From: Janice Ohlsson <jgohlsson@gmail.com>

Date: Sun, Nov 17, 2024 at 3:48 PM

Subject: The Natural Environment

To: Melanie Kehne <mkehnevt@gmail.com>, Jarrod Weiss <jarrodcweiss@gmail.com>, John
McCullough <john@artichokedesign.net>, Gary Root <garyroot2749@gmail.com>, Vicky Arthur
<vicky.arthur18@gmail.com>, Rachel Seelig <rachel.seelig@gmail.com>, Kathy Hentcy
<knh1@protonmail.com>

Dear PC members!!!

John and | had a brief email exchange about maps that led me to look closely at what CC had
proposed for natural resource section of the TP. Did PC just blanketly accept everything CC
gave you? | started reading it and have concerns.

I guess | should add that if this is what you want then that is your choice.

Firstitis THIRTY pages! It is more of an educational treatise than a plan of how you want
Natural Resources to fit in. While they have great points it needs to be cut down to basics. If
CC wants to educate they can do that but | am not sure a TP is to be used to educate in this
manner.

They have a Vlsion statement. Is there any way to merge their vision into the main Vlsion of the
TP?? There seems to be duplicative language.

Is it enough in a TP to say the Town of Calais will attempt to comply with the VCD?? can
section B be reduced? Likewise all aspects of Ecological Functions etc. They do have nice
maps --- though.

It would seem that a grid could be designed listing each ecological Functions and Natural
Community and Habitat Features that would list the goals for protection of each entity in an
attempt to reduce verbiage. | simply don't see the point of repeating verbatim what is in our
regulations especially if regulations ever change. See their bit on Lakes and Ponds. Isn't it
enough to simply refer to Table 2.4 of the regs and not repeat it?

Interspersed in all their "How to protect”" sections they repeatedly use the word "shalls" and
"musts" .... Town Plans are supposedly not regulatory --- If you want your TP to be regulatory
like this then the next step you will have to do is be sure your regulations comply with all the
shalls in the Town Plan.

they want a whole new district called a “priority Natural Conservation District”....they want a lot
of setbacks(buffers) that take away developable land. And look at their last map and compare to
the attached map (see paragraph below).



FINALLY -- have you had John overlay all the CC maps into one map so you can see exactly
where any proposed development could possibly occur along with the overlay of River Corridor
and Flood Plain? We tried that last time. Not a super map but the

small gray areas were the potential for development as presented in 2017 to CVRPC. Curtis
Pond is on the left. | can’t explain the red blots. | send this because | believe John could
merge all the CC maps and RC/FHO similar to what is on the wall at TH and one can see the
limits of where growth can occur, especially to protect the natural environment. | suspect that
CVRPC will want to see such a map.

I know | am not on PC, and | realize i may be stirring the pot here. | really want your success
and this section really raises a lot of red flags as to where development can occur. Seems to me
you may have to negotiate with CC a bit on their language. |s Calais only about conservation?
Or is there a good way to merge the plans.

Thanks - as always- for reading. Hope it helps in some way.
janoh

Jan Ohlsson
802-232-1028



