
Charlotte Conservation Commission Meeting Minutes for 
April 28, 2026 

 
 

Members: Claudia Mucklow, Pete Demick, Sharon Mount, Maggie Korey, Eli Lesser-Goldsmith 
(via Zoom, 7:45-8:45) 

 
Guests: Charles Russell, Jennifer Decker, Alexa Lewis, Terry Racich (via Zoom), Frank Tenney (via 

Zoom), Kevin Burget (via Zoom), Frankie Nonni (sp?) (via Zoom) 
 
7:00-  7:24 PM – Technical difficulties 
7:24: ​ Meeting Call to Order  

●  ​ Adjustments to the Agenda – none 
●  ​ Public Comments  
●  ​ Minute taker – Maggie Korey 
●​ Nature Notes  
●​ Administration  
●​ Minutes – Postpone approval of March minutes until May meeting (missing 

quorum of March attendees) 
●​ DRB Review Assignments: DRB 26-21-VA Thompson and DRB 26-22-CU 

Bacon: Claudia moves to write no comment letter on 2 applications, Maggie 
seconds, passes unanimously. 

●​ Field Work – no updates 
●​ Trails – no updates 
● ​ Cameras – no updates 
● ​ Outreach  

o​ Website – no updates 
o​ Events: VINS rodenticide presentation update  
o​ Planning: AVCC Tiny Grant application update – application has been 

completed (by Claudia and Pete), awaiting review 
o​ May meeting date – move meeting to 5/28 (TPLA Steering Committee will be 

invited to May meeting to discuss LUR proposals.)  
● ​ Review of TPLA Steering Committee's LUR proposals – will review and discuss in 

greater depth with TPLA members present at May meeting. 
7:45: ​ Discussion of Hinesburg CC request re: artificial turf at CVU. Public 

comment/presentation by Jennifer Decker – hidden dangers behind artificial turf fields. 
Discusses risks to human/animal/environmental health from PFAs, impact on town well 
water, local businesses. Concerns re: ongoing maintenance, sustainability (field needs 
complete replacement every 10 years). 
Question by Alexa Lewis re: legality of installing artificial turf (Act 131 prevents 
installation of PFAs-containing products – Jennifer states that turf companies have 
declined to allow products to be tested for PFAs to evade regulation). If artificial turf is 
shown to not contain PFAs, its installation would not be prohibited by Act 131.  
Comment by Frankie Nonni (?) – artificial turf lasts up to 8 years, then needs removal 
and replacement at large cost, ends up in landfills, cannot be recycled. Contaminates 
drinking water.  
Comment by Eli Lesser-Goldsmith (as member of public rather than member of CCC): 
leading effort to install artificial turf at CVU. States that efforts to update athletic facilities 
have failed due to lack of public support for public funding of athletic complex. 



Consequently some residents have endeavored to fund artificial turf privately. States that 
the product is safe and 100% PFAs free; there will be no crumb rubber included; artificial 
turf will be environmentally safer than natural grass. States that artificial turf will be 
recyclable.  
Question by Alexa Lewis re: stormwater management facility that pro-artificial turf group 
plans to create. Eli Lesser-Goldsmith states that there will be a state of the art 
stormwater treatment facility. Unable to elaborate on the science behind stormwater 
management – states that stormwater management facilities are required by law and the 
project will include a pond that separates waste from “regular water.” 
Question by Sharon Mount – did the pro-turf group consider upgrading/improving grass 
fields and drainage? Eli states that natural grass requires more maintenance and would 
cost more money. 
Question by Jennifer Decker – would Eli publicly commit to using infill other than crumb 
rubber? Eli states that Jennifer is spreading misinformation and the group has not made 
any decisions about which infill material they will use. 
Comment by Frankie – all plastics off-gas, NFL considering banning astroturf due to 
injuries; questions if pro-turf group will provide written proof that no PFAs will exist. 
Comment by Kevin Burget (former CCC chair, current Hinesburg CCC member): 
acknowledges problem at CVU re: cancelation of games, practices due to wet fields. 
Recommends looking at other solutions to the problem rather than a predetermined 
solution that the pro-turf group has settled on ($5m in privately raised money for artificial 
turf only). Identifies problems with PFAs measuring methods used by artificial turf 
manufacturers. Raises concern with closed door process of decision making (school 
board meeting with pro-turf group and excluding the public). Concerns re: unwillingness 
of pro-turf group to publicly identify or collaboratively decide upon infill material. 
Encourages CCC to be involved in this discussion (as Charlotte has a stake in this issue; 
Charlotte kids go to CVU). 
Jennifer echoes Kevin’s request for more transparency in the process.  
Frankie comments that EPA has just started to regulate PFAs and to discover the many 
different kinds that exist. We are still early in understanding PFAs and their impact. 

8:35: ​ RFP Discussion re: mapping project 
Sharon expresses concern that Native Geographic relies on only one person (Jesse 
Mohr) to complete the project – one family emergency can derail the entire project. 
Native Geographic is cheaper ($70/hr) so the same budget buys CCC more hours of 
working time. Different analysis than Arrowwood. Native Geographic did 2008 town 
mapping. 
Frank Tenney advises that the next step is for CCC to make a formal recommendation to 
the Selectboard for which RFP to go with. Claudia will draft a letter to the Selectboard 
and Pete will present at the Selectboard meeting.  
Maggie moves to recommend Native Geographic to the Selectboard. Pete seconds, 
motion passes unanimously.  

●  ​ PC and DRB Updates: Next PC/DRB/CCC joint meeting on May 7 at 6:30 to discuss PC 
priorities for 2026 . 

9:00 PM - Adjourn (Next Meeting: 5/26)  
 


