
 

 

Rutland City Planning Commission 

Meeting Minutes 

February 9, 2022 

 

The meeting was held in person and by teleconference due to COVID.  

 

Present: Alvin Figiel (AF), Rebecca Mattis (RM), Pat Griffin (PG), Sarah Roy (SR) and *David 

O’Brien (DO).  

 

Also Present: Andrew Strniste Planning & Zoning Administrator, John Ruggiero and Barbara 

Spaulding recording secretary. 

 

RM, Chair, called the meeting to order at 5:30 pm.   

 

I. ADDITIONS/DELETIONS – None. 

II. PUBLIC COMMENT – None. 

III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES – January 26, 2022. 

 

AF moved to approve the minutes of January 26, 2022. RM seconded. Motion passed 

unanimously. 

IV. NEW BUSINESS – None. 

V. OLD BUSINESS – Draft Zoning Bylaws Zoning Districts. 

Andrew provided the Commission with copies of the proposed zoning map and suggested 

discussing three topics: changing the R-10 district from Plain to Park Street to R-7, 

creating a  new zoning district that abuts the Downtown District and rebranding or 

eliminating the Industrial District by using the surrounding districts. He added that the 

Commission needs to decide whether the zoning districts should reflect what is currently 

on the ground as proposed by Brandy, or whether the districts should reflect what is 

envisioned for the future. RM said she proposes that as much as possible the zoning 

districts should be crafted for the future, but that might require another consultant. 

The Commission began their debate on whether or not the proposed Industrial Zoning 

Districts make sense for the future. There was considerable discussion on what 

constitutes “industrial” and the uses allowed on page 38 of the proposed zoning bylaws. 

The Industrial District in particular to the area of West Street was discussed as it 

segregates the southwest neighborhood, as well as the types of existing businesses in that 

area. PG suggested lumping in the two small NB Districts as also being reevaluated with 

the Industrial District because they are similar in a lot of ways. Andrew suggested that the 

Commission consider including the area in the Campus Development District due to the 

overlap of uses or rebrand the Industrial District all together because there are very few 

“light industry” uses as described in the definitions. SR said there are two locations 



For the Commission: Barbara Spaulding, Recording Secretary 

 

where metal fabrication is being done, Park and Forest Streets. AF discussed how remote 

the area close to Otter Creek is and that it may not be applicable for any uses. Andrew 

discussed whether a Conservation District along River Street is needed to prohibit 

development around Otter Creek. PG said he was not in favor of prohibiting development 

and that the State regulates those types of areas. 

*David O’Brien arrived. 

Andrew suggested that the Commission discuss some resolution to combining or 

changing districts that he can translate to a map for future review. DO suggested 

consolidating the Gateway Districts. Discussion continued on the differences between the 

two districts as written on pages 37-39 of the proposed zoning, as well as, the uses 

allowed in each district. PG pointed out that the two biggest differences between GB and 

GMU are the allowed use of gas stations and the 20,000 maximum setback in the GMU. 

RM proposed a change to the zoning district from North Street Ext. north along North 

Main Street from GB (red) to GMU (brown) which doesn’t reflect what is currently on 

the ground but is the hope for the future and a buffer to the historical section of North 

Main Street. AF agreed. RM said the change would be provisional. DO is in favor of the 

gateways being less commercial at least in appearance.  

The discussion then focused on the area east from North Main Street along Woodstock 

Avenue proposed to be zoned GMU other than the existing gas station on the corner 

which is GB. AF said the area does not have the lot size to accommodate large scale 

development with easy automobile access. John Ruggiero discussed the potential for 

development from Woodstock Avenue south to Terrill Street and how the new zoning 

should make this development more streamline by changing the district to GB instead of 

GMU. AF suggested increasing the area south to Edgerton Street so that any potential 

large development would have enough space. RM was not comfortable discussing 

theoretical projects and instead wanted to focus on the Commission’s ideas for how this 

area could benefit from change in the future. PG added that zoning would not solve all 

problems in an area, but that good site planning was a way to make transformative 

changes. Andrew proposed that the Commission consider 3 options in the area: 1) leave 

the area zoned as proposed; 2) change the district to GB which includes 20,000 sq. ft. 

minimum lot size and prohibits 1-2 family residences; or 3) create a new district for the 

4/7 area. RM suggested picking up the discussion at the next meeting. 

Andrew suggested structuring the discussion of the next meeting to include revisiting the 

zoning district at 4/7 and to explore instituting the NB districts along Stratton Road.  

DO asked who was the Alderman liaison to the Planning Commission. Andrew said it is 

Mike Doenges currently, but that may change after the elections. There was discussion of 

the importance of having the liaison present at these meetings. 

VI.      CORRESPONDENCE – None. 

 

VII.       ADJOURN – PG moved to adjourn. RM seconded. Motion passed unanimously. The  

meeting ended at 7:06 pm. The next regular meeting will be held February 23, 2022. 


