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November 18, 2011 


Peter Monte, Chainnan 
Development Review Board 
T own of Warren 
WalTen, VT 05674 


Dear Peter: 


I am unable to attend the November 21st Sketch Plan Meeting and would appreciate the Development Review Board 
consideration of the following: 


I along with Miron Malboeuf are principles in Sugarbush Village Real Estate which is the corporate owner of two 
commercial condominium units located within the center of Sugarbush Village. Both properties were approved for 
construction by the Town of WaIT en Planning Commission and Act 250 during the peliod of 1978 -1979: 


Mountainside Commercial Condominium C2: Is cunently the office of Sugarbush Investment Properties, a Real 
Estate Brokerage fum. Between 1983 and mid 2010 this space was leased to Sugarbush Village Condominiums 
(S VC). The use dUling since 1983 was continuous as an office for the rental of independently owned condominiums, 
guest check-in, housekeeping services, and other related guest and condominium owner hospitality services . In 2010 
these administrative functions were incorporated within the Mountainside C3 space which SVC also leased. 


Mountainside Commercial Condominium C3 : Cunently the office of Sugarbush Village Condominiums. This 
property has had continuous usage as a rental and check-in office from 1983. In 2010 the SVC usage of Mountainside 
C2 was incorporated within C3 premises. 


As with previous base area development applications I urge the ORB to honor the long standing existence and use as 
the Sugarbush Village Parking Lot for the benefit of the previously pelmitted commercial development within the 
core of Sugarbush Village. The Mountainside C2 & C3 properties are part of an approved plan of development 
which included the requirement of adequate parking in accordance with the then applicable Town of Warren Zoning 
regulation. 


This concern is not new as it has been acknowledged in previously issued permits along with mention in an approved 
Traffic Management Plan which is part of the Lincoln Peak Permit. Previous applicant submittals indicate parking 
for 83 -103 vehicles within the Sugarbush Village Parking Lot even though I have counted over 125 vehicles which I 
assume were weekend and holiday day skiers and lor season pass holders. 


Any reduction of cunently available public spaces, delivery vehicle limitations, shuttle bus access, emergency vehicle 
access will each subject the Village Commercial properties and occupying business to additional inconvenience. 


It should be noted that the above listed Mountainside properties were referenced to as "two commercial buildings" in 
a December 14th


, 1978 to the Agency of Environmental Conservation, to which Sugarbush Valley Inc (then owner of 
the Mountainside land being proposed for development) was a co-applicant. 


Sugarbush Village Real Estate, Inc 
RR# l Box 68-21 
Warren, VT 05674 


cc: File 
encl : Sidel Letter December 14, 1978 







PETER. S. SIDEL Attomeyat Law 


December 14, 1978 


Mr. Paul Nergaard 
District Coordinator 
Agency of Environmental Conservation 
P.o. Box 586 
Waterbury, Vermont 05676 


J b ~c 


po. BOX 115, ROUTE 100 
WAITSFIELD, VERMONT 05673 


802·'.95·3277 


Re: fi5W0504 - 90 Unit Condominium 


De'ar 1I1r. Nergaard: 


At the Pre-Hearing held on December 4, 1978 relative to the proposal 
by Sugarbush Village Associates and the co-applicant, Sugarbush 
Valley, Inc. for construction of 90 condominium units, it was 
apparent that there was an omission on the application relevant 
to two cOMnercial units. The omission was that the application did 
not clarify that there wou ld be two buildings in addition to the 
condominium uni ts which would be for cOTTuTiercial purposes. In 
keeping ,~ith the agreement of the parties at the Pre-Hearing, being 
the applicants, Steven Sease, Jeff Squires, Robert Finucane and 
yourself, I indicate by this le t ter the appropriate changes t o the 
application relative to the commercial spaces. 


Paragraph 3 of the original application shall be changed by adding 
to the description of the project the following: 


a. T""Jo cOTTLmercial buildings, each building being 30 X 50 feet for 
its outer dimensions and approximately 3,000 square feet of 
floor space. The se buildings shall be for commercial purposes, 
being of a retail nature or service oriented; it shall not 
include for purposes of this application restaurants or other 
estab lishments requiring food preparation or the sale of food. 


App ropriate plans are presently being drafted. They will be 
submitted as soon as is practicable. Please note that there 
is certain difficulty in indi ca ting at this time the exact use 
of the commercial space. Therefore, any concern by the Agency 
of Environmental Conservation as to the nature of the commercial 
space appears to be satisfied by the requirements of the public 
permits prior to occupancy. By copy of thi s letter to them, 
I request a written letter indicating their concerns. 
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I would like to add at this time that on De cembe r 11, 1978 
the local Planning Commission for the Town · of v.,Tarren had 
a meeting and has agreed to the project. The presentation 
t u t h em at that mee·ting included no t only t he re s ide nt ial 
condominium units as originally indicated on the application 
but the t wo commercial units as discuss e d in this letter and 
as shown on the mod e l and the plans already submitted. 


As indicated in this letter I have s e nt a copy of it to the 
various persons entitled to party status. 


" 
,.- ! 


cJ 


PSS / bds 


cc: State of Vermont, Agency of Environmental Development 
Ce ntral Ve rmont Ee gional Planning Cormnission 
SeJectmen of the Town of Warren 
~cal Planning Commissio n o f '\Tarren 








Miron Malboeuf 


From: Ruth Robbins


Sent: Thursday, December 08, 2011 10:26


To: chris behn; Don Swain (d.swain.landplan@ATT.net); Virginia Roth; Thomas P Boyle (tom@ipsvt.com); 
peter monte; Bob Kaufman (kaufmann@gmavt.net)


Cc: Miron Malboeuf


Subject: FW: Summit Ventures Proposal NOV2011


Importance: High


Attachments: 2011-12-06 Summit Venture Questions.doc


Wednesday, December 14, ... Wednesday, December 14, ... Page 1 of 1


12-14-11


Hello all! 
I’ll have the attached in your folders for the next meeting [Monday Dec. 19th] but wanted you to 
have a chance to read this beforehand. 
Hope you’re all well! 
Ruth 
  


From: Patty McKeon [mailto:patty.mckeon@clincab.com]  
Sent: 2011-12-07 4:11 PM 
To: Miron Malboeuf 
Cc: Reta Goss; Elaine Fuller; Ruth Robbins 
Subject: Summit Ventures Proposal NOV2011 
Importance: High 
  
Dear Miron and members of the Review Board, 
  
Hi Miron, 
  
I have attached my request for answers on the new Phase II Project. Would you also provide me with the 
individual emails/addresses of the following board members noted below? 
  
Peter Monte, Chair 
Chris Behn, Vice Chair 
Lenord Robinson  
Virginia Roth 
Jeff Schoellkopf 
Robert Kaufman, alternate 
Don Swain, alternate 
Tom Boyle, alternate 


  
Best regards, 
  
Patty 







December 6, 2011 
 
Dear Miron and Members of the Review Board, 
 
I am writing to you since I have received notification via the Valley Reporter that Summit 
Ventures is proposing to build multiple structures as part of their phase II project starting in 2012 
and the site will be adjacent to Sugarbush Village. I have the following questions and requests as 
an abutter: 
 
Requests and Questions: 
 


o All abutters’ be informed of all zoning and building issues related to the Summit Venture 
proposal in a timely manner. 


 
o Building elevation scales on site plans C1.1 and C1.2 (see below) are not clear and I have 


tried enlarging the numbers but to no avail. Please request that these are clearly marked 
on diagrams and would you also provide me with the proposed elevations of each 
structure. 


 
o Provide information on how these proposed building heights will be in relation to 


abutters’ buildings as far as any possible obstruction/change of current views of 
landscape and mountains. 


 
o Are there any plans to change dimensions of BROOK HOUSE located in Sugarbush 


Village? If so, when will public be able to view that proposal? 
 


o Is there a three dimensional site plan which also includes correct dimensions and 
placement of abutter properties such as all three Mountainside buildings? 


 
o How many parking spaces are allotted to Sugarbush village in the area that is adjacent to 


the ‘Green’/US Forrest Service Land? Are these spaces designated only for Sugarbush 
village patrons/guests and not for use by anyone else including phase II dwellers or 
patrons?  


 
o Will any of the proposed parking spaces be used for commercial ventures, fairs, shows 


put on by Summit Ventures? 
 


o Will there be any noise regulations provided? 
 


o Is there a safe, right of way walkway for pedestrians coming from Sugarbush Village to 
access Lincoln Peak Lodge or other Lincoln Peak structures? If so, will it be contiguous 
and direct? 


 
o Will any of the proposed Summit Venture properties and open land be off limits to the 


public? Will there be fences installed or obstructions placed anywhere? 
 


o Who will provide and handle the water and sewerage use and rates. How will this impact 
the existing water and sewage users since our rates are presently extremely high? Will 
there be meters installed and if so will they be accessible/viewable by all water utility 
users? Can this water use be fairly divided by installing water new meters for all 
structures, existing and proposed? 


 
o Will there be any impact on an abutters’ ability to ski from present ski trail access and if 


so what will impact be such as will existing trails be open during all phases of 
construction, will terrain elevations change at all, and will Summit ensure that trails are 
kept free of construction debris? 







 
o Will there be businesses in Phase II that serve food and/or require lots of deliveries set 


up in any of the structures?  
 


o Will there be traffic signs, stop signs, and traffic lights at any of the intersections 
proposed? If so, where will they be located? Will these stop signs etc cause long waits 
for existing dwellers? 


 
o Will traffic flow to and from the existing condominiums and houses be negatively 


impacted and if so what is to be done and when to remedy this? 
 


o Will ER and fire trucks be able to easily access all the dwellers without complication or 
interference? 


 
o How will road repair be paid for since we currently pay a share quarterly to Sugarbush 


Utilities especially with future wear and tear from trucks and cars? Does everyone 
shoulder the financial burden and how will it be fairly divided? Also will there be areas 
where commercial vehicles/trucks are not allowed? 


 
o Will there be any landscaping done? If so will trees be planted and where and what will 


be the maximum height of those trees/plantings? 
 
 
These are my questions and I realize that there are a lot of them but it is important to us to 
know exactly what is in store for us as abutters’. We have a fairly sizable mortgage on our condo 
and in these not so good economic times it is really important to ensure that we maintain all 
possible value on our investment property. 
 
I just also wanted to mention that many of us live out of state and so it is difficult to make a visit 
to the Warren town hall in a timely manner to view first hand the proposals especially if we are 
to receive notice only via the Valley Reporter since some of us do not have a long distance 
subscription, therefore, I think that it is extremely important that we receive information directly. 
 
Thank you for your attention and look forward to hearing from you soon. 
 
Best regards, 
 
Patricia Maguire 
34 Mountainside 
Warren, VT 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







C1.2 Site Plan 
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Development Review Board 
Town of Warren,Vermont 
P.O.Box 337 
Warren, VT 05674 


December 08,20 II 


Writing oil behalf of the owners at Forum Townhouses in Sugarbush Village, I'd like to 
express our concern about losing access to the Mount Ellen ski area. Historically we 
have been able to get to the mountain by crossing either the covered "Chez Henri" bridge 
or the "mountainside" bridge slightly higher. It seems that with the new plans this will 
not be possible. While everyone is enthusiastic about new development that Summit 
Ventures needs to remain viable, we hate to see it come at the inconveniencing of many 
long time supporters of Sugarbush. We're hoping that some modification can be made 
that will satisfy all. Thank you. 
Very truly yours, 


t~~~:iorum Townhouse Association 








Ruth Robbins 


From: rbbrady3@verizon .net 


Sent: 2011-12-1212:40 PM 


To: Ruth Robbins 


Cc: mwade@sugarbusll.com 


Subject: Dec 19 DRB Meeting-Summit Ventures 


Mr. Peter Monte, Chairman Development Review Board 
POBox 337 
Warren VT 05674 


Delivered via email to "planning@warrenvt.org" 
RE: Summit Ventures NE, LLC - Lincoln Peak 1 C 


December 12, 2011 


Dear Mr. Monte and DRB Members, 


Page 1 of2 


Mountainside Condominium Association respectfully requests that this letter become a part of the Summit 
Ventures LLC Lincoln Peak 1 C development file, be distributed to the DRB members and read aloud at the 
Dec. 19·2011 BDR meeting. 


First, we would like to commend Summit Ventures, LLC for its continued expansion of tile Lincoln Peak area. 
The increase to the permanent employment base, property tax revenue, upgrade of utilities, and the continued 
promotion of the area is of great benefit to the Town of Warren and throughout the Mad River Valley. 


Summit Ventures, LLC's development staff generously met with various Sugarbush Village property owners 
prior to the Town Sketch Review meeting in November 2011. Summit Ventures invited an open discussion of 
concerns regarding their preliminary plans and seem to have taken a genuine interest in addressing those 
concerns. During that meeting members of the Board of Directors of Mountainside Condominium Association 
and Forum Condominium Association discussed the access to the ski on/off trails that are situated above the 
current Village Parking Lot. The discussions were focused on ways to have a contiguous and unbroken 
transition between the resort facilities and two of the Rice Brook bridges connecting Mountainside 
Condominium's property with the area under proposed developed by Summit Ventures NE, LLC. 


Additional discussions included the ability to get large equipment into the Mountainside property for 
construction, excavating, repairs, LP delivery, etc. Locating the garbage bins and utility service out of sight of 
the Mountainside residences was also discussed. 


At the time of the development of Mountainside Condominiums, Sugarbush Valley, Inc. clarified its desire to 
provide the public with ski and pedestrian access between the resort facilities and other properties located on 
the mountain. This public access arrangement was formalized in the Warrantee Deed (March 29,1979) from 
the Grantor (Sugarbush Valley, Inc.) to the Grantee (developers of Mountainside Condominiums- Sugarbush 
Village Association, Inc.) stating terms for allowing others to pass over the Mountainside Condominium 
Association property to tile resort's property. 


Considering the complexity of the relationships that will be established relevant to the Lincoln Peak 
development plan wherein one entity will own the land and then lease the land to a variety of homeowners and 
homeowner associations, we respectfully ask the Town of Warren to protect in perpetuity the public access 
across the areas known as the "Lower Ski Trail" which abuts Mountainside's lower Rice Brook bridge and also 
the current "Out to Lunch Trail" that crosses and abuts the Rice Brook bridge at the top of the Mountainside 
Condominium property. The Out To Lunch Trail is currently noted as a ski trail on the plans submitted to the 
town. Mountainside Condominium Association would like to see the lower trail designated as a ski/pedestrian 
trail as well. 


Mountainside Condominium Association respectfully asks the officials of the Town of Warren to require public 
access in similar language as that contained in the Mountainside ski path easement.[j] 


Sincerely, 


2011 - 12- 12 
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Barbara Brady, President 


Mountainside Condominium Association 


RR 1 PO Box 68-10 


Warren VT 05674 


Cc: Margo Wade, Summit Ventures NE LLC 


Sugarbush Village Management 


ill Sugarbush Valley, Inc. to Sugarbush Village Associates partnership, dated 3/28/1979 recorded in the Town of 
Warren land records Book 50 pgs 380-388 - quoted from page 4 (384) "There are hereby reserved easements for ski 
paths or ski ways over slrips of land adequate for same, one leading generally from the boundary line above described 
as "South 80 degrees 13' West 88.8 feet" in a southwesterly direction to a bridge crossing Rice Brook, and the second 
leading from the boundary line described hereinabove as "North 81 degrees 51 fet West 56.1' feet in a generally 
southeasterly direction along Rice Brook to the b ridge crossing said brook. Said reserved ski path easements are for 
travel thereover by pedestrian and persons on skis. Use thereof for such purposes is to be in common with the Grantee 
and others; the Grantor reserving the rig l1t to create furlher tenancies in common therein with respect to such uses. 
Grantees herein agree to keep said paths unobstructed and to provide adequate natural snow coverage over that 
porlion of said paths which cross over roads and traveled ways. The within Grantee acknowledges that the Grantor and 
owners of properlies which the within Grantor has heretofore conveyed to others have the right to cross and recross the 
within conveyed property as pedestrians or skiers and therefore acknowledges the burden running with the land of 
providing adequate ski paths. The right to use said ski paths shall be uninterrupted at all times." 


2011-12- 12 










