
Development Review Board hearings are open to the public. 
For questions about accessibility or to request accommodation, please call (802) 476-0245. 

 
 
 
 
 

 
BARRE CITY DEVELOPMENT REVIEW BOARD AGENDA 

Regular Hearing held on Thursday, April 4, 2024 ~ 7:00 P.M. 
City Hall Council Chambers 

 
Hybrid Meeting (In-person and Virtual) 

https://us06web.zoom.us/j/84972830621?pwd=dzZCSnRZY3g4L1ZjOUVLYWsyc0UwQT09 
Meeting ID: 849 7283 0621 ~    Passcode: 445631 

Dial by your location: +1 929 205 6099 US (New York; long distance, charges may apply) 
 

1. Call to Order 7:00 pm 

2. Adjustments to the Agenda 

3. Visitors and Communications 

4. Old Business 

 

 Consideration of Minutes from January 4, 2024 Hearing 

 Consideration of Decision from January 4, 2024 Hearing 

 

5. New Business 

 

Robert & Linda Nelson, 188 North Main Street. Seeks Site Plan approval to 
construct a pellet silo, Design Review Overlay, Historical Review Overlay, Special 
Flood Hazard Area District, UC-1 Zoning District. 

 

6. Deliberative Session  

7. Roundtable – as needed 

8. Executive Session – as needed  

9. Adjourn 

 
Participation Note:  Under Chapter 117 Title 24 of the Vermont State Statutes, participation in these 
proceedings is a prerequisite to the right to make any subsequent appeal.  You will lose the right to appeal 
the final decision unless you participate in the process by offering, through oral or written testimony, 
evidence or a statement of concern related to the application being reviewed.  Oral testimony must be given 
at the public hearing.  Written testimony must be submitted prior to the close of the public hearing. 

City of Barre, Vermont 
Office of Planning, Permitting & Assessing 

Services 
6 N. Main Street, Suite 7 

Barre, VT  05641 
(802) 476-0245 ~ www.barrecity.org 
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DEVELOPMENT REVIEW BOARD 

MINUTES FOR THE REGULAR HEARING 

THURSDAY, January 4, 2024 

DRAFT 

 

A regular meeting of the Barre City Development Review Board was held in person and video 

conference.  The hearing was called to order by Chair, Linda Shambo (Ward I) at 7:00 pm., noting 

quorum was met. 

 

Note:  Permit Administrator Michelle La Barge-Burke, who normally staffs the Development 

Review Board represented the City and was the defendant in the appeal before the Board.  Per 

Ordinance, she did not act as a staff member during the hearing or deliberations, therefore, 

Planning Director Shatney staffed the Board for the entire evening. 

 

Present:  Ward I members Linda Shambo and Chrysta Murray; Ward II members Vice-Chair 

Sarah Helman and Jayme Bauer; Ward III members Colin Doolittle and Katrina Pelkey; and At-

Large member Kendall Schmidt.  

 

Absent:  At-Large Member Jessica Egerton 

 

Staff Present:  Janet Shatney, Planning Director 

 

Public Present (from presentations and Sign-in Sheet):  Amy Rodger, Appellant; Joseph Crosier; 

James Rodger; Michelle La Barge-Burke 

 

1. Adjustments to Agenda: None. 

 

2. Visitors and Communications:  None. 

 

3. Old Business: 

 

a. Consideration of December 7, 2023 Minutes: 

Motion to approve the minutes with a spelling correction was made by S. Helman and seconded 

by J. Bauer, motion carried unanimously 7-0-0. 

 

b. Consideration of December 7, 2023 Decision: 

Motion to approve the decision for 60 Circle Street was made by C. Murray and seconded by 

S. Helman, motion carried unanimously 7-0-0. 

 

4. New Business: 

 
Amy Rodger, Appellant, 5 Brooklyn Street. Seeks appeal of the Flood Hazard Permit. 

 

The Chair informed A. Rodger there was a quorum of the Board present and that in order to 

receive a positive outcome, there must be at least 5 votes in the affirmative.  With 7 of the 9-

member board present, there was an option to postpone to allow for a more full board to be 

present. A. Rodger chose to proceed. 
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The Oath was administered to A. Rodger and J. Crosier who wished to address the 

Development Review Board. 

 

The Chair called the hearing to order at 7:05 pm. 

 

The presentation included, but was not limited to the following testimony: 

 Rodger explained the building permit was received and believed that the rehabilitation project could 

move forward; received flood hazard permit instructing appellant to raise the house 

 Branch Street, directly behind the property sits at the top of the bank behind the house, and believes 

that because of the steep bank, there would be no way to get any equipment in to raise the house to 

be in compliance with the flood permit 

 Water service line comes in through the basement, so if the house needed to be raised, does not 

understand how that would work 

 The lot the house lives on is small to begin with, and the house is approximately one foot from the 

toe of the steep bank behind that goes up to Branch Street.  Photos were shared at this time 

 J. Crosier stated A. Rodger is the best neighbor to have, and he is concerned that others in the city 

will have to pay if she leaves the City 

 

At this point, J. Rodger, A. Rodger’s husband wished to address the board and Chair Shambo 

administered the oath to him. 

 

 J. Rodger stated he lives in Tennessee, his wife has worked so hard to purchase the house, work on 

it, improve it, and has been hard to watch her lose, and bear the ongoing burdens. 

 

Chair Shambo asked J. Shatney if there was any documents needed to be read into the record, and there 

was none. 

 

Chair Shambo then asked each of the Board members if they had any comments or questions. 

 

 J. Bauer asked what other ways did A. Rodger receive any financial help.  A. Rodger responded 

that she received a very small amount from FEMA for housing assistance while displaced from the 

home; received a very small amount from the Community Relief fund; did not qualify for any 

Efficiency Vermont assistance, nor any FEMA funding to help rehabilitate the structure 

 K. Schmidt agreed there is no room between the rear of the home and the steep bank 

 Chair Shambo asked about permit timing and pending permitting. 

 

With no further comments from the Board, staff or the public, Chair Shambo stated that the Board 

would go into deliberative session after the hearing to make a decision, and can call the Permitting 

Office in the morning for the decision if rendered, and will receive a letter within two weeks. 

 

Motion by J. Bauer and seconded by S. Helman to close the public hearing at 7:35 pm, motion carried 

unanimously 7-0-0. 

 

5. Deliberative Session:  Motion by S. Helman to go into deliberative session, seconded by K. 

Schmidt at 7:36 pm, with Chair Shambo inviting J. Shatney into the session, motion carried 

unanimously 7-0-0. 

 

Motion by C. Murray and seconded by K. Pelkey to leave Deliberative Session at 7:55 pm, 

motion carried unanimously 7-0-0. 
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Motion by J. Bauer to approve appeal application as presented and include both staff 

recommendations, seconded by S. Helman, motion carried unanimously 7-0-0. 

 

6. Roundtable:  Nothing was offered. 

 

7. Executive Session:  None. 

 

8. Adjourn:  K. Pelkey asked for clarification that the February meeting start at 7 pm and not 

6:30 pm as voted on previously.  Discussion occurred that once the by-laws are updated and 

approved, the meeting date will change to the new time.  The meeting adjourned at 7:58 pm 

on motion from S. Helman seconded by J. Bauer, motion carried unanimously 7-0-0. 

 

The open portions of this hearing were recorded on the video meeting platform. 

 

Respectfully Submitted, 

 

 

 

Janet E. Shatney, Planning Director 

Acting Recording Secretary 







DEVELOPMENT REVIEW BOARD AGENDA WITH COMMENTS 
 

Regular Hearing held on Thursday, April 4, 2024 ~ 7:00 P.M. 

 

Robert & Linda Nelson – 188 N Main Street. Seeks site plan approval to construct pellet silo; 

Design Review Overlay, Historical Review Overlay, Special Flood Hazard Area District, UC‐1 

Zoning District. 

 

4305  Site Plan Review 

4305.A  Applicability. All proposed development other than a single‐family or two‐family dwelling, and 
any  accessory uses  or  structures  to  such  a  dwelling,  requires  site  plan  approval  before  the 
Zoning Administrator may issue a zoning permit. 

 
4305.B  Purpose. The purpose of site plan review is to ensure that: 

 
(1)  The physical  aspects of proposed development comply to all  applicable provisions of 

this  ordinance; The	Pellet	 Silo	 conforms	with	 the	 lot	 coverage	 and	 building	
height	 for	 the	 UC‐1	 District.	 It	 does	 not	 meet	 the	 current	 setbacks	 and	
encroaches	onto	City	land	and	has	been	addressed	with	a	lease	agreement.	A	
copy	of	the	 lease	agreement	 is	provided	 in	the	packet,	which	 is	signed	and	
recorded	in	land	records.	

 
(2)  Proposed development is of high quality and designed to be visually compatible with its 

setting through use of landscaping, screening, outdoor lighting, signage, building form 
and mass,  and architectural details; The	proposed	Pellet	Silo	 is	silver	metal	 in	
color	and		galvanized	located	in	the	rear	of	the	building.	Applicant	would	like	
to	propose	 screening	and	 signage.	 Silo	 Specs	 are	 included	 in	packet	 for	7’	
diameter	silo	with	four	rings	approximately	21.8’	tall. 

 
(3)  Proposed development is appropriately sited, and is complimentary to and functionally 

integrated with surrounding development to the greatest extent feasible; The	silo	will	
be	part	of	flood	mitigation	and	integrated	within	the	surroundings	for	a	Urban	
Center	1	District. 

 
(4)  Streets, curb cuts, driveways, parking  facilities,  emergency access, utilities and other 

infrastructure,  both  on‐site  and  off‐site,  are  adequate  and  available  to  support  the 
proposed  development;  and  Not	 applicable	 ‐	 	 No	 street,	 curb	 cut,	 driveway,	
parking	or	emergency	access	will	change	from	this	development. 

 
(5)  Proposed development is energy efficient and avoids, mitigates and/or minimizes (listed 

in order of preference) adverse environmental effects to the greatest extent feasible. 
The	silo	is	located	in	the	rear	of	the	site	and	screening	is	proposed.	The	silo	
will	be	connected	to	the	wood	boiler. 

 
 



4303  Design Review 

4303.A  Applicability. Development within the Design Review Overlay district (Section 2201) that involves 
exterior modifications to a structure or site will require design review under this section before 
the Zoning Administrator may issue a zoning permit or the Development Review Board may grant 
a development approval, as applicable. Interior alterations and changes of use that do not involve 
exterior modifications will not require design review. Applicant	is	looking	for	approval	to	
construct	a	pellet	silo	in	the	rear	of	the	building	with	screening	and	a	sign. 

 

4303.B  Purpose. The purpose of design review is to ensure that  proposed development maintains and 
enhances those aspects of the built environment that contribute to Barre City’s historic character, 
architectural heritage and sense of place. 

 
4303.C  Review Process. Applications will be reviewed based on the following process: 

 
(1)  The Design Review Advisory Committee must meet to review all applications subject to 

design  review  within  15  days  of  the  Zoning  Administrator  deeming  the  application 
complete.  (Note:  As  specified  in  Subsection  4004.A,  if  no  Design  Review  Advisory 
Committee exists, the Zoning Administrator will conduct the design review. In doing so, 
the Zoning Administrator may deny or place conditions on  a  zoning permit  to ensure 
compliance with the standards of Section 2201. The applicant or other interested person 
may appeal such actions or decisions to the Development Review Board in accordance 
with Section 4402.) No	committee	in	place,	however	application	was	shared	with	
the	Barre	City	Department	Heads	for	review	and	responses	will	be	collected	
and	shared.	

 
(2)  Meetings  of  the  Design  Review  Advisory  Committee  are  subject  to  Vermont’s  open 

meeting  law,  but  are  not  subject  to  the  hearing  and  notice  requirements  of  this 
ordinance. Understood. 

 
(3)  The Design Review Advisory Committee may recommend specific modifications to the 

proposed development based on: 
 
(a)  The standards and criteria of this ordinance; and Understood. 
 
(b) If  the  proposed  development  involves  exterior  modifications  to  a  contributing 

historic  structure  in  the  Historic  Structure  Overlay  district,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior's  Standards  for  the  Treatment  of  Historic  Properties  with  Guidelines  for 
Preserving,  Rehabilitating,  Restoring  and  Reconstructing  Historic  Buildings.  Not	
applicable	as	nothing	being	done	to	the	historic	building	only	adding	an	
accessory	structure.	

 
(4)  Administrative  Approval.  When  the  proposed  development  does  not  need  a 

development approval from the Development Review Board, the Zoning Administrator 
will  review and act upon  the application  in  accordance with Subpart  100. The Zoning 
Administrator may deny or condition approval of an  application based on  the Design 
Review  Advisory  Committee’s  recommendations.  The  applicant  may  appeal  those 
conditions  to  the  Development  Review  Board  as  specified  in  Section  4402.  Not	



applicable	as	referred	to	DRB	for	design	review. 
 
(5)  Development Approval. When the proposed development does require a development 

approval  from  the  Development  Review  Board,  the  recommendations of  the  Design 
Review Advisory Committee will be forwarded to the Development Review Board with 
the application. The Development Review Board may deny or condition approval of an 
application based on the Design Review Advisory Committee’s recommendations. Any	
responses	collected	from	the	Barre	City	Department	Heads	will	be	provided	
at	the	time	of	the	hearing. 

 
4303.D  Review Criteria. Applications will be reviewed based on the following criteria: 

 
(1)  Historic  Preservation.  Applicants  must  demonstrate  that  exterior  modifications  to 

contributing  historic  structures  within  the  Historic  Structure  Overlay  district  are  in 
conformance  with  the  practices  recommended  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior's 
Standards  for  the  Treatment  of  Historic  Properties  with  Guidelines  for  Preserving, 
Rehabilitating,  Restoring  and  Reconstructing  Historic  Buildings. This	 is	 a	 historical	
contributing	structure	but	the	pellet	silo	will	be	a	new	accessory	structure	next	
to	the	current	building.	

 
(2)  Location. Applicants must demonstrate that new buildings will be sited and designed to 

be compatible with the setback of existing buildings from the street, spacing between 
existing buildings, and alignment of existing buildings in the immediate area. The	pellet	
silo	will	encroach	on	to	the	City	of	Barre	property	and	a	lease	has	been	drawn	
up	to	address	this	situation.	

 

(3)  Height. Applicants must demonstrate that  the height of  a new or modified building  is 
appropriate  in  relation  to  the average height of  existing  adjacent buildings. Existing	
roof	line	will	be	higher	than	the	proposed	pellet	silo.–	see	photo	of	imposed	
silo	from	rear	of	building. 

 
(4)  Proportion. Applicants must demonstrate that the width and height of the front elevation 

of a new or modified building is appropriate in relation to the width and height of the 
front elevations of existing adjacent buildings; and Not	applicable	as	the	pellet	silo	
is	located	not	in	the	front	but	in	the	rear.	

 
(5)  Fenestration. Applicants must  demonstrate  that  the  fenestration pattern  of  the  front 

elevation of  a new or modified building  is  appropriate  in  relation  to  the  fenestration 
pattern of the front elevation of existing adjacent buildings, and creates a compatible 
rhythm  of  alternating  solid  walls  to  window/door  openings  along  the  street.  Not	
applicable	as	this	proposed	project	is	located	in	the	rear. 

 
(6)  Roofs. Applicants must demonstrate that the shape, pitch, and direction of the roof on a 

new  or modified building  is  appropriate  in  relation  to  the  design  of  roofs  of  existing 
buildings in the immediate area. Pellet	silo	will	be	shorter	than	the	existing	roofs. 

 
(7)  Materials  and  Textures.  Applicants  must  demonstrate  that  the  proposed  exterior 

materials  and  textures  on  a  new  or  modified  building  are  high  quality,  durable  and 



appropriate  in  relation  to  the  materials  and  textures  of  existing  buildings  in  the 
immediate  area.  Use  of  Barre  granite  as  an  exterior  building  material  is  strongly 
encouraged. Pellet	Silo	 is	 from	GSI,	which	uses	high	 tensile	galvanized	steel	
indicated	in	the	specs	and	the	proposed	size	is	highlighted	in	the	GSI	specs. 

 
(8)  Architectural Features.  Applicants  must  demonstrate  that  new  or  modified  buildings 

incorporate architectural features that are raised above the wall plane to create shadow 
lines  such as  cornices, entablatures,  friezes, pilasters,  lintels  or moldings and  that  are 
compatible with the architectural features of existing buildings in the immediate area. 
Picture	 is	 provided	 to	 show	 placement	 near	 the	 rear	 of	 the	 historical	
structure. 

 
(9)  Signs. Applicants must demonstrate that the type, size,  location, design, materials and 

lighting of new or modified signs conforms to Section 3107 and will be complementary 
to the building (if building mounted), site (if free‐standing) and neighboring properties. 
Applicant	is	looking	to	add	a	sign	on	the	screening	for	the	pellet	silo. 

 
(10)  Utility  Service.  Applicants  must  demonstrate  that  utility  lines  will  be  installed 

underground whenever feasible given site conditions, and that any above ground utilities 
have been located, designed and screened to minimize their visual impact from the street 
and  neighboring  properties. Not	 applicable‐	No	 new	 service	 lines	 from	 street	
poles	to	the	building	are	proposed. 

 
(11)  Accessory Structures. Applicants must demonstrate that the materials, scale, design, and 

placement of accessory structures on the site is complementary to the principal building 
and  neighboring  properties.  New	 accessory	 structures	 will	 be	 close	 to	 the	
building	and	screened	from	public	view. 

 
 
2202							Historic	Structure	Overlay	District 

2202.A    Intent.	The Historic Structure overlay district is intended to promote the  
preservation and/or rehabilitation of structures listed on the State or National  
Historic  Register by ensuring that exterior modifications to historic structures follow the 
guidelines established in the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of 
Historic Properties. Understood 

 
2202.B    Allowed	Uses.	The use standards of the base zoning district will apply to a 
lot subject to this overlay district. Understood	and	addressed. 

 
2202.C     Dimensional	Standards.	The dimensional standards of the base zoning 
district will apply to a lot subject to this overlay district.	Understood 

 
2202.D    Notice	Requirements.	In addition to all other applicable notice 
requirements under this ordinance, a notice of a hearing for any proposed  
development or demolition within this overlay district must also be sent to the 
Barre Historical Society. Copy	of	application	was	shared	with	the	Barre	
Historical	Society	and	notice	of	the	DRB	Hearing.	

 



2202.E     Exterior	Modifications.	Exterior modifications of a contributing historic 
structure within this overlay district will require design review in accordance with 
Section 4303 and must conform to the standards below. If the structure is also located 
within the design review overlay district, the reviews will be combined and the  
applicable standards of  Section 2201 will also apply. The applicant must demonstrate 
that: 

 
(1) Proposed exterior modifications follow the guidelines established in the 

Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of Historic 
Properties; or not	applicable	–	guidelines	are	for	preservation,	
rehabilitation,	restoration	and	reconstruction,	none	of	which	
involves	the	pellet	silo	as	it	is	an	accessory	structure	and	work	will	
not	be	on	the	principle	historic	structure.	

 
(2) If deviating from the guidelines, the proposed exterior modifications 

conform to the standards of Subsection 2201.G.  
 

Accessory	structures must be sited and designed to minimize their 
visibility from the street and to be compatible in terms of architectural 
character, materials, colors with the associated principal building. Unless 
necessary for their intended function, accessory structures must be 
located to the side or rear of the associated principal building. The	pellet	
silo	will	be	in	the	rear	and	screened.	

 
2202.F     Other	Proposed	Development.	Any other proposed development on a  property 
within this overlay district that would alter the surroundings and context of a contributing 
historic structure (ex. building a new structure or constructing parking) will require 
approval from the Development Review Board as a conditional use. The applicant must 
demonstrate that the proposed development meets the conditional use  criteria (see  
Figure 4-1) and the following: 

 
(1)        The proposed alterations are necessary to allow reasonable use of the property; 
The	pellet	silo	would	addresses	some	of	the	required	flood	mitigation	to	elevate	
utilities. 

 
(2)        It is not feasible to earn a reasonable economic return from the property 
without making the proposed alterations; and Pellet	silo	will	store	the	pellets	for	the	
wood	boiler	and	heat	the	retail,	office	and	apartments.	The	former	pellets	were	
damaged	in	the	July	2023	Flood	which	were	stored	in	the	basement.	

 
(3)        The alterations as proposed have minimized and mitigated any adverse impacts 
on the  context,  setting  and  integrity  of  the  contributing  historic structure  to  the 
maximum extent feasible. This	accessory	structure	will	minimize	adverse	impacts	of	
this	historical	structure	by	allowing	access	to	fuel	and	maintaining	heat	for	this	
structure. 
 

 
 

Figure 4- 1:  Development Review Criteria (See	next	page)	
	



CRITERIA SITE PLAN 
CONDITIONAL 

USE 

1 

The dimensional standards of the proposed development conform to the 
standards of the applicable district or of Subpart 100 if a pre-existing 
nonconformity. . The	Pellet	Silo	conforms	with	the	coverage	and	
building	height	of	the	Urban	Center	District	1.		It	does	not	meet	
the	current	district	setbacks.	The	project	will	encroach	onto	City	
land	and	addressed	with	a	lease	agreement.	A	copy	of	the	lease	
agreement	is	in	the	packet,	which	is	signed	and	recorded	in	
Barre	City	land	records. 

✓ ✓ 

2 

The off-site impacts of the proposed development will not exceed the 
levels established in Section 3105. Refers	to	Performance	
Standards	around:	noise,	glare,	odors,	vibration,	electrical	
or	radio	interference,	waste	&	material	storage	and	
particular	matter	&	airborne	solids	are	met. 

✓ ✓ 

3 

The proposed development will provide safe and adequate access and 
circulation that conforms to the standards of Sections 3002 and 3010.  
Section	3002	covers	curb	cuts	and	Section	3010	covers	
driveways.	The	pellet	silo	will	not	impact	the	existing	site	
circulation	with	the	location	of	pellet	silo.	No	change	in	curbs	or	
driveway. 

✓ ✓ 

4 

The proposed development will provide sufficient parking and loading 
areas that conform to the standards of Section 3104. The	silo	does	not	
remove	any	existing	parking	spaces	and	the	space	is	currently	
used	for	storage 

✓ ✓ 

5 

The proposed development will provide exterior lighting where necessary 
for public safety and to facilitate nighttime use that conforms to the 
standards of Section 3102. Applicant	plans	to	install	a	light	on	the	
silo. 

✓ ✓ 

6 

The proposed development will include landscaping, screening and 
buffers to add visual appeal and mitigate off-site impacts that conform to 
the standards of Sections 3020 and 3101.  Currently,	no	landscaping,	
or	buffers	have	been	proposed	in	this	site	plan	only	screening.	
The	silo	is	located	farther	than	10’	of	the	Winooski	or	20”	from	
the	Jail	Branch.	No	additional	landscaping	is	proposed.	Further,	
3101D	states	in	part	that	landscaping	is	in	the	front	setbacks	
and	this	is	located	in	the	rear. 

✓ ✓ 

7 

The proposed development will implement appropriate erosion control and 
stormwater management practices that conform to the standards of 
Sections 3014 and 3021. The	project	includes	adding	a	concrete	
slab	where	the	current	impervious	surface	exists	not	changing	
the	amount	of	current	impervious	surface. 

✓ ✓ 



 

 
CHARACTER	OF	THE	 NEIGHBORHOOD	means a neighborhood’s  distinctive 
“personality” or sense of place, which is created through a combination of existing and/or  planned 
(as  described in  the Barre City Plan  and the zoning district purpose statements) elements 
including, but not limited to: 

(a)     The pattern, type, scale and intensity of land use; This	project	is	for	installation	of	a	pellet	
silo,	which	ties	into	the	UC‐1	District	to	promote	long‐term	economic	and	social	vitality	of	

8 

Signs for the proposed development will conform to the standards of 
Section 3106.  Screening	is	proposed	with	a	panel	or	small	gate	
approximately	12’	x	7’	with	a	metal	frame	and	wood	slats	similar	
to	the	dumpster	enclosure	to	discourage	anyone	tampering	and	
an	appropriate	sign	posted.	–	see	photo	of	current	dumpster. 

✓ ✓ 

9 

The proposed development will conform to city (or state, if applicable) 
specifications for construction of necessary improvements (streets, 
sidewalks, driveways, utilities, etc.), to city (or state, if applicable) building 
codes, and to city (or state, if applicable) standards for emergency 
service access.  Emergency	access	to	the	site	will	not	changed	by	
the	placement	of	the	silo.	The	project	will	conform	to	all	
relevant	city	and	state	building	codes.	A	Flood	Hazard	Permit	
was	issued	for	the	potential	project	to	ensure	requirements	are	
met. 

✓ ✓ 

10 

The demand for water supply, wastewater, educational and municipal 
services to serve the proposed development will be reasonable and will 
not create an undue adverse effect upon the capacity existing or planned 
community facilities.The	proposed	silo	will	not	increase	
stormwater	supply,	wastewater,	educational	and	municipal	
services. 

– ✓ 

11 
The proposed development will be compatible with and will not have 
undue adverse effects on the character of the neighborhood as defined 
in Paragraph 5003.C(2). See	below 

– ✓ 

12 

Traffic generated by the proposed development will not exceed the 
capacity of or create congestion or unsafe conditions on streets, 
highways and intersections in the vicinity. This	space	is	currently	
used	for	storage	and	will	continue	as	storage,	not	changing	the	
current	traffic	flow. 

– ✓ 

13 

The proposed development will avoid, minimize and/or mitigate (listed in 
order of preference) undue adverse effects on significant natural 
resources and environmental quality. The	pellet	silo	will	avoid,	
minimize	and	mitigate	adverse	effects	on	natural	resources	
and	environmental	quality	by	preventing	loss	of	fuel	requiring	
more	use	for	replacement. 

– ✓ 



Barre	City’s	central	business	district	within	walking	distance	of	employment,	services	and	
retail	opportunities. 

 
(b)     Traffic conditions, street design, streetscaping and walkability; The	applicant	is	located	
between	several	parking	lots	and	street	parking	locations	to	encourage	walkability. 
 
(c)  The bulk, form, size, scale, placement and arrangement of buildings; The	proposed	pellet	
silo	is	shorter	than	the	current	roofline	and	located	in	the	rear	of	the	building.  
 
(d)     Historic resources, landmarks, views and scenic resources; The	188	N	Main	is	in	the	
Historic	Structure	Overlay	and	is	a	contributing	structure.	The	pellet	silo	will	be	
located	in	the	rear	of	the	building	and	screened.	
	
(e)     The type, size, arrangement, use and accessibility of open space; and The	location	of	the	
proposed	accessory	structure	is	used	for	storage	and	will	continue	to	be	used	for	storage	
and	lower	than	the	roofline	and	screened.	
	
(f)    Noise, light, odors, vibration and other impacts perceptible off-site. An	 urban	 business	
location	will	have	typical	urban	sounds	and	lights.	

 
Conclusions 

 

Based on evidence above the DRB concludes that the proposal meets the Site Plan Criteria. 
(Pending	DRB	decision). 

 

Staff Recommendations 

 
Approve the application as presented for the pellet silo, as it is known at the time of this review 
and require the screen and appropriate signage.  
 
1.	 Condition	 the	 Decision	 that	 the	 Zoning	 Administrator	 be	 allowed	 to	 approve	 any	
immaterial	or	non‐substantial	changes	to	the	site	plan	without	having	to	come	back	before	
the	DRB	for	revision.	






































































