
 

   

 

Excerpt from June 13, 2017 Selectboard Meeting Minutes 
 

7. Vermont Gas Systems Request for Easement for Distribution Lines – Main Street & Bakery 
Lane 

 
Joining the Board from Vermont Gas Systems was Right-of-Way Manager Karen Kotecki, 
Construction Manager Tim Vachereau, and Design Engineer Mike Gifford.  They were there to 
request the Board to grant authorization for the Town Manager to sign three easements on Town 
owned property.  The properties are the Town Office property at 77 Main Street, a portion of the 
parking lot by Mister Ups Restaurant and the Mill Street parking lot.  These lines will help tie together 
the distribution lines for the Town. 
 
Ramsay said there had been a question when Vermont Gas had been here last July regarding 
abandoning the lines in place.  Kotecki said that research finds that it is economical better to leave 
the lines in place rather then remove them.  Vachereau said typically they cut the gas supply off at 
both ends, purge the lines and then cap each end so that sand and debris doesn’t get in to undermine 
the area.  He said removing the pipe is actually more intrusive than installing in some places, but 
would work with public works or whoever should the pipe need to be moved.  These are 2 inch pipes. 
 
Asermily asked if there was compensation for the easement rights.  Kotecki said this was a benefit to 
the community so they didn’t compensate municipalities.  Shashok said at the previous meeting 
Seeley had requested the language in the easement regarding abandoning lines in place be 
addressed, so Shashok suggested the compensation would cover the Town having to deal with 
removing the lines ourselves should we want to do something with that land. Kotecki said it is not a 
deal-breaker if the Town wants Vermont Gas to remove abandoned lines. 
 
Khan said they compensated private landowners, and Kotecki said they did, but that was different 
and they don’t compensate municipalities for distribution lines.   
 
Ross Conrad said the Selectboard should negotiate compensation, since as elected officials they are 
the stewards of Town lands.  He said these parcels are different than the lines in the public right-of-
way, this is an encumbrance on parcels of land that in the future may be sold.  He said as a taxpayer 
of the Town, he hoped we’d get something in return. 
 
Asermily asked if there was a formula they used to determine compensation.  Kotecki said it was 
based on footage of the line, so she’d have to get that measurement and let Ramsay know.   
Carpenter asked about approving the easements subject to the compensation being accepted.  
Ramsay suggested waiting and she’ll bring back to the Board what Vermont Gas proposes prior to 
approving the easements.   Kotecki will look into the numbers and be in touch with Ramsay. 

 
 
 
 
 



 

   

 

Excerpt from June 27, 2017 Meeting Minutes 
 

10. Vermont Gas Systems Request for Easement for Distribution Lines – Mill Street & Bakery 
Lane – Follow-up on Discussion of June 13, 2017  

  
Tom Murray and Karen Kotecki from Vermont Gas joined the Board.  Murray said that Vermont Gas 
had 400 customers in Middlebury that they were working with to provide service, and they had 
efficiency team in town doing energy audits for customers.    
  
At the June 13, 2017 meeting, the Board had asked Kopecki about compensation to the Town for the 
easements Vermont Gas was seeking on Town property.  Murray said that in the past there has been 
no compensation paid to communities, since the company is  offering a service to the residents.  He 
said it’s general practice that utilities not be charged, because communities want these services (such 
as broadband) expanded to their residents, and the see Vermont Gas as one of those added services 
that people want.  Murray also wondered if there was a precedent set that the other utilities paid 
compensation to be located on Town property.  He said Vermont Gas will be paying a little over 
$200,000 a year in property taxes beginning next year, so they will be contributing a significant 
amount to the community and they are happy to do so as a business entity in the community.  
  
Asermily asked Ramsay if the Town had received compensation from the other utilities on the 
property, and Ramsay said we had not.   Asermily said she is personally opposed to natural gas in 
general, but is trying to look at it as we stand currently in the project.  She said she was also the one 
who had asked about the calculation of property taxes.  Murray said it’s taxed on the infrastructure, 
which by the time the distribution network is complete will be approximately $8 million dollars, and this 
amount will depreciate over time to a set level where it remains.   Asermily said she is still struggling 
with this, even though there is a precedent for no compensation from utilities, because of the damage 
to the climate.  Asermily went on to describe her thoughts and philosophy on natural gas and her 
many concerns.  Murray understood her concerns, and went on to state Vermont Gas’s safety record 
and commitment to serve a quality product, and they feel they are the cleanest fossil fuel.  
  
Asermily asked about the recent news that a portion of the pipeline in New Haven had not been 
installed at the proper depth.  Murray said that was in a wetlands area and it was installed below the 
federally required 3’ depth, but not as low as the VELCO requested 4’ depth due to the wetness of the 
soil.  He said they filed a Non-Substantial Change and it has been signed off on by all permitting 
parties.    
  
Shashok said she had her questions answered and especially now that Vermont Gas would remove 
the line.  Carpenter clarified Vermont Gas had agreed to relocating the line to another easement area, 
at their expense, if the Town needed the land for another use.  Kopecki said this is not typical, but 
Vermont Gas agreed to it in lieu of compensation to the Town.   Ross Conrad asked if the line was 
abandoned by Vermont Gas, would the easement be relinquished back to the Town, and Kopecki 
responded it would be relinquished.  
 



 

   

 

Shashok moved to authorize Town Manager Kathleen Ramsay to work with counsel to finalize 
Vermont Gas easement deeds for Bakery Lane and Mill Street, based on the Board’s input.  Nuovo 
seconded the motion. The motion carried with 5 in favor, 1 abstention (Asermily), 1 absent.  MOTION 
PASSED.  
 
 

Excerpt from August 22, 2017 Selectboard Agenda Notes 
 

11.a. Update on Status of Vermont Gas Easements.  Following the Board’s June 27th decision to 
approve the easements requested by Vermont Gas Systems, Kathleen worked with Counsel to 
finalize the three easement deeds and a Notice of Proposed Conveyance was published in the 
Addison Independent on August 14th, in accordance with 24 VSA § 1061.  Absent the receipt of a 
petition signed by five percent of the legal voters of Middlebury objecting to the proposed 
conveyance, the conveyance will become final on September 12th. 
 

Excerpt from September 26, 2017 Selectboard Agenda Notes 
 
7. *Citizens Petition on Vermont Gas Easements 
 
Requested action: Warn a special town meeting to consider a citizens’ petition regarding the 
approval of three easements on Town-owned land requested by Vermont Gas Systems. 
 
Town Clerk Ann Webster has verified the receipt of a valid petition requesting the 
Selectboard convene a special town meeting to consider the following article: 
 
 Shall the legal voters of the Town of Middlebury approve the current Deed of Easement 
 agreements as approved by the Selectboard at their meeting on June 27, 2017 and convey 
 three land easements (one behind the town office and Ilsley Library, one near Mr. Ups 
 Restaurant, and one on Mill Street) to Vermont Gas Systems? 
 
As noted in Town Manager Kathleen Ramsay’s September 11th email to the Board (in your packet), 
24 VSA § 1061 – the statute under which the Town is required to provide public notice of its intent to 
convey municipal real estate – requires, upon receipt of a valid petition objecting to the proposed 
conveyance, that the question of conveyance be considered at a special or annual meeting called for 
that purpose. 17 VSA §2643(a) further requires the Selectboard to set the date for the special town 
meeting within 60 days of the receipt of the petition (in this case, by November 11th). The meeting 
must be warned for at least 30, but no more than 40 days. 
 

In a memo to the Board included in your packet, Ann Webster suggests warning the special meeting 
for Monday, November 6th, with Australian ballot voting on the petitioned article to take place on 
November 7th. Note: Voting petitioned articles via Australian ballot is specified by a Selectboard 
policy adopted on July 10, 2007. An excerpt from the minutes for the meeting at which the policy was 
adopted is included in your packet, for reference. 


