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Land Access and Opportunity Board: Policy Committee 

March 2, 2026 11:00 AM-12:00 PM 

Meeting Facilitator: Jean Hamilton 

Notetaker: Arealles Ortiz 

 

Meeting Convened by Facilitator at 11AM 

1. Introductions & 
Check-in 

Name, Nominating Organization 
 
Check-in: What’s looking hopeful for you as we head into March? 
 
Agenda Building: 
-Review 2.23.26 Minutes 
-Act 181, Act 59 Reflections 

Attendees Not Present: 

Board 

● Susan Aranoff, Vermont Developmental 
Disability Council 

● Brian Cina, National Association of 
Social Workers 

● Mark Hughes, Vermont Racial Justice 
Alliance 

● Alyssa Beauchamp, Liberation 
Ecosystem Inc. 

● Zack Hughes, Vermont Psychiatric 
Survivors  

● Jaada Longmore, Vermont Racial Justice 
Alliance 

Staff: Arealles Ortiz, Ornella Matta-
Figueroa, Jean Hamilton, Kiah Morris 

 

● Dan Coutu, VT Commission on Native 
American Affairs, VT Council on Native 
American Affairs 

 
Tentative: 
- Emily Carris-Duncan, Vermont Every 
Town Project 
- Xusana Davis, Office of Racial Equity 
- Kirsten Murphy, Vermont 

Developmental Disability Council 

Guests & Public: Becky Castle, Grey 
Berreda 
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-Update on S.328, S.193  

2. Discussion/ 
Updates 

Minutes Review: 
Amendments: ‘Schollenberger’ grammar edit 
Limit ‘I’ statements 

Zach Hughes makes a motion to approve the minutes as presented 

Susan Aranoff seconds that motion 

All in favor of approving minutes with requests for amended edits. 

Alyssa Beauchamp abstains due to absence 

Public Comment: 

Shelbure went through a process of creating new zoning laws. In Act 171, forest 
blocks and wildlife corridors were discussed. It is unfair to rural landowners to 
designate their land as a forest block or wildlife corridors because it diminishes 
the value of the land. One of the few assets that allows farmers to access capital 
is borrowing against your land.  

Act 181 also has the same thing. If your farmland is designated as Tier 3, it puts 
restrictions on what farmers can do and pushes them to Act 250 inquiry. 

These bills steal the value of the land from rural landowners. Conservation 
shouldn’t be imposed by a municipality or state, it should be done at the owner’s 
volition and there should be compensation. 

Response to public comment:  

Heard concerns about the ways the state is trying to protect the environment and 
conserve natural resources as it reenvisions land use through Act 250. Current 
structure is that the state is almost seizing land without compensation, even if the 
state doesn’t own it. It creates a situation for not compensating people for the 
loss they are going to experience.  

Staff want to and intend to create a working group. We have been laying 
groundwork for the past two years. 

Comment: There are instruments that exist for landowners to conserve land such 
as putting your land in current use & conservation easements. The problem is 
when you’re running a business any of those instruments reduce the value of the 
land.  

Comment: We have been steeped in these issues because no one else has. There 
is no agricultural representation. 
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Comment: The mission of LAOB was reinstated with concerns that the public 
comment testimony given was not a priority of discussion at this Policy 
Committee meeting. This is an issue adjacent to LAOBs mission. 

Comment: The connection with land access for housing is that the biggest 
parcels in a particular place are farms; we would love to see affordable housing 
there. Once restrictions are put on working lands or lands designated as Tier 3, 
you lose potential places to build affordable housing.  

Public Comment: 

I wanted to share that our conversation has been good. Normalizing that there is 
a separation between land conservation and agriculture is part of the problem. 
Sustainable agriculture is key. Highlighting that this is an agrarian state. 

Response to public comment: Great to hear from the public so we aren’t acting 
alone here. 

Update on S.328, S.193:   

Rental assistance is not okay. No words on paper for state funded rental 
assistance.  

S.193, forensic facility bill : S.193~Erik FitzPatrick~Draft 4.1, 2-26-2026~2-27-
2026.pdf 

If someone with a ‘brain disease or defect’ can’t stand trial they might have to go 
to the department of corrections indefinitely. 

S.193 is in the senate judiciary committee now. This is linked to the 
criminalization of people who are unhoused on the federal level.  

HUD is changing its funding from housing first model. 

Comment: There is forensics committee work we did back in 2023. 39 people 
did a report on that including VPS. Concerned about the wording changes going 
on. Also concerned about the federal administration shifting to work requirement 
for section 8 housing.  

Question: What language should be used? What might be right way to describe 
this? 

Response: Filter ‘Only people whose competency can be restored enter here’. 
Create ethical housing.  

3. Process Check-
in, Next Steps 

● Reflections 
Next Steps:  
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-Which Bills should committee members be keeping track of?  What kinds of 
updates are needed? Are there bills missing from this list?  
-Schedule date for Policy Platform Work Plan 
-Follow up  with Susan to present this topic to SFA? Keep it solution focused. 
 
● Gratitudes 

Meeting Adjourned at 12PM 

 

Submitted by: Arealles Ortiz 


