Minutes of the Development Review Board (DRB)
Regular Meeting
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April 2", 2025

Members Present: Craig Powers (Chair), Donald Brodie (Vice Chair), Andrew Cairns
Members Absent: Claudia Burns, Orland Campbell

Others Present: Curan VanDerWielen (Zoning Administrator), Kirk Moore, Amelia Wiggins, Brian
Mac, Andrew Chardain, Tom Deck, Brian Maggiotto.

Call to Order: 10:01 AM by Powers.
Changes to Agenda: None.
Approval of the Draft Meeting Minutes for the Regular Meeting held February 5%, 2025

Motion: To approve minutes of the Regular Meeting of the DRB held Wednesday, February 5%,
2025.

Motion made by Brodie. Motion seconded by Cairns.
Motion approved unanimously.
Zoning Permit Applications:

1. Permit No. 2025-05
a. 860 SVAC Drive, Kirk Moore, Amelia Wiggins, Brian Mac, Andrew Chardain
1. Addition, Commercial

Permit 25-05 regards a ~10,000 sqft. addition to the existing Yester House building at the Southern
Vermont Arts Center (SVAC) campus. The addition consists of a two-level structure connected centrally
to the easterly side of the Yester House purposed as additional art gallery and art storage space.
Accompanying the addition itself would be an additional new outdoor terrace for seating for the Curate
Caf¢, landscaping work, accessibility improvements, and stormwater infrastructure improvements.

Powers introduced the permit application and opened the floor to the applicant to present. Wiggins
began by explaining the purpose and recent history of the project relative to SVAC. Moore echoed
Wiggins, noted its interaction with the Act 250 process, and noted the importance of the project to
SVAC. Maggiotto additionally spoke as to the importance of the project to SVAC and the opportunity
which both the design and intended use of the new addition offered the community.

Chardain presented the site plan for the project, noting its location attached to the eastern side of the
existing Yester House building on the SVAC campus. Chardain then presented the floor plan of the
proposed addition and of Yester House, noting that the placement of the proposed addition would
SVAC to maintain its programmatic elements all together, including improving the connectivity
between the Curate Café and gallery spaces themselves. Several improvements to stormwater
infrastructure and landscaping were also noted. A series of renderings were then presented showing
various views of the building from different placements around the campus. Of significance was the
screening of the proposed addition from both the access road and from neighboring properties, in
addition to the addition not being visible from an immediate view of Yester House within the campus.
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Chardain then described the design decisions made for the addition, noting that he and the other project
team members had worked closely with the Vermont Department of Historic Preservation (DHP) on
designing the project. Fundamental to its success in the eyes of DHP was a clear design-driven
distinction from the existing and historic Yester House, and the proposed addition, leading the design
team to take a distinctive departure from the historic architecture of the Yester House, itself. These
included the use of a more modern architectural style, the extensive use of Corden steel siding and
detailing, the use of large windows across multiple elevations, and the placement of various
landscaping and artistic elements.

Powers asked about the DHP recommendation to design the addition as distinctive from Yester House.
A short discussion ensued between the Board, Chardain, and Mac regarding the recommendations
of/collaboration with DHP, the Act 250 process, and the design philosophy behind the design choices
made. Brodie asked if VanDerWielen had been kept abreast of the Act 250 process for the project.
VanDerWielen responded that he had been.

Chardain continued the presentation of the renderings of the project, noting the incorporation of design
elements to better blend in stormwater and accessibility infrastructure. Cairns asked about the use of
Corten steel paneling throughout the project, specifically as to whether the staining often resulting of
water runoff on such panels was being mitigated or accounted for somehow. Mac noted his team’s
extensive experience utilizing Corten steel paneling for similarly styled projects and the pre-treatment
used to mitigate such staining. A conversation ensued regarding the architectural direction of the project
and its impact on the selection and use of materials and landscaping throughout. Chardain displayed the
final renderings of the project before wrapping the presentation.

Powers read aloud the recommendations of the Design Advisory Committee (DAC), noting a condition
listed on the Criteria for Approval for, which would require the applicant to alter the design of the
connector between the addition and Yester House to either a brighter siding material and/or to
incorporate more windows into its design. VanDerWielen helped clarify the language proposed by DAC
by revisiting several comments made by the DAC during its hearing, the week prior.

Powers opened the floor to the Board for questions. Cairns asked as to SVAC’s involvement in the
styling of the proposed addition and the nature of the design process itself. Mac noted SVAC’s lockstep
involvement in the design process and the expressed want of contemporary language being expressed in
the architecture of the new addition. Mac noted that he felt the DAC recommended condition
contradicted those given by DHP, noting the highly collaborative relationship the design team had had
with DHP personnel throughout the design and Act 250 permitting phases. Moore added that the SVAC
Board had expressed great enthusiasm for the project, as designed. Maggiotto added that he believed
the new design offered a great opportunity for the community to allow for some contemporary language
in its architecture because of its location and what the project represented for SVAC, a local institution.

Brodie asked about the plans of SVAC given that the project would alter a popular events site and the
view outside of Yester House. Maggiotto stated that he believed the project would improve the view
and offer new opportunities to future events. Brodie asked why the project had been designed as an
addition to Yester House and not as its own stand-alone structure elsewhere on the campus. Moore and
Wiggins both noted several design, cost, operational, and programmatic reasons as to why both SVAC
and the design team had arrived at the idea of creating an addition to the Yester House. Brodie
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commented on the history of the site and expressed some concern over the propose design before
asking if all other options had been explored as to the placement and design of the project. Maggiotto
noted several other local examples of modern architecture and the opportunity which the project
afforded both SVAC and the community to incorporate a variety of architectural language into the
wider landscape. Maggiotto also noted the complete screening of the project from other properties and
view from the street. Moore echoed Maggiotto and pointed out the Founder’s Hall building at Burr and
Burton Academy (BBA) proving a successful use of modern architectural design and use of materials
without disrupting the essential character of Manchester Village. A short conversation then ensued
regarding the nature of the architectural decisions being made and its impact (or lack thereof) on the
character of Manchester Village.

Powers noted that he had been surprised at DHP’s recommendations but ultimately agreed with them.
Powers did note some concern over the staining issue with Corten steel products although the pre-
treatment would likely ameliorate the possible issue. Powers added anecdotally that he had originally
harbored doubts over the design of the Founder’s Hall building at BBA, but that once built it was clear
that architecturally it fit well with the aesthetic and utilitarian needs of the campus while not disrupting
the character of the area whatsoever. As such, Powers found the proposed project agreeable.

Powers opened the floor to public comment. Deck thanked those present for the presentation and
echoed Powers’ perspective relative to the Founder’s Hall project, himself having served on the DRB at
the time.

Motion: To approve of permit application 25-05.
Motion made by Cairns. Motion seconded by Brodie.

Motion approved with two votes for and one abstention (Brodie).

Other Business:

No other business was discussed.

Adjournment (de facto): 11:16 AM.

The next regular meeting of the Development Review Board will be held at 10:00 AM on Wednesday,
May 7, 2025.

Respectfully submitted,

Curan VanDerWielen
Zoning Administrative Officer
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