: Betsy Brown
Subject: FW: EXTERNAL:  Here are the maps and photos shown in Airport Expansion meeting last 

night

ARTF Comment 
 

From: James Marc Leas <jolly39@gmail.com>  
Sent: Friday, February 18, 2022 11:17 AM 
To: Kelsey Peterson <kpeterson@sburl.com>; Carmine Sargent <carmine@myfairpoint.net>; Meaghan Emery 
<meaghanee@yahoo.com>; Isaac Bissell <isaacwbissell@gmail.com>; Paul Engels <psengels@gmail.com>; Monica Ostby 
<monicaostby@gmail.com>; “Kim Robison“ <kimrobison@comcast.net> 
Cc: Larry Lackey BTV <llackey@btv.aero>; Nic Longo BTV Assistant Airport Director <nlongo@btv.aero> 
Subject: EXTERNAL: Here are the maps and photos shown in Airport Expansion meeting last night 
 

  

     This message has originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and caution when opening 
attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.     
  

Dear members of the Airport Rezoning Task Force, 
  
Here is the link to see the 20 maps and photos that I showed at the Airport Rezoning Task Force public comment 
meeting last night.  
 
You can most easily see the pictures by clicking on #1 and then all you need to do is use your right arrow key to go to the 
next picture. Depending on your connection speed there may be a slight delay between photos the first time you scroll 
through the list. After that first time it will be instantaneous to go back and forth.  
https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1vg-5JVvy_EJgV1s1b4e-tmozjf3aiCxH?usp=sharing 
You can download all the pictures for the Rezoning Task Force records and for any other purpose.  
 
The photographs show many of the areas identified by stars on the maps.  
 
Together the maps and photos show 13 wide open sizable areas on the existing 950 acres of airport land, already zoned 
for commercial development, where new buildings can be constructed for airport use or for renting to private 
companies, including general aviation. For scale, photo #20 shows the two existing Maintenance Buildings that are 
identified as Buildings 14 and 15 on photo #1.  
 
Photo #4 shows 5 of the areas (the 5 areas with stars). Regarding the dark blue star, Beta is planning on using the lower 
right hand corner of the area below the Valley West Apron for an L-shaped building. But other portions of this area 
closer to Eagle Drive are available. 
#9 shows 5 of the areas (the 3 areas with stars, the large orange box used for parking by Avis Employees, and the red-
outlined rectangle).  
#16 shows 1 of the areas (a corner of the orange area, some of which is wooded, could be negotiated back from the 
Enterprise rental).  
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#18 shows 2 more areas not previously identified (red star and yellow star). 
Total = 13 wide open sizable areas on the existing 950 acres of airport land that are already zoned for commercial 
development. 
 
For further information on any of these areas, or if members of the task force would like to take a tour of these or other 
areas, please do not hesitate to contact me. 
Thank you. 
Best regards, 
James Marc Leas 
734-8811.  

On 2/16/2022 9:27 AM, James Marc Leas wrote: 

Hi Kelsey,  
OK. Will do.  
Thank you.  
Best regards,  
James Marc Leas  
 
On 2/16/2022 8:40 AM, Kelsey Peterson wrote:  

Dear Mr. Leas,  
 
Thank you for your interest in making public comment. I would encourage you to submit 
your maps and photos with a written comment to planning@sburl.com. I am 
anticipating that the Co-Chairs of the Airport Rezoning Task Force will be limiting each 
member of the public to three to five minutes of speaking time at the Public Comment 
Session. The Task Force will review all written comments and give them the same 
weight as any verbal comments. You are welcome to also make a verbal comment 
during the Public Comment Session, but I think it will be more effective and complete to 
submit your documents in writing for the Task Force's review, as it sounds like you have 
more to present than will likely fit in your allocated time.  
 
Please let me know if you have any questions.  
 
Best,  
Kelsey  
 
-----Original Message-----  
From: James Marc Leas <jolly39@gmail.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, February 15, 2022 10:11 PM  
To: Kelsey Peterson <kpeterson@sburl.com>  
Cc: Carmine Sargent <carmine@myfairpoint.net>; Meaghan Emery 
<meaghanee@yahoo.com>; Isaac Bissell <isaacwbissell@gmail.com>; Paul Engels 
<psengels@gmail.com>; Monica Ostby <monicaostby@gmail.com>; “Kim Robison“ 
<kimrobison@comcast.net>; Nic Longo BTV Assistant Airport Director 
<nlongo@btv.aero>; Larry Lackey BTV <llackey@btv.aero>  
Subject: EXTERNAL: maps and photos for meeting Thursday  
 
 
 
      This message has originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment 
and caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.  
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Dear Kelsey,  
During the Airport rezoning task force public comment meeting on Thursday I would like 
to show several maps and photographs and discuss empty pieces of land that are 
already part of the existing 950 acres of airport property that is already zoned 
commercial.  
 
I have already sent those maps and some of the photos to Acting Aviation Director Nic 
Longo and Engineering Director Larry Lacky. I had a telephone conversation with them 
about some of those locations..  
 
After that conversation I toured portions of airport property that is accessible and took 
additional photographs. I sent Nic and Larry those photos.  
 
The purpose of showing these maps and photos during the public comment is to let the 
task force and the public know what I have already shown these airport officials about 
available space on the existing 950 acres.  
 
The maps and photos lead to the conclusion that the airport has numerous spaces for 
development on their existing 950 acres that is already zoned commercial. Including 
space for the covered snow removal vehicle building that Nic Longo said was needed at 
the first meeting of the task force.  
 
Should I send you the maps and photos in advance of the meeting or would I be showing 
them from my own computer? I expect to participate by zoom.  
Thank you.  
Best regards,  
James Marc Leas  
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Betsy Brown

From: Kelsey Peterson
Sent: Friday, February 18, 2022 3:34 PM
To: Betsy Brown
Subject: FW: EXTERNAL:  Fw: ARTF Public Input Meeting

One of two comment emails from Steve Trono 
 

From: Meaghan Emery <meaghanee@yahoo.com>  
Sent: Friday, February 18, 2022 3:26 PM 
To: Carmine Sargent <carmine@myfairpoint.net>; Kim Robison <kimrobison@comcast.net>; Kelsey Peterson 
<kpeterson@sburl.com> 
Subject: EXTERNAL: Fw: ARTF Public Input Meeting 
 

  

     This message has originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and caution when opening 
attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.     
  

This is the first of two email from Steve Trono. 
 
Thanks, Kelsey! 
Meaghan 
 
 
----- Forwarded Message ----- 
From: "tronofamily4@comcast.net" <tronofamily4@comcast.net> 
To: Meaghan Emery <meaghanee@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Friday, January 28, 2022, 05:59:41 PM EST 
Subject: Re: ARTF Public Input Meeting 
 
Thanks Meaghan.  

On 01/28/2022 5:53 PM Meaghan Emery <meaghanee@yahoo.com> wrote:  
 
 
I can't answer the first question since it depends on the co-chairs. They might decide at the 
beginning of the meeting depending on how many people are in attendance, which is usually the 
case.  
 
Regarding when you'll get answers, we will have meetings in March and April and into early May.  
 
Meaghan  
 
 
On Friday, January 28, 2022, 05:20:51 PM EST, <tronofamily4@comcast.net> wrote:  
 
 
Hi Meaghan,  
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Thanks for the info.  I thought at the last meeting someone said they missed the 
deadline for The Other Paper ad, and I hadn't looked at the Paper yet.  It would still be 
helpful if I knew how much time I would have if I decide to speak at either of the 2/3, 
2/17 or 3/17 meetings.   
As far as answering the public's questions (written & in person), I'm a little 
confused.  Do you mean if the ARTF doesn't have an answer to a relevant question 
when it is asked, that the answer will not be provided to the public at a later date, either 
at a ARTF meeting or in writing?  If unanswered questions are included in the ARTF 
deliberation packets, will they be addressed in public at a future ARTF meeting?   
 
Thank you,  
Steve  

On 01/28/2022 1:15 PM Meaghan Emery <meaghanee@yahoo.com> wrote:  
 
 
Hi Steve,  
 
I've written to Nic Longo about the difficulty of finding the master plan online and 
have also asked about the FAA restrictions map. I will let you know what he 
responds.  
 
The paper did advertise the meeting both on the FPF and on p.12 of this week's 
edition of The Other Paper. We don't all get the paper regularly because of our 
understaffed postal system, but here's the link to the digital edition, which the OP 
staff decided to resuscitate after I let them know about the lack of delivery:  
https://www.vtcng.com/otherpapersbvt/digital_edition/  
 
Also, both the February 3 and the February 17 meetings are listening sessions. There 
won't be any answers given to questions -- except for perhaps the obvious ones that 
we do know the answers to. These listening sessions will lead to a discussion of how 
we wish to respond to the Airport's zoning change request and if we move forward 
with changes, what kind of changes they should be. It is not simply a yes or no 
answer. We could come up with something else, as our Consultant Brandy Saxton 
informed us at our last meeting.  
 
I sent your previous questions to Carmine Sargent and Kim Robison (our co-chairs). 
We do not yet have answers for you, but they will be included in our deliberation 
packets.  
 
I hope this answers your questions. If not, please write back. You're asking very 
good questions.  
 
Meaghan  
 
 
On Friday, January 28, 2022, 12:22:06 PM EST, tronofamily4@comcast.net 
<tronofamily4@comcast.net> wrote:  
 
 
Hi Meaghan and Isaac,  
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Sorry for not getting these questions to the ARTF sooner, but it wasn't until 
last night that I had a chance to view the 1/20 ARTF meeting due to a 
family emergency that's occupied my time for the last week.  
 
Would you please forward this email to all the other members of the 
ARTF.  
 
Do either of you know how much time each member of the public will have 
at the 2/3/22 meeting to present their comments and questions?  Will that 
time allotment include the time used by ARTF to answer an individual's 
questions?  If ARTF answers are included as part of my comment time 
allotment, can I get answers to the questions I've already presented in 
writing to the ARTF a day or two prior to the 2/3 meeting so that I can 
have follow-up remarks ready for my presentation at the 2/3 meeting?  
 
Has Mr. Longo provided the FAA restrictions map that he was asked by 
ARTF to provide at the first meeting?  Is the FAA restrictions map 
requested by ARTF the same as the map located in the BTV Master Plan, 
Chapter 5, page 9, figure 5-1?  Or, do the BTV "needs" for this rezoning 
request even matter, if BTV can use the land for anything they want, and 
the FAA has the final word on how the 10 acres can be used after they 
approve the BTV Master Plan which denotes this 10 acres as "Airport 
Operations"?  
 
Is it fair to have the first public input meeting before every address in the 
Chamberlin Neighborhood has been notified by direct mail (via an 
advertisement in The Other Paper) about the BTV Request and existence 
of ARTF?  I don't believe that any more than 50% of Chamberlin residents 
look at the So. Burlington online newsletter or Front Porch Forum.   The 
notification ad in The Other Paper was part of your original plan, and 
because this didn't happen I feel strongly that a third public input meeting 
should be scheduled and properly advertised in The Other Paper prior to 
that meeting.    
 
Why is the ARTF in such a hurry to have the final recommendation 
completed by May 3?  It seems that several ARTF members expressed 
concern about this timeline at the last meeting, and I agree.  I hate to see 
the same "railroading" of the decision process that occurred during the 
F35 public input meetings happen with the ARTF meetings.  During the 
F35 public input meetings, the majority of the public's questions were not 
answered at the time they were asked, and only recorded with the promise 
of answers in the near future, but the answers never came.  I hope this 
won't be the case with the ARTF, and  I hope the ARTF will provide 
enough time to the public for back and forth dialog between the ARTF and 
the public.  If the ARTF doesn't think that there will be enough time for 
dialog with the public, and to get all questions answered in timely manner 
(before the next scheduled meeting) then the May 3 deadline should be 
extended.  
 
Is it fair to have a public input meeting when the public has no way to view 
the BTV Master Plan?  BTV's web site BTVmasterplan.com does not 
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work.  Isaac was kind enough to provide me with a copy of the BTV 
Master Plan, after he had the same problem with the BTV web site.  How 
can the public intelligently comment on the BTV zoning change request if 
they can't view the BTV Master Plan?  This is another good reason to 
have add an additional public input meeting to the ARTF schedule.  
 
Thank you,  
 
Steve Trono  



From: Kelsey Peterson
To: Meaghan Emery; Carmine Sargent; Kim Robison
Subject: RE: EXTERNAL: Fw: BTV Rezoning Questions
Date: Friday, February 18, 2022 3:33:00 PM

Hi Meaghan,
 
Thank you for these. I’ve received both emails and will include them in the next compilation of
comments.
 
Kelsey
 

From: Meaghan Emery <meaghanee@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Friday, February 18, 2022 3:27 PM
To: Carmine Sargent <carmine@myfairpoint.net>; Kim Robison <kimrobison@comcast.net>; Kelsey
Peterson <kpeterson@sburl.com>
Subject: EXTERNAL: Fw: BTV Rezoning Questions
 
 

     This message has originated from an External Source. Please use proper judgment and
caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.    
 

Second of two.
 
Meaghan
 
 
----- Forwarded Message -----
From: "tronofamily4@comcast.net" <tronofamily4@comcast.net>
To: Meaghan Emery <meaghanee@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, January 14, 2022, 06:16:21 PM EST
Subject: BTV Rezoning Questions
 
Hi Meaghan,
 
Here are some of my questions and thoughts that you might want to share at the next
Airport Rezoning Task Force meeting, or be able to answer yourself.
 
Questions for Mr. Longo:
 
1) Can we get more accurate maps of his proposal, and of the entire airport?
     a) one map of proposed 10 acre lot outline. (his red outline map shown at the         
   39:20 time mark of his taped presentation is different for the maps shown at           
 37:13 and 49:17.
     b) one map of the 10 acre lot with the proposed bldg. locations located within         
    the 10 acre boundaries?  His site plan shown at 49:17 has new hangers and           
  parking lots located well outside (to the East, next to the Centennial Brook               
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Watershed) the red outlined 10 acre lot maps he also presented.
     c) one map of the Master Plan shown at 40:17, but of the entire airport?
     d) one map of the FAA Restrictions for the entire airport property, and an               
       explanation of what the restrictions are?
     e) one map of all the land owned by the airport and how it's zoned?
     d) one map showing where the new Beta Technology Manufacturing bldg. and       
     the new Beta Cultural and Training Center bldg. will be located in the "Valley"?
 
2) Can BTV place  3 ft. - 4 ft. high stakes in the ground (I know they'll have to drill
holes in the frozen ground) at the 7 or 8 points where the straight lines they drew of
the 10 acre boundary intersect?  This way the Task Force and public can better see
what trees will be cut down and how the watershed area might be effected.
 
3) How much additional noise would this zoning change create?  Does he know the
the decibels created by the planes using this 10 acres? (I know from personal
experience working near the current Gen. Aviation location that those planes can be
pretty loud and they have a very high pitched sound).
 
4) What time of the day would trucks and planes be using this 10 acre area?  Would
more exhaust fumes be created in this area than there is now?  
 
5) Will trucks and planes be refueled on this 10 acres?  Will there be in ground or
above ground fuels tanks (or oil tanks) located here?  How large will the tanks be?  Is
it possible that at some time one of these fuel tanks could leak and the fuel or oil
could find its way into the Centennial Brook Watershed?
 
6) Is it possible that paving over current green space will reduce the amount of clean
rain water absorbed by the adjacent Centennial Brook Watershed?
 
7) Does Mr. Longo realize that the Centennial Brook is classified in the So. Burlington
Comprehensive Plan as "impaired due to storm water runoff from development and
impervious surfaces located beyond the buffer areas."  Other objectives stated in So.
Burlington's Comprehensive Plan are; "Protection of water source protection areas",
and "rehabilitation of impaired waterways in So. Burlington", and to "protect and
improve watersheds".  How will this zoning change request and the resulting
development help to protect and improve the Centennial Brook Watershed? 
 
8) What is the area in sq. ft. of the foot print of the current SRE bldg., and of the
proposed new SRE bldg.?  If the new SRE bldg. is going to house all the offices for
airport maintenance, operations and administration how many stories and what height
will the new SRE bldg. be?
 
9) Does any of the 10 acres include Kirby Rd. Ext and/or Picard Circle?  How does
Burlington propose to compensate So. Burlington for this land?  What would the
purchase or lease price be?  How long a lease?
 
10) Mr. Longo stated that "it is possible, but expensive", for BTV to use the existing
Car Rental land on Airport Parkway they own for this proposal.  How much more



expensive would this option be?  Would Burlington have to pay directly for this extra
construction expense, or could it be paid using FAA grant money?
 
Questions for the Task Force:
 
1) When will the Task Force get an answer regarding what the increased municipal
tax revenue would be for So. Burlington if the 10 acres is rezoned to Airport Use, and
exactly how many new jobs would this zoning change create?  If BTV ends up
relocating the existing SRE bldg. and possibly some of the existing General Aviation
tenants to this area would there be any Net Gain in tax revenue to So. Burlington? 
How would this new commercial private use leased space within the airport property
be assessed?  What is the current municipal tax revenue that So. Burlington
receives annually from the airport?
 
2) Someone on the Task Force said So. Burlington needs to weigh the financial
benefits it would receive from approving this zoning change.  Will the Task Force
seek to put a dollar figure on the costs to the Chamberlin neighborhood created by
the proposed zoning change regarding paving over green space, increased noise, air
and ground water pollution, and costs regarding harm done to the health of nearby
residents and to their property values?  Doesn't this need to be done to make an
informed and accurate decision?  Will Burlington's history of subjecting So. Burlington
to unwanted, and harmful, noise pollution (F35's), ground water pollution (PFAS
forever chemicals), air pollution (increased plane emissions) and the fact that they
sued So. Burlington over what they pay in property taxes, be considered when this
zoning change decision is made?
 
3)  Longo mentioned a FAA grant of $5M annually for a Noise Mitigation Program that
has now begun.  Where/how is this year's $5M going to be spent?  Is it possible for
me to get a copy of "the Program" plan?
 
4) When Ms. Saxton considers "suggesting options for new zoning restrictions", will
she be considering the option of denying the BTV request and leaving the 10 acres
zoned R-4, or changing R-4 zoned land bought out by BTV to newly created zoning
called "Airport Natural Buffer Zone" that cannot be developed?  Will Ms. Saxton's
Status Memo that she's presenting at the 1/20 mtg be made available to the public?
 
5) Is there any money available to notify all the households in the Chamberlin
neighborhood by direct mail about the BTV zoning change request and BTV's
proposed development, and the existence of the Task Force with a schedule of it's
meetings and the timeline for making the zoning change decision?
 
6) Other than Zoning Regulations, the So. Burlington Comprehensive Plan, Net
Financial Benefit (Increased Tax Revenue vs. Environmental and Social Costs), and
how the zoning change fits/effects the surrounding neighborhood, what other criteria
and guidelines does the Planning Commission have to follow when making their
zoning change request decision?  It seems that this zoning change request
contradicts many of the Comp. Plan objectives regarding the protection of natural
resources, open spaces, conservation areas (like the adjacent Centennial Brook



Watershed), and a proposed recreational path through this 10 acre lot.
 
7)  How much weight does the Task Force and Planning Commission give to
Environmental and Social Cost concerns?  What percentage of the decision making
process do these concerns represent?
 
8) Where can I get a copy of the "Chamberlin Neighborhood Airport Vision & Plan
Project" that was initiated in 2015?
 
9) Did Burlington and BTV reach out to anyone from So. Burlington for input when
they were developing the Airport Master Plan?  Did So. Burlington's one
representative on the Airport Commission have any input on the Master Plan?
 
10) Where exactly on a map is the storm water runoff underground tank near Picard
Circle, that was mentioned at the last task force mtg, located?  Does it have any
effect on this proposal?
 
11) If the 10 acres were to be rezoned for Airport Use, would So. Burlington have any
say in how this land is used in the future?  If, for example, in the future the Air Force
wanted to base more F35's at BTV, and made BTV a generous financial lease offer
for this 10 acres that they couldn't refuse, what could So. Burlington do to stop this
use of the 10 acres considering the Air Force can always legally justify anything by
using their "in the name of national defense" card?
 
12) Have all members of the Task Force walked parts, or all, of the 10 acre lot in
question to see it first hand, in order to make the most informed decision they can?
 
Thanks Meaghan!  Sorry for such a long email.  Hopefully, Mr. Longo will be able be
bring more clarity to his proposal than he did in his initial presentation.  Will he be at
the next meeting?  I hope so.  You're welcome to present these questions and
requests to Mr. Longo prior to the 1/20 meeting, so that he is able to have all the
proper maps, and answers to these questions, prepared to present to the Task Force
at the 1/20 meeting.
 
Have a great weekend and stay warm!
 
Best regards,
 
Steve 
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