
Town of Pomfret 
Selectboard Special Meeting Agenda 

Town Offices 
5218 Pomfret Road, North Pomfret 05053 

November 29, 2023, 7:00 pm 
 
Zoom instructions below 

 

Business Items  

1. Call to Order 7:00 pm 

2. Agenda Review  

3. Public Comment  

4. FY 2025 Budget Discussion 7:05 pm 

5. Additional Items for Discussion or Vote 
a. Dinsmoor Road Request for Clarification 
b. Warrants 
c. Approval of November 22, 2023 Minutes 

8:30 pm 

6. Meeting Wrap Up 
a. Correspondence 
b. Review of Assignments 
c. Agenda for Next Meeting 

8:45 pm 

7. Possible Executive Session – Contracts, Employee Agreements 9:00 pm 

8. Deliberative Session – Dinsmoor Road Request for Clarification 9:30 pm 

9. Adjournment  
Time frames are approximate. Members of the public wishing to attend for 
specific business items are encouraged to arrive before the time indicated. 

Zoom Instructions 

 Computer or Smartphone https://zoom.us/j/95395079923?pwd=ZjBEd3ZuZWgvWmx2M0tpOE8zbjg2dz09 
 Mobile Phone +19292056099,,95395079923#,,#,306922# 
 Landline or Mobile Phone (301) 715 8592, followed by Meeting ID 953 9507 9923 and Password 306922 



Item 4 

FY 2025 Budget Discussion 

 
See https://pomfretvt.us/index.php/boar/sel/budget/ 



Decision re Mann Town Highway Access Road Permit Application
Jason Crance <Jason@crancelaw.com> Wed, Nov 8, 2023 at 9:25 AM
To: Benjamin Brickner <benjamin.brickner@pomfretvt.us>, Andrew Mann < >
Cc: Alison Sander < >, Cabot Teachout <cteachout@doolaw.com>, John Peters
<john.peters@pomfretvt.us>, Becky Fielder <clerk@pomfretvt.us>, Joseph McLean <jmclean@firmspf.com>

Dear Ben and members of the Select Board,

I am writing to request reconsideration and clarification of two (2) provisions of the Memorandum of Decision and
Driveway Permit with Conditions and Limitations issued to Andrew Mann on October 13, 2023.

Given that the deadline to appeal the Select Board’s decision under VRCP 75 is fast approaching, and consistent with my
conversation with Attorney McLean, please confirm upon receipt of this request for reconsideration and clarification that
the thirty (30) day appeal deadline under VRCP 75 is tolled analogous to the provisions of VRCP 59.   

Dr. White and Mr. Dechert seek reconsideration and clarification from the Selectboard regarding: (1) the contemplated
disposition of the “berm” or “flat spot” currently constructed within the Town’s highway right-of-way given Mr. Mann’s
testimony at the hearing indicating his willingness to remove the “berm,” and the Select Board’s imposition of Condition
and Limitation A and Condition and Limitation G addressing the location and existence of the berm or flat spot; and (2) the
approved Permit Application and the Memorandum of Decision and the perceived conflicts they have with each other and
with Mr. Mann’s Amended Site Plan, testimony,  and Condition and Limitation B. 

Request for Clarification and Reconsideration regarding the removal of the Berm or Flat Spot

With respect to the “berm”, during the hearing Mr. Mann testified (34:30) that he could lower the “flat spot” [the berm], that
he planned on lowering the flat spot, and that the reason the flat spot was so tall was because he got two loads of
hardpack to put down to make a surface for his sand,  He also testifies (35.07) that “if this is all a go, [to] cut that [the flat
spot] down, at least enough to put 6 to 12 inches of top soil or other material to plant grass,” and that he has “no problem
dropping it [the flat spot] down to meet the driveway.”

In that context, second part of Condition A reads: “[i]f despite Applicant’s [Mr. Mann] best efforts all work in the highway
right-of-way cannot be completed by November 30, 2023, Applicant shall by the same day remove (or cause to be
removed) all objects, fill or other obstructions in the highway right-of-way interfering with the normal use of the existing
traveled way of Dinsmoor Road or maintenance of the highway right-of way.”

Condition G reads:  “[t]he area south of Dinsmoor Road and within the highway right-of way shall be restored to a 
permeable surface sufficient to absorb the anticipated runoff from the modified driveway and kept open to allow for
placement of snow removed from the driveway.”

At the hearing before the Select Board on September 12, 2023, there was conflicting testimony with respect to the
“normal use” of the existing traveled way of Dinsmoor Road and the Memorandum of Decision does not address or define
what that “normal use” was.   Nor does the Memorandum of Decision address what the definition of normal use looks like
on the ground and as contemplated by the second paragraph of Condition A. 



 

As it pertains to Condition G, pictures of the “berm” or “flat spot” were submitted into evidence at the hearing.  It appears
(and depending on the Select Board’s definition of “normal use”) that a portion of the fill deposited by Mr. Mann may not
be within the “normal use” of the travel way.  However, it is not disputed that all of the “berm” or “flat spot” or fill that exists
was deposited wholly within the Town right-of-way.  Although Condition G indicates that the area within the highway right
of way needs to be restored to a permeable surface sufficient to absorb anticipated runoff from the modified driveway and
kept open to allow for placement of snow removed from the driveway, it does not indicate whether that means, for
example, that the slope and grade of this restoration needs to be consistent with the existing slope and grade of the
unaltered portion of the Town’s right-of way.  As a result clarification is requested on this issue as well.

 

Lastly, the Memorandum of Decision makes no reference to the fact that Mr. Mann added the fill and constructed the
“berm” or “flat spot” within the Town right of way and without any permit to do so.  Nor does Mr. Mann’s Permit Application
identify any proposed berm or flat spot.  Moreover, Mr. Mann testified that at the time of the hearing he was “85% finished”
with what he was proposing at that same hearing (21:24), an admission that he was already working in the Town right-of-
way without a permit in violation of 19 VSA 1111(b) and Section 7.4 of Pomfret’s Highway Ordinance.   As such, and
irrespective of the clarification requests above, Dr. White and Mr. Dechert request the Select Board reconsider this issue
and require Mr. Mann to remove all fill he has deposited into the right of way and return the area to the south of Dinsmoor
road to the condition it was prior to him depositing any fill there for any reason whether this permit goes forward or is
appealed.      

 

Request for Clarification and Reconsideration of the Driveway Area Dimensions

  

Mr. Mann’s Permit Application indicates that he proposes to construct a “[w]idth of driveway between 17’ and 19’”. 
“Driveway will enter town road at 90 degrees and pitch away from the town road 1’ over the first 20’ from the town road.”
“See green rectangle on sketch.”  Condition and Limitation B states that “[t]he first 20 feet of the driveway shall confirm in
all material respects to the materials included in the Mann Application, Revised Site Plan, and testimony of the witnesses,
except as modified herein.” 

 

As set forth in Footnote 4 of the Memorandum of Decision, Mr. Mann chose to use altered CAD engineering drawings
prepared by Ian MacKenzie for his Revised Site Plan and which were part of Dr. White’s and Mr. Dechert’s proposed
driveway permit application.  CAD drawings are not sketches.  CAD drawings use actual units of measurement based on
the existing topography and distances on the ground.  Although ultimately rejected by the Select Board, Mr. MacKenzie
testified as to how he created his drawings and what the lines in his site plan represented as to distance, elevation, slope,
and the markers called out on the ground.  Those same distances and slope exist in Mr. Mann’s Revised Site Plan to
which he is bound per the Memorandum of Decision and Conditions of Limitation.

 

Attached as Slide 1 and Slide 2 to this request for reconsideration are CAD drawings prepared by Mr. MacKenzie.  In
Slide 1 Mr. MacKenzie has overlaid Mr. Mann’s Revised Site Plan onto a CAD drawing that mirrors the lines and circles
Mr. Mann drew and submitted as part of his Revised Site Plan. By way of comparison, Slide 2 is the actual CAD drawing
calling out Mr. Mann’s lines (and the distances he drew for the driveway area).  Mr. Mann testified (13:42) that the blue
lines in his Revised Site Plan represented the edges of his proposed (and approved) travel way on Dinsmoor Road. 
Given that testimony, and given what he submitted as a Revised Site Plan, those CAD drawings demonstrate that Mr.
Mann’s Revised Site Plan actually contemplates an almost square box that is 23.1’ in width along Bartlett Brook Road and
23.4 feet deep. 

 

This reading is also consistent with the Select Board’s Condition H which requires Mr. Mann to grant the record owners of
the White Parcel and Sander Parcel a right of way in terms no less favorable to the 1987 right of way as defined to include
all of the lands and premises within the red circles depicted on the Revised Site Plan.  The distance to the red circles
which will provide the White and Sander parcels additional rights of ingress and egress are beyond the distances called
out in the Permit Application, the testimony of the parties including Mr. Mann, and the Memorandum of Decision with
Conditions and Limitations.

 



By way of illustration and comparison, attached are Slides 3 through 6.  These CAD slides illustrate the location of the
proposed driveway box if Mr. Mann is bound by the language of his permit application (i.e., between 17’ and 19’ feet wide
and pitching away from the road 1’ over the first 20’).  As the Select Board will note, whether 17’ or 19’ feet wide (as set
forth in Slide 3 and Slide 5), if the driveway area defined in the permit application is located at the southern end of Mr.
Mann’s site plan abutting his southern boundary of the proposed (and approved) Dinsmoor Road travel way, there
appears to be little or no need for the extension of the culvert at the north end of Dinsmoor road, a topic of discussion and
expectation at the September 13 hearing (14:42 and 28:32). The location of the green box at that point in the CAD slides
is consistent with his own testimony (21:24) that the project is 85% finished and that “[t]he only part that is really going to
change is the upper left hand corner [on the Revised Site Plan] where we still got to cut it back.”

 

Alternatively, if either a 17’ or 19’ box is located at the northern end of the Revised Site Plan (as set forth in Slide 4 and
Slide 6) abutting the proposed (and approved) Dinsmoor Road travel way to the north, the southern end of the driveway
entrance is located almost in the middle of the proposed travel way which is inconsistent with Mr. Mann’s testimony and
potentially changes what the Select Board contemplated in Conditions F and Condition G given that it is unclear what
work would be contemplated between the edge of the green box and the southern edge of Mr. Mann’s proposed travel
way in his site plan.  

 

Lastly, on Page 2 of the Memorandum of Decision, the Select Board indicates that the Mann application proposes to
address the challenges of the existing Dinsmoor Road by “excavating the embankment north of the existing traveled way
of Dinsmoor Road to create a level graded 20-foot wide by 16-foot deep area.”  Condition B also references a 20 foot
wide by 16 foot deep area of “90-degree intersection between Dinsmoor Rd and Bartlett Brook Rd…”.  Mr. Mann testified
(32:06) that he painted a white line in a picture from the site visit and that was 20 feet along Bartlett Brook road and stated
that he was only required to have 16 feet but wanted to have “plenty of extra room.”  However, even at 20 feet of width it
is unclear where the Select Board contemplates the beginning and end of that area within the proposed Dinsmoor Road
travel way identified in the Revised Site Plan.

 

It is therefore unclear: (1) what the Select Board is approving as to the specific dimensions of the green box in Mr. Mann’s
Revised Site Plan (if not those dimensions as Mr. Mann drew them on the Revised Site Plan and as illustrated in Slides 1
and 2); (2) if not the dimensions as set forth in the Revised Site Plan, what the Select Board expects the actual
dimensions to be (both along Bartlett Brook Road and extending onto Dinsmoor Road); and (3) where the Select Board
anticipates Mr. Mann locating the green box on his Revised Site Plan as between the boundaries of his proposed (and
approved) new travel way of Dinsmoor road. 

 

To expedite and or assist in the clarification and reconsideration, Dr. White and Mr. Dechert are happy to produce Mr.
MacKenzie at their expense to map out the location of Mr. Mann’s driveway area as contemplated by the approved permit
and conditions imposed.   

 

For the above reasons, Dr. White and Mr. Dechert seek reconsideration and clarification of the basis for the Selectboard’s
decisions and conditions.

 

Dr. White and Mr. Dechert to supplement this request for reconsideration and clarification as necessary.  

 

Thank you for your time and consideration of these requests.

 

Regards,

Jason     

 



Jas�� R . Cr�n��

Law Office of Jason R. Crance

65 Dartmouth College Highway

Lyme, NH 03768

Phone: 603-643-8801

Fax: 603-643-5297

www.crancelaw.com

This message originates from a law office.  The information transmitted in this e-mail and any attachment is intended only
for the personal and confidential use of the intended recipients.  This message may be or may contain privileged and
confidential attorney-client communications.  If you as the reader are not the intended recipient, you are notified that you
have received this communication in error and that any retention, review, use dissemination, distribution or copying of this
communication or the information contained is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error, please
notify the sender immediately and delete the original message from your system.  Thank you in advance for your
cooperation. 
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Town of Pomfret Selectboard 
Draft Special Meeting Minutes 
November 22, 2023 

Present: John Peters, Benjamin Brickner, Meg Emmons, Emily Grube 

Public: Cynthia Hewitt, Scott Barger, Scott Pearce, Jake Astbury, Greg Olmstead 

1. John called the meeting to order at 6:03 pm. 
2. Agenda Review – Ben moved and Meg seconded deleting warrants (there are none this 

week) and moving Structures Grant (Wild Apple Road Culvert Replacement) and Loader 
RFP to after Public Comment.  Unanimous. 

3. Public Comment – None. 
4. Items for Discussion or Vote 

a. Structures Grant (Wild Apple Road) – Ben moved and Emily seconded ratification of 
the Structures Grant Agreement for the Wild Apple Road culvert replacement.  
Unanimous. 

b. Loader RFP – Ben moved and Emily seconded approval of the Loader RFP with 
dates to be revised.  Unanimous.  Ben will post on the state bidding site and Town 
website. 

5. FY 2025 Budget Discussion 
a. Highway Department – The highway budget was examined line by line.  Jim asked 

the Selectboard to consider cell phones for the crew.  He also reminded the 
Selectboard that FEMA will reimburse the Town for some material and labor 
expenses incurred due to declared emergencies.  Follow up questions include 
insurance costs, availability of ARPA funds for a new furnace at the garage, and 
capital plan updates. 

b. Fire Department – Scott Barger explained the Fire Department has carefully 
examined their budget and spending priorities, striving to augment outside revenue by 
hiring a grant writer, holding more fundraising events, and soliciting state matching 
funds.  The Fire Department’s budget was reviewed line by line.  Scott will research 
actual costs for workers’ compensation and other insurance coverage.  Jake Astbury 
presented quotes he had obtained for converting Teago Station from fuel oil to 
propane for heating. 

6. Executive Session 
a. Ben moved and John seconded that the Selectboard enter executive session pursuant 

to 1 V.S.A. 313(a)(1)(B) and (F) to discuss employee agreements and confidential 
attorney-client communications, the premature general public knowledge of which 
would clearly place the Selectboard at a substantial disadvantage.  Unanimous.  The 
Selectboard entered executive session at 8:30 pm. 

b. The Selectboard exited executive session at 9:42 pm, with no decisions having been 
made therein. 

7. Items for Discussion or Vote 
a. Settlement Agreement (23-ENV-00092) – Ben moved and Emily seconded the 

Selectboard accept a slightly revised version of a settlement agreement that had been 
previously approved by the Selectboard.  The Settlement Agreement is with Michael 
Zube and Callie Brusegaard and has been prepared by the Town’s outside counsel, 
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Stitzel Page & Fletcher.  The Selectboard also authorized John to sign the agreement 
on its behalf.  Unanimous. 

b. FY 2025 Budget Discussion – The remainder of the FY 2025 budget was considered 
line by line.  Questions to be answered include some insurance figures as well as the 
notion of not heating the town hall during the winter. 

8. Meeting Wrap Up 
a. Correspondence – None. 
b. Review of Assignments – Meg to reach out to various persons and entities for 

input on specific FY 2025 Budget line items; Emily will check with John and 
Norm re: not heating the town hall, and she will ask the Capital Planning 
Committee to consider updating the 2020 capital plan; Ben will upload the Loader 
RFP to the state bidding site and Town website, circulate the revised budget 
spreadsheet, and send the executed Settlement Agreement to Stitzel Page.  The 
Selectboard to decide when to schedule an informational meeting for voters to 
discuss the FY 2025 budget before the 2024 annual meeting warning is finalized. 

c. Agenda for Next Meetings 
i. November 29, 2023 Special Meeting – FY 2025 Budget Discussion; 

Dinsmoor Road deliberative session. 
ii. December 6, 2023 Regular Meeting – Capital Program and Budget Policy 

and Procedure, Roles and Responsibilities, Policies and Procedures, 
Executive Session re: Personnel Matters Follow-up. 

9. Adjournment – Ben moved and Emily seconded that the meeting be adjourned.  
Unanimous.  The meeting was adjourned at 10:22 pm. 
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