
E-mail from Jeremy Parker regarding Parker Project - Bushey Corner & LT1 ROW 
 
From: Jacksonjunkie76 <jacksonjunkie76@aol.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, July 20, 2021 9:33 PM 
To: Kathleen Ramsay <KRamsay@TownOfMiddlebury.org> 
Cc: Jennifer Murray <JMurray@TownOfMiddlebury.org>; jean@vermontintegratedarchitecture.com; 
Lovely Liz Parker <outskiingjh@yahoo.com>; David Wetmore <DWetmore@TownOfMiddlebury.org> 
Subject: Parker Project - Bushey Corner & LT1 ROW 
 
Good Afternoon Kathleen, 
 
Thank you again for your time last Wednesday afternoon, I greatly appreciate it. 
 
I wanted to follow up and ask that you provide the Select Board with a couple other items for their review 
and consideration. The first is the LaRose Survey from 1981 which is recorded with the Town as Map 
Number 882. This is the map referenced in our land deed, and shows the location of the LT1 ROW (formerly 
TH #12). The second item is a State of Vermont aerial photograph from May 9, 1962 
(https://vcgi.vermont.gov/data-release/1962-aerial-imagery-now-available-statewide-non-georeferenced). 
This photograph shows a number of things. You are able to discern the boundaries of our property when 
compared to the survey map (based on vegetation and field edges), there had been an established access 
onto the property at "Bushey Corner", and the former TH#12 ROW is clearly distinguishable matching the 
alignment shown on the 1981 survey. 
 
Also, in light of a comment made by one of the select board members last Tuesday evening, I wanted to 
follow up and provide clarification. The discussion was regarding our reasons for wanting to access 
Washington Street Extension as opposed to upgrading the current agricultural access between lots #20 & 
#21 in the Painter Hills neighborhood. The comment made by the Select Board member was... "because 
that's what they want". Yes, this is true. Our wish is to access Washington Street Extension, a primary Class 
3 roadway, with a dedicated driveway. We have approximately 705 linear feet of road frontage along 
Washington Street Extension. The location at the top of the hill, is the location capable of not only meeting 
the sight distance requirements, but exceeding those requirements. As a civil engineer, former roadway 
designer, and former municipal employee, I have approached our development plans with significant 
thought and research. I have familiarized myself extensively with the Zoning & Land Development 
Regulations, land records and mapping, and the Town Plan adopted in late 2017. Given that knowledge, 
our development and land use goals and intentions, and my background as a civil engineer, we are 
confident that the driveway we have proposed will best serve our intentions, while also maintaining the 
character of the Painter Hills neighborhood along with trail and open space access those residents have 
enjoyed for many years. 
 
I can appreciate and respect the concerns of citizens and near by residents who have spoken out against 
our project and our proposed development plans. Whether it be concerns about the safety of Washington 
Street Extension, the potential wildlife impacts of our driveway through the FOR zone, fragmentation of 
habitat, or questioning our agricultural and development goals for the property, these concerns are justified 
and should be heard. Roadway safety is also a concern of mine and not something I take lightly given my 
background. It is the responsibility of all roadway users (drivers, bicyclists, and pedestrians) to be 
responsible in their use and follow the rules of the road. Driving around Middlebury and the surrounding 
area, there are numerous instances where blind driveways exist or that sight distances fail to 
meet transportation design standards. These instances are typically "grandfathered" in and were 
established prior to adopted design standards. I would never expect that we would be allowed to propose 
something that did not comply with current design standards. Given that the Department of Public Works 
has approved our proposed curb cut, it is proof that we are able to meet the technical requirements as put 
forth by the State of Vermont and the Town of Middlebury, and therefor, there should be no need for further 
justification. 
 



Change is difficult to accept. Especially so when a large undeveloped parcel, such as ours, is sold to "out 
of town" buyers. I have respect for those residents that feel this way, because I too have had similar 
experiences and been on the side of not wishing to see development occur for one reason or another. This 
is human nature. 
 
I also understand and recognize that Governing and Review Boards, Town Staff, Zoning & Development 
Regulations, Municipal Codes and Ordinances, State and Local Statutes, Regulatory agencies, permitting 
processes, and rules for protocol and conduct at public meetings are in place to uphold a standard to which 
all citizens, residents, and developers are treated with fairness and equality. It would be inappropriate to let 
technical review be subjected to opinion over fact, same as it would be inappropriate to allow a regulatory 
agency reviewing wetlands to make comment on traffic patterns or building design. If micromanagement of 
one body over another outside of the rules, regulations and guidelines put in place is allowed to occur, then 
the system falls apart. 
 
I appreciate the responsibilities and duties of the Select Board, Design Review Board, Town Staff, 
Emergency Responders, and all other regulatory agencies. Their jobs can be quite difficult, and often are 
done without much gratitude from the public. As a former municipal employee, I have been there. Without 
them, community character and functionality falls apart. 
 
Thank you very much for your time and consideration. I will be present in person at the upcoming DRB and 
SB meetings on July 26 and 27 respectively, and look forward to meeting everyone in person.  
 
All the best, 
-Jeremy Parker 
 

 


