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INTRODUCTION 

Resource Systems Group (RSG) is assisting LandWorks with the development of the Green 
Mountain Byway Corridor Management Plan. This report provides a summary of previous 
transportation studies and plans relative to the study area, a review of existing traffic operational and 
safety conditions, and identification of system-wide and location specific issues. A summary of public 
input is also included, as well as a description of possible pull-off locations and recommendations for 
corridor improvements.  

STUDY AREA 

The study area (shown in Figure 1) includes the length of VT 100 in Waterbury and Stowe. The study 
evaluates the intersections of VT 100 with US 2, I-89 Exit 10 ramps, VT 108, all collector roads and 
several important local streets as listed in Table 1. These intersections were selected because they are 
critical connections between VT 100 and the statewide and national highway systems, and the local 
highway systems in each town. 
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Figure 1: Study Area& Intersections 

 

Table 1: Study Intersections 
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REVIEW OF PAST STUDIES AND PLANNING EFFORTS 

This section reviews the relevant findings from transportation plans and studies pertaining to the 
corridor. The reports are summarized as bulleted lists of each study’s key findings and 
recommendations. 

Vermont Route 100 Corridor Study Final Report; October, 19931 

 Recommends a list of roadway and intersection projects designed to address existing 
geometric deficiencies, safety problems, and congestion hot spots projected for the year 
2011.   

 Recommendations include adding truck-climbing lanes to rural sections of Route 100, 
widening of shoulders, installing auxiliary turn lanes at intersections, and installing traffic 
signals. The plan also recommends the upgrade and expansion of the local roadway network 
to accommodate local travel needs on alternative routes to Route 100.   

 Recommends a New Town Road parallel to VT 100 and running south from Country Club 
Road (off Guptil Road) connecting to Laurel Lane, and ending at Stowe Street. The Town of 
Waterbury owns the right-of-way for this alignment, which would include a separated shared 
path parallel to the vehicle road. 

 Table 2 and Table 3 summarize the status of the recommendations made in the 1993 study. 
With a few exceptions, most of the recommendations have not been implemented to date.  

  Table 2. Current Status of 1993 VT 100 Corridor Study Recommendations Located in Waterbury 

Recommended in 1993 Study 2008 Status 
Provide signing to existing Park and Ride lot (near Stowe Street) Completed 
Blush Hill intersection – Install Traffic Signal Signalized  in 2000 with new 

pavement markings and traffic signs 
Provide 2-Lane Roadway with Curb and Gutter and sidewalks from 
Colbyville to Blush Hill Road 

Not completed.  Two-way left-turn lane 
constructed with Shaws Supermarket. 

Laurell Road intersection in Colbyville – Install Traffic signal, lower 
roadway grade, add northbound and southbound left turn lanes 

Not completed. (Flashing beacon 
exists.) 

Improve/Provide Town Road (Guptil Rd to Stowe Street) Not completed. 
Guptil Road Intersection – Add traffic signal and NB right turn lane, SB left 
turn lane 

Not completed. 

Howard Road intersection – Alter roadway alignment to improve sight 
distance 

Not completed. 

Hollow Road – Reconstruct to standard “T” intersection and relocate utility 
pole 

Not completed. 

Provide 2-Lane Roadway with Curb and Gutter and sidewalks in 
Waterbury Center 

Not completed. 

Provide truck climbing lanes between Gregg Hill Road intersections Not completed. 

                                                        

1 Prepared by JHK & Associates for the Vermont Agency of Transportation. 
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Table 3. Current Status of 1993 VT 100 Corridor Study Recommendations Located in Stowe 

Recommended in 1993 Study 2008 Status 

Provide signing for alternative path to VT 108 on approach to 
Moscow Road 

Completed for southbound approach, not northbound. 

Moscow Road intersection – add NB left turn lane and 
additional lane on Moscow Road approach.  Add traffic signal 

Not completed. 

Near Goldbrook Road – Flatten horizontal curve to improve 
sight distance  

Not completed. 

River Road intersection – Channelize intersection to eliminate 
conflicting movements 

Not completed. 

Provide curbs and sidewalks through Stowe Village and lower 
Stowe Village 

Completed for Stowe Village, but not for lower Stowe 
Village. 

Reconstruct Sunset Road as standard T intersection Not completed. 

Provide Additional Lane on Rte 108 approach to VT 100 Not completed. 

Provide curbs and sidewalks through Stowe Village to West 
Hill Road 

Sidewalk does not extend to West Hill Road. 

West Hill Road Intersection –Add SB right turn lane on Rte 100 
and additional lane on West Hill Road.  Add traffic signal 

Not completed. 

Improve/Construct Town Roads from VT 108 to VT 100 (Cape 
Cod Road and West Hill Road). 

Completed. 

Stagecoach Road Intersection – Reconstruct to Standard T 
intersection 

Not completed. 

Randolph Road Intersection - Reconstruct to Standard T 
intersection 

Not completed. 

Close Tinker Road intersection with VT 100 Not completed. 

Stowe Route 100/108 Intersection Action Planning Project Stowe, Vermont; 19952 

 Summarizes the existing and future congestion and safety issues at the intersection of VT 
108 with VT 100 in the center of the Stowe Village.  

 The results of listening sessions indicated that the public places a high value on village 
aesthetics and has a high tolerance for congestion.  

 Congestion occurs primarily during summer weekends and to a lesser extent on winter 
weekends and during typical weekdays. The number of hours during the day when 

                                                        

2 Prepared by Resource Systems Group for the Vermont Agency of Transportation, Lamoille County Planning Commission and 

the Town and Village of Stowe. 
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congestion occurs is projected to increase substantially resulting in queues extending further 
up the Mountain Road and along Main Street.  The periods of gridlock are projected to 
increase in frequency and length as well. 

 Seven alternatives were evaluated against 
nine criteria that included 
environmental, safety, cost, aesthetics, 
and traffic circulation and congestion. 
The recommended alternative was a 
combination of traffic calming and 
village enhancements with the 
development of a new connector street. 
The alignment for the new connector 
street, shown in Figure 2, would require 
removing the Stowe Market. At an 
August 1995 meeting, the Stowe Board 
of Selectmen decided to take no action 
on the recommendation and suggested 
the planning commission  “…put the 
study on the back burner and bring it 
out once in a while to gauge reaction” 
(Stowe Reporter, August 31, 1995).   

Final Scoping Report US Route 2 at VT 100 North 
Waterbury, Vermont; STPG TSIG; October 19963 

 The purpose of the project, as defined in this scoping study, is to improve safety and traffic 
operations. Specific problems include excessive peak hour delays, lack of pedestrian facilities, 
high accident rate, misleading or improper signage, and roadway settlement problems.  

 The intersection’s overall level of service of “E” in 1996 was projected to worsen to “F” by 
2006. The intersection was identified as a High Accident Location. The Final Scoping 
Report evaluated “do nothing”, traffic signal, and roundabout alternatives.  

 As of September 2008, VTrans is developing construction plans for a roundabout at this 
intersection, and plans to begin construction in late 2010. 

                                                        

3 Prepared by Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc. for the Vermont Agency of Transportation 

Figure 2.  VT 100-VT 108 Connector Alternative 6 
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Village of Waterbury Transportation Infrastructure, Parking and Circulation Study; April 19994. 

 This study inventories, analyzes, and recommends improvements to the transportation 
facilities, parking resources, and circulation patterns in and around the Village of Waterbury, 
including VT 100 from North Main Street (US 2) to Guptil Road.  

 VT 100 is characterized as an important Village connector road whose character has changed 
substantially as a result of the Exit 10 interchange. The study makes recommendations to 
recapture the historical role of VT 100 as a key connection between different areas of the 
Village.   

 Specific recommendations from the study are summarized in Table 4.   

 
Table 4.  Recommendations form the 1999 Village of Waterbury Transportation Study 

Location Recommendation Status 
VT 100/Guptil Road 
Intersection 

• Add traffic signal and exclusive left and right turn lanes on VT 100 
and the Guptil Road approach. 

Not complete 

VT 100 road section 
between Guptil Road and 
Colbyville 

• Reduce travel lanes to 11 feet with 5 foot shoulders 
• Reduce speed limit to 40 mph. 

Not complete 

New Town Road from 
Lincoln Street to Guptil 
Road 

• 22 foot wide gravel road, 2 foot shoulders and 10 foot wide 
transportation path separated from road by a tree belt. 

Not complete 

VT 100 through Colbyville • Raised islands at Ben & Jerry’s access with cross walk 
• Sidewalks from Colbyville to Ben & Jerry’s 
• New sidewalks, drainage, curbs and defined curb cuts in Colbyville 
• Re-organized private parking 
• Sidewalks and street trees 

Not complete 

VT 100 Colbyville to Blush 
Hill Road/Stowe Street 

• Two 11 foot travel lanes with 4-foot shoulders, 
• Curbing, and sidewalk on east side separated by 7-foot greenbelt 

Not complete 

VT 100 with Blush Hill 
Road and Stowe Street 

• Traffic signal  Complete 

VT 100 from Blush Hill 
Road to Southbound Exit 
10 

• Narrow roadway to encourage slower speeds 
• Add sidewalks and street tree plantings 

Not complete 

VT 100 from Southbound 
Exit 10 to North Main 
Street (US 2) 

• Remove right-turn slip lane and the associated merge lane on VT 
100 from southbound I-89 

• Extend left turn lane and add right turn lane. 
• Narrow roadway to merge with proposed roundabout at North Main 

Street 

Not complete 

VT 100 with North Main St, • Single lane roundabout Not complete 

                                                        

4 Prepared by Community Planning & Design with Kathleen Ryan - Landscape Architect, Pinkham Engineering Associates, Inc., 

and Buckhurst Fish & Jacquemart Inc. for the Village and Town of Waterbury and the Central Vermont Regional Planning 

Commission. 
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Shaws Supermarket Waterbury, Vermont Traffic Impact Assessment; January 20035 

 The potential traffic congestion and safety impacts of a 56,000 square foot stand alone 
supermarket are evaluated for 2003 and 2008 weekday peak and Saturday midday peak 
hours. The supermarket is located on the east side of VT 100 just north of the I-89 
interchange and between Blush Hill and Guptil Roads.   

 The analysis assumes that the traffic signal recommended in the 1996 US 2/VT 100 Scoping 
Study is in place. 

 Key conclusions and recommendations are: 

o A new traffic signal at the proposed Shaws access to VT 100 should be installed and 
coordinated with the existing signal at the intersection of VT 100/Blush Hill/Stowe 
Street. Exclusive right and left turn lanes are recommended for the VT 100 approaches 
to the proposed Shaws entrance.  

o The I-89 Exit 10 northbound and southbound off-ramp intersections with VT 100 are 
shown to have existing capacity deficiencies that will worsen with traffic from Shaws 
and from background growth. The traffic impact study does not recommend a specific 
improvement for these locations but does offer to contribute financially towards a 
solution; and 

o Capacity deficiencies are identified at the side street approached to VT 100 from Laurel 
Lane and Guptil Road under 2003 and 2008 conditions with or without traffic from 
Shaws. No modifications are recommended for these locations in the traffic impact 
study. 

o Shaw’s went on to fund a Bicycle-Pedestrian Master Plan for Colbyville which was 
completed in 2008. 

VT 100 Access Management Plan, November 20046 

 Many opportunities exist to improve access along VT 100 by consolidating driveways, 
providing cross connections between adjacent parcels, and relocating access from VT 100 to 
side streets for corner parcels. Six areas in particular have high concentrations of access 
management deficiencies: 

1. Blush Hill Road/Stowe Street to north of Colbyville; 

                                                        

5 Performed by Lamoureux & Dickinson. 

6 Prepared by RSG for the Lamoille County Planning Commission and the Central Vermont Regional Planning Commission. 



Resource Systems Group, Inc. 

page 10 

 

 

2. In the vicinity of the Cabot Creamery Annex and Shops, East Wind Drive, and 
McNeil Dr.; 

3. Waterbury Center; 

4. Lower Stowe Village; 

5. Stowe Village from School Street to West Hill Road; and 

6. North of Stagecoach Road.  

 For the southern-most section of VT 100 from I-89 to south of Colbyville, it does not 
appear possible in 2025 to maintain a tolerable level of congestion without adding more 
through lanes. A two lane cross-section will provide adequate levels of mobility through the 
rest of the study area. 

 Construct the New Town Road between Stowe Street and Guptil Road in Waterbury. The 
New Town Road has the potential to reduce traffic significantly on VT 100 and should be 
designed and constructed before adding new through lanes to VT 100. 

 A critical issue that was identified in the public outreach efforts was the importance of 
bicycle travel for residents and tourists along VT 100.   

 To provide efficient connections between the local road system and VT 100, and VT 100 
and the state and national highway routes, the mix of turn lanes at unsignalized intersections, 
traffic signals, and roundabouts presented in Figure 3 and in Figure 4 is recommended to 
address the projected congestion and existing safety problems identified in the corridor 
through 2025.  
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Figure 3: Recommendations for Waterbury from the 2004 VT 100 Access Management Plan 
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Figure 4: Recommendations for Stowe from the 2004 VT 100 Access Management Plan 

 

Lamoille County Regional Transportation Plan, September 2006 

 The Regional Transportation Plan recommends: 

o Preserving the function of VT 100 through sound land-use and transportation planning. 

o Facilitating and encouraging implementation of the VT 100 Access Management Plan. 
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o Developing pedestrian connections (sidewalks) between the center of Stowe village and 
the lower village to the south, and Maple Street to the north (an earmark has been 
granted for this purpose). 

o That the Waterbury Park & Ride should consider applying for VTrans grant for 
potential improvement to parking lot. 

Stowe Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvement Plan, 2006 

 The Plan recommends that: 

o The state should improve shoulders whenever a paving project takes place. 

o Stowe should design and implement traffic calming measures such as curb extensions, 
and other such techniques in these pedestrian centers to improve safety for pedestrians 
and motorists alike. 

o Construct Main Street (VT100) Lower Village Sidewalk: Thomas Lane to Sylvan Park 
Road (underway)  

o Construct Maple Street (VT100) Sidewalk: Cemetery Road to West Hill Road 
(underway) 

o Design and construct pedestrian connection to Recreation Path parking lot in Stowe 
Village (short-term) 

o Implement signage and marking improvements at all Recreation Path highway crossings 
(short-term) 

o Main Street (VT100) pedestrian safety: review of parking spaces and crosswalks per 
standards in the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (short-term) 

o Plan, design, and construct Depot Street/Thomas Lane Sidewalks from existing to 
VT100 (mid-term) 

o Primary Corridor (state highway) pavement marking monitoring (ongoing) 

o Design and construct traffic calming improvements in Pedestrian Centers (mid-term) 

Central Vermont Regional Transportation Plan, September 20087 

Recommendations from the Regional Transportation Plan that pertain to VT 100 in Waterbury 
include the following: 

                                                        

7 Prepared by the CVRPC with assistance from Resource Systems Group. 
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Waterbury Village to Interstate 

• The Waterbury park-ride lot off the Route 100 corridor needs paving and improved 
overhead lighting. 

• The westerly unsignalized intersection of Route 2 and Route 100 in Waterbury imposes 
significant delay for southbound Route 100 motorists (LOS - F, for left turns onto RT 2). 
A roundabout is currently under design. 

• The Waterbury Village Circulation Study assessed traffic circulation through Waterbury 
Village and recommended developing alternative routes be established to relieve the 
congestion on Route 2 (Union St., Railroad St., Park Row, and Demeritt Place). 

• North and South Main S. through the Village is in poor condition including pavement, 
storm drainage, sidewalks, and water & sewer mains. Plans have been developed for 
reconstructing the street including sidewalks, bulbouts, underground placement of utilities, 
and other streetscape improvements. The intersection of Park Row and South Main Street 
needs to be reconstructed to allow improved truck access to and from Pilgrim Industrial 
Park including the Green Mountain Coffee Roaster facility. 

• Waterbury has proposed the Route 100 Corridor Alternate Transportation Path from 
Waterbury Center to Waterbury Village which will serve as an option to the heavily 
trafficked Route 100 and which will eventually connect to the Stowe bike path. 

Interstate to Waterbury Center 

• upgrade Route 100 between Blush Hill Road/Stowe Street and Colbyville; 

• streetscaping in Colbyville; 

• pedestrian facilities between Colbyville and the Ben & Jerry's site; 

• installation of traffic signals when warranted at the intersections of Route 100 and Laurel 
Lane. 

• widened shoulders between Colbyville and Waterbury Center along Route 100; 

• a new town road (parallel to Route 100) linking Stowe Street and Guptil Road to provide 
an alternate route network to relieve traffic congestion on Route 100; 

• installation of traffic signals when warranted at the intersection of Route 100 with Guptil 
Road; and 

• northbound right turn lane at intersection of Route 100 and Guptil Road. 

Waterbury Center 

• sight distance improvements at Route 100 intersection with Howard Road; 
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• reconstruction of Hollow Road approach to Route 100 intersection; and 

• consider one-way streets for Hollow Road and Howard Ave. 

• Traffic calming and sidewalks should be considered for Waterbury Center. 

Waterbury Center to Stowe Town Line 

• Truck climbing lanes should be considered on the northbound and southbound 
approaches to Shutesville Hill. 

Waterbury Village Main Street Reconstruction Project 

Several years ago, the Waterbury Village Main Street Reconstruction Project reached the design stage 
but was put on hold due to lack of funding. Since then, the Town has moved forward by focusing on 
individual elements, such as the Main St.-Stowe St. and Main St.-Park Row intersections, replacing 
specific sidewalk segments, and landscaping. These projects are ongoing. 

 

EXISTING TRANSPORTATION CHARACTERISTICS 

This section describes the general highway characteristics, jurisdiction, functional classification, 
geometry and design, access management classification and traffic and travel characteristics of VT 
100 in the study area.     

JURISDICTION - TOWN HIGHWAY CLASS 

The entire public highway network in Vermont consists of roads under the jurisdiction of either the 
state or a municipality. Roads under municipal jurisdiction are classified as Class 1, 2, 3, or 4 town 
highways. A Class 1 Town Highway has a VT or US route number and is an important part of the 
state’s arterial network, but is owned and maintained by the municipality through which it passes.   

Most of VT 100 is owned by the state in the study area. There are two exceptions where VT 100 is a 
Class 1 town highway and therefore owned and maintained by the municipalities. These sections are 
1) within the village limits of Stowe - approximately between Cliff Street and 1000 feet south of West 
Hill Road and 2) within Waterbury between the intersections of US 2 and River Road. 
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FUNCTIONAL CLASS 

The highway functional classification 
system, depicted in Figure 5, is organized 
as a hierarchy of facilities, based on the 
degree to which the roadway facility 
serves mobility (through traffic) and 
access to adjacent land uses. Interstate 
highways, at the top of the hierarchy, are 
devoted exclusively to mobility, with no 
direct access to adjacent land. Arterials 
and Collectors provide both mobility 
and access. The local road system is 
devoted exclusively to providing local 
access, with limited capacity and 
relatively slow speeds. As shown in 
Figure 6, VT 100 within the study area is 
classified as a minor arterial. 

 

Figure 5: Conceptual Roadway Functional Hierarchy 
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Figure 6: Functional Class 
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GEOMETRY AND SPEED LIMIT CHARACTERISTICS 

Intersection Geometries 

Figure 8 and Figure 7 summarize the lane configurations at each of the study intersections, including 
storage lane lengths along VT 100. An orthographic view of the VT 100-Stagecoach Road 
intersection is provided to clarify the layout of that intersection.  

 
Figure 7: Intersection Geometries in Stowe 
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Figure 8: Intersection Geometries in Waterbury 
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Figure 9: VT 100-Stagecoach Road 

 

Vermont State Design Standards 

The Vermont State Design Standards were developed to provide technical direction in the design of 
transportation projects and “to achieve roadway and bridge designs which provide access, mobility 
and safety for users, and which are also sensitive to the social and environmental context of 
Vermont.” Essentially, the Standards foster the practice of context sensitive design to avoid conflicts 
between transportation facilities and the character of the area that surrounds them.  

The Vermont State Design Standards recommend that minor arterials (which VT 100 is within the study 
area) be designed for speeds of 35 to 55 mph in rural areas and 25 to 55 mph in urban/village areas. 
Cross-sectional dimensions depend on context (rural or urban/village) and speed limit. Table 5 
compares the cross-sections of various segments measured in the field with the standards for similar 
facilities. Within the study area, VT 100 generally has travel lanes that are one foot wider than the 
recommended design standard. The standard for shoulder widths recommends a 5’ shoulder, three or 
four feet of which must be paved in order to accommodate bicycles. In general, the paved shoulder 
along VT 100 is four feet, thereby meeting the standard to accommodate bicycles. 
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Table 5: Comparison of VT 100 Cross-Sections to VT State Design Standards 
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Route 100 is a two lane highway throughout the study area.  

Figure 10 indicates the ranges of total roadway widths in the corridor. The typical cross section 
outside of the built-up areas of Stowe Village and Waterbury consists of twelve-foot travel lanes and 
four-foot shoulders with speed limits from 40 to 50 miles per hour. The exceptions include: 

 The interchange area between US 2 and Blush Hill Road where long merge lanes to and 
from the off-ramps create three and four lane cross sections; and 

 A one-thousand foot section of VT 100 located between Blush Hill Road and Colbyville that 
has a three lane cross section consisting of two travel lanes and a center two-way left turn 
lane. 
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Figure 10: Roadway Widths 

 



Resource Systems Group, Inc. 

page 24 

 

 

 

Within Stowe Village, the cross section includes two travel lanes with curbs, green strips, sidewalks, 
and on-street parking. Speed limits vary from 25 to 35 miles per hour. Intersections with local streets 
are much more frequent and there is a high density of commercial and residential driveways. 

Within the small village sections of the study area at Waterbury, Colbyville, Waterbury Center, and 
Lower Stowe Village, VT 100 continues as a two-lane highway with shoulders. These small village 
areas include a mix of residential and commercial land uses with direct access to VT 100. There are 
typically no curbs, sidewalks, or green strips through these areas. A 40 mile per hour speed limit is 
common through these sections. 

There are currently four signalized intersections on VT 100 in the study area: 

 Park Row 

 Stowe Street 

 Blush Hill Road 

 Shaws 

As of February 2008, VTrans is planning to install a signal on VT 100 at the I-89 southbound ramps 
and is considering a roundabout at the US 2-VT 100 intersection. The intersection of VT 100 with 
VT 108 in the center of Stowe Village is controlled by an all-way stop. All other intersections are 
controlled with a stop sign on the side street approach to VT 100. 

Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities 

Like the Vermont State Design Standards, the Pedestrian and Bicycle Facility Planning and Design Manual 
provides guidelines for design, specifically to accommodate pedestrians and bicyclists. Table 6 
summarizes the design guidelines provided by the Facility Planning and Design Manual.  

For rural segments, the Guidelines focus on 
the presence of shoulders, deferring to the 
Vermont State Design Standards for specific 
widths. As noted in the previous section, all 
the segments of VT 100 in the study area 
meet the minimum standards for shoulder 
widths. 

With the exception of Lower Stowe Village 
and Waterbury Center, the downtown and 
village areas of Waterbury and Stowe include 
sidewalks and crosswalks. In Waterbury, 
there are few greenstrips or buffers between 

Figure 11: Pedestrian facilities in Stowe village 
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the sidewalk and road, and where they are present, they do not meet the minimum widths suggested 
by the Design Manual. While there are no striped bicycle lanes on VT 100 in these areas, the travel 
lanes (shown in Table 5) are wider to meet the guidelines for wide curb lanes.8 

 
Table 6: Summary of Guidelines from the Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities to Pedestrian & Bicycle Design Manual 

  

ACCESS MANAGEMENT CLASSIFICATION SYSTEM  

VTrans has established an Access Management Program that assigns all segments of the State’s 
Highway System into one of six access management categories. The standards provide the basis for 

                                                        

8 A wide curb lane is the travel lane adjacent to the curb and is wider than a standard lane in order to accommodate bicyclists. As 

opposed to a bicycle lane, which uses a painted stripe to delineate motor vehicle and bicycle designated spaces, a wide curb lane 

is to be shared among users. 
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access permitting on state highways and are used in the planning and development of VTrans 
roadway construction projects. Existing highways are not required to meet the design standards. 
However, the standards are applied to all new access permits and construction projects. 

The Access Management Program Guidelines have two sections. Section One describes the characteristics 
of each access category in terms of functional class and average annual daily traffic (AADT) and the 
associated access management standards. The access management standards, which are summarized 
in Table 7, specify whether or not direct access to adjacent property is permitted, the type of 
driveway design factors to be considered, and type of turning movement allowed (Traffic 
Operations). 

Assuming a permit application satisfies the requirements of Section One, Section Two of the Access 
Management Program Guidelines provides specific geometric standards for driveway width and turning 
radii, surfacing and pavement markings, need for turn lanes, corner sight distance, spacing between 
driveways, and corner clearances between driveways and intersections with public streets. 

The access management categories within the VT 100 study area are shown in Figure 12 and include: 

 Category 1:  Interstates  – I-89 and its ramps at Exit 10; 

 Category 2:  Limited or Controlled Access Highways – The vicinity of the I-89 Exit 10 
ramps between Blush Hill Road and US 2. 

 Category 3:  Principal and Minor Arterials – VT 100 from Guptil Road to VT 15 excluding 
the sections through Waterbury, Waterbury Center, the Village of Stowe; and 

 Category 6:  Urban Sections – VT 100 from Blush Hill Road to Guptil Road and the 
urban/village sections of Waterbury, Waterbury Center, and the Village of Stowe. 

These categories were designated by the Transportation Advisory Committees (TAC) of the Lamoille 
County and Central Vermont Regional Planning Commissions in consultation with VTrans based on 
functional classification, average annual daily traffic (AADT), local plans and zoning and existing and 
future land use.  

In 2004, the VT 100 Access Management Plan was completed for VT 100 in Waterbury, Stowe, and 
Morristown. The Plan provides an in-depth examination of access management issues in the 
corridors and recommends strategies for improving existing deficiencies. 
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Table 7.  Access Category Standards 

Access 
Category 

Functional Class and AADT 
Characteristics 

Direct 
Property 
Access 

Driveway 
Design 
Factors 

Traffic Operations 
and Movements 

Allowed Design Features 

1 Interstates No 
Not 

Applicable 

Access only 
provided at 

Interchanges with 
public highways 

Grade-Separated Interchanges 

2 
- Other Principal Arterials 
- Limited Access Major Collectors 

No – Except by 
Access Rights 

Number, 
Spacing and 

Locations 

Access at 
intersections with 
public highways 

At-Grade or Grade-Separated intersections at ½ to 1 
mile intervals 

3 

- Other Principal Arterials 
- Minor Arterials AADT greater than 
5,000) 
 - Non-limited Access Major Collectors 
on State Highway and Class 1 Town 
Highways (AADT greater than 5,000) 

Deny, Restrict 
or Allow 

Number, 
Spacing and 

Locations 

May limit turning 
movements 

- Physical Barriers (Medians or Islands) 
- Traffic signal spacing requirements 
- Left and/or Right Turn Lanes Required 
-  Spacing of public highway  intersections that are 
or may be signalized (1/4 to ½ mile) 

4 

- Minor Collectors 
- Minor Arterials and 
Class 1 Town Highways (Less than 
5,000 AAD) 
- Non-limited Access Major Collectors 
on State Highway and Class 1 Town 
Highways (Less than 5,000 AADT) 

Yes 
Number, 

Spacing and 
Locations 

All turns in and out 
 

May limit turning 
movements 

-  Spacing of public highway  intersections that are 
or may be signalized (1/4 to ½ mile) 

5 Frontage or Service Road Yes Number and 
location 

All turns in and out - Traffic signal spacing not less than 500 feet. 

6 May have any functional class but are 
urban in nature. 

Deny, restrict, 
or allow 

Number and 
location 

  - Traffic signal spacing not less than 500 feet. 

 
Modified from Table 1-1, page 22 in Vermont Agency of Transportation Access Management Program Guidelines; Utilities and Permits Unit Technical Service Division 

Revised July 17, 2000. 
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Figure 12.  Access Management Categories 
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TRAVEL PATTERNS 

Figure 13 shows the 2006 Average Annual Daily Traffic volumes (AADT) along the corridor. AADT 
is the average number of vehicles that travel on a given road during a day (twenty-four hours) for a 
given year and includes weekdays and weekends. Not surprisingly, traffic volumes are highest in the 
vicinity of the I-89 interchange at the southern end of the study area. The rest of the corridor shows 
higher volumes in the downtown/village areas of Waterbury, Waterbury Center, and Stowe. Traffic 
volumes decrease north of Guptil Road in Waterbury because Guptil Road is a collector street that 
collects and distributes local traffic to and from VT 100. The same dynamic occurs at Stagecoach 
Road in Stowe which connects southbound local system traffic to VT 100. 

Figure 13: 2006 Average Annual Daily Traffic on VT 100 
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DAILY TRUCK TRAFFIC 

VTrans collects vehicle classification data and issues a report which reflects the amount of truck 
traffic on a roadway. Figure 14 illustrates the 2006 truck traffic (defined as Federal Highway 
Administration Classes 4 through 13, or any vehicle that is not a motorcycle or passenger car/truck) 
as a percentage of AADT. The results indicate that the average for the VT 100 corridor is 6.4%, with 
the largest percentage near Stowe village.  

Figure 14: 2006 Daily Truck Traffic 

 



Green Mountain Byway Corridor Management Plan– Transportation Report October 2008  

APPENDIX A page 31 

 

 

TRANSIT SERVICE 

Green Mountain Transit Authority (GMTA) 
operates a Route 100 Commuter service 
between Morrisville and Waterbury, as 
shown in Figure 15. Within the study area, 
stops on the service include:  

 Stowe Town Hall 

 Moscow Road 

 Green Mountain Seminary 
Apartments 

 Waterbury Park & Ride (with 
transfer to the Montpelier LINK 
Express, with access to Burlington) 

 Waterbury State Office Complex 
(with transfer to the Waterbury 
Commuter, with access to 
Montpelier) 

The Route 100 Commuter operates weekdays 
between 5:45AM and 7:15PM. Service is 
almost hourly during the morning and 
evening commuter peak times, with three 
midday trips (two southbound and one 
northbound). Adult fares are $2.00 between 
towns and $1.00 within town.  

In the winter, GMTA provides a Lamoille 
Weekend Commuter route as shown in Figure 16. Within the study area, the service stops in 
Downtown Waterbury, the Waterbury Park & Ride, the intersection of VT 100 and Moscow Road, 
the Green Mountain Inn, and Stowe Town Hall. The service operates on Saturdays and Sundays with 
four runs every 1 ½ hours in each direction in the AM and PM. 

At certain times, these services coordinate with the Stowe Mountain Road shuttle in Stowe Village so 
that passengers can transfer between lines. 

 

Figure 15: Route 100 Commuter Transit Service (source: 
GMTA) 
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Figure 16: Lamoille Weekend Commuter Route (source: 
GMTA) 

 

SAFETY 

HIGH CRASH LOCATIONS 

VTrans provides crash summaries for all crashes involving injuries, fatalities, or those that exceed 
$1,000 in property damage on federal aid highways. VTrans analyzes the number of crashes occurring 
along road segments and intersections and compares the frequency and severity to statewide averages 
for similar facilities. The locations with the highest crash rates are identified as High Crash Locations 
(HCL). In order to be classified as an HCL, an intersection or road section (0.3 mile section) must 
meet two conditions: 1) it must have at least 5 crashes over a 5-year period; and 2) the actual crash 
rate of the location must exceed a critical crash rate9. Figure 17 shows the High Crash Locations on 
VT 100 based on the most recent VTrans High Crash Location Report. The HCLs tend to be in the 
higher density areas of Waterbury and Stowe.  

                                                        

9 The critical crash rate is based on the average crash rates of similar roadways in the state and is related to the functional class of 

the highway and whether it is located in an urban or rural area. 
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Figure 17: High Crash Locations 

 

Figure 18 indicates the location of crashes between 2002 and 2006 and whether the crash involved 
property damage only, an injury, or fatality. Table 8 and Table 9 summarize the total number of 
crashes, injuries, and fatalities that were reported along VT 100 between 2002 and 2006 at the study 
intersections and for road segments. There was one fatality in the time period. 

The new traffic signal at the southbound I-89 ramps in Waterbury should help to improve safety 
along this segment. 
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Figure 18: Crash History 2002-2006 
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Table 8.  Crash Summary for Study Intersections 2002-2006 

  Intersection (South to North) Total Reported Injuries Fatalities 

1 US 2 & VT 100 16 4 0 

2 VT 100 - I-89 Southbound Ramps 5 3 0 

3 VT 100 - I-89 Northbound Ramps 7 2 0 

4 VT 100 - Blush Hill Road - Stowe Street 13 4 0 

5 VT 100 - Laurel Lane - Crossroad 3 0 0 

6 VT 100 - Guptil Road 3 0 0 

7 VT 100 - Howard Avenue 2 0 0 

8 VT 100 - Moscow Road 3 5 0 

9 VT 100 & VT 108 20 1 0 

10 VT 100 - School Street 2 0 0 

11 VT 100 - West Hill Road 15 2 0 

12 VT 100 - Stagecoach Road 7 4 0 

13 VT 100 - Randolph Road 2 1 0 

 
Table 9. Crash Summary for Specific VT 100 Road Sections for 2002-2006 

Section (South to North) Total Reported Injuries Fatalities 
US 2/VT 100 in Waterbury between the northern and southern US 2 
intersections 50 8 0 

US 2 to Blush Hill Road 14 6 0 

Blush Hill Road to Lower Mill Road 7 2 0 

Lower Mill Road to Laurel Lane (Colbyville) 2 5 0 

Laurel Lane to Guptil Road 2 1 0 

Guptil Road to Stowebury Lane 5 5 0 

Stowebury Lane to McNeil Road 13 5 0 

McNeil Road to Howard Avenue 6 5 0 

Howard Avenue to Lakeview Terrace 5 0 0 

Lakeview Terrace to Sunset Drive (Waterbury Center) 5 0 0 

Sunset Drive to Gregg Hill Road 4 0 0 

Gregg Hill Road to Waterbury/Stowe Town Line 32 21 0 

Waterbury/Stowe Town Line to Moscow Road 18 4 0 

Moscow Road to Sylvan Park Road 47 33 1 

Sylvan Park Road to River Road (Lower Stowe Village) 16 1 0 

River Road to Highland Avenue 20 6 0 

Highland Avenue to Cemetery Road (Stowe Village) 62 12 0 

Cemetery Road to West Hill Road 9 3 0 

West Hill Road to Stagecoach Road 41 11 0 

Stagecoach Road to Randolph Road 34 7 0 

Randolph Road to Stowe/Morristown Town Line 7 4 0 
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SIGHT DISTANCES 

Table 10 compares the recommended10 corner sight distances to those measured in the field at the 
study intersections. Corner or intersection sight distance is the ability of a driver on a minor road to 
see vehicles approaching from either direction on the major road. Intersections with deficient sight 
distances are noted in blue, while the most serious deficiencies are noted in red.  

 
Table 10: Sight Distances 

 

 

 

                                                        
10 Sight distances as recommended in: American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO), A 
Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Streets, 5th Edition (Washington DC: AASHTO, 2004). 
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At the VT 100-Laurel/Crossroad intersection, parking at the Cummings General Store and Deli 
blocks the view of northbound traffic from vehicles on the westbound Laurel Lane approach, as 
shown in Figure 19. Improved parking and access management should help to improve this situation. 

Figure 20 shows that the sight distance from the Howard Avenue approach at its intersection with 
VT 100 is deficient due to the embankment on the southeast corner of the intersection.  

In Stowe village, the VT 100-School Street intersection sight distance is deficient due to parked 
vehicles blocking the view of northbound VT 100.  

The sight distance from West Hill Road looking north on VT 100 appears to be deficient, but due to 
snow banks crowding the road shoulders, poor visibility, and large volumes of traffic traveling at high 
speeds, it was deemed unsafe to measure the sight distance in the field. Therefore a reference point 
was chosen in the field and the distance to that point measured on an orthographic photo. The result 
was a sight distance of approximately 100 feet, mainly due to a house on the northwest corner of the 
intersection blocking the view. 

The sight distance at VT 100 and Stagecoach Road is deficient due to the horizontal curvature of VT 
100 north of Stagecoach Road as shown in Figure 21.  
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Figure 19: Looking southbound along VT 100 from the Cummings parking lot 

 

 

Parked vehicle 
blocks view from 
Laurel Lane 
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Figure 20: Looking south along VT 100 at the Howard Avenue intersection 

 

 

 

Howard Ave 
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Figure 21: Looking north along VT 100 from Stagecoach Road approach 

 

 

PUBLIC INPUT 

This corridor study was developed through a public process. The existing transportation conditions 
were presented to community members at a workshop on April 1, 2008. Among the comments 
received at this workshop and through subsequent emails are: 

 Pedestrian and bicycle safety and access are very important to the community. Traffic 
calming should be used to improve safety for bicyclists. Shared paths should be delineated to 
reduce conflicts between bicyclists and pedestrians. 

 More recreational opportunities, such as shared use paths, should be created along the 
corridor. 

 The traffic letting out from the ski areas can be problematic. 

 The old railway should be identified and highlighted. 

 There are access issues in the Waterbury Center and Colbyville areas. 
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 Consideration needs to be given to wildlife crossings, particularly by the Waterbury-Stowe 
town line area. 

 Pull-offs for scenic viewing need to be sited and designed carefully to provide safe access 
while maintaining the scenic view corridor.  

 Directions to trailheads should be provided. 

 Traffic speed concerns should be addressed with visual design cues more than distracting 
and unattractive signage. 

 Pedestrian improvements are needed in Waterbury Center and the surrounding area. 

 Traffic congestion at Rusty Parker Park in Waterbury Village is a concern. 

 Coordinate with Ben & Jerry’s to address the traffic that they generate. 

 Better signage is needed at the reservoir.  

 Improve access management between Shaws and Colbyville. 

 There are safety issues on the segment between Colbyville and Guptil Road in Waterbury. 
Drivers who miss the Ben & Jerry’s entrance turn-around in private driveways with limited 
visibility, backing into VT 100. Speeds need to be reduced in this area and coordination with 
Ben & Jerry’s should take place to improve their access. 

PULL-OFFS 

In September 2008, members of the consultant team and Waterbury planning staff met with property 
owners near Waterbury Center to investigate possible sites for scenic pull-offs. This section describes 
one potential location (south of Waterbury Center) that emerged from this visit and the 
transportation-related actions that would need to take place before it could be proposed as a 
potential pull-off. 

 A proposal has been made to develop a pull-off/visitors center/bicycle rest area on the bluff 
overlooking the reservoir south of Waterbury Center on the west side of VT 100, as shown 
in Figure 22. The curb cut serving this pull-off would necessitate a thorough investigation of 
sight distance to determine if there are any deficiencies and if so, how they could be 
addressed.  

 An alternative to a curb cut at the proposed visitors center site would be to share the access 
for the Playhouse and the Glass Blowing Studio. A pedestrian trail could then provide access 
to the visitors center, and there appears to be plenty of parking capacity by the Playhouse.  

 This segment of VT 100 transitions from Access Management Category 6 (Urban Arterials) 
in Waterbury Center to Category 3 (Principal Arterial). The access management requirements 
for Category 3 are more stringent than Category 6. For example, Category 3 designs may 
require turn-lanes and/or islands. Further study would be needed to determine the 
requirements for the proposed use. 
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 Traffic speeds are an issue for the entire VT 100 corridor. Establishing a gateway to 
Waterbury Center just south of this location would not only improve safety at this site, but 
also reduce speeds through Waterbury Center. 

 
  Figure 22: Possible Pull-Off Location 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 

Through the existing conditions assessment and the public input process, several deficiencies and 
needs have been identified. This section recommends actions and provides associated cost estimates 
to address these issues so that this segment of VT 100 will be an attractive candidate for byway 
designation. 

 Few of the recommendations from previous plans and studies have actually been 
implemented. At this point, some of these recommendations are 15 years old and may be 
out of date. Since the VT 100 Access Management Plan (2004), the Stowe Bicycle and 
Pedestrian Improvement Plan (2006), the Lamoille County Regional Transportation Plan 
(2006) and the Central Vermont Regional Transportation Plan (2008) are up to date, the 
recommendations of these documents present an appropriate point of departure for specific 
action items for the VT 100 corridor in Waterbury and Stowe.  

 The village areas of downtown Waterbury, Colbyville, Waterbury Center, Lower Stowe 
Village and Stowe Village have several opportunities for improvements to access 
management and bicycle and pedestrian facilities. A bicycle and pedestrian master plan is 
nearly complete for Colbyville and should provide direction and recommendations for 
improvements. Waterbury Center and Lower Stowe Village in particular should be 
considered target areas for improvements. (Cost estimate for village access management, 
bicycle and pedestrian improvement plan: $10,000 to $30,000) 

 Intersection scoping studies should be conducted to identify appropriate safety 
improvements to each of the following intersections on VT 100: 

o Laurel/Crossroad 

o Howard 

o Moscow 

o School 

o West Hill 

o Stagecoach 

Some of the locations require major work such as intersection reconstruction or house 
relocation to correct the deficiency. Others can be fixed with more minor modifications such 
as parking management or adjustments to embankments. (Cost estimate for intersection 
study: $5,000 to $25,000) 

 Safety improvements are needed in the High Crash Locations along the busier segments of 
VT 100 by the I-89 ramps and the village areas of Stowe and downtown Waterbury. The 
new traffic signal at the I-89 southbound ramp should help to improve safety along this 
segment. Safety concerns have also been raised regarding the segment between Colbyville 
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and Guptil Road in Waterbury. (Cost estimate for safety improvement plan: $1,000 to 
$10,000 per location) 

 Further investigation is needed to determine the suitability of the possible pull-off location 
(to the south of Waterbury Center), particularly regarding sight distances and access 
management. Pull-offs for scenic viewing need to be sited and designed carefully to provide 
safe access while maintaining the scenic view corridor. (Cost estimate for  pull-off traffic 
impact study: $3,000 to $10,000) 

 Traffic calming is needed to reduce speeds through Waterbury Center. Gateways may be 
particularly effective to achieve a reduction in speed. A reduction in speeds will influence the 
suitability of the potential pull-off locations. (Cost estimate for traffic calming study: $3,000 
to $10,000) 

 Safety enhancements are needed for bicycle travel in the corridor. The feasibility of a 
separated bicycle path parallel to VT 100 should be investigated. (Cost estimate for corridor-
wide (Waterbury and Stowe) bike path feasibility study: $10,000 to $30,000)  

 Continue to manage access throughout the corridor, following the recommendations of the 
2004 VT 100 Access Management Plan. (Costs to be determined) 

SUMMARY  

Resource Systems Group (RSG) is assisting LandWorks with the development of the Green 
Mountain Byway Corridor Management Plan. This report provides a summary of previous 
transportation studies and plans relative to the study area, a review of existing traffic operational and 
safety conditions, and identification of system-wide and location specific issues. A summary of public 
input is also included, as well as a description of possible pull-off locations and recommendations for 
corridor improvements.  

Existing transportation issues are summarized below. The Recommendations section beginning on 
page 43 above lists several specific actions that can be taken to improve the area. 

EXISTING TRANSPORTATION ISSUES 

 In general, VT 100 within the study area meets the Vermont State Design Standards for a rural 
minor arterial. The village areas of downtown Waterbury, Colbyville, Waterbury Center, 
Lower Stowe Village and Stowe Village have several opportunities for improvements to 
access management and bicycle and pedestrian facilities. A bicycle and pedestrian master 
plan is currently being developed for Colbyville and should provide direction and 
recommendations for improvements. Waterbury Center and Lower Stowe Village in 
particular should be considered target areas for improvements. 

 There are sight distance deficiencies at the following intersections on VT 100: 

o Laurel/Crossroad 

o Howard 
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o Moscow 

o School 

o West Hill 

o Stagecoach 

Some of the locations require major work such as intersection reconstruction or house 
relocation to correct the deficiency. Others can be fixed with more minor modifications such 
as parking management or adjustments to embankments. 

 The High Crash Locations within the study area tend to be along the busier segments of VT 
100 by the I-89 ramps and the village areas of Stowe and downtown Waterbury. One 
exception is the rural segment north of Stagecoach Road. It is possible that the higher speed 
along this section is a contributing factor, although the roadway cross-section corresponds to 
the 50 mph speed limit.  

 The portion of 2006 AADT which makes up large truck traffic is highest in Stowe and the 
northern half of Waterbury. This may suggest that most large truck trips are local, as longer 
interstate or regional trips would be expected to be reflected in higher volumes near I-89.  
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Route 100 Corridor Tour 
 
As an initial first step in the public process and the “roll-out” of the byway planning 
process, members of the nominating committee and local residents from Waterbury and 
Stowe were invited to join a bus tour of the Route 100 Corridor on January 26, 2008.  A 
full busload of about 18 individuals came aboard for the morning trip on a brisk but sunny 
winter’s day. During the course of the tour the group visited some interesting destinations, 
which comprise some of the many resources and attractions along the Route 100 
Corridor. The stops included the Waterbury Railroad Station and Visitor’s Center 
(operated by Green Mountain Coffee Roasters and with exhibits on both the history of 
Waterbury and the railroad station as well as coffee), Waterbury Center Historic District, 
The Blush Hill Golf Course (for outstanding views of the Worcester Range across the 
valley), Cold Hollow Cider Mill (for delicious donuts and to experience an important 
tourist destination); Moscow Village Historic District (with interesting stories about the 
former mills and new development); The Green Mountain Club Hiker’s Center (an 
important cultural and recreational resource) and the historic Village of Stowe. 
 
Along the way it became self evident from the insights and local knowledge of the tour 
participants that the corridor is extraordinarily rich in a diversity of the intrinsic resources 
that need to be identified for the byway designation process. The trip was also fruitful 
from the perspective of understanding local interests and the future focus for the byway, 
as much of the discussions centered on the rich history of the corridor and its outstanding 
scenic and natural resource qualities. This observation was confirmed by our views of the 
state and local parks in the corridor, the conserved lands such as Nichols Field in Moscow 
Village, and those that are candidates for conservation, such as the Pike Property (the 
Mansfield Dairy) in Stowe. Those who participated also developed a sense for what we 
look at when inventorying byway corridors and how to build off of the inventory when 
developing goals and strategies for the byway management plan. The camaraderie of the 
group also developed over the course of the morning, which set the stage for the future 
collaboration among the members of the committee and between the two towns bisected 
by the proposed byway. 
 
 
 
 



 

DRAFT FOR REVIEW  - 2 - 

  
1. Town participants on their way 2. Learning about Waterbury’s history and the     

engaging smell of fresh coffee at the historic 
Waterbury Railroad Station and Visitors Center 

 
 

  
3. Tasting the “best donuts in the universe” at 4. Exchanging notes at one of the tour stops: 
Cold Hollow Cider Mill – one of the state’s  The Green Mountain Club headquarters 
Top  three visitor attractions! 
 



A B O U T  T H E  BY WAYS  P RO G R A M .   The National Scenic Byways Program was established in 
1991by the Federal Highway Administration in response to American’s “romance with road” and their love 
of their landscape and its scenic beauty, as well as their interest in learining about the cultural and natural 
history of the regions they live in or visit. The program is designed to “ identify, designate and promote 
scenic byways and to protect and enhance the recreational , scenic, historic and cultural qualities of he areas 
through which these byways pass.”

In Vermont a  Byway refers to a highway or other public road  that may be associated with 
transportation and landscape resources that have special scenic natural and/or cultural 
qualities. The benefits of Byway designation include increased awareness of and access to historic and cultural 

sites and recreational destinations. The Byway also supports regional collaboration for resource management 
and protection as well as tourism development.  Byways are eligible for grant monies which can be applied 

to Byway programs, promotions and enhancements.

 Byways are always based on local interests and decision making. Thus this workshop is designed to engage 
residents, businesspeople and others with an interest in the area in the planning and development of the 

Byway from a local perspective. We want to hear about what you think is important to incorporate 
into the Byway plan and what the Byway should be. So come to the workshop and be prepared to 
share your stories, your insights and ideas so that we can make this Byway come alive! 

CO M E  H E LP  U S
T E L L  TH E  STO RY
o f  Ro U T E  10 0  a n d  T h E  PEo Pl E  a n d  Pl ac E s  o f  WaT ER B U RY 
a n d  s ToW E,  a s  Pa RT  o f  T h E  BY WaY  Pl a n n i n g  Wo R K s h o P

APRI L 1st,  2008
7:00PM- 9 :00PM

BEsT W EsTERn in  WaTERBURY

The Workshop wi l l  inc lude :
a Presentat ion  of  the  By way concept  and the  Proposed P lann ing  Process

an oppor tun i t y  to  share  Your  stor ies ,  ideas,  ins ights  and E xper iences 
a d iscuss ion  of  the  Resources  and Programs to  Be  cons idered for  the  By way

a Bra instorming sess ion  to  E xp lore  Themes  and Pro jects
an oppor tun i t y  to  Jo in  the  steer ing  committee and help P lan  the  By way





 

 

P UBLIC  MEET IN G –  T UES DA Y,  A P R IL 1,  2008 
 
T H AN K  Y O U F O R  AT T E N DI N G  T H I S  I M P O R T AN T  E V E N T !    
Y O U R  I NP U T A ND  S U P P O R T I S  C R I TI C A L .  
 
Designating Route 100 North as a Vermont Byway includes: 1) preparing an application for nomination that 
incorporates an inventory and assessment, and 2) developing a Corridor Management Plan. Starting with a vision for 
the byway, the goal is to balance tourism, sustainable development and preservation while maintaining the regions 
quality of life and respecting the interests of local residents and landowners. The byway planning process must 
address two groups: 1) the property owners along the road and corridor, and 2) the users of the road, whether they 
are bicyclists, commuters, tourists, or farmers. 

AG E N DA 
7 : 0 0  P M  -  I N T R O D U C T I O N S  &  P R O J E C T  B A C K G R O U N D  
Brief introductions and the project background will be presented, followed by a summary of the work to date, 
including the intrinsic resources analysis, the transportation assessment, and the nomination for the Route 100 North 
Byway. We will then set the stage for small group discussions. 

7 : 4 5  P M  -  S M A L L  G R O U P  D I S C U S S I O N S  
Participants will convene into smaller groups to discuss questions below. 

8 : 3 0  P M  -  R E C O N V E N E  &  D I S C U S S  N E X T  S T E P S  
Groups will reconvene and present the conclusions obtained during the discussion. 

8 : 4 5  P M  -  N E X T  S T E P S  &  F I N A L  R E M A R K S  
We will conclude the meeting by discussing the next steps in the planning process leading towards a successful 
nomination. 
 
S M AL L  G R O UP  DI S C US S I O N :  ( e ac h  g r ou p  t o ad d r e ss  t h e se  q u e st i on s)  
1. Please share your story, experience, or ideas.  How does your story inform our planning and the development of 

the Byway Plan? 

2. Given what you’ve seen and what you know about the corridor, identify one or two of the most important 
intrinsic qualities of the Route 100 corridor in association with each of the 6 categories (i.e., Archaeological, 
Cultural, Historic, Natural, Recreational, or Scenic). Are there any that we’ve missed that should be included in 
the assessment? 

3. Identify areas along the corridor that are particularly hazardous or have existing/potential conflicts between users 
(i.e. cars, bicycles and pedestrians). Identify how these conditions and issues may be improved (i.e. bicycle lanes, 
signs, sidewalks, designated scenic pull-offs, etc.). 

4. What level & type of development is appropriate for the corridor? What type of development has been considered 
by the communities…how will this dovetail other initiatives that you are aware of?  How might existing 
development be enhanced and new development be accommodated to preserve the intrinsic qualities you just 
listed? Identify ways to promote the byway and its resources. 

5. We need to establish a key theme and name for the route. The theme will be used as a means to connect all the 
resources along the corridor and should be simple, clear and concise. We need your thoughts on this. 

6. Byways address and incorporate the following areas of activity: promotion/tourism, resource protection, economic 
development, village enhancement, transportation improvement, recreational initiatives or any combination of 
components. Which of these should be the focus for the Route 100 North project? What management strategies, 
or enhancement/implementation projects, would be desirable as part of the Byway? Also, how should this effort 
complement/integrate the Mad River Byway and Mad River Byway Extension plan and work? 

6 – This will  
be your group 
for small group 
discussion 
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  October 28, 2008   

Local Poll
Do you think it would be
beneficial to Stowe to have
a Dunkin' Donuts on the
Mountain Road?

Yes  
No  
Not sure  

Vote

ZIP: 05672
Temp. Wind

Route 100 byway talk planned
05/29/08 
Residents, property owners and business people in Waterbury and Stowe are
invited to a second public workshop about nominating Route 100 as a Vermont
scenic byway.

The workshop is Wednesday, June 4, from 6 to 8 p.m. at the Commodores Inn
conference room, South Main Street, Stowe.

The event is designed to inform people living and working in the area about the
process of designating Route 100 as a scenic byway, and to get them involved
in the planning.

Workshop topics:

• Details of the proposed Route 100 byway in Waterbury and Stowe and the
benefits of byway designation.

• Goals for the byway.

• A possible vision for the byway, and corresponding themes.

• Special projects or areas of focus that should be part of the corridor
management plan.

• How people can build support and awareness for the byway, and help make
it happen.

• What should the byway be called?

Brainstorming sessions are planned for the event, and a light meal will be
served. Information: Tom Jackman, Stowe planning director, 253-2705.
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P U B L I C  M E E T I N G  –  W E D N E S D A Y  J U N E  4 ,  2 0 0 8  
 
T H A N K  Y O U  F O R  A T T E N D I N G  T H I S  I M P O R T A N T  E V E N T !    
Y O U R  I N P U T  A N D  S U P P O R T  I S  C R I T I C A L .  
 
Designating Route 100 North as a Vermont Byway includes: 1) preparing an application for nomination that 
incorporates an inventory and assessment, and 2) developing a Corridor Management Plan. Starting with a 
vision for the byway, the goal is to balance tourism, sustainable development and preservation while 
maintaining the regions quality of life and respecting the interests of local residents and landowners. The 
byway planning process must address two groups: 1) the property owners along the road and corridor, and 2) 
the users of the road, whether they are bicyclists, commuters, tourists, or farmers. 
 
A G E N D A  
 
6 : 0 0  P M  –  W E L C O M E  &  I N T R O D U C T I O N S  
Learn more about the proposed Route 100 North Byway in Waterbury and Stowe. 
Discuss the goals and objectives for the Byway. 
Consider adoption of a vision for the Byway and corresponding themes. 
 
6 : 3 0  P M  -  S M A L L  G R O U P  D I S C U S S I O N S  
Participants will convene into smaller groups to: 1) discuss potential names for the Byway, 2) with aerial 
maps in hand, look at possible locations for Byway projects, and 3) discuss overall Byway initiatives.  
 
7 : 3 0  P M  -  R E C O N V E N E  &  D I S C U S S  N E X T  S T E P S  
Groups will reconvene and present the conclusions obtained during the discussion. 
 
7 : 4 5  P M  -  N E X T  S T E P S  &  F I N A L  R E M A R K S  
We will conclude the meeting by discussing the next steps in the planning process leading towards a 
successful nomination. 
 
N A M I N G  T H E  B Y W A Y  
 
The following is a partial list of potential Byway names generated from the last public meeting: 
 

Heart of the Greens 

Heart of the Green Mountains 

Valley Mountain Byway 

Green Mountain Byway 

Green Mountain Valley Byway 

Mountain View Valley Trail Byway 

Where it All Comes Together 
 

3 – This will  
be your group 
for small group 
discussion 



The Chin

The Nose

Roundtop

Bear Head

Ross Hill

Sugarloaf

West Hill

Luce Hill

Cady Hill
Mount Mayo

Brush Hill

Taber Hill

North Hill

Gregg Hill

Blush Hill

Perry Hill

Spruce Peak

Adams Apple

Mount Clark

Sunset Hill

Willey Hill

Barnes Hill

Loomis Hill

Madonna Peak

Mount Hunger

The Pinnacle

The Forehead

Bone Mountain

Dumpling Hill

Dewey Mountain

Burnt Mountain

Stowe Pinnacle

Mount Mansfield

Bolton Mountain

Mount Worcester

Chases Mountain

Bull Moose Hill

Ricker Mountain

Middlesex Notch

Hogback Mountain

Densmore Mountain

Woodward Mountain

Owlshead Mountain

White Rock Mountain

HISTORY

recreation

NATURAL
ARCHAEOLOgY

CULTURE

Historic Panorama of Stowe

Historic Panorama of Waterbury

S T O W E  F O R K

Views of Mt. Mansfield

Stowe Rec Path

Waterbury Reservoir

Camel’s Hump from the Winooski River

Train Depot in Waterbury, now restored to include  
a Visitor Center and Coffee Shop

Ben & Jerry’s Factory Store

The Vermont Ski Museum

Moss Glen Falls

Route 100 through Waterbury and Stowe is one of the most beautiful roads in Vermont.  Lofty mountains, lush valleys, rural settlements, meandering 
streams, covered bridges and quaint villages still offer a portrait of America the way it used to be. The corridor also provides bountiful recreational 
and educational opportunities. These opportunities - from skiing, sleigh rides, ice skating, snow shoeing in winter, to hiking, biking, boating and site-
seeing in summer, to visiting art galleries, museums and historic sites - attract people to and engage them in the experience of the corridor.

One key components of the Byway is to identify and recognize the intrinsic resources of a Byway Corridor. There are 
6 intrinsic resources which may be considered and these include: scenic, cultural, historic, archaeological, natural and 
recreational resources. The Green Mountain Byway through Stowe and Waterbury abounds with these resources.

Trapp Family Lodge

SCENERY
Hope Davey Park



D e s i g n at i n g  Ro u t e  1 0 0  n o Rt h
The National Scenic Byways Program was established in 1991 by 
the Federal Highway Administration in response to American’s 
“romance with the road” and their love of their landscape and 
its scenic beauty, as well as their interest in learning about  the 
cultural and natural history of the regions they live in or visit. 
The program is designed to:

“Identify, designate and promote s c e n i c 
byways and to protect and enhance 
the recreational, scenic, historic and 
cultural qualities of he areas through 
which these byways pass.”

In Vermont a  Byway refers to a highway or 
other public road  that may be associated with 
transportation and landscape resources that 
have special scenic natural and/or cultural 
qualities.

Byways are always based on local interests 
and decision making. Residents of Waterbury and Stowe now 
have an opportunity to develop a Vermont Byway, as part of the 
National Scenic Byways Program to celebrate and enhance the 
Route 100 corridor. 

a  V i s i o n  F o R  t h e  BY WaY
The vision and themes developed for a byway provide the 
background and backdrop for both the Corridor Management 
Plan and the projects and initiatives which are forwarded by that 
plan. Themes proposed for the byway include:

1. Scenic Preservation and Community Character 

2. Sharing the Road

3. Identif ication of and Access to Recreational Resources, Natural 
Areas and Attractions.

4. Celebrating the Corridor’s Culture and History

5. Community Collaboration

P Ro P o s e D  BY WaY  P Ro J e C t s

Several distinct projects and initiatives have also been 
proposed as part of the implementation process for the 

Byway and these include:

The development of several Byway •	
“waysides” or pull off areas at scenic views 
or trailhead locations that will include the 

construction of kiosks with Byway information 
and maps.

The design and fabrication of Byway trailblazer signs to •	
identify the Byway Route.

The preparation of Byway informational elements to include •	
interpretive signs, a Byway brochure and map, and website for 
the Byway.

Scenic resource management initiatives that include •	
conservation and design efforts focused on preserving scenic 
views. 

Traff ic safety enhancements that will support multi-modal •	
travel on Route 100 and consider the development of gateway 
areas as well as improvements to specif ic roadway segments.    

C o n s i D e R at i o n s  &  B e n e F i t s

The Vermont Byways Program is designed to celebrate and 
enhance special roads that offer the traveler or residents unique 
experiences.  Byway resources and amenities can be promoted to 
encourage economic development and/or managed to ensure that 
the unique scenic, cultural, historical, recreational, and natural 
resources are preserved for future generations. If designated, clear 
benef its will be seen in local communities and the region:

The Byway program is designed to be a citizen based and •	
community oriented initiative, addressing the needs and 
concerns of all local Byway residents and users.

The Byway program promotes local and regional collaboration •	
between public and private sectors to address common issues 
and to cooperativelt address resource management and toursim 
development.

The Byway program does not have regulatory power and •	
designation does affect a landowner’s property rights or local 
zoning.

Conservation and management incentives are seen at the local •	
level, rather than by upper-level government. If designated 
by the state, the Route 100 North Byway would become 
eligible for federal funding from the National Scenic Byways 
Program.  Grant monies disbursed can be applied to the 
identif ied Byway projects. 

Byway programs can set in motion regional initiatives and plans •	
that are already under consideration for transportation, 
environmental planning and economic 
development.  

Byway designation serves as a •	
promotional tool at the local, state 
and national level.  The program 
automatically ties into state 
and federal advertising 
programs that are already 
in effect, with the federal 
program targeting national as well 
as international visitors.

All Are invited to join...  Please join the Byway Nominating Committee for a Public Meeting and Workshop on the 
Proposed Green Mountain Byway for the Route 100 Corridor in Waterbury and Stowe.

tHUrSdAY, november 13, 2008 | 7:00pm - 9:00pm
ThaTcher Brook primary School cafeTeria on 47 STowe ST. in The village of waTerBury

The participation of local businesses and residents in the planning and promotion of the byway is essential.  Local citizens, public officials, and property owners can 
attend byway planning meetings and workshops and collaborate with local governments and organizations to support the byway project.

For more information, contact: Steve Gladczuk, Transpor tation Planner, Central V T Regional Planning Commission | (802) 229-0389 | gladczuk@cvregion.com
Dave Pelletier, Assistant Director, Lamoille County Planning Commission | (802) 888-4548 | dave@lcpcvt.org 





 

APPENDIX C. TOWN AND REGIONAL PLAN EXCERPTS [Draft v.2 for Review 10/30/08] - 1 - 

Appendix C. Town and Regional Plan Excerpts 
 
WATERBURY TOWN PLAN 
 
Ch. 1 (p.7) 
Located in the northwest corner of Washington County, Waterbury enjoys a desirable physical location as 
well as great scenic beauty.  Interstate 89 passes through Waterbury, providing easy access to Burlington 
and Montpelier.  Route 100 leads north to Stowe and south to the Mad River Valley.  The Winooski River 
Valley, the Green Mountains, and surrounding hills offer a spectacular year-round setting.  
  
Waterbury wants to attract new businesses, industries, and residents to the community, at a rate that can be 
reasonably accommodated by existing and planned services and facilities.  Growth should not occur at the 
expense of the natural environment or Waterbury’s historic and cultural resources.  Waterbury will continue 
to promote and support growth, in appropriate locations, which is nonpolluting and in harmony with our 
historic and scenic character. 
 
Preface (p. 5-6) 
Summary of Goals, Objectives and Actions 
Sustaining and improving the quality of community life in Waterbury is critical to the future of the 
community.  The provision and improvement of various municipal services and facilities are crucial to this 
goal.  Among these services and facilities are the sewer and water systems, transportation systems, public 
safety services and facilities, schools, the public library, and parks and recreation programs and facilities.  
Various community organizations provide many vital programs and facilities as well, such as the senior 
center, the summer concert series, and other cultural programs and festivities.  The need for additional 
community facilities, such as a community center with meeting space and programs, especially for teens, is 
great.    
• Economic health through a diversity of well-paid employment opportunities and successful local 
businesses of all sizes is also important to the future of the Waterbury community.  Waterbury continues to 
be a thriving regional employment center with the total number of jobs equal to approximately 75% of the 
total Town and Village population.  Continued downtown revitalization is crucial to retaining the large 
numbers of employers and their employees in the core area of the Village.  It is very important to provide 
adequate financial and organizational support for the efforts to promote downtown revitalization.  Such 
efforts include seeking Downtown Designation through the State, active use of revolving loan funds, 
rehabilitation of our historic buildings that provide important commercial and residential space, and 
promoting new “in-fill” development.   
• A diversity of housing options, including affordable housing, is essential to making sure people of all 
income levels can live and prosper in Waterbury.  We are fortunate to have many types of housing, 
although affordability and availability are two major concerns.  As property values and taxes increase, it will 
be very important to maintain our existing housing stock, and to provide opportunities for additional 
housing, especially for people with limited incomes.  
• The conservation and preservation of valuable open space, recreational lands, and rural areas in 
Waterbury is highly valued by the community.  We are blessed with many large tracts of public and 
privately owned open space: the State Forests, municipal lands, productive farms and forested lands, and 
scenic areas and wildlife habitat, among others.  As the community pursues strategies to conserve some key 
areas, development of some of these lands may be inevitable; nevertheless, the development should be 
located and designed in ways that minimize the negative impacts on the environmental, scenic, and 
economic value of these open space resources. 
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Archeological 
(p. 2.4) 
Waterbury currently has three historic archaeological districts.  Although scant evidence remains of 
settlements and industries that existed prior to the damming of the Little River, these areas were an active 
and important piece of Waterbury's early development that has almost been forgotten.  Abandoned roads, 
structures, cellar holes, and cemeteries are all that remain to mark their passing.  These historic districts, now 
largely included in bounds of the Mount Mansfield State Forest and Little River State Park, should continue 
to be maintained and promoted in cooperation with the Division of Forests, Parks and Recreation. 
 
(p. 2.4) 
Much of Waterbury’s past, including additional evidence of prehistoric and historic settlement, remains 
buried and hidden from view. In addition to designated archaeological districts, the state has defined 
“archaeologically sensitive” areas, including but not limited to 200 foot buffers along the Winooski River and 
other major waterways, which are known or likely to hold evidence of past settlement.  Development in 
these areas should be undertaken with sensitivity to the possibility of important new discoveries. 
 
Cultural 
(p. 2.4) 
Also in danger of being lost through time and neglect are many historic  
outbuildings and structures, including barns, train sheds, carriage houses, and stone walls, that may not 
appear on current historic registers, but are nevertheless important features of Waterbury’s past and 
current cultural landscape.  An updated structures inventory should document such outbuildings. 
 
(p. 9.7) 
The Waterbury Public Library is housed in two facilities.  The main facility is located on North Main Street in 
the village, sharing the historic former residence of Dr. Henry Janes with the Waterbury Historical Society.  A 
branch library, established in 1920, is located in leased space in the Green Mountain Seminary building on 
the Hollow Road, just off of Route 100 in Waterbury Center.  
 
Community Facilities and Services 
Goals, Objectives and Actions 
(p. 9.22-9.23) 
 
Goal 1  
Provide public utilities, facilities, and services to ensure the public's health and safety, and to improve the 
quality of life in the Waterbury community.  
  
Goal 2  
Provide utility services and municipal facilities that support orderly growth and controlled development at a 
rate and in locations that Waterbury can accommodate.  
  
Goal 3  
Make new investments in schools, libraries, and recreational, and other cultural facilities, in a manner that will 
serve the broadest spectrum of community needs and aspirations.  
 
Objectives  
1. Use the capital planning process to identify and prioritize investments in facilities and infrastructure to 
ensure that Waterbury's rate of growth does not exceed the capacity of its infrastructure and facilities.  
2. Where new development requires major new investment in public infrastructure and facilities,  
allocate the incremental investment costs to that new development rather than to existing residents and 
businesses.  
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3. Locate utilities, particularly water and sewer lines, and other facilities in a manner that will encourage 
clustered development and avoid strip development and sprawl.  
4. Provide clean, safe, and sufficient water to areas currently served by public water systems.  
5. Provide high quality educational facilities and opportunities for Waterbury residents of all ages.  
6. Provide effective fire protection, police protection, and emergency medical services for Waterbury 
residents and businesses.  
7. Expand and improve Waterbury's public library facilities to better accommodate the increased  
demands for library services by Waterbury area residents of all ages.  
8. Continue to manage Waterbury’s solid waste in an efficient, affordable, and environmentally sound 
manner.  
9. Provide a variety of recreational opportunities to Waterbury residents of all ages. 
 
(p. 11.3) 
Prior to the construction of the I-89 interchange (Exit 10) in 1967, Waterbury Village was Waterbury's core 
business district.  I-89 drastically changed traffic patterns and contributed to the economic decline of Main 
Street and Stowe Street businesses.  As traffic volumes increased, attention– and new businesses–shifted to 
Route 100 toward Stowe.  The village is still considered the area's major business center, with its mixture of 
retail, office, service, employment and manufacturing activities.  Many of its facilities and businesses continue 
to serve residents outside of Waterbury and visitors.  There is strong sentiment within both the town and 
the village to reinforce the village role as Waterbury's primary commercial center.    
 
Historic 
Background (Historic Development and Resources, p.2.2) 
From 1928 to 1932 the state constructed “cement” roads along Routes 2 and 100, connecting Waterbury 
with Montpelier and Stowe. Motor vehicles created competition for local rail lines, and soon surpassed them 
in importance for the transport of freight and passengers. 
 
(p. 2.2) 
The Waterbury portion of Interstate 89 (Exit 10) was opened in 1960, relieving traffic on Route 2 through 
Waterbury Village.  I-89 significantly increased accessibility to and from Waterbury, and opened up 
additional areas of town – including Waterbury Center – for development. 
The construction of I-89 dramatically changed traffic patterns through the village, resulting in part in its 
economic downturn.  Inadequate parking for an increasingly automobile-oriented society also contributed 
significantly to this trend, which prompted commercial activity to shift to Route 100, toward Stowe. By the 
early 1990s, as reported in the last municipal plan, Waterbury’s downtown was visually in disrepair – many 
storefronts were vacant, buildings were in poor shape, sidewalks were crumbling, and new development 
that did occur was often not compatible with the downtown’s historic character. 
 
(p. 2.3) 
…Waterbury is now considering its options to apply for “Downtown Designation” or “Village Designation” 
under the state’s downtown development program… 
 
(p. 2.3) 
Evidence of Waterbury's past can be found throughout the town and village in the form of its historic sites 
and structures. From a cultural perspective, Waterbury's historic resources offer not only a physical link to 
Waterbury's past, but also visual texture to Waterbury's neighborhoods.  The preservation of historic sites, 
structures, and architecture should not bind present and future development to replicate the past, nor 
prevent innovation and the expression of different styles; however, Waterbury's historic resources should 
be recognized as an important cultural component of the overall fabric of the community.    
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(p. 2.3) 
Historic Districts.  Of particular note is Waterbury Village’s Historic Downtown District, also listed since 
1976 on the National Register of Historic Places, which includes much of Main and Stowe Streets, and the 
Vermont State Hospital Complex. 
 
(p. 2.5) 
Additional funding for downtown redevelopment could be obtained through formal Downtown 
Designation or Village Designation under the Vermont Downtown Program…Various options for attaining 
Downtown Designation or Village Designation are now being considered. 
 
(p. 2.5) 
Waterbury is not currently a Certified Local Government (CLG), but should consider membership in this 
program…A local government that has been certified by the Vermont Division for Historic Preservation to 
carry out purposes of the NHPA may qualify for additional funding in support of its historic preservation 
efforts.  
 
(p. 11.2) 
Waterbury Village, comprised of approximately 1200 acres, is listed on the National Register of Historic 
Places as a historic district and contains an impressive collection of historically and architecturally distinctive 
structures.  Many of Waterbury's civic and institutional resources are located here, including the state office 
complex, municipal offices, the elementary school, the post office, several churches, the village police 
station, a public library and museum, the fire station, and public parks. 
 
(p. 2.8 – 2.9) 
2.3 Goals, Objectives and Actions  
Goal 1   
 The protection, maintenance, and continued functional use of Waterbury's historic structures, sites, and 
areas.  
  
Objectives  
1.1 To increase area residents' and visitors’ awareness and appreciation of Waterbury's history and 
architecture.  
 1.2 To promote incentives for the repair, preservation, and maintenance of Waterbury's historic structures 
and areas.   
1.3 To salvage and protect Waterbury’s historic archives and artifacts  
  
Actions  
1. Explore the possibility of Waterbury becoming a “Certified Local Government”.  
2. Coordinate with the Waterbury Cemetery Commissioners, the Vermont Old Cemetery Association, area 
residents, and other interested persons to identify, maintain, and beautify Waterbury's old cemeteries.  
3. Work with the Historical Society to develop and promote strategies such as pictorials and anecdotes on 
the Waterbury web site, walking tours, information plaques for historic structures, or publications 
highlighting Waterbury's unique features.  
4. Work with the State Agencies to maintain and promote the historic areas of the Mount Mansfield State 
Forest, such as the early Little River, Ricker Mountain, and Woodard Hill settlements.  
5. Ensure the preservation of the historic features and grounds of the State Office Complex, including the 
main horseshoe-shaped lawn, in Waterbury Village.  
6. Utilize Downtown Designation or Village Designation and media outlets to help educate property owners 
in the utilization of existing programs and tax incentives to restore Waterbury's historic structures.  
7. Utilize Vermont Barn Grant program, explore, and incorporate creative, adaptive reuses of such 
structures. 
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Goal 2  
Increased civic pride and the enhancement of art and cultural activities in Waterbury.    
  
Objective  
2.1 To improve, encourage, and support the development of cultural activities and facilities in  
Waterbury.  
 
Actions  
1.  Work with the Waterbury Area Cultural Committee  (WACC) and the Vermont Council on the Arts to 
conduct a "cultural assessment" in Waterbury to identify the community's desires and existing resources for 
cultural resources and activities  
2. Explore the feasibility of developing a new or adapting an existing structure to expand the library and 
museum functions.  
3. Explore the possibility of a developing a new or adapting an existing structure to host cultural  
activities, civic events, and public meetings.  
 
(p.11.4-11.5) 
The settlement of Colbyville includes the area from the foot of Blush Hill northward on Route 100, beyond 
the Thatcher Brook Inn, to Ben & Jerry's Homemade, Inc.  It currently contains a mixture of uses,including 
residential, commercial, and manufacturing.   
The area was first settled in 1788 and has historically supported commercial and industrial activity.  Two falls 
(the upper and the lower) in the Thatcher Brook provided power for several mill and manufacturing 
operations through the 1800's.  Historical records suggest that the Colby mills were probably the first large 
mills in Waterbury.  At the current site of the Mobil Station stood a schoolhouse.  In the late forties, the 
Colby Mansion was the Colby Private Hospital for the elderly; it is now renovated and used an office 
building. 
 
(p. 11.5) 
Waterbury Center, an unincorporated village within the town, is located off of Route 100.  The Waterbury 
Center Common is one of Waterbury's earliest settlements.  Here are located the Waterbury Grange, a post 
office, a general store, the fire department, recreation areas, and a residential neighborhood.  Nearby is the 
Green Mountain Seminary, listed on the National Register of Historic Places which once served as one of the 
town’s graded school  
 
(p. 11.5) 
Waterbury Center is also characterized by a concentration of mixed uses along Route 100.  In the midst of 
what appears to be tight, mixed-use, residential settlement is Cold Hollow Cider Mill, one of Vermont's 
major tourist attractions.  It stands adjacent to the Waterbury Center Community Church, which is listed on 
the National Register for Historic Places.   
 
Economy 
Overview (p. 4.1) 
The Town and Village of Waterbury1 have long supported an economic climate in which local residents 
have access to meaningful employment at a livable wage within the community.  In addition, the community’s 
strategic location along important transportation corridors and its proximity to larger urban centers and 
resort destinations have supported Waterbury’s function as a regional center for commerce, government, 
and manufacturing. 
 
(p. 4.3) 
The construction of Interstate 89, and more specifically Exit 10, altered traffic patterns through Waterbury.  
The reduction in downtown through-traffic contributed to a period of economic downturn in the historic 
village.  Visitors travelling to Stowe or in search of Ben & Jerry's typically exit I-89 and head north on Route 
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100.  Those coming from the south to go the Mad River Valley get off at Exit 11 in Middlesex and do not go 
through Waterbury.  Despite the effects of the interstate, Waterbury Village’s function as the primary 
community center has improved over the past decade. 
 
(p. 4.3) 
Although the geographic area of a downtown is not always easy to define, the Planning Commission in 2000 
recommended a downtown development district in order to focus economic development efforts. 
 
(p 4.4) 
Given the high wages paid by the manufacturing industry, and community support for additional light 
industrial development (71.4% of the 2001 survey respondents felt that light industry should be 
encouraged in Waterbury), the full and efficient use of existing industrial parks should be supported.  
 
(p. 4.6) 
The Waterbury Tourism Council is a group dedicated to promoting Waterbury as a vacation and  
meeting destination. The group maintains the tourist information booth on Route 100. 
 
(p. 4.6) 
Economic development strategies should be integrated with strategies for the preservation of natural and 
cultural resources, protection of the physical and visual quality of the community, and programs that 
combine economic development with support for historic and cultural resources. 
 
(p. 4.6) 
Goals, Objectives and Actions 
Goal 1  
The cultivation of a vibrant economy, one that supplies jobs at livable wages while maintaining harmony with 
the area’s natural and historic resources.  
 
Natural 
Steep Slopes and Ridgelines (p. 6.1) 
In addition to the potential for sedimentation and erosion, development on steep slopes and hillsides is 
likely to be more visible from a greater number of locations throughout town. Because higher elevation land 
often serves as the background to the town’s most scenic views, development in such areas can stand in stark 
contrast to its surroundings. 
 
Agricultural Resources (p. 6.7) 
While it is important to ensure that development occurs where the land and economy can support it, it is 
likewise important to protect Waterbury's agricultural resources and the potential for local food 
production.  
 
(p. 6.8) 
Land development allowed around active farming operations should either complement, or otherwise not 
interfere, with farming operations.  
 
Wildlife Habitat(p. 6.8) 
Increasingly suburban patterns of development usually result in landscapes characterized by small, remnant 
patches of woodlands.  These fragments typically produce less desirable wildlife habitat than contiguous 
woodlands; and gradually result in a shift in predominant wildlife species, from deer, moose, game birds and 
songbirds to often undesirable "habitat generalists," such as pigeons, sparrows, skunks, and raccoons. 
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Bear habitat (p. 6.9) 
A result of human encroachment into bear habitat is bear-vehicle collisions, which rarely turn out well for 
either the bear or the automobile.  According to the VT Department of Fish & Wildlife, Waterbury has had 
an unusually high number of such collisions in recent years.  This is likely due to a combination of factors 
including the presence of a large bear population, significant travel corridors and forest fragmentation for 
residential development.  
 
Other wildlife (p. 6.9) 
Increasing moose populations, and habitat and travel corridor fragmentation, may also result in increased 
vehicular collisions along major roads.  
 
Open Land & Scenic Resources (p. 6.10) 
Open land – whether it's farmland, forestland, wetland, ledge, slope, or public land – is an environmental, 
economic, and cultural resource.  These open spaces provide livelihoods, recreation, wildlife habitats, and 
water supplies.  They contribute to the desirability of the area for tourism, help define Waterbury's rural 
character, and contribute to our quality of life. 
 
(p. 6.11) 
Goal 1  
Protect Waterbury’s finite and renewable natural resources, and promote sound stewardship of public and 
private lands.   
  
Objectives  
1.1 Protect the ecological health and stability of surface and ground waters as development occurs.  
1.2 Protect the economic and ecological viability of Waterbury’s forest and agricultural resources.   
1.3 Protect Waterbury’s wildlife resources and discourage the fragmentation of large forest blocks.   
1.4 Reduce loss of soil due to erosion and development.  
1.5 Protect and enhance Waterbury’s visual character and aesthetic resources.  
1.6   Work in partnership with neighboring communities to protect the ecological integrity of shared natural 
resources such as the Mount Mansfield State Forest, the Worcester Mountain Range, and the Winooski 
River. 
 
(p. 6.13) 
Actions 
G.  Open Lands and Scenic Resources  
1. Minimize the adverse impacts that development within the  Route 100 Corridor may have on natural, 
scenic, and historic features.  Encourage the conservation of open space and scenic resources along the 
corridor.  
2. Consider the potential visual impacts of development on scenic vistas.   
3. Monitor the expansion or relocation of utilities (e.g. electrical facilities) for their effect on natural and 
scenic resources. 
 
(p. 11.2) 
A large proportion of Waterbury Village is within the Winooski River and Thatcher Brook flood plains.  This 
should be an important consideration in the siting of new land uses and structures.     
 
Energy  
(p. 7.3) 
Waterbury is witnessing a large increase in commuter traffic, due largely to the increasing number of families 
in which both parents work, the number of residents who are employed in Montpelier and Burlington, and 
the I-89 Exit 10 interchange, which brings commuters through Waterbury from outlying areas. 
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(p. 7.6) 
As gasoline prices fluctuate and automobile emissions continue to erode air quality, facilities and  
programs should be maintained to encourage commuters to share rides and to reduce overall dependency 
upon the automobile. 
 
(p. 9.20) 
There are two major transmission lines in Waterbury, one skirting the southwest corner of town that feeds 
into the Winooski Street substation, and another running from the Deforge Station to a substation just off  
Route 100 southwest of Waterbury Center.  There are also two principle distribution lines, running north- 
south through the western half of the town – one paralleling Route 100 from Waterbury Village to the 
Stowe town line, and a second roughly paralleling that to the west. 
 
Recreational 
(p. 8. 1) 
Waterbury’s reputation as “Vermont’s recreation crossroads” stems from the community’s strategic location 
relative to several important transportation corridors and proximity to major resort destinations. Waterbury 
Village is situated at the confluence of three state and federal highways, and along the route of Vermont’s 
principal interstate passenger rail service. 
 
(p. 8.6) 
Despite the limited availability of off-road paths, bicycle traffic is relatively heavy in Waterbury,  
especially during the spring and summer months.  This is especially the case on Routes 2 and 100.  
Waterbury's rural roads are being increasingly enjoyed by resident bicyclists, as well as by bicycle touring 
groups and other visitors.  Narrow shoulders, increasing traffic volumes, and congested intersections are 
hazardous to both bicyclists and motorists.  Conflicts between bicyclists and motorists have been reported. 
Currently, only State Route 100 north out of the village has shoulders that are suitable for bicycling. 
 
(p. 9.13)  
Since that time, a major section of the Waterbury Recreation Path along the Winooski River has been put in 
place, which links land behind the state complex to the Winooski Street Bridge.  This path, with the Duxbury 
Road, forms a much-used recreational loop that extends into the neighboring countryside.  The Waterbury 
Recreation Path has also been designated as a section of the Cross Vermont Trail, which is currently under 
development statewide.  Other trail networks exist on state-owned lands, in and around Waterbury Center, 
and up into the Worcester Range.  A bike path has also been established extending along Lincoln Street to 
Laurel Lane, paralleling Route 100 (see Maps 3-1, 3-2). 
 
(p. 9.13) 
According to the results of the 2001 Community Survey, a large majority of Waterbury residents continue 
to support recreation path expansion and development, particularly for recreational purposes (90.0%) and 
to link residential areas with schools (74.9%). 
 
(p. 9.14) 
Waterbury Center State Park, a quarter of a mile off Route 100 just south of Waterbury Center, is another 
public recreation area on the shore of the Waterbury Reservoir. 
 
Scenic 
(p 11.1) 
Waterbury is becoming an increasingly desirable place to live, with its spectacular scenery, accessible 
recreation areas, excellent educational institutions, and growing village vitality.  At the crossroads of 
Interstate 89 and Route 100, Waterbury is a gateway to Central Vermont tourist destinations as such Stowe 
to the north and the Mad River Valley to the south.  The location also provides residents and visitors easy 
access to Burlington, the state’s largest city and Montpelier, the state capital.  
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(P. 6.10 – 6.11) 
Waterbury has numerous scenic vistas of surrounding mountains and valleys, which contribute to its visual 
character.  Both the Green and Worcester Mountain Ranges are prominent features when traveling east or 
west on the highways adjacent to the Winooski River in the southwest part of town.  From hills to the west 
and east of Route 100, the mountains, the Winooski River Valley, and the Waterbury Reservoir create a 
magnificent view.  Travelers along Route 100 can see broad expanses of mountains and rolling hills and the 
snowy peak of Mount Mansfield in Stowe. 
 
Transportation 
(p. 8.1) 
U.S. Route 2 and VT Route 100 provide for regional through traffic and access to I-89. 
 
Route 100 generally runs north-south through the town and village, linking Waterbury to Stowe to the north 
and the Mad River Valley to the south. 
 
Page (8.1 -8.2) 
In 2000, VTrans estimated that Route 100 carried 14,900 average daily trips between Waterbury Village 
and Waterbury Center, an increase of 28% over 1990 traffic volumes.  Traffic volumes on Route 100 north 
of Waterbury Village, through the town, are considerably higher than traffic volumes south of the village. 
According to the Vermont Route 100 Corridor Study, prepared for VTrans in 1993, the section of Route 
100 between Waterbury Village and Route 15 in Morrisville is “one of the busiest non-interstate two-lane 
highways in the state.”  That study found that the Route 100 roadway alignment is generally adequate, 
although some physical deficiencies were identified.  These include:  

• narrow shoulders along the length of the highway;  
• numerous locations with restricted sight distance;  
• horizontal alignment problems, especially at locations with limited sight distance; and   
• the lack of pedestrian facilities in villages, including Waterbury Center and Colbyville.  

 
(p. 8.2) 
…VTrans is planning to improve the junction of Route 100 and N. Main St. (Routes 2 and  
100), and is considering the installation of a roundabout to better manage traffic flow through this busy 
intersection. 
 
(p. 8.2) 
U.S. Route 2 and Route 100, which serves as Main Street through Waterbury Village, also carries  
significant traffic volumes.  In 2000, the AADT in the village was approximately 11,000, an increase of 12% 
over 1990 levels.  The most significant improvement planned for this highway is the reconstruction of Main 
Street in the village.  That project, scheduled for construction in 2006, includes the burial of power lines and 
improvements to village sidewalks and streetscape.  It should be noted, however, that the portion of Routes 
2 and 100 that travels through Waterbury Village is a Class 1 road maintained by the municipality. 
 
(p. 8.3) 
The community has not identified other pressing issues related to roads and traffic.  According to the 
community survey, most respondents rated such issues as the need to protect open space, revitalize the 
downtown, protect natural resources and maintain the community’s rural character as more important than 
improving traffic and transportation. 
 
(p. 8.3) 
The town should be in a position maintain a safe and efficient road network for the foreseeable future 
through:  
an ongoing program of road maintenance,  
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strategic improvements to the road network, including access management and traffic calming (see below), 
and 
regulatory standards to ensure that new development does not overburden the capacity of existing or 
planned roads.  
 
(p. 8.4) 
Maintaining and enhancing the local road network in a safe and cost effective manner is an important 
community responsibility. 
 
(p.8.4) 
The Waterbury Planning Commission has successfully applied several of these tools through the site plan 
review process in recent years, especially along Route 100. Continued attention to access management will 
enable local boards to balance the needs of motorists, pedestrians, and bicyclists, as well as improving safety 
and highway efficiency. 
 
(p. 8.5) 
There are no sidewalks outside of the Village.  Most of Waterbury's rural roads, both paved  
and unpaved, have little or no shoulder and many residents have expressed concern for pedestrian safety 
along them.  This appears to be a particular concern in Waterbury Center  and Colbyville, where the 1993 
Route 100 corridor study recommended the installation of curbs and sidewalks.  
 
Actions (p. 8.7) 
1. Identify and take appropriate steps to correct congestion points such as the Guptil Road-Route 100 
intersection, the Route 100-North Main Street intersection, and the Laurel Road-Route 100  
intersection. 
5. Create traffic-calming measures, such as “green” strips, curbs, sidewalks for pedestrians, and shorter 
turning radii, where appropriate, for example, along Route 100 in Waterbury Center and major Village 
residential streets. 
 
Land Use 
(p.11.1 – 11.2) 
Page 11.1  
There are three distinct settlement areas – Waterbury Village, Colbyville, and Waterbury Center – which 
are characterized by concentrated residential development and mixed neighborhood commercial 
establishments and services.  There is also, however, increasing development activity in outlying areas and 
along Waterbury's major transportation corridors.  Residences are both scattered and concentrated in areas 
along Blush Hill, Gregg Hill, North Hill, Barnes Hill, Loomis Hill, Perry Hill, and Kneeland Flats.  Meanwhile, 
businesses continue to seek locations along Route 100 toward Stowe and Route 2 toward Bolton.  
 
(p 11.4 – 11.5) 
The settlement of Colbyville includes the area from the foot of Blush Hill northward on Route 100, beyond 
the Thatcher Brook Inn, to Ben & Jerry's Homemade, Inc.  It currently contains a mixture of uses, including 
residential, commercial, and manufacturing.  Much of Colbyville lies within the expanded village, and is 
served by municipal water and sewer.  
 
(p 11.6) 
Route 100  
The Route 100 Corridor is a 5.6-mile stretch of state highway from Route 2 (Main Street) in Waterbury 
Village to the Stowe town line.  Route 100 is a major feature of Waterbury and must be managed with care.  
A major access to the Stowe Ski resort areas, Route 100 is being transformed from a rural, residential 
transportation route to a growing commercial strip.  While this trend may offer economic benefits to 
landowners along Route 100 and potentially affects the tax base, three quarters of the Waterbury 
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community is concerned about the effects that continued linear and loosely-controlled commercial growth 
along the Route 100 corridor will have on the community (as noted in Community Survey results in 
Appendix 1).  
  
Development within the corridor has the potential to bring new businesses and services to Waterbury which 
are not currently available.  There are concerns, however, about the economic consequences of such 
development on businesses in Waterbury Village.  As long as the corridor continues to be a highly traveled 
route, it will be a desirable location for those businesses which seek or depend upon high traffic volumes, 
and so cannot locate in Waterbury Village.  Commercial development along Route 100, if done with 
prudent forethought and coordinated planning, could be an asset to Waterbury, including the downtown 
portion of the Village.  
  
Several scenic views, including distant mountain peaks and broad expanses of open space, can be 
experienced while traveling along Route 100.  For many visitors, it is their only experience of Waterbury.  
Development within the corridor has the potential to detrimentally alter the visual and rural character of 
community; it also has the potential to improve upon it.  Many residents acknowledge that some 
developments have improved the landscape by replacing decrepit structures and overgrown fields with 
viable and attractive businesses.  Others express deep concern about visual and other consequences of 
future development.     
  
Many historically significant and architecturally distinctive structures are located along Route 100, 
particularly in Colbyville, Waterbury Center, and the Shutesville Hill area.  As noted in the community 
survey, residents are concerned that these resources may be adversely affected or obscured by 
inappropriately located and sized commercial developments.    
  
Traffic on Route 100 is an ongoing concern that must be addressed through access management and other 
traffic control measures.  The location of intersections, the alignment of the corridor, and fast-moving 
vehicles create hazardous situations where sight distances are limited and response times short.  Several 
residential areas are accessed from various points along Route 100, and residents frequently find making 
left-hand turns onto Route 100 to be difficult and frustrating.  As traffic volumes on Route 100 increase, so 
too will the pressure and degree of hazard of these intersections. 
 
Increased traffic volumes will likely be the result of - and stimulate more - commercial growth.  Increased 
commercial growth could result in an increase of the number of curb cuts along Route 100, which could 
compound existing hazardous traffic conditions and reduce the level of service of the State highway.  
Existing commercial corridors, such as in Conway, NH, the Barre-Montpelier Road, and Williston Road in 
South Burlington are examples frequently pointed to as something to be avoided in Waterbury. 
 
(p 11.8) 
Waterbury residents, as represented by survey respondents, support:  
• downtown revitalization and the adaptive reuse of historic structures;  
• development within existing developed areas (e.g., infill and redevelopment);  
• the designation of growth areas along Route 100 to avoid strip development; 
• small-scale commercial development in appropriate locations (downtown, existing and designated growth 
areas), including services, retail and cultural amenities that serve the local community and, to a lesser extent 
tourists;   
• light industry in existing developed areas, including small scale, high technology;   
• additional housing for seniors, and to a lesser extent low and moderate income households;   
• farming and home-based businesses; and  
• clustered residential development to protect open space and natural resources.  
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(p 11.9) 
Waterbury residents oppose:  
  
• large-scale commercial development,   
• residential, commercial and/or industrial development along the entire length of Route 100 (strip 
development), and  
• commercial and industrial development in the town’s outlying rural areas 
 
(p. 11.10) 
However, the town’s current growth pattern, which is dominated by low density, scattered development, 
suggest that sprawl is becoming a problem in Waterbury, particularly along the Route 100 corridor.    
  
(p 11.11) 
The historic areas of Waterbury Center Village include the area along Route 100 near Cold Hollow Cider 
Mill and Waterbury Center Common.  These two growth centers encompass most of the existing 
commercial, industrial, institutional, and higher density residential uses, as they have in the past.  Their 
designation as growth centers is an “overlay” on the zoning in those areas, and is an expression of the 
community’s desire to make the fullest possible and appropriate use of them, to both promote economic 
growth and protect the rural nature of the outlying districts.  
  
(p 11.11) 
The Planning Commission recognizes that not all of the areas within the two designated growth centers are 
currently suitable for intensive development. Without enhancements to pedestrian and vehicular access, 
Route 100 will be unable to support compact settlement patterns, walking communities, and mixed-use 
development – the touchstones of “smart growth.”  
  
(p11.11 – 11.12) 
The 1999 Transportation Study conducted by the Central Vermont Regional Planning Commission 
identified a number of potential solutions to the problems of pedestrian and vehicular access along Route 
100.  The proposed projects for the Route 100 area include the construction of a new town road running 
parallel to Route 100 from Guptil Road to Lincoln Street, traffic-calming elements at the intersection of 
Laurel Road and Route 100, sidewalk and pedestrian crossings at the Blush Hill intersection, narrower 
roadways at the I-89 interchange, and the use of roundabouts.  (Copies of the 1999 Transportation Study 
are available at the Waterbury Municipal Offices.)   
In the absence of infrastructure improvements for pedestrian and vehicular traffic, further development 
along Route 100 would exacerbate the conditions already identified in the 1999 Transportation Study: the 
deterioration of village character, severe backups, heavy traffic volume, rushed traffic, and unsafe 
pedestrian and vehicular conditions.  
 
(p 11.14) 
3.  Route 100 Area  
  
A.  Physical characteristics and boundaries  
This area follows both the east and west side of Route 100 from Colbyville to Waterbury Center Village, 
and then from Waterbury Center Village to the Stowe-Waterbury town line.  The area is generally 
accessible directly from Route 100.  The area includes pockets of existing commercial and residential 
development as well as a significant amount of agricultural and forested land, scenic open areas with vistas 
of the mountains, and natural areas such as wetlands, streams, and ponds.  Route 100 is a state road that is 
heavily used by people going to and from work, tourists, commercial vehicles, and local traffic.    
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B.  Current land use trends, problems/issues  
 The Route 100 area continues to experience significant development pressure in part because it is a highly 
traveled route with existing tourist attractions such as the Stowe Mountain Resort, Ben & Jerry’s, Cold 
Hollow Cider Mill, and other shops and businesses.  The entire Route 100 area is experiencing both 
commercial and residential development pressure.  Regional growth and development adds growth 
pressures as well.   
  
Fortunately development along Route 100 is currently focused in a number of nodes separated by open 
space and some of the most scenic vistas in the state.  Two of the key issues in the Route 100 area, already 
identified and addressed to some extent in the zoning regulations, are preservation of important open 
space and clustering development in appropriate areas, as well as limiting road access/curb cuts off Route 
100 for proposed and existing development.   
  
C.  Desired future conditions  
• Preserve/conserve key open spaces and scenic vistas along Route 100.  
• Allow for future development in nodes or concentrated areas without compromising the quality of the 
natural and rural quality of the landscape.  
• Limit access for development to retain the ability of Route 100 to carry through-traffic and help prevent 
strip development with multiple access points.  
• Allow for and support development with pedestrian amenities to reduce required automobile traveled.  
  
D.  Recommended strategies  
• Review and amend the current zoning regulations to encourage the appropriate clustering of 
development and the preservation of open space in conjunction with the development.   
• Work with landowners and citizen groups to conserve scenic and sensitive natural areas along  
Route 100.    
• Work closely with the Vermont Agency of Transportation to limit access points on Route 100 for 
proposed and existing development.  
• Create a “master plan” of the Route 100 area with landowner involvement that would include an inventory 
of the existing natural and scenic lands, designation of expanded and proposed development nodes, and 
preferred development scenarios for growth nodes.   
 
(p 11.17) 
By encouraging development in and around our existing Villages, we will be better able to retain the 
character and function of the more rural areas surrounding the villages. 
 
(p 11.17) 
Stowe.  As Route 100 leaves Waterbury's Route 100 District, it crosses into Stowe's RR2 District (Rural 
Residential-2 acres). The purpose of Stowe’s RR2 District is to allow higher density residential development 
closer to available municipal services while maintaining the quality of the neighborhoods.  In addition to a 
variety of residential uses, it allows for municipal and public facilities, commercial kennels or veterinary 
hospitals, public and private recreation facilities, resort and ski PUDs, gravel pits, and commercial research 
library and/or computer software service facilities.  Additional commercial uses along Route 100 in 
Waterbury are allowed .  The zoning regulations for Route 100 in Waterbury should be reviewed and 
coordinated to the extent possible with the Stowe regulations to provide a reasonable level of consistency 
for development along Route 100 in the Shutesville Hill area near the town line.  Waterbury and Stowe are 
experiencing similar patterns of low-density residential development along other roads that cross the town 
line. Across from northeast section of Waterbury, where the village's water supply is located in Stowe, the 
area is comprised of a 5-acre residential district and public lands. The Stowe Town Plan is currently being 
updated, which may result in zoning changes in these areas.  
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(p. 11.18) 
Moretown.  The area across the Winooski, south from the Smith Store Bridge, is one of two Moretown 
commercial districts.  This district, if fully developed, could result in additional traffic along Routes 2 and 
100.  Development in this area should also be sensitive to the fact that it serves as a gateway into downtown 
Waterbury. 
 
(p 11.18) 
Goal 1  
Guide future growth and development by reinforcing Waterbury’s traditional pattern of concentrated 
settlements surrounded by rural countryside.   
  
Goal 2  
Preserve and maintain the character of Waterbury's residential neighborhoods, commercial and industrial 
areas, and natural and recreational areas.  
  
Objectives  
2.1 Administer the town zoning regulations and site plan review in a fair and consistent manner.   
2.2 Promote the appropriate use of land to prevent the sub-urbanization of Waterbury's rural countryside, 
and to discourage strip development.   
2.3 Ensure that development is not detrimental to Waterbury's, public services and infrastructure, 
transportation safety and mobility, and natural and scenic resources.  
 
STOWE TOWN PLAN 
 
Overview (p. 4) 
For Stowe to respond thoughtfully to new and quickly changing conditions, it should be aware of its 
strengths and weaknesses and anticipate the factors that will influence future cultural, environmental and 
economic conditions. 
 
(p. 4)  
It is important that the town continue to evaluate and improve local regulations to ensure that emerging 
development patterns are consistent with the town’s vision.  The future land use plan should serves as the 
blueprint for changes to those regulations. 
 
(p. 6) 
On matters involving public expenditures or other significant changes to public policy, town voters serves as 
the final decision-makers in keeping with democratic principles of the state’s founders.  Such diverse issues 
as improvements  at the Route 100/108 intersection, use of the Mayo Farm Road, school funding, expansion 
of the waste-water treatment, the purchase of open space, and changes to local mechanisms for funding the 
local school system have been settled only after spirited debates and public votes. 
 
(p. 6) 
In the future, the town will continue to seek involvement on all matters of community concern, ensure broad 
representation on local boards and committess, and view statutory hearing and public notice requirements 
as an absolute minimum. 
 
Archeological 
(p. 43) The Vermont Division for Historic Preservation has identified archaeologically sensitive areas – 
typically land within 200’ of rivers and streams – and often requires land owners to perform a site 
assessment for projects involving state or federal funding or subject Act 250 review. 
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Cultural  
(p. 38) 
Maintaining the tranquility of rural areas and residential neighborhoods has become an increasingly 
important concern locally as Stowe’s seasonal and year-round populations have grown. 
 
(p. 39) 
Following a steady decline in the number of farms and farmland through the 1980’s, the number of active 
farms and the total acreage under farm management have stabilized during the past decade.  This is due, in 
part, to farm consolidation, local and state protection efforts and, perhaps most important , the dedication 
and resilience of Stowe’s remaining farmers.   
Farming currently takes place along the river valleys, especially the Stowe Valley (Route 100 corridor) north 
and south of Stowe Village, and in Nebraska Valley and the West Branch Valley. 
 
(p. 39) 
The long term viability of Stowe’s rural, agrarian landscape is dependent upon a dwindling number of 
farmers.  In addition to the economic pressures of an increasingly competitive global market, local farmers 
are beset by additional difficulties.  These include high land costs, a sharp rise in property taxes with the 
passage of Act 60, the potential for farm-management conflicts with a growing residential population, the 
difficulty of finding farm labor in Stowe’s tight labor market, and frustrations stemming from high traffic 
volumes associated with tourist and commuter populations. 
 
(p. 68) 
Special events, now held on a weekly basis through-out the year, have been critical to the success of Stowe’s 
evolution as a four-season tourist economy.  Residents and visitors alike benefit from the town’s vibrant 
cultural scene.  Cultural facilities and events are actively supported by the town, by local businesses and 
organization, and by the volunteer efforts of many Stowe area residents. 
 
(p. 69) 
Special events also are held at a number of privately-owned outdoor venues throughout the community.  
The town has an ordinance in effect to help manage the increased traffic, sanitary and public safety needs 
associated with public and large private events. 
The promotion of arts and culture in Stowe, because of their importance to local and seasonal residents and 
the business community, has benefited over the years from strong public-private partnerships.  It has been 
suggested that this relationship continue with the identification and evaluation of future cultural facility 
needs, which may include a centrally-located center for the performing arts.  Such a center, if feasible, could 
add much to the civic, cultural and economic vitality of Stowe Village, and the larger Stowe community. 
 
(p. 78- 79) 
Air Stowe residents and visitors are served by the Burlington International Airport, approximately 45 miles 
away in the City of South Burlington, and the Morrisville-Stowe State Airport, immediately north of the 
Stowe/Morristown boundary on Route 100. 
 
Settlement Pattern Goal and Policies (p. 102) 
Goal:  To preserve Stowe’s historic settlement pattern, defined by compact villages surrounded by rural 
countryside. 
Reinforce Stowe Village as the civic, cultural, commercial and residential center of the community…. 
 
(p. 104) 
The zoning regulations for Route 100 in Stowe should be reviewed and coordinated to the extent possible 
with the Waterbury and Morristown regulations to provide a reasonable level of consistency for 
development along Route 100. 
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Arts and Culture Goals, Policies and Tasks (p. 117-118) 
6. Stowe’s cultural resources, including its historic sites, buildings, monuments, and resources, should be 
preserved and maintained for present and future Stowe residents; adaptive reuse of historic structures will 
be encouraged as appropriate under local regulations 
7. New public buildings should be sited, designed and built to reflect their monumental place within, and 
long-term importance to the community. 
 
Historic 
(p. 9) 
By 1800 the town’s population numbered over 300…and Stowe had emerged as an important eastern 
gateway leading into the heart of the Green Mountains. 
 
(p.9) 
Stowe’s first town meeting in 1797 resulted in the creation of highways districts, and the levy of a penny on 
the dollar to pay for town expenses. 
 
(p.10) 
As forests gave way to farms, five distinct villages grew up around early mill sites to serve the local populace-
the original Upper or North Village, Center Village (Stowe Village), the (Mill) Lower Village, and Smith’s Falls 
(Moscow).   
 
(p. 11) 
The role that tourism has played in Stowe’s social, environmental and political make-up has been central to 
the town’s more recent development. 
 
(p. 12) 
Stowe’s attraction as a winter resort destination grew substantially with increased accessibility.  As early as 
1915, local officials sponsored “Notch Day” to garner state support for the development of an auto road 
through Smuggler’s Notch.  The construction of Route 100, the state’s “Cement Highway” in 1932 (which 
resulted in the demise of the Electric Railroad that same year), and, in the late 1960s, of I-89 and the Stowe-
Morrisville airport, put Stowe on a much larger map. 
 
(p. 15) 
Stowe’s economy, which until 1950 was primarily resource- based, has since evolved into a predominantly 
service-based tourist economy.  As such, it is particularly sensitive to national, and increasingly global, 
economic cycles affecting tourist markets and discretionary spending. 
 
(p. 48) 
Originally known as Mill Village, the lower Village serves as an extension of , and southern gateway to, Stowe 
Village.  Dominated by commercial establishments fronting upon Route 100, the lower Village retains much 
of its historic character.  The mix of historic buildings, most of which sit on small lots, forms an eclectic and 
appealing village which is both contrasting and complimentary to Stowe Village. 
 
(p. 74) 
With regard to the Route 100/108 intersection, the town followed up the corridor study with a plan to 
construct a south-bound turn lane over the Simmons Brook in 1995.  Town voters rejected the necessary 
land acquisition, however, with the desire to protect the Village’s historic character being cited as the 
primary objection.  In response, the town sponsored a detailed study of the intersection which included 
computer modeling of several design options and an attempt to gauge public attitudes regarding those 
options. 
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Natural  
(p. 28) 
Modern economic activities which are not dependent upon the town’s natural resources, such as global 
information and technology related enterprises, may locate in Stowe because of natural and cultural 
amenities.  As economic activity and land use become less reliant on such locational considerations as the 
presence of natural resources, the town’s landscape and historic land use patterns are increasingly 
susceptible to change. 
 
(p. 29) 
Several exceptional and unique geologic features are found in Stowe.  These include: 
Smugglers Notch (noteworthy for its dramatic scenery, cultural history and the presence of geologic and 
biological resources); Moss Glen Falls (highest cascade in Vermont); Bingham Falls (scenic gorge and popular 
swimming area located on state land); Millers Cirque, at the head of Nebraska Valley (among the finest 
glacial cirque complexes in Vermont); Sterling Falls Gorge (deep mountain gorge that is home to rare 
luminous moss).  In addition to these dramatic examples of the forces that have shaped Stowe’s geology, the 
composition and distribution of soils and other earth resources are of particular importance to many land 
use activities. 
 
(p. 30) 
Efforts to maintain Stowe’s agricultural land base should focus, in part, on protecting prime agricultural soils 
outside of designated growth centers to ensure their availability for future agricultural enterprises. 
 
(p. 34) 
Additional habitats for threatened or endangered plant and animal species may be found in Stowe, 
including in Smugglers Notch and on land owned and operated by the Mount Mansfield Trout Club. 
 
(p. 34) 
Future efforts of the State to acquire Bingham Falls should be encouraged. 
 
(p. 36) 
Maintaining physical connections (e.g. riparian corridors and travel corridors) between large tracts of 
wildlife habitat is critical to preventing wildlife populations from becoming isolated.  The identification and 
protection of critical travel corridors, and policies designed to maintain wide riparian corridors, would 
enhance past conservation efforts by connecting protected parcels. 
 
(p. 37) 
The fragmentation of large tracts of forest by road construction and development serve to isolate bear and 
other animal populations, undermining necessary genetic diversity of the species.  Travel corridors are an 
important means with which bear can travel between habitat, and access low elevation wetlands which serve 
as an important food source in the early spring.   
 
(p. 42) 
With the town’s decision to purchase the 235 acre Mayo Farm in 1990, Stowe entered a new era of farm, 
forest and open space conservation.  Through the combined efforts of the Stowe Conservation Commission, 
Stowe Land Trust, Vermont Land Trust, Sterling Falls Gorge Natural Area Trust, Vermont Housing & 
Conservation Board, and many private foundations and landowners, over 4,000 acres has been permanently 
protected in the past decade (see Map 6). 
 
(p. 42) 
The town’s strong support for land conservation is well documented.  When asked to identify the five most 
important issues facing Stowe at the turn of the century, 70% of local residents and 89% of second home-
owners responding to the 1997 Critical Issues Survey indicated “that preserving Stowe’s landscape and 
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protecting remaining open spaces” is the top priority.  In that same survey, 75% of local residents 
responding indicated that “more should be done to protect open spaces, scenic properties and natural 
areas in Stowe”.  An even higher percentage (85%0 of non-resident homeowners responded in kind.   
With the Stowe Land Trust aggressively seeking conservation opportunities, it can be expected that 
additional conservation projects will be brought before the town in the coming years.  To maximize the use 
of limited financial resources, future conservation efforts should be based upon clear community objectives.  
 
Stowe’s Sense of Place Goal (p. 99) 
To preserve and enhance Stowe’s natural resources, scenic landscape and environmental quality for the 
benefit of current and future generations. 
 
Working Landscape Tasks (p.101) 
Consider, in consultation with affected landowners, expanding the Meadowland Overlay District and 
associated Transfer of Development Rights program to include lands not currently designated as 
meadowland, including farmland located in the Route 100 corridor. 
 
Recreational 
(p. 16) 
…the resort is undertaking a major eight-year expansion and improvement plan intended to capture a 
greater percentage of the high-end national ski market.  Given the importance of the ski area to the local 
economy, these plans have received strong support from the business community, town officials, and local 
residents. 
 
(p. 39)  
The working landscape, especially forestland, is heavily used for walking, hiking, skiing, bicycling, hunting 
and other forms of recreation.  In many respects, recreation is among local residents’ and visitors’ most 
common physical connection to the land. 
 
(p. 65)  
Access to diverse, high-quality recreation opportunities helps to set Stowe apart from other communities of 
its size, and enhances the town’s reputation as a full service resort community. 
 
(p. 77) 
Sidewalks are needed on both sides of Route 100 from the intersection of Route 100 and the River Road 
south to the intersection of Route 100 and Sylvan Park Road, and up Thomas Land to Copley Woodlands. 
 
Recreation Goals (p. 109) 
To continue to provide a diversity of recreational activities and facilities for all segments of the resident and 
visitor population. 
 
Transportation Tasks (p. 113) 
13. Prepare a bicycle and pedestrian improvement plan for the town that, at a minimum, addresses the 
following: 
a. the extension of the Stowe Recreation Path to Spruce Hamlet, and development of a connection from 
Luce Hill Road to High School; 
b. the feasibility of the creation of Stowe Village to Morrisville and Stowe Village to Waterbury path 
connections in conjunction with neighboring towns; 
c. provision for sidewalks on Route 100 in the lower Village; 
d. provision for a sidewalk along Maple Street to the Shaw’s supermarket; 
e. provision for sidewalks on School and Park Streets; 
f. provision for sidewalks along Route 108 in the Mountain Road Village; 
g the inclusion of bike paths along Route 100 shoulders; 
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h. the construction of a pedestrian bridge connecting Palisades Park to the Palisades development and, via 
sidewalks, to South Main Street; 
i. the placement of additional public bike racks in designated growth centers; and 
j. the redesign and reconstruction of the Recreation Path / Route 108 crossing to improve bike and 
pedestrian safety; and, 
k. relocation of the Stowe Recreation Path along Weeks Hill Road to improve access and safety, and;  
l. provision for sidewalks along Route 108 in the Highway Tourist District. 
 
Scenic 
(p. 27) 
Stowe’s rugged mountains and broad river valleys form a stunning natural landscape.  This landscape, and 
the location of natural resources within it, have shaped 200 years of human settlement and continue to exert 
a heavy influence on land use and development.  
 
(p. 28) 
Since its earliest days, Stowe’s landscape has been comprised of village centers, scattered farmsteads, and 
forested mountains.  The first village settlement was north of Stowe Village, near the intersection of 
Stagecoach Road and Route 100. 
 
(p. 35) 
Development on steep slopes and exposed ridges and knolls can adversely impact the Town’s scenic 
landscape.  Such development, especially at higher elevations, tend to stand out from many vantage points 
in town, diminishing the forested backdrop to many of Stowe’s most important scenic vistas. 
 
In 1996, the Stowe DRB sponsored a visual sensitivity assessment of hillsides and ridgelines to identify those 
upland areas most visible from the heavily traveled local roads and highways.  Highly visible areas, combined 
with areas characterized by severe slopes, were designated at the “Ridgeline and Hillside Overlay District” 
within the town’s zoning bylaws (see Map 8).  Development within this district is subject to Planning 
Commission review to ensure that it occurs in a manner that minimizes environmental and aesthetic impacts. 
 
(p. 38)  
Open farmland remains an important visual, economic and cultural feature of Stowe’s landscape, especially 
along the well traveled Route 100 corridor (Stowe Valley), on West Hill, and along the Route 108 corridor. 
 
(p. 43) 
Outside of the villages, many of the buildings that contribute to Stowe’s agrarian landscape-large barns and 
associated farm structures-have been lost over the years.  Efforts to protect remaining barns, such as 
adaptive reuse provisions allowing alternative uses of structures no longer viable for agriculture, should be 
considered. 
 
(p. 44- 45) 
The first image of Stowe that is formed by travelers entering the town on major transportation corridors is 
shaped by the three gateways, or prominent entrances into town.  From the south, the area around the 
intersection of Route 100 and Moscow Road – where views across open fields west to Mount Mansfield first 
open up – serves as the first and most critical gateway.  This area is further enhanced by the open fields, 
meandering river and views of distant ridgelines that may be found north to the Lower Village. 
 
Neighboring communities – Moscow Village (p. 51) 
Limited commercial development has occurred in recent years, and careful attention has been given to 
designing commercial buildings to ensure compatibility with surrounding properties.  In the future, however, 
inappropriate commercial development, including the conversion of residential dwellings to commercial 
uses, could undermine Moscow’s unique character.   
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Contributing to this threat is increased traffic resulting from the designation of the Moscow and Barrows 
Roads as an alternative route from Route 100 to Route 108, and existing zoning which fails to address 
Moscow as a single entity. 
 
(p. 45)  
Approaching Stowe along Route 100 from the north, the open farmland and distant views provides the rural 
contrast to Stowe Village.  The transition from rural countryside to village center occurs in the vicinity of the 
intersections of Route 100 and Brush Hill Road and Route 100 and West Hill Road. 
 
(p. 73) 
While traffic volumes then – and now – create conditions that violate many Vermonter’s expectations for 
travel, these problems cannot be described as severe.  Periods of significant delays within the corridor are 
currently limited to the peak of fall foliage, summer special event weekends, and holiday ski weekends.  In 
addition, truck traffic serving Lamoille County and other locations in northern Vermont has an especially 
severe impact on village centers along the corridor, including Stowe Village and the Lower Village. 
 
(p. 78) 
Explore streetscape improvements, including street trees and curbing, along the section of Route 108 from 
Route 100 to Weeks Hill Road – consider narrowing the travel lane of the road when such improvements 
are installed. 
 
Growth and Development Policies (p. 94) 
New development shall be sited to conserve open space, resource and conservation lands, and to prevent 
strip development along Route 100 and Route 108. 
 
Housing Policies (p. 97) 
Residential development in and around Stowe Village shall be developed at a scale, character and density 
consistent with its existing village neighborhoods.  Such areas should include the Center Village PUD, east or 
Route 100 in the lower Village, and along River Road contiguous to Stowe Village and the lower Village. 
 
Settlement Pattern Tasks (p. 105) 
3. Consider revisions to the zoning regulations that would preserve the scenic rural qualities of the Route 
100 corridors as gateways to the Town. 
 
9.  Adopt adaptive reuse provisions to provide incentives to encourage the upgrade and maintenance of 
historic barns or other historic structures. 
 
Transportation Policies (p. 112) 
17. Protect and maintain the historic and scenic features located within the rights-of-way of Stowe’s scenic 
roads, including the elimination of excessive traffic control signs. 
 
Transportation 
(p. 8) 
Transportation planning, described in Chapter 4, has benefitted from a regional perspective provided by 
LCPC, in addition to the preparation of two corridor plans involving Route 100 and Route 108, respectively, 
which involved representatives from affected neighboring towns. 
 
(p.47) 
Traffic management will continue to influence development and land use activities in Stowe Village.  
Congestion at the intersection of Route 100 and Route 108 is particularly problematic, as most intersection 
improvements that would improve the Level of Service of the intersection would be detrimental to the 
historic character of the Village. 



 

APPENDIX C. TOWN AND REGIONAL PLAN EXCERPTS [Draft v.2 for Review 10/30/08] - 21 - 

(p. 70) 
Providing and maintaining a transportation system that can accommodate growing numbers of residents and 
visitors has been one of Stowe’s most important public functions since local taxes were first enacted to fund 
road improvements in 1797.  Unlike horse and foot power relied upon during Stowe’s early years, the 
private automobile is now the primary mode of transportation in town.  This reliance on the automobile has 
shaped the town, and continues to influence local settlement patterns, the provision of public facilities and 
services and, ultimately, the town’s capacity to accommodate growth in a safe and efficient manner. 
 
(p. 70) 
The town’s open space protection and land use planning programs have also been strengthened to support 
concentrated, mixed use development in designated villages and protect the surrounding working 
landscape. 
 
(p. 72) 
Since the Mayor Farm Road was constructed in 1994- and the Moscow and Barrows Roads were designated 
as an alternative route from Route 100 south to the Mountain Road – Stowe has pursued a program of 
creating an inter-connected network of minor collector roads as an alternative to major capacity increases to 
existing state highways….Additional connections should be identified in conjunction with the development 
of a traffic modeling program to assess existing and anticipated traffic patterns town-wide. 
 
(p. 72)  
Two state highways, Route 100 and Route 108, provide the primary accesses to Stowe from the neighboring 
communities, and carry the town’s highest traffic volumes.  Responsibility for maintaining Route 100 and 
Route 108 rests with the Vermont Agency of Transportation (AOT).  The section of Route 100 from the 
Stowe Police Department north to just before the Grand Union, is designated as a class 1 town highway, as is 
the section of Route 108 from its intersection with Route 100 north to the historic Village boundary. 
 
(p. 72-73) 
Route 100 is a north/south highway running the length of the state parallel to the Green Mountain Range.  In 
Stowe, the highway runs down the center of the Stowe Valley, linking the community to Waterbury and I-89 
to the south, and Waterbury and and Route 15 to the north in Morristown.  This route has served as a 
principle local transportation corridor since the arrival of the town’s first settlers.  The regional significance 
of the corridor was firmly cemented – figuratively and literally  when the state constructed Route 100 as a 
concrete highway in 1932, the same year that the electric trolley from Waterbury Village to Stowe Village 
was abandoned. 
 
Due partly to its regional significance, the AOT sponsored the preparation of a comprehensive corridor 
study in 1993.  Its purpose was to determine the current and future transportation needs of the corridor 
between Waterbury and Morrisville and identify a program of improvements to meet those needs.  The 
study found that the Route 100 roadway alignment is generally adequate, although some physical 
deficiencies were identified.  These include: 

• The narrow shoulders along the length of the highway; 
• numerous locations with restricted sight distance; 
• horizontal alignment problems, especially at locations with limited sight distance; 
• the lack of pedestrian facilities in villages. 

 
Transportation Policies (p. 111) 
13. Implement the Vermont Route 100 Corridor Management Plan as a means of addressing traffic concerns 
in Stowe Village and elsewhere on Route 100. 
 
14. Incorporate traffic calming improvements along major roads in existing village centers, including along 
Route 100, Route 108 and the Moscow Road. 
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Transportation Tasks (p. 112) 
1. Monitor traffic conditions at the Route 100/108 intersection on an annual basis to determine whether 
recommendations included in the 1995 Route 100/108 Intersection Action Plan should be implemented at a 
future date. 
4. Create and adopt an official map for the town that indicates all existing and planned transportation 
routes, which might include the following improvements: 
a. Luce Hill/Route 108 intersection improvements; b. West Hill Road/Route 100 intersection improvements; 
b. Moscow Road / River Road intersection improvements; 
c. traffic circulation improvements in Stowe Village (parking, one-way streets, traffic control, sidewalks); 
d. new /upgraded sidewalks in lower Village, Mountain Road Village, and Highway Tourist district; 
e. re-design of the Stowe Recreation Path crossing of Route 108; 
f. new road and bridge connecting Depot Street with the Jackson Arena parking area; and  
g. Luce Hill/Barrows Road intersection improvements. 
 
5. Evaluate alternative to improve the Route 100 / River Road intersection. 
 
Land Use  
(p. 53) 
Until 1998, land in the RR-1 District was permitted all of the uses allowed in the Highway Tourist District.  
Most commercial uses were eliminated in 1998, however, to discourage strip development on Route 100.   
 
CENTRAL VERMONT REGIONAL PLAN 
 
(Introduction p1-1) 
As its name implies, the Region lies at the geographic heart of the State. Accord- ingly, it embodies many of 
the most celebrated qualities of Vermont's culture and landscape, and also serves as its political hub, as well. 
 
(Introduction p1-1) 
It was in the valleys where early settle-ment began where population, commerce, and infrastructure have 
historically been concentrated in compact hamlets, villages, and cities. 
 
(Introduction p 1-2) 
In fact, Central Vermont is diverse beyond its size. We are home to a golden dome, and an interstate 
highway, remote logging roads, covered bridges, fast food restaurants, a culinary institute, a military college, 
road houses, opera houses, ski condos, hunting camps, conservatives, liberals, farmers, artisans, lawyers, 
activists, teachers, bureaucrats, politicians, merchants, the unemployed, the elderly, and perhaps most 
importantly, children. 
 
Introduction 1-3 
1) create conditions favorable to transportation, health safety, civic activities and educational and cultural 
opportunities;  
 
Introduction 1-3 
…the preservation and enhancement of the "quality of life" for all Central Vermont residents is the guiding 
principle of this Plan and the work of the Central Vermont Regional Planning Commission (CVRPC). 
 
Introduction 1-4 
One of 5 issues identified by a 1997 Commission to study region 
3) Natural Beauty – We place a high value on the scenery and resources the landscape provides. (page 3) 
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Introduction 1-8 
The goals and objectives of each element of this Plan implement the following broad policies of the Central 
Vermont Regional Planning Commission: 
 
CVRPC encourages planning that identifies, respects and preserves our important historic, natural, cultural, 
and recreational resources. 
 
CVRPC seeks to maintain a healthy environment and to respect the Region's historic settlement patterns. 
 
Land Use 2-1 
The challenge before us now is to guide these forces of change so as to bring about a marriage between our 
culture and our place that is sustainable, harmonious, and mutually beneficial. In the years to come, nothing 
will say more about the success of our efforts than the way in which people use the land and its resources. 
 
Land Use 2-2 – 2.3 
Central Vermont possesses "working landscapes" where people manage, nurture, and  harvest the resources 
of nature. Farmlands, forest lands, and lands containing mineral resources are vitally important to the 
economy and character of our Region. This Plan encourages the protection of resource production lands 
and the livelihoods of the people who use them by recognizing their benefits, promoting their products, 
and rethinking the attitudes, policies, and land use patterns that threaten their existence.  
 
p.2-4 
it is a primary goal of this Regional Plan to preserve and promote a viable agricultural economy, culture, and 
land base. Since private landowners own a majority of the Region’s productive forestland, it is important 
that these lands are conserved through sound, long-term forest management programs, and compatible 
patterns of growth and development. 
 
Land Use 2-5 
Within our Region's boundaries are many ecologically sensitive areas and resources that serve as symbols of 
our natural heritage and barometers of the Region's environmental health.  
  
These environmentally sensitive lands are not mere amenities. They have great value for education and 
research and for the understanding and appreciation of natural systems and processes. They perform 
critical ecological functions, enhancing the stability and diversity of ecosystems. They also provide aesthetic 
relief and recreational opportunities, and hence, economic benefit.  
 
The preservation of ecologically sensitive places is a goal of this Plan. Human use of such areas should be 
accomplished in a manner which protects their integrity and function.  
  
Resource protection lands include: natural and fragile areas, critical wildlife habitat, groundwater recharge 
areas, surface waters, wetlands, floodplains and scenic areas. 
 
Land Use 2-7 
The Region's lakes, ponds, rivers and streams represent an invaluable resource. They provide water for 
drinking, and domestic and industrial uses. They generate hydroelectric power. They dilute and assimilate 
various effluent. They provide recreational and aesthetic values for public use and enjoyment. 
 
 Land Use 2-10 
Central Vermont is a place of celebrated natural beauty. Its scenic landscapes not only enrich lives and 
spirits and attract new businesses and residents, they also provide the basic ingredient for one of the 
Region's most important industries - tourism. Each year thousands of visitors travel here to see the mountain 
vistas, pastoral scenes, fertile valleys, historic villages, Interstate 89 (which has received awards for its 
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scenery), remote back roads, and woodlands ablaze with autumn color. Thus, it is in our best interest, both 
psychologically and economically, to preserve the best of Central Vermont's visual splendor.  
 
Land Use 2-15 
The form and function of the Region’s interstate interchange areas are important for transportation, as well 
as aesthetic and economic considerations 
 
Land Use 2-22 
To encourage the historic settlement pattern of compact village and urban centers separated by rural 
countryside while promoting development in economically viable locations.  
 
New development should be planned so as to respect the historic settlement pattern of compact villages, 
neighborhoods, and urban centers separated by rural countryside. 
 
Land Use 2-24 
To protect environmentally sensitive or unique areas.   
To preserve the aesthetic quality of the Region 
 
Transportation 4-3 
Since 1995, there has been significant progress in planning and implementing bicycle and pedestrian 
facilities at the local and Regional level. This incremental progress, if continued over the next twenty years, 
will help the Region develop an interconnected network of bike and pedestrian facilities 
 
Transportation 4-4 
The Regional Transportation Plan also recommends ways to improve the transportation- land use 
connection based on ideas developed during a public workshop, and in- cludes suggested changes to 
CVRPC policies for defining the Regional significance of transportation projects and how transportation 
should be considered in growth area planning.  
 
Transportation 4-9 
1. Support the design of visually attractive and durable infrastructure such as roadways, pathways, and 
bridges.  
2. Support high architectural standards for terminal buildings, stations, shelters, garages, and other facilities.  
3. Respect and enhance the built environment by restoration of period transportation structures where 
possible, and maintain the natural environment through architectural, landscaped, and engineered features.  
4. Encourage traffic calming efforts to minimize conflicts between traffic and surrounding neighborhoods.  
5. When feasible, encourage restoration or preservation of historic bridges. 
 
Utilities, Facilities & Services 5-31 
The Region boasts some 59,194 acres of public outdoor recreational lands. These include a National Forest, 
eight State forests, three State parks, four wildlife management areas, and about a dozen municipal forests. 
In addition, there are public parks and playgrounds, as well as State surface water access points. 
 
Utilities, Facilities & Services 5-44 
To promote adequate access to a wide range of high quality outdoor recreational experiences to all sectors 
of the population.  
 
1. CVRPC will encourage and foster the provision of diverse outdoor recreational opportunities, with 
consideration given to the needs of the elderly, disabled, and economically disadvantaged.  
2. CVRPC encourages, in particular, those recreational activities that focus on, respect, enhance, and 
educate about the natural environment.  
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3. Recreation inventories and needs assessments should occur at the local and Regional levels in order to 
determine deficiencies and conflicts, and to identify key recreational resources and opportunities on both 
public and private land.  
4. Municipalities should develop and implement strategies to protect important recreation lands. Actions 
such as securing voluntary easements, fee or less than fee acquisition, subdivision or zoning regulations 
which contain provisions for common open space, impact fees or other contractual arrangements are 
encouraged as alternatives for achieving permanent or semi- permanent protection. 
 
Utliites, Facilities &  Services 5-45 
12. CVRPC will work towards and support the maintenance and development of trail and greenway 
networks to provide for recreational diversity, tourist amenity, habitat linkage, and low impact 
transportation choices. 
 
Utliities, Facilities & Services 5-46 
1. CVRPC encourages the development of new cultural facilities and services (including studio space), in 
Central Vermont, particularly in or near existing settlements and growth centers, as such areas are most 
accessible to all segments of the population, and the proliferation of culture in such areas will strengthen 
their vitality.  
2. The protection and preservation of existing cultural resources and activities is a goal of the Commission.  
3. CVRPC will continue to work with cultural organizations where appropriate to support cultural resources 
in Central Vermont.  
4. The Commission encourages the rehabilitation or adaptive use of sites and structures for cultural pursuits.  
5. CVRPC supports strengthening the role of cultural and artistic disciplines in public education. 
 
1. Municipalities are encouraged to provide a historic preservation section in their municipal plans. 
2. CVRPC encourages development which preserves the historic and architectural character of town and 
village centers and the rural landscape.  
3. Therefore, it is the policy of this Commission to support and encourage downtown revitalization 
programs and Downtown and Village Center Designation. Downtown revitalization efforts are means to 
create jobs and to preserve our national heritage.  
4. CVRPC encourages the restoration, rehabilitation and adaptation of historic structures where feasible, as 
this minimizes the environmental impact of development by conserving raw materials, using land already 
developed, employing existing services.  
5. Where economically practical, rehabilitation of a historic site or structure should be designed to minimize 
the architectural impact and maintain the historic character of the site or building.  
6. Where an area is not designated as a historic district, but where there are buildings of local historic 
significance, projects should be designed to maintain and protect the historic character of the area. 
Municipalities are encouraged to develop criteria that would assist in protecting the character of an area 
considered historic, whether designated as such or not.  
11. Prehistoric and historic archeological sites are recognized as important to Vermont's history. Any activity 
that may have an impact on a prehistoric or archeological site should be planned in consultation with the 
Division for Historic Preservation, Agency of Commerce and Community Development. 
 
LAMOILLE COUNTY REGIONAL PLAN 
 
p. 4 
"The implementation of the Regional Plan will facilitate sustainable development for Lamoille County. 
Sustainable development improves the quality and quantity of natural resources and improves the social, 
cultural and economic systems that are necessary for a healthy quality of life." 
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p.5 
To guide growth into compact settlements, whether historic or new, in order to create more efficient land 
use development.  
 
To guide growth in the scattered and fringe environments through the promotion of growth in compact 
settlements and through the protection of the region’s natural and working landscapes.  
 
To guide growth in the rural environment to protect the region’s natural systems and valuable agricultural 
and silvicultural resources.  
  
Excerpts 
(p. 6) 
Policies  
1. The development and implementation of municipal and regional agricultural and forestry districts is 
encouraged, including a regional Transferable Development Rights Program to facilitate the creation of such 
districts.  
 
Agricultural diversification should be continuously encouraged and emerging markets should be 
continuously explored.  
 
2) Statewide efforts that strive to diversify the region’s agricultural base in a sustainable manner are 
encouraged.  
 
3) Local planning regulations that promote agricultural home businesses, home industries, agri- tourism, and 
other approaches that promote the increase of on-farm incomes are encouraged.  
 
4) “Regional” (market) pricing efforts that sustain agriculture are encouraged.  
 
p. 7 
Incubator and cooperative projects, such as the Vermont Food Venture Center, that provide an 
opportunity for small scale food producers to establish their businesses are encouraged.  
 
4) Agricultural marketing efforts for locally and regionally grown specialty food products are encouraged.  
 
5) Efforts to further develop local markets are encouraged, such as farmers markets, saw mills, wood 
manufacturers, etc, regional markets, such as food service suppliers to major regional employers, such as 
Copley Hospital, Johnson State College, ski  resorts, etc., and domestic and international markets and the 
various distribution systems necessary to support these markets.  
 
8) Proposed operations that will require the transport of heavy truck loads over the public roadways should 
be considered and mitigated fairly and appropriately.  
 
1) Regionally significant ridgelines, such as the Worcester and Mount Mansfield mountain ranges, as well as 
other significant mountains and ridgelines should be protected from the types of impacts associated with 
ridgeline development.  
 
2) Towns are encouraged to impose elevation ceilings on development in their plans and regulations. 
 
Preferably, in the region’s designated working land areas, LCPC supports local planning efforts that allow for 
one building envelope (see definition below) of not greater than one (1) unit per 2 acres for every 27 acres 
of land owned. 
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p.9 
2) LCPC will not support the relocation of community “anchors” which may include but not be limited to the 
following; town offices, schools, churches, general stores, etc., outside of the designated growth centers and 
it is preferable to have such anchors be relocated within the traditional downtown areas whenever possible.  
A town should redefine its designated downtown or designated growth center prior to locating community 
anchors outside its existing designated downtowns or growth centers. 
 
2) In designated downtown areas, desired densities should not be sought after through density bonuses, 
but rather through clear and defining design guidelines, such as setback, building height, land use and other 
restrictions. 
 
p.12 
1) The preservation of the quality of the region’s lakes and rivers as a resource for human recreation and 
wildlife is encouraged  
 
1) LCPC encourages the use of alternative forms of transportation – forms other than the single occupancy 
vehicle.  
 
P 14 
5) Community investments such as educational, cultural, recreational, healthcare and municipal services that 
will aid in attracting economic development opportunities will be encouraged. 
 
1) Industrial and business areas should be well designed and have a high degree of available amenities, 
including access to major transportation routes, which should be attractive to new investors.  
 
P15 
1) Commercial, industrial and institutional uses not requiring a rural location should be directed to a location 
in the Built/Developed Areas, or to those locations in the Scattered or Fringe Areas that have been 
significantly developed.  
 
2) Enhancement of the economic base of the rural area should be encouraged through local planning 
policies that provide for a limited amount of suitable and compatible commercial and industrial activity.  
 
3) Municipal Plans should support the ‘Right-to-Farm’ concept.  
 
4) The manufacturing and marketing of value-added agriculture and forest products should be encouraged 
and supported.   
 
6) Municipalities are encouraged to recognize the importance of ensuring the continued economic viability 
agriculture and forestry operations within the region.    
 
7) Municipalities are encouraged to recognize the importance of ensuring the continued economic viability 
of sustainable commercial agriculture and forestry operations within the region.  
 
P16 
1) Local economic assessments are encouraged in an effort to determine how tourism and development can 
be better integrated as part of comprehensive economic strategies for residents and visitors.   
 
P17 
1) Municipalities are encouraged to expand public recreation areas, and purchase or acquire development 
rights on lands or provide other incentives to ensure the public has continued access to private lands.  
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3) Municipalities are encouraged to plan for local greenways. 
 
P18 
1) Recreational activities should not cause detrimental impacts to the natural environment. 
2) Class 4 Roads and “ancient highways” should remain available for public recreational use 
3) Recreation resources that are desired to be used primarily by the local or regional community should 

be protected from over use by non-community members.  
4) Recreation resources that are desired to be used by the general public should have adequate access 

and capacity, and be promoted appropriately.  
 
P21 
1) Support the implementation of the Morrisville-Stowe Airport Master Plan  
2) Enhance public awareness of the benefits of having an airport facility in the regional community. 
 
P22 
1) Encourage continued AMTRAK Service through Waterbury.  
2) Assist in planning for regional transit connections to the Waterbury Rail Station. 
 
P23 
3) Investigate the feasibility of new services and actively seek sources of funding for them, including year 
round service on the Mountain Shuttle, seven days per week service on the Route 100 Commuter, and a 
Route 15 Commuter Service. 
 
1) Encourage municipalities to preserve legal trails and class IV town highway right-of-way for future use or 
upgrade.  
 
2) Encourage municipalities to research and preserve “ancient highways” per recent legislation and new 
state-administered grant programs related to such efforts. 
 
P24 
1) Encourage and assist in the implementation of traffic calming measures at appropriate locations and 

following the VTrans Traffic Calming Standards. 
2) Acknowledge bicycling and walking as legitimate forms of transportation. 
 
P25 
1) Promote the removal of hazards to bicycle travel on highways during routine maintenance; remove such 
hazards as scattered gravel, especially in the springtime after winter sanding and salting.  
 
2) Promote and practice bicycle and pedestrian-friendly highway design at the municipal and state levels.  
 
3) Plan for the integration of bicycles with other modes through techniques such as include bike racks on 
transit vehicles, providing bike parking at places of employment and commerce, and at community centers, 
improvement of shoulders on highways, and construction of bike paths.  
 
4) Encourage local and state highway transportation projects to implement shoulder widths that are 
appropriate for the existing traffic conditions.  
Assist in the design and implementation of traffic calming measures in village centers and other densely 
developed settlements where pedestrian travel is viable.  
 
2) Encourage municipalities to require consideration of bicycle and pedestrian transportation in 
development plans through local ordinances and project review processes.  
 



 

APPENDIX C. TOWN AND REGIONAL PLAN EXCERPTS [Draft v.2 for Review 10/30/08] - 29 - 

3) Assist municipalities in planning for the improvement of existing and future sidewalk network including 
the development of pedestrian-gathering places including attractive benches, lighting, and information 
kiosks.  
 
1) Facilitate the implementation of the Lamoille Valley Rail Trail as an interim use of the rail corridor.  
 
2) Pursue the implementation of the Lamoille Valley Rail Trail and municipal connections to the trail, as well 
as other direct pathway connections between municipalities.  
 
3) Encourage the planning, design, and implementation of the extension of the Stowe Recreation Path to the 
Stowe Mountain Resort.  
 
p. 30 
1) Encourage and promote the implementation of conservation concepts in planning, ie: the transfer and/or 
purchase of development rights, land trusts, conservation easements, covenants, land use tax incentives, and 
clustering to allow for the retention of open space whether it be scenic vistas, agricultural lands, wildlife 
management areas or public lands etc. 
 
p.31 
1) Future growth should not significantly impair the public recreational opportunities of waters, open lands 
or woodlands, or destroy or threaten areas of significant historical, educational, cultural, endangered, 
scientific, agricultural, silvacultural, architectural or archeological value.  
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Appendix E. Matrix of Significant Corridor Resources 
The matrix shown on the following pages provides an inventory and listing of all the 
resources located throughout the entire Byway and delineates them according to one or 
more of the six intrinsic categories outlined in the State Byways Program. 

 Archeological Cultural Historic Natural Recreational Notes 

Stowe       
Adams House-Partridge 
Inn Restaurant-Hillma   •    

Adams Sugarhouse   •    
Alexander   •    
Bagley-Sparks House   •    
Bailey Farms-Ayers House   •    
Bailey-Bender House   •    
Barnes, Robt. II (Peterson 
Brook Farm)   •    

Bedell-Edwards House   •    
Bedell-Kinoshita House   •    
Bedell-Patten Sugar   •    
Bough, Irvin   •    
Bradish-Huff House   •    
Brink-Roberts-Detora 
House   •    

Brink-Travers Forest 
Products House, Inc.   •    

Brownsville School-
Wright Art School   •    

Bryant-Carlough House   •    
Buchanan, Thomas & 
Rita   •    

Burnham Place-Hoefer 
House   •    

Butternut Common   •    
Cain House   •    
Campbell   •    
Catholic Diocese  • •    
CCC Side Camp - 
Vermont State Ski Dorm   •    

Charda Restaurant & 
Lounge   •    

Cobb/Adams   •    
Cottonbrook Gallery  • •    
Dewey-Carroll House   •    
Didco Inc (Winding 
Brook)   •    

Drill, Rich & Pitstic, 
Darrick (Timberholme   •    

Duquette   •    
E. Brunton Barn-
Grandview Farm Inc.   •    

Eddy, Roger &Virginia   •    
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 Archeological Cultural Historic Natural Recreational Notes 
Fiddler's Green Inn - 
McKeon Property  • •    

Flender, John O.   •    
Foster Farm-M. Walker 
House   •    

Foster-Thompson House   •    
Four Winds Farm-Barnett 
House   •    

Freeman House   •    
Front Four Sports   •  •  
Fuller Farm-G. Kirchner 
House   •    

Gibson   •    
Gold Brook-Emily's 
Bridge  • •    

Goldbrook Creamery-
Manfredi Building  • •    

Golden Eagle Assoc LLP   •    
GRW LLC   •    
H. Magoon-N. Battit 
House   •    

Hanner   •    
Hardy-Grammage House   •    
Heyer   •    
Hob Nob Restaurant & 
Motel-Rigby Property   •    

Houston/Dobos Sugar 
House  • •    

Houston-Dana Complex   •    
Howe   •    
Hunnewell Barn   •    
JJ &S LLC 
(2Dog/Scandinavia)   •    

Kellett Place-Village of 
Waterbury House   •    

Killingbeck House   •    
Kirchner   •    
Knapp, G, Slayton, V, 
Bradford, E   •    

Knapp-Sweetser House   •    
Kreizel, Wm   •    
Lake Mansfield Trout 
Club  • •    

Lambert Caretaker 
Residence   •    

Lang Farm-J.E. Lang 
House   •    

Liz Rivers Antiques  • •    
Lord-Wood House   •    
MacAllister-Bouchard-
Percy #5 Farm   •    

MacAllister-Spear-
Stonybrook, Inc. Farm   •    
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MacAllister-Turner-
Donald House   •    

Macutchan, John   •    
Magoon Farm-Lang 
House   •    

Marvell House   •    
Matthews-Baumrind 
House   •    

Mayo Farm-Bloody Brook 
Construction   •    

Means, Marjorie   •    
Mile Away - Wasser 
House   •    

Miller House   •    
Morris, Barbara   •    
Moscow Historic District   •    
Mountain Answering 
Service   •    

Mountainside Resort at 
Stowe  • •    

Mt. Mansfield Ski Area 
Base Lodge  • •  •  

Nebraska Valley School-
Springer-Butler House   •    

Nichols Lodge   •    
Nimick-Robinson House   •    
North Hollow School-
Cracower House   •    

O.L. Judson-Kellogg Farm   •    
O'Neil, Wm & J (Edson 
Hill Manor)   •    

Pall Spera and Company   •    
Perkins-Brush-Morrill 
Farm   •    

Peter M. Schoff House   •    
Rhodes   •    
Ricketson Farm   •    
Roy Clark House   •    
Ruffing, Wm (Siebeness)   •    
Ruschp Enterprises LLC 
(Stowe Motel)   •    

S. Adams-Bryant Barns   •    
S. Adams-Hutchins 
House   •    

Sanborn Farm - Freizel 
House   •    

Sergeant-Thompson 
House   •    

Saunder's Apartments   •    
Saw Hill Farm Riding 
Stables-Nimick Barn   •  •  

School District No. 4-
Skjolberg house   •    

Scribner-Lord House   •    
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Slayton-Rau House   •    
SLT   •    
Smuggler's Notch State 
Park & Campground   • • •  

Speer   •    
Springer-Miller House   •    
Spruce Pond Inn   •    
Stowe Country Club   •  •  
Stowe Landscape 
Contracting   •    

Stowe Lower Village 
District   •    

Stutman House   •    
Taft Lodge   •    
The Adam's Residence   •    
The Atwood-M. Walker 
House   •    

The C. Barnett House   •    
The C.C. McMahon 
House   •    

The Cechini House   •    
The Churchhill House-
The Fountain   •    

The Dento Farm   •    
The Douglas House   •    
The Feilding Residence-
Things Past Antiques   •    

The Ferrin-Black House   •    
The Foster Residence   •    
The Gerard House   •    
The H. Neel House   •    
The Haley House   •    
The Hannibal Residence   •    
The Hyde House   •    
The Janetty House   •    
The Kitsbuk Residence   •    
The Lambert Mansion   •    
The Mansfield Dairy  • •    
The Mansfield Residence   •    
The Marckres House   •    
The McKay Place-D.E. 
Percy House   •    

The McManis Residence   •    
The Misty Meadows 
Herb Farm-Taber House   •    

The Octagon-Mt. 
Mansfield Corporation   •    

The P.R. Smith House   •    
The Parsonage-Carroll 
House   •    

The Pervier House   •    
The Peterson Residence   •    
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The Pineless-Stahlbrand 
House   •    

The Pitsker House   •    
The Plankard Farm  • •    
The Potter Residence   •    
The Putnam House   •    
The Raymond-Harlow-
Adams House   •    

The Russell Residence, 
"The Tavern"   •    

The S. Lippman House   •    
The Saleva Barn   •    
The Salvas Residence   •    
The Spaulding Place-M. 
Perry House   •    

The Stone Hut-Mt. 
Mansfield Corporation   •    

The Stoweaway   •    
The Sunny Davis House-
MacLellan Corp. & GMB   •    

The Upton Residence   •    
The Vicarage-St. John's 
Parsonage  • •    

The Warner Residence   •    
The Williams Residence   •    
The Wilson Residence   •    
Tischler House   •    
Titus Farm-Goodson 
House   •    

Topnotch Riding Stables - 
TN Associates Bar   •  •  

Trapp Family Lodge 
(Austrian Tea Room, stab  • •    

Tuftin-Lang House   •    
Wallace Place-C.F. 
Morton House   •    

Weeks-Percy Home Farm   •    
Were Farm-Paul E. Percy 
Farm   •    

West Branch District 
School No. 2- St Johns   •    

West Branch Meeting 
House-Rocky River Lodge   •    

White Diamond LLC 
(Butternut Inn)  • •    

Winter Fund   •    
Woll House   •    
Arbor Inn at Stowe  •     
Cotswold Furniture 
Makers  •     

Edison Hill Manor  •     
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Grass Roots Art & 
Community Effort 
(GRACE) 

 •     

Helen Day Art Center  •     
Hob Knob Inn & 
Restaurant  •     

Little River Hot Glass  •     
Molly Bog  •  •   
Nebraska Knoll Sugar 
House  •     

Oktoberfest, Stowe  •     
Stage Coach Inn  •     
Stone Hill Inn  •     
Stowe Arts Studio  •     
Stowe Farmer's Market  •     
Stowe Inn & Tavern  •     
Stowe Maple Products  •     
Stowe Mountain Resort  •   •  
Stowe Municipal 
Building  •     

Stowe Street Emporium  •     
Stowe Town Library  •     
Stowehof Inn  •     
Thatcher Brook Inn  •     
The Gables Inn  •     
Vermont Ski Museum  •     
West Branch Gallery & 
Sculpture Park  •     

Ye Old England Inne  •     
Alpine Slide at Spruce 
Peak     •  

Bingham Falls    • •  
CAT Trail     •  
Catamount Trail     •  
Dog Park     •  
Edson Hill X-C Center     •  
Ethan Allen Firing Range     •  
Gale Rec Center     •  
Gold Brook Campground     •  
Long Trail     •  
Mayo Farm     •  
Jackson Arena & 
Memorial Fields  •   •  

Moscow Fields     •  

Moss Glen Falls    • • Highest Cascade in 
Vermont 

Mt. Mansfield State Forest    • •  
Palisades Park     •  
Points North Golf Club     •  
River Walk     •  
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Sterling Falls Gorge    • • 
Deep mountain 
gorge home to rare 
luminous moss 

Stowe Country Club     •  
Stowe Mountain Resort     •  
Stowe Rec Path     •  
Stowe X-C Center     •  
Sunset Rock    • •  
Swimming Hole     •  
Top Notch X-C Center     •  
Trapp Family Lodge X-C 
Center     •  

VAST Trail     •  
Waterbury River Fishing 
Area     •  

Wiessner Woods    • •  
Quiet Path     • On Mayo Farm  
Smugglers Notch    • •  
Biological Hot Spots    •   
Rare and Endangered 
Plants    •   

Rare and Endangered 
Natural Communities    •   

Rare and Endangered 
Animals    •  

Bicknell's Thrush, 
Long-tailed Shrew, 
Pygmy Shrew 

Deer Wintering Areas    •  Over 3,600 Acres 
Agricultural Soils    •  Est. 10,000 Acres 
Black Bear Habitat    •   
Bingham Falls    •   

Millers Cirque    •  Fine glacial cirque 
complex 

Molly Bog    •   
Worcester Ridgeline    •   
Mt. Mansfield Summit    •   
Wetlands    •   
Floodplains    •   

Wildlife Habitat    •  Black Bear, Moose, 
Peregrine Falcon 

Forest Resources    •  85% Cover 

Municipal Forests    • • 
Sterling Forest, 
Macutchan Forest, 
Downer Forest 

Roundtop    •   
Luce Hill    •   
The Pinnacle    •   
Taber Hill    •   
Sunset Hill    •   
Stowe Pinnacle    • •  
Hogback Mountain    •   
Cady Hill    •   
North Hill    •   
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Brush Hill    •   
Waterbury       
Acron Lodge   •    
Ames House   •    
Ayers House   •    
Baker House   •    
Bieler House   •    
Bryan House   •    

Colby Mansion    •   
National Register of 
Historic Places 
Listing 

Davies House   •    
Gauthier House   •    
Governor Butler House   •    
Graylawn Farm Complex   •    

Green Mt. Seminary  • •   
National Register of 
Historic Places 
Listing 

Guptil House   •    
Harvey House   •    
John Nutting House   •    
Kelley House   •    
Levering House   •    
Loomis Hill Cemetery   •    
Lyon Farm District   •    
McNeil House   •    

Mill Village National 
Historic District   •   

National Register of 
Historic Places 
Listing 

Waterbury Village 
District   •   

National Register of 
Historic Places 
Listing 

Waterbury Center 
Methodist Church   •   

National Register of 
Historic Places 
Listing 

Hope Cemetery  • •    
Maple Street Cemetery  • •    
Revolutionary War 
Cemetery  • •    

Vermont State Hospital 
Cemetery   •    

Colbyville Historic 
District   •   

State Register of 
Historic Sites and 
Structures Listing  

Bridge 31 Site   •   
National Register of 
Historic Places 
Listing 

Cotton Brook Historic 
Archaeological District •  •   

State Register of 
Historic Sites and 
Structures Listing  

Stevens Brook Historic 
Archaeological District •  •   

State Register of 
Historic Sites and 
Structures Listing  
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Woodward Hill Historic 
Archaeological District •  •   

State Register of 
Historic Sites and 
Structures Listing  

Minott House   •    
Morrell Camp   •    
Mt. Mansfield Base Lodge   •  •  
Perkins House   •    
Peterson House   •    
Post House   •    
Raphael Lowe House   •    
Samuel Miller House   •    
Silas Loomis House   •    
Soule House   •    
Stone Hut   •    
Sutherland House   •    
T.H. 56 Bridge, over 
Little River   •    

Towne House   •    
Wallace House   •    

Waterbury Center - 
Village Park District   •   

State Register of 
Historic Sites and 
Structures Listing 

Waterbury Center 
Historic District   •   

State Register of 
Historic Sites and 
Structures Listing 

Winooski St. Bridge, over 
Winooski River   •    

Woods House   •    
Winooski River SB     •  
Rusty Parker Park  •   •  
Dascomb P Rowe Field     •  
Anderson Recreation Field     •  
Blush Hill Country Club     •  
Hope Davey Park     •  
Green Mountain Club 
HQ  •   • State Historic 

Register of Places 
Waterbury & Stowe Fish 
& Game Club     •  

Waterbury Center State 
Park  •  • •  

Little River State Park & 
Area • • • • •  

Loomis Hill Trails     •  
VAST Trail     •  
CAT Trail     •  
1836 Cabins  • •    
Ben & Jerry's Factory  •     
Best Western  •     
Birds Nest Inn  •     
Cold Hollow Cider Mill 
& Grand View Wine 
Tasting 

 •     

Farmer's Market  •     
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Green Mountain Club  •   •  
Green Mountain Coffee 
Roasters & Visitor's 
Center 

 •     

Hen of the Woods  •     
Michael's on the Hill  •     
The Alchemist  •     
Vermont Teddy Bear 
Factory & Cabot Annex 
Store 

 •     

Waterbury Center Grange 
Hall  •     

Waterbury Municipal 
Building  •     

Waterbury Public Library  •     
Waterbury Reservoir •  • • •  
CC Putnam State Forest    • •  
Mt. Mansfield State Forest    • •  
Biological Hot Spots    •   
Rare and Endangered 
Plants    •   

Rare and Endangered 
Natural Communities    •   

Rare and Endangered 
Animals    •   

Deer Wintering Areas    •   
Aggregate Resources    •   
Agricultural Soils    •   
Black Bear Habitat    •   
Little River    •   
Thatcher Brook    •   
Winooski River    •   
Beaver Ponds    •   
Wetlands    •   
Floodplains    •   
Open Spaces    •   
Scenic Vistas    •   
Wildlife Habitat    •   
Forest Resources    •   
Ricker Mountain    •   
Woodward Mountain    •   
Perry Hill    • •  
Owls Head Mountain    •   
Middlesex Notch    •   
Gregg Hill    •   
Willey Hill    •   
Loomis Hill    •   
Blush Hill    •   
 





Little River Area
Trails Information

Multi Use Trails: Generally, these are 
gravel-surfaced roadways used for forest 
management.  Allowed Uses: hiking, 
cross-country skiing, snowshoeing, 
mountain biking and horseback riding.  
Markings:  Orange triangles

Hiking Trails: These are single-track 
foot paths.  Allowed Uses:  hiking, 
cross-country skiing, snowshoeing.
Markings:  Blue blazes

Historical Roads:  The Little River 
Area is crossed by many historical roads 
that lead to hillside settlements.  Many 
are still in use as hiking or multi-use 
trails.  Others were discontinued years 
ago and can no longer be followed on 
the ground.  

Snowmobile Trails:  Please contact the 
Vermont Association of Snow Travelers 
(VAST) for current trail information 
in the area, either at www.vtvast.org 
or (802)229-0005.  Snowmobiles are 
limited to marked corridor routes.  

ATV, motorized bike and off-road 
vehicle use are all prohibited on State 
lands.

General Information
Removal of live vegetation is prohibited 
on State lands.  Follow the “carry-in/carry-
out” policy; if you bring trash in, pack it 
out  Trails are closed in the spring “mud 
season” from snow melt until Memorial 
Day when they are highly susceptible to 
erosion.  Please limit your group size to 20 
or fewer individuals.   Interpretive programs 
on park history may be available from 
Little River State Park during the operating 
season; please call (802)244-7103 for more 
information.  School groups may qualify for 
a special educational admission rate, please 
call for details.  

For More Information
For current conditions, comments, or 
questions, contact the FPR Barre Regional 
Office at (802)476-0170.  The Vermont State 
Parks website has more information about 
park activities at www.vtstateparks.com.
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