From: MacLean, Alex

Sent: Thursday, May 12, 2011 11:03 AM
To: Markowitz, Deb

Subject: Fwd: H. 436 and current use

Deb -
Please see below change. Can we talk about this?
Thanks!
A
Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:
From: "Ross, Chuck" <Chuck.Ross@state.vt.us>
Date: May 12, 2011 8:48:19 AM EDT
To: "Peterson, Mary" <Mary.Peterson@state.vt.us>, "Lofy, Bill"
<Bill.Lofy@state.vt.us>

Cc: "MacLean, Alex" <Alex.MacLean@state.vt.us>
Subject: RE: H. 436 and current use

thanks.

chuck

From: Peterson, Mary

Sent: Thursday, May 12, 2011 8:42 AM
To: Ross, Chuck; Lofy, Bill

Cc: MaclLean, Alex

Subject: RE: H. 436 and current use

Chuck: Happy to chat with you more about the process to date, and next steps. We will be
discussing this, among other things, tomorrow at Tax staff meeting. Mary

From: Ross, Chuck

Sent: Thursday, May 12, 2011 8:26 AM

To: Lofy, Bill

Cc: Peterson, Mary; MacLean, Alex; Bothfeld, Diane; LaClair, Jolinda; Jensen, Sylvia;
Zamos, Diane

Subject: RE: H. 436 and current use
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no veto makes sense given the bill it was on. discussion of enforcement
in light of the process and consequence of this provision does seem like
next place to go.

I will be with some conservation types today and will monitor reactions.

chuck

From: Lofy, Bill

Sent: Thursday, May 12, 2011 5:12 AM

To: Ross, Chuck

Cc: Peterson, Mary; MacLean, Alex; Bothfeld, Diane; LaClair, Jolinda; Jensen, Sylvia;
Zamos, Diane

Subject: Re: H. 436 and current use

Let's discuss further. The only thing I'll say for now is that this wasn't "last
minute." Mary Peterson included this in a report I received from her on
April 18. Where was the bureau when this was added? This was not a
provision that was added in the dark of night, and the governor isn't going
to veto the tax bill because of it. The question of enforcement by Tax is
where this discussion should go next, but I want to be clear that a veto
over this provision is highly unlikely.

On May 11, 2011, at 10:19 PM, "Ross, Chuck" <Chuck.Ross@state.vt.us>
wrote:

Bill et al,

Here is another perspective on the current use language in
the misc tax bill. I continue to wonder if the PVR can
implement this change given the language of the bill and the
"contractual" nature of the current use program with
landowners.

chuck
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From: David Miskell [misktome@gmavt.net]
Sent: Wednesday, May 11, 2011 12:47 PM
To: Ross, Chuck

Cc: Tim Buskey

Subject: FW: H. 436 and current use

chuck — see my below letter to the governor. | watch current use quite
closely thru the Dodd report and farm bureau. It is real discouraging to
have this last minute disaster. Anything you can do to inform the
governor that this last minute addition to H.436 has problems with
many in the Vt. Ag community and the governor should veto it until the
impact has been investigated will be appreciated. Once again current
use changes have been postponed for another year. This addition
should be part of that study.

My problem is without current use | am finished farming and |
certainly will not be able to sell my farm as a farm without being able to
be enrolled in current use. the greenhouse would need to be removed
and the land sold as 2 building lots. My tiny house would be taken down
by recycle north, a mcmansion would be built instead and a smaller
(S500K house built on my greenhouse lot). Sad.

Thanks, david miskell

318-0576

From: David Miskell [mailto:misktome@gmavt.net]

Sent: Wednesday, May 11, 2011 12:05 PM

To: Governor Shumlin

Cc: Tim Buskey; kwebb@Ileg.state.vt.us; Ginny Lyons ;
dsnelling@leg.state.vt.us; Darby Bradley; Clark Hinsdale; Liam Murphy
Subject: H. 436 and current use

Governor Shumlin — I implore you to either veto H. 436 or direct the tax
department to not enforce the last minute addition of levying the
penalty and kicking parcels out of current use that have municipal
development permits or state WW permits in place for 2 years or more
and not to have an easy out.
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My situation is that | have 12.7 acres in the gold town of
Charlotte. It was originally 1 lot as part of a preservation project of Vt.
Land Trust who preserved 101 acres of the original 120 acre parcel once
owned by the Pizzagalli family. The Vt. Land Trust has the right of first
refusal on my land. | put up a large greenhouse in 1994 and all the land
was the collateral for the loan. | subdivided the land in 2008 into 2 lots
so we could have 1 lot for the greenhouse, use it for collateral for the
greenhouse loan, and a possible house lot for my daughter who is
interested in the farm. The second lot serves as collateral for our house
that we built on it. | got appropriate municipal and state permits for the
subdivision. All the land except the 2 acre homestead is presently (and
has been since 1986) in current use which is the only way | can continue
to farm and live in Charlotte. Our house is tiny but the property is over
assessed due to Adirondack views. My greenhouse is way over assessed
which | have appealed and lost and then worked with Farm Bureau to
get farm buildings included in Current Use.

What do | do? If you sign the bill and this undiscussed addition
goes into law | will certainly need to sell my farm. My subdivision was
done to improve the vitality of the farm. There is no intention of parking
the land. Do | go back to the town and desubdivide my lots then have
problems with my 2 lenders regarding the collateral? Do | go back to the
State and get rid of my WW permit? All lots throughout the state need
WW permits now. Would | need to vacate my house since | would no
longer have a WW permit since both lots are on the WW permit? Would
| then apply for a new WW permit for just the house? Are there any
plans by the Tax Dept. for enforcement? Will the towns have to take on
this burden?

When | signed up for Current Use | considered that | signed a
contract with myself and the State each being bound to honor such a
contract. If there were to be changes in the contract they would be
openly discussed with all points of view heard. | follow current use
discussions quite closely through the Vt. Farm Bureau and Phil Dodd’s
Current Use Report as it is critical to the survival of my farm business.

It is discouraging to have this rule come out of nowhere with little if any
discussion that will negatively affect many farmers in Vt. | hope my
input will have some affect in having you take a in depth look at the
problems, and the lack of forethought of this last minute addition to H.
436.

| have asked Tim Buskey to get this alert out to the Farm
Bureau membership.

Sincerely,

David Miskell



Miskell’s Premium Organics
718 Greenbush Road
Charlotte, VT. 05445

802-318-0576, 425-3959
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Phil Dodd, Editor
Vermont Current Use Report
phildodd@vermontproperty.com
VermontCurrentUse.com
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