
 

 

Vol. 1 No. 5                                                                      November 2020 

Officials Plow Ahead with Plans for New Tax 

by Ken Signorello and Irene Wrenner, October 27 

At their October 26th meeting, 

members of the Town Select-

board (SB) and Village Trustees   

eagerly discussed revenues 

that a Local Option Tax might 

generate, and they considered 

warning a vote on it in March, 

along with a vote on merger. 

A Local Option Tax (LOT) is an 

extra 1% collected on taxable 

sales in (or delivered to) partici-

pating towns. More info at 

tax.vermont.gov/business/lot.  

Finance Director Sarah Macy 

described the LOT as “a high 

priority for staff as a way to di-

versify revenue sources and re-

lieve the pressure on the prop-

erty tax in 

funding 

capital.” 

A bit of 

history: 

On March 

2, 2009, 

Town vot-

ers angrily 

defeated 

an article 

to levy a 

LOT at the 

Essex 

Town 

Meeting, 

then une-

lected the 

SB Chair 

at the polls the next day. 

A year later, on April 7, 2010, 

Village voters defeated an     

article to levy a LOT at the Es-

sex Junction Annual Meeting.  

After such contentious failed 

attempts in the past, board 

members and staff were    

surprisingly optimistic about 

again proposing a LOT. Vil-

lage Trustee George Tyler 

said, when it was tried twelve 

years ago, people didn’t un-

derstand it. 

Selectboard member Patrick 

Murray claimed, “Most people 

are familiar with this enough 

by now. ... I don't really think 

it would be a hard sell.”  And, 

of course, other nearby towns 

have instituted LOTs, and 

that hasn’t 

stopped   

people from 

shopping 

there! 

Familiarity 

may be less 

important 

than the fact 

that the 

means of ap-

proving such 

a tax is likely 

to change.    

If the budget 

is voted on by 

Australian 

ballot, come 

March—for 

COVID or other reasons—the 

dynamics of voting by mail or 

(Continues on page 2) 

Top Cop Talks Traffic Stops 
by Ken Signorello, October 15 

Essex Police Chief Ron Hoague 

reported on traffic speeding / 

enforcement at the Trustees’ 

Meeting on October 13th.  

Contrary to recent statements 

that Village residents get little 

for their Town taxes, these 

police statistics show that   

Village taxpayers, who con-

tribute 42% of the police 

budget, reaped an average of 

54% of the efforts of our cops, 

when it comes to traffic con-

tacts, over the last five years. 

One of Hoague’s goals during 

his two-year tenure has been 

to increase traffic enforce-

ment. Until COVID hit, tickets 

and warnings had increased. 

The Chief did not include in-

formation as to revenue gen-

erated by such traffic stops. 

When asked, the Chief 

acknowledged that this data 

(Continues on page 2) 

Burlington Free Press Coverage of 2009 Vote 

tax.vermont.gov/business/lot
https://youtu.be/XrhUBPZQCX0?t=7214
https://youtu.be/XrhUBPZQCX0?t=7214
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Permanent Pavilion to Replace Library's 
Windblown Tent 

at the polls will be very differ-

ent than the prior rooms full  

of passionate citizens. 

If a LOT were to pass, one 

question is how to allocate the 

proceeds. A LOT is collected  

on designated sales within a 

Zip Code. Because Essex has a 

single town-wide Zip Code, the 

proceeds would need to be   

allocated somehow between 

the Village and TOV. It might 

be by grand list ratio (42%/ 

58%), or 50/50, or by a Tug of 

War, as was suggested in jest.  

The public had plenty to say. 

Bruce Post, a past SB Member, 

said he felt like “a prohibition-

ist at a keg party”, before remi-

niscing about the friction at  

the 2009 Town Meeting, as a 

warning to the current boards 

for how difficult passing this 

LOT might be.   

Marcus Certa, Village resident 

and talk radio personality,   

noted this was very bad timing 

with the Merger vote likely to 

be on the ballot in March. He 

noted that other towns put in  

a LOT with clear projects in 

mind. Nothing is specific here 

about how the money will be 

used. “We don’t have to do a 

tax just because we can sell it.” 

Mary Post was dismayed at the 

“festival” atmosphere among 

the officials during the conver-

sation thus far. She pointed  

out that this sort of tax is hard 

on regular people, who may  

already be struggling to make 

ends meet. Perhaps proceeds 

of a LOT should go toward 

funding food shelves or other 

human services rather than 

capital projects.   

(Tax, continued from page 1) 
It hasn’t even been a year 

since Selectboard Chair Elaine 

Haney protested at the Nov. 

26, 2019 Joint Board Meeting 

that “we are in the middle of 

trying to educate the commu-

nity about a super-important 

decision (merger) and mud-

ding the waters with another 

super-important decision 

(LOT) on a really short time-

line does not seem feasible  

to me in terms of the staff  

doesn't break 

down activities  

by race.  

And, by the way, 

"race" is based  

on officer per-

ception, not      

input from the  

civilian involved. 

(Cop Stops, continued  

from page 1) 

capacity, these boards’ capa-

city, and the capacity of our 

voters to fully integrate what 

they need to vote on.”  

Having had an apparent 

change of heart, Haney, as 

well as Trustee George Tyler, 

appear fully behind a LOT, ex-

plaining that this new revenue 

source would be spent primar-

ily on capital, not operational 

expenses, such as salary.  

by Ken Signorello, Nov. 2 

At a blessedly brief Village 

Trustee meeting on Nov. 

2nd, a motion passed to con-

struct a permanent metal, 

wood and concrete pavilion 

to replace the tent that has 

sheltered folks using 

Brownell Library’s WIFI.   

Funds will come from a Local 

Government Expense Reim-

bursement Grant received for      

increased operating costs    

associated with doing busi-

ness during a pandemic.   

Although a bit smaller than 

the tent, it won’t need retriev-

ing from the Five Corners after 

a windstorm, as has the tent. 

https://youtu.be/XrhUBPZQCX0?t=8883
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=XrhUBPZQCX0&feature=youtu.be&t=9281&fbclid=IwAR1E-iPCRyAPvX4CGt5q2VVnvAoPAc_oXHZBOwfqQ9yNQdYjnChKDjG85dE
https://www.facebook.com/watch/?v=894838764245748
https://www.facebook.com/watch/?v=894838764245748
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by Irene Wrenner 

October 21 
 

Multiple planning boards 

came together via technology 

on October 20th to discuss 

the Town Selectboard’s pro-

posed merger charter and  

potential impacts to existing 

plans, codes, and regulations. 

Members of the Town and  

Village Planning Commissions 

and Zoning Boards, along 

with Community Develop-

ment Staff members, connect-

ed in a rare meeting with the 

Selectboard and Village Trus-

tees. They were slated to   

discuss how to reconcile two 

community centers and how 

their independent depart-

ments would combine, if  

merger were to pass. 

A good portion of the meet-

ing was taken up by Trustee 

George Tyler’s PowerPoint 

Presentation (sample slide be-

low) about development initi-

atives in the Village center.  

One takeaway:   

Tyler claimed that 

it costs more to 

develop inside the 

Village versus   

outside the Village, 

but it’s worth it, in 

his opinion. 

Long-time Village 

Planning Commis-

sioner John Alden 

said, “I gotta say 

that was a little   

bit of a one-sided 

presentation, 

which George     

admits. ... It would 

be fair to say that both the 

Town and the Village both 

have significant initiatives 

and planning operations in 

place and underway.” 

Nick Martin, Town Zoning 

Board Member asked, if 

someone from the town 

boards, "in the interest of 

fairness”, could present what 

they have been diligently 

working on for the Town 

Center and preservation of 

our wilderness areas.  

Tracey Delphia, Martin’s peer 

on the Zoning Board, sug-

gested gathering these 

boards around a topic on an 

annual basis. 

Convening these six boards 

was suggested five years ago 

at the conclusion of the 

Thoughtful Growth in Action 

process. (TGIA was a 

$10,000+ project to deter-

mine the future of consoli-

dated planning in Essex.)  

But those six boards never 

met. The TGIA recommenda-

tions for two district-based 

DRBs, while still desired by 

some in attendance, were 

brushed off that night by   

others as inappropriate for     

a merged community. 

Precedent exists for maintain-

ing duplicate independent   

departments in the current 

merger plan: two libraries  

and two fire departments. 

Selectboard Chair Elaine 

Haney acknowledged Tyler’s 

passion for Village develop-

ment, and assured him that  

“at least as long as I’m on this 

board, the Selectboard is not 

going to forget about the    

Village. … I sense a deep con-

cern, worry and even a fear 

that the momentum that’s 

happening in the Village is 

gonna go away.” Haney went 

on to remind the assembly 

(Planning, continues on page 4) 

Village Concerns Dominate Planning Parley 

https://youtu.be/f9l5ZUPpP1c?t=6164
https://youtu.be/f9l5ZUPpP1c?t=6164
https://youtu.be/f9l5ZUPpP1c?t=5651
https://youtu.be/f9l5ZUPpP1c?t=5651
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Editorial  

by Irene Wrenner, Nov. 5 

The Essex Reporter has been 

the town's "paper of record". 

For years it was delivered to 

doorsteps, mailed to Essex 

households, or one could pick 

up the print edition at local 

businesses.   

When the COVID crisis hit, the 

Reporter stopped publishing   

a print edition. It is available 

online only now.  

The Reporter had not been 

regularly covering local gov-

ernance meetings for more 

than a year and was printing 

press releases rather than  

writing articles about school 

district activity.   

Being published out of Saint 

Albans, the Reporter and its 

editor, whom I met with last 

winter, appear more interest-

ed in being a mouthpiece for 

officials than a check-and-

balance on their power. 

The Essex Retorter arose to 

cover local government meet-

ing as a printed newspaper 

for Essex. It’s offered to and 

supported by Essex residents 

who are interested in learning 

what’s going on from other 

residents who attend the 

meetings and provide histori-

cal and political context. 

The Retorter aims to provide 

timely and accurate news 

from reporters who have the 

that limitations cannot be 

placed on a future SB. 

Tyler pointed out: “If merger 

is successful ... half of the SB 

is gonna be from the Village. 

So, I can assure you, your cul-

ture is gonna change. And it 

will be focused on the Village 

center because half the board 

is gonna be from the Village. 

And they’re gonna wanna   

focus on the Village center. … 

We didn’t set the Town up to 

absorb the Village.” 

Tyler’s statement about the 

new SB isn’t entirely accu-

rate. In the initial one-year 

transition after a successful 

merger vote, half of the new 

SB would be Trustees and half 

(Planning, continued from page 3) 

What is the Essex Retorter?  
How does it Compare to the Essex Reporter? 

knowledge, perspective and 

integrity to offer a better read 

to our residents.  We post new 

articles every few days to our 

website, tackling the issues 

that other media miss, mess 

up, or intentionally bypass.   

In short, we report "the rest of 

the news in the 05452". 

One of our readers described 

the difference this way: 

"The Retorter is a clever,      

informative, sometimes ridi-

culous read! It’s a different 

perspective on what is other-

wise (to many people) a very 

unexciting process."  

would be old SB. The Trustees 

will all be from the Village,  

and it’s likely some SB mem-

bers will also be from the    

Village, making a Village     

majority for that first year.  

After the first year, the one    

at-large SB member will deter-

mine the majority.  

Never will Village residents 

comprise precisely half the 

new SB under the "4+3" model 

the Village has included in 

their charter.  

Regarding headcount, Tyler 

explained that all planning 

staff are considered necessary 

in a merged community, so 

there are no savings anticipat-

ed in community development 

post-merger.  

https://youtu.be/f9l5ZUPpP1c?t=5959

